85TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

MAY 22y 1987

PRESIDENT:

The hour of nine having arrivedy the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members be at their desks and will
our guests in the gallery please risee QOur prayer this morn—
ing by the Reverand Eugene Weitzel, the Director of Chaplains
at Ste John's Hospitaly Springfieldy Illinoise Fathers
REVEREND EUGENE WEITZEL:

(Prayer given by Reverend Weitzel)
PRESIDENT:

Thank youy Father. Reading of the Journale. Senator
Dunne.

SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank yous Mre Presidents I move that the reading and
approval of the Journals of Tuesdays May 12th; Wednesday, May
13th; Thursdays May l4thi Mondays May 18th; Tuesdays, May 9th;
Wednesdays May 20th and Thursdays May 21ste in the year 1987,

be postponed pending arrival of the printed Journalse.

PRESIDENT:
You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Dunn. Is
there any discussion? If noty all 1in favor indicate by

saying Ayee All opposeds The Ayes have its. The motion car-
ries and it is so orderede. Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Mr. O*Briens, Clerke.

Mre President — I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has passed bills of the
following titlesy in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask the concurrence of the Senates to—wit:

House Bills 65¢ T3y 2929 380¢ 479y 49%4e 7105,
805+ 859y 919y 932y 971y 998y 1021y 1055y 1071y 1105+ 1135,
1149y 1169y 1174y 1177, 1258y 1301y 1313, 1819y 1920y 1970
2157e 2162y 2193y 22254 23224 23584 2403y 2404e 2425 2603,
2700y 2702, 2786+ Passed the House May 21y 1987.

A Message from the House by Mr. O'Brieny Clerke
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Mre President — I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has adopted the following
joint resolutiones in the adoption of which I am instructad to
ask the concurrence of the Senatey to—wit:

House Joint Resolution 79 It is congrat-—
ulatorye
PRESIDENT:
Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

A Message from the Housey by Mr. O'3rieny (Clerkes

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has adopted the following
joint resolutions in the adoption of which I am instructed to
ask the concurrence of the Senates to—wit:

House Joint Resolution 37.
PRESIDENT:

Executives All righty if I can have your attentions when
we begin we're going to begin where we left off yesterday
which is page 9. The middle of page 9. We will begin with
1166. Soy for thosecess.it's Senators Jonesy Lechowiczy
Marovitzy Savickasy Newhouse and Hacdonald will be the first
four or five out of the box this morning and while they are
gathering up their filesy Madam Secretarys with leave of the
Bodys we'll move to thee.sewe®l]l move to page 23 on the Calen—
dary on the Order of House Bills lst Readinge. House bills
lst readings Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 109 offered by Senator Savickase.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 176 offered by Senator Marovitze.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House 3111 192 offered by Senator HMarovitz.
({Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 416 offered by Se@nators Dudycz and Degnane.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 423 offered by Senator Vadalabene.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

Bill 451 offered by Senator Carroll.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 484 offered by Senator Maitland.
(Secretary reads title of bill})
Bill 507 offered by Sepator HMarovitze.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3ill 508 offered by Senator Bermane.
(Secretary reads title of oill)
Bill 509 offered by Senator Bermane.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3ill 510 offered by Senator Marovitz.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 546 offered by Senator Marovitz.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 547 offered by Senator Marovitz.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 548 offered by Senator Marovitz.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 549 offerad by Senator Marovitze.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3ill 593 offered by Senator Hacdonald.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 639 offered by Senator Collins.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
B8i11 655 offered by Senator Alexander.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 699 offered by Senator Hall.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 706 offered by Senator Severnse.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

Bill 710 offered by Senator Hall.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)

Bill 715 offered by SenatoressSenators Je Jeo

Marovitze.
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{Secretary reads title of bill})
Bill 724 offered by Senator Savickase.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 756 offered by Senator Topinkas
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 757 offered by Senator Donahues
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 758 off2red by Senator Etheredgcs.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 759 offered by Senator Hatsone
({Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 760 offered by Senator Etheredgee.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 761 offered by Senator Etheredgee.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
Bill 762 offerad by Senator Etheredge.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
Bill 763 offered by Senator Etheredgee.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 764 offered by Senator Etheredge.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 765 offered by Senators Raica and
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 766 offered by Senator Weavere.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 768 offered by Senator Dudycze.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 769 offered by Senator Fawell.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
Bill 771 offered by Senator Hawkinsone

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Dudycze.

Joyce
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House Bill 774 offered by Senator Hatsone
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 775 offered by Senator Etheredges
({Secretary reads title of bill)
House 3ill 776 offered by Senator Donahue.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 779 offered by Senator Schaffer.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 780 offered by Senator Karpiel.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 781 offered by Senator Fawell.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 782 offered by Senator Haitland.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 785 offered by Senator Etheredge.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 790 offered by Senator Mahare.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 793 offered by Senator Dudycze.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 810 offered by Senators Brookins and Poshard.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill B810e++819 offered by Senator Alexandere.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House B8ill 848 offered by Senator Collinse.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 941 offered by Senator Vadalabene.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Billessl meanyessHouse Bill 1014 offered by Senator
Je Je Joyceeo
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1063 offered by Senator Rocke
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1064 offered by Senator Rocke.
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(Secretary reads
Bill 1065 offered by
{Secretary reads
3ill 1163 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1363 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1376 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1636 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1685 offered by
(Secretary reads
8ill 1723 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1848 offera2d by

{Secretary reads

1987

title of bill}
Sanator Alexander.
title of bill)
Senator Carroll.
title of bill)
Senator Lechowicze
title of bill)
Senator Lechowicze
title of bill)
Senator Carrolle.
title of bill)
Senator Carrolle.
title of bill)
Senator del valle.
title of bill)
Senator Berman.

title of bill})

BilleeelB68 offered by Senator Holmberge.

{Secretary reads
Bill 2031 offered by
{Secretary reads
3ill 2048 offered by
{Secretary reads
B8ill 2049 offered by
{Secretary reads
B8ill 2050 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2084 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2114 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2146 offered by

{Secretary reads

title of bill)
Senator Posharde.
title of bill}
Senators Rock and Philipe.
title of bill)
Senators Rock and Philipe
title of bill}
Senators Rock and Philipe.
title of bill)
Senator Mahare
title of bill}
Senator J. Jeo Joycee.
title of bill)
Senator Degnan.

title of bill)

311l 2249...0ffered by Senator Severnse.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2323 offered by Senator Woodyard.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2493 offered by Senator J. J. Joyce.
[{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2756 offered by Senator Carrolle.
({Secretary reads title of bill)

House Billee«e2797 offered by Senators Ralph Cunn and
O*Daniel.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2810 offered by Senator Geo—Karise

[Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 2826 offered by Senator Rigneye.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1485 offered by Senator Weavere.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the billse.
PRESIDENT:

All righty ladies and gentlemeny it is nine—fifteen. We
havey as you knowy from the back of the Calendars you can sece
we have a hundred and seventy—five bills on the Order of 3rd
Reading in addition to the Agreed 3ill Liste Let me remind
you that the Agreed Bill List, the...the opportunity to
object and pull the bill off or the opportunity to vote on
individual roll «calls on individual bills will close out at
noon todays noon on Fridayes as per the memorandume. Sos I'd
ask you to take a look while we're going throughe The Chair
will be preparing to move right through the hundred and
seventy—-five billse. We will start at the middle of page 9
and just continue right on throughy turn the corner and start
over until we get back to page 9. Sos I would ask the mem—
bers to pleases...please be prompte. Remembery if you will,
that the Weaver—Donnewald Rule is in effecty as best we cany

as reasonably as we can and with thaty we ought to get
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started so that we cany hopefully, get out of here today.
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Senator Vadalabenes for what purpose do you arisey sir?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yesy I don*'t recall the number yesterdays it was spon—
sored by SenatoreeeAdeline Geo—Karissy and I think it got
three votesy and I was one of the Aye votes while I was down
in my office taking some mediciney and I think if I would be
recorded as No on that bill. then it would be a goodessl
think then that would be the record for the Session.
PRESIDENT:

Okaye Senator Vadalabeney the record will so reflecte
Senator Geo—Karis appreciates the effort anyways Same She
waseeeall righty it*s Fridays, May 22ndy this is the days
let®s go get theme. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
the middle of page 9y is Senate Bill 1166. Read the bill,
Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1166«

[Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate. I
ask leave to return Senate Bill 1166 back to the Committee on
Insurancey Pensions and Licenses.

PRESIDENT:

All righte the motion is to recommit Senate Bill 1166 to
the Committee on Insurancee. All in favor indicate by saying
Ayeas All opposed. The Ayes have ite. The motion carries.
1166 is recommittede 1169« On the Order.of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1169, Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1169.
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{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lechowicze.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank yous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Senate Bill 1169 would eliminate commercial fishing
net operations in our portion of Lake Hichigan. Ohiocs New
Yorke M™Michigan and most recently Indiana have passed legis-—
lation to 2liminate gill nets in their Great +take waterse.
Gill nets have been proven damaging to the nontarget game
fish speciese The commarcial fishing interests have argued
that other forms of nets are not practical in Lake HMichigan:
thereforey Senate Bill 1169 has been proposed to eliminate
all nets for commercial fishing in our waterse. As recently
as two weeks agoy Indiana has made the same provision and I'm
sure you're familiar with John Hussar from the Tribune who
strongly recommends that a similar proposal of this bill be
adopted by this Bodye.

PRESTDENT:

Discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youy very muches HWill the sponsor yield for a gques—
tion?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he*ll yields Senator Fawelle.
SENATOR FAHELL:

How manyeeohow many commercial fisheriesseeyou Kknowy
commercial boats are there actually out now that belong to
the State of Illinois?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicze

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

There are no commercial boats now owned by the State of
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Illinoise. There are five commercial fishermen who
haveseethat have the opportunity to fish the G6Great Lake
waters or tLake Michigan in our portion of Illinois. Only
four presentlyeseor have the opportunity byeseby the state.
Soveeeto your answery four commercial fishermen fish Lake
Michigane

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Welly my understanding iss according to our analysisy
that we are talkinge.sthat the sportsmen are talking about
buying out these boatse.e<slicensese HWouldn't that make a 1lot
more sense?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Question waseso.would it make more sensee Indiana did not
provide any type of monetary reimbursement to the twenty
commercial fishermen that were fishing the Indiana portionse.
Ohio made some provisions at a very meager amount based upon
the catch that was brought in over a two—year periode This
bill does not provide any type of reimbursement to the
commercial fishermen. There was another proposal that was
pending that would require a three million dollars allotment
to be divided by fouree.<by these four peopley but it wasn't
based wupon any rhyme or reasons and for that reasony 1
thought Indiana made the best approach and as well as HMich—
igan didn*'t provide any typz of compensation as far as when
they bought out their people. In facty I want to commend the
Department of Conservation who provided me with this informa—
tion that made aseesdeesadessr2ally a good case study of how
other states have handled this problems and this bill does
not provide any compensation.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yous fire President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee. I rise 1in opposition to this bille not because of
what the good Senator is trying to do and that 1is for the
sport fisherman 1in Lake Michigane We've put a lot of money
into stocking fish and things of this nature to improve the
sport fishing in Lake Michigan; howevery what this bill does
is simply take away a license that the State of Illinois has
provided to this date and just says sorrye folkss all the
investment that you've put into your fishing operations vyou
can*'t do anymoresy and I think that there ought to be some way
that we can work out some sort of payment to these fishermen
for the business that they haves and I would just hope that
you think about that when you vote on this legislatione
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank yous Mrs. Presidents. I'd like to ask the sponsor a
questione
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yields Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Senatory you mentioned this is Lake Michigane UWe have a
lot of commercial fishing in Carlyle Lake in our area. This
has no effect then whatsoever outside of Lake HMichigany is
that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

That is absolutely correcty sire.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATDOR BARKHAUSEN:



PAGE 12 — HMAY 22, 1987

Question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yieldy Senator Barkhausens
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Lechowiczy I sympathizey I thinky with what
you're trying to do herey living along the 1lake as I do.
Iseeeis this a Department of Conservation bill?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Nos siry it is note. 3Basicallys, it®s ae.esa sportsmen’s
coalition bille The Heritage Boat Cluby, the Sportsmen's
LegislativeeessCoalitiony the Calumet Harbor Sports Fishermeny
the Chicago Sport Fishing Associationy FISHy Illinois Char—
ter Cabins Association of Lake Hichigane I can 1list vyou
thirty—five organizations that have worked in this type of
legislation that have been very successful in other states
and probably know John Stevens who's probably called each and
every one of you on behalf of this billy theseesessthis is the
purpose and why I told them that I would sponsor this legis—
lation. Unfortunatelyjseeseand it wasee.oSenator Rigney asked a
question in committee as far as...exactly what does the
licensing cost? It costs five hundred dollars and the loss
of fish that is supplied by this state and other states that
arey unfortunatelyy trapped 1in these nets 1is twenty—Ffive
thousand dollars in comparison to the five hundred dollar fee
per licenses S0y I don't know how you figure cost andesesbut I
know whoeeseas far as the sportsmenseeshow they feely the money
that 1is being spent to raise fingerlings that we provide
through conservation and in turneeseunfortunatelyy the case is
that they are trapped and killed at a very large rate, and
for this reasons theee.s.all these associations have been work-
ing the Great Lake States and asking that this type of net—

ting be eliminated.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Has the question ever.s.ebeen raised as to wheather what
we're trying to do here might be unconstitutional in the
sense that it might allegedly be an interference with inter-
state commerce. TeeeI know up in the northern part of the
lakes there ares.setreaty rights that have been given to the
Indians to be able to use commercial nets and I knoweeseof
courses here we're only attempting to regulate the Illinois
portion of the lakey but I Jjust wondered whether this might
be something that's a matter of Ffederal regulation vrather
than state andeesands thereforey perhaps an interference with
interstate commerce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Hell, first of ally we don't have any Indians that
commercially fish our portion of Lake HMichigana If there
wereessetheessoethe ones that I'm familiar with areeesefish out
of Wisconsine Michigan successfully already has passed
legislation banning the gill nets 1Indiana as well. To my
knowledge,y neither one of them had that problem that you
raised.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffere.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Lechowiczy I'm going to support your bill because
I happen to think that the recreational fishery we have up on
the shores of Lake HMichigan is one of the really great
successes of our society and I don*t think thateeesand with
the changing makeup of the fish and the type of fishery we
have on the lakesy I'm afraid these commercial fishermen no

longer really have an appropriate role. I ame I guess,
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bothered by the simpley if you willy wiping out of their
businessesy and while Ieeel might tend to agree with you that
a three million dollar figure may not be appropriates I would
hope and urge that this bill as it moves through the process
that there could be some negotiationsey and if a reasonable
figure can be arrived aty I think it would be a good invest-—
ment ande.e.eand I think we have an obligation to treat these
five businesses fairly; but I do agree with yous the bottom
line is that that type of commercial fishing 1is noe.sslonger
appropriate on the Lake Michigan shoreesesnear Illinois and I
would urge everyone to support the billy but I wouldeeol
would hope some sort of a compromise could be worked out for
those people.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz may closee
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Wells thank youy #Hre President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. I do appreciate the amount of time that was
spent on this billes The bill is placed in good faith in
reference to trying to address a situation thaty unfortun—
atelyy exists wheres.eethis state and many other states have
tried to bring back sport fishing in theeeein the great Great
Lakes andy wunfortunatelys through the netting procedures,
many of the fingerlings that are placed in the lakes are
killed in the processs and the rate of return is staggering
as far as a loss not only to the State of Illinois but
adjoining statese. Other states have looked at this situa—
tione addressed it and have saidy yesy we have realized the
fact that gill netting is aeectimescstime has come and that's
exactly what this bill does and I encourage your supporte
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1169 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene. Have

all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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who wish? Take the records On that questionsy there are 40
Ayess 12 Nayss 5 voting Presente Senate Bill 1169 having
received the required constitutional majority is declarad
passede 1170 On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading 1is
Senate Bill 1170. Read the billy Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1170.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARDVITZ:

Thank vyouy very muchy Mre. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1170 attempts to answer a problem that
has been going on across the country and that is the
agentse.eesports agents giving money to undergraduates who
participate in interscholastic conpetition toeseto influence
themeasto hire them asseeaseceeas agentse. We make this a
Class A misdemeanor nowe This is definitely a violation of
NCAA rulese. These agents have been preying upon a lot of the
athletes across the countrye. The agents agree with this bill
and it’s only the unscrupulous few that do thise. it also
deals with a problem that 1is similar to the one that has
severely damaged SMU, Southern #Methodist University, its stu—
dentsy its facultyy its reputation as a educational insti—
tution where a very few boostars were bribing students to
participate inesein interscholastic activitye. 1t
makeseseesthat violation of the NCAA rulesy bribing a student
with specific intent to influence him to attend theesesthe
university to participate in athleticsy a misdemeanor and I
would ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Any discussion? If nots the question

ise shall Senate Bill 1170 passe. Those in favor will vote
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Ayee 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 questions there are 55 Avesy no
Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 1170 having receivad
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1171y Senator Savickase On the Order of Senate 08ills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1171. Read the bills, Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1171.
(Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre. President and members of the Senates Senate Bill
1171 in its amended form addresses two questionsi oney
Itseeeproperty tax exemption for the disabled veterans in
specially adapted housing that.es.increases from thirty thou-
sand to forty—seven five of assessed value.s These are for
those disabled veterans who...who have permanent and total
service connected disability. W4He're talking approximately
four hundred throughout the State of Illinoiseesesfour hundred
throughout the State of Illinoise. The other section
addresses the exemption for not—for—profit organization that
have adult education servicess He'rz talking about the YHMCAs
and the purpose of the amendment was to make it easier for
the YMCAs United Way and Jewish Federation of Metropolitan
Chicago to qualify for property tax exempt status for their
adult program functions. I would move its favorable con—
sideration.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question 1isy, shall Senate

Bill 1171 passs Those in favor will vote Ayee. Opposed vote

Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questiopsy there are 54 Ayess no Nayse none voting
Presente Senate Bill 1171 having received the required con-—
stitutional majority is declared passed« Senator Schunemany,
for what purpose do you arisey sir?

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

On a point of personal privileges Mre. Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

State your point.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Several members have inquired of both Senator Jones and I
about where we are with the Nurse Practice Acty and so we
have had distributed to the desks of the members this morning
2eeesa memo from us explaining the various positions on thate.
Sos with all the papar that's coming onto vyour deske if
you're interested in that 1issuey you might look for that
papere
PRESIDENT:

The Chair would point out that that bill is at the bottom
of the next pages so w2 will beeeegetting to it relatively
S00Ne Senator Newhousey 1173« On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1173. Read the billy Madam Secre—
tarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1173,

({Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Goodeeethank yous Mre Presidents Thisseethisesethis is a
bill that we passed out yesterday with a favorable roll vote.
I'd ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:
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Discussion? Senator Etheredges
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank yousy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise inesesin opposition to the bill and like one
of my colleagues who remarked yesterday when we ware debating
Senate Bill 1080...who indicated that he had been on both
sides of this 1issue at differant timesy I have to count
myself in that group as welly because I have supported this
ideas but I cannot support this bill and let me tell you why.
It iseesit includes a much broader definition of the proprie—
tary schools then the bill which passed the other days and I
think that we should not embark on this program of providing
aideeascholarships to the students in these schools and
takeseeuntil we take a longe hard look at the institutions
that we would be supporting indirectly through the students
under the terms of this programe I voted against 1080
yesterday because 1t did not have that consumer protection
package amended into ite but this group ofees0f schools
needsseesor this bill needs that protectiony that amendment
even more than 1080 dide. Letesejust 1let we cite one
examplesesif this bill were to passy there is a school whose
students would receive scholarship support to the tune of
abouts.eas much as a million dollars. This same school
already is receiving close to that figuree eight hundred
thousand dollarss through the Federal Government at the
present time. This school has enrolled a classessor a total
of five hundred students and out of those five hundred stu-—
dentss four hundred and ninety—two of them have dropped outy
only eight graduates. Soy what the Federal Government
haseeehas accomplishad through this eight hundred thousand
dollars in aid 1is eight graduatesy eight people ready to
enter the work forces and you don't have to be a mathematical
wizard to see that that amounts to a hundred thousand dollars

per graduates Why should the State of Illinois put another
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million dollars into the same school and increase that.s.that
cost or that price per graduate to over two hundred thousand
dollars per student? I think this is not a good bill. He
should not support it and I would urge a No votee.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank yous Mre President and members of the Senata.
Senator Newhousey I really think we need to take another look
at thise and [y againe as I saild yesterdays understand what
we're trying to do here but I just don*te.s..just don®t think
it*'s working that way. We've done some checking andeesand
the schools alsoy as Senator Etheredge has saids there are
some real problems and they've got an unbelievable refund
mechanism toos For examples a student could go to school
there j3just one weeky drop out and the school ends up keeping
forty percent of the moneys the state money. 1t happens just
like that. It isn't a goodee..it's a for—profit school
andeesand I can understand how they make a profit with that
drop—-out ratey but even to a broadar pointy Senatores students
fromeeosfrom your district access to higher education a great
portion of the scholarship money we haves and you and 1 both
know thaty and...and that®s as it should bes to Illinois
States to Northerns to Southerns to Westerns and if we con-
tinue to do thisse.eif we continue to do thiss this erodes the
enthusiasm for funding the Scholarship Commission money and
that troubles me a great deal. If this state was really
heavily fundedesee.capable of funding all these proprietary
schoolsy then it might be a good thing to doy but those very
students, those academic students who are accessing the
Scholarship Commission funds right now from vyour district
will bhave pressure put on those fundsy I'm convinced of ity
and I think for that reason and othersy the bill ought to be

defeatede.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Helly Just one comments Senator Maitlandy I agree with
what you saide but we've given it to everybody else
yesterdayy why shouldn®t we...why shouldn't we go along with
the program this morning?

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Newhouses you wish to close?

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank youe Mre. Presidenty leeeI'd just like to point out
toeeeto the Senators on both sides of the aisle that this
iSeeethis iseeethis is restricted to schools with the three
years nationale.sesaccreditations so the accreditation is not a
probleme There is a two percent cap on the amount of dollars
that <could go into thise so that it means it*ll never go
beyond two percent of what the fundsSees0feeaeof theeesof the
funds that are available for scholarships in other programs;
howevery it will be ae.ssseparate appropriation. I would
solicit your favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1173 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony there are 25 Ayessy 29 Naysy 2 voting Presente.
Senate Bill 1173 having failed to receive the required con—
stitutional majority is declared 1loste 1175, Senator
Newhouse. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy bottom
of page 9y is Senate 3ill 1175. Read the billy Madam Secre—
tarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1175.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I don't wish to call that bills #r. Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

1176? Take it out of the records Madam Secretarye 11767
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings bottom of page 9,
is Senate Bill 1176. Read the bill, Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1176.

{Secretary ra2ads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESTDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank youy HMre President. Let me just say toe.ssto all
the Senators present that we're in the discussions now with
the Board of Higher Education because there may be some over—
lapping in this bills If sos I will do what's necessary in
the House including withdrawing if thats...if that is found to
be the case; howeversy this is our lasteeel’'d like to get this
bill oute TI°'d ask for a favorable roll calle.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If noty the
question ise shall Senate Bill 1176 passe Those in Ffavor
will vote Ayes OQOpposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all votad
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon
that questione there are 29 Ayes, 24 Naysy 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1176 having failed to receive the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared loste Senator Vadalabene,

for what purpose do you arisey sir?
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yesy asS deesas a neutral personese.
PRESIDENT:

I beg your pardon. Wait a minutey I beg vyour pardone
Senator Newhouses for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Ask that it be placed on consideration postponedes
PRESIDENT:

Yesy that request is in ordere. The gentleman has
requested that further consideration on Senate Bill 1176 be
postponeda. Without objectionsy 1leave is granteds. Senator
Vadalabenes for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

YeSyeesas a point ofeeeo0f observations I really believe
that my colleagues on both sides of the aisley that if you're
going to vote for the bill, vote for iti if you're not going
to vote for ity don*te..vote against ity but don*t play with
your switchess I don’t think it*'s fair to the sponsor or to
the President of the Senates
PRESIDENT:

All righty top of page 10seeon the top of page 10y Senate
Bill 1177. Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1177.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank yous Mre President. Senate Bill 1177 is a part of
a package of bills which was submitted by the Citizens Coun—
cil on Women and resulted from public hearings which we have
had over this past vyear. 1177 amends thee.oMinority and

Female Business Enterprise Act to include the Board of
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Trustees of the University of Illinoisy SIUs the Board of
Governors of the state colleges and wuniversities and the
Board of Regentses That's what the bill does and I ask for
your consideration andese

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If nots the question
isy shall Senate Bill 1177 passe. Those in favor will vote
Ayes Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the records On that question, there are 53 Ayes, ¢
Nayss 2 voting Presents. Senate Bill 1177 having received tha
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1181,
Senator Marovitze. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 118l. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1181.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille
PRESTIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchs Mre President and members of the
Senate. The 1Illinois commercial relocation of trespassing
vehicles law was enacted in 1979 Sy this Bodys and since that
time it's been the subject of various piecemeal amendmentss
howevery the law has never been systematicallye.serevisited
in light of the axperience since 1979. Senate Bill 1181 is a
clean—-up measure encompassing a wide range of modifications
from correcting typographical errors to closing loopholes
that are used by unscrupulous relocaters to evade regulations
whicheeeis designed to protect the public and the consumers
and these modifications are 1long overdues. Among those
modifications designed to closz 1loopholes and protect the

public from wunscrupulous relocaters or <closing loopholes
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which they use to evade licensing requirementsy strengthening
enforcement provisions by making civil penalties applicable
to wunlicensed relocatersy facilitating the supervised dis—
position of junk vehicles in accordance with our Chop Shop
Act. There are no fees in this bill whatsoevers. 1It®s left up
to the Commerce Commissions I ask for your supporte
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy I'd like to question the sponsory if I coulde.
PRESIDENT:

He indicates he will yieldy Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Who's affected by this?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Commercial relocaterse.
PRESIDENT:

Senator HWatsone
SENATOR WATSON:

In what area of the state?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Helly I would say primarily wup in Cook County. There
aresesthere are some commercial relocaters in other areas of
the state but it*s primarily up in Cook County.

PRESIDENT:

Senator HWatsone.
SENATOR WATSON:

Welly 1 understand 1it's Cook County and BuPage County.
Okaye Then 1 want to ask a question about theeseeothe fees and

you took those oute. Dkaye. What are the fees then?
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PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitze

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

At the request of the committeeyeael took the

fees

oute

The fees are not in the billeessthey are left up to the Com—

merce Commission by the rule making provisionse

hold bhearings and they will set the fees.

committeeesssin facty that is what Senator Topinka wanted

so I took the fees out of the bill

theesssthe commission to hold hearings and set the fees

selves rather than do it by Statutee.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Watsone

SENATOR WATSON:

They

will

That is what the

and

and left it up to

them-

The recent decision by the Commerce Comnission in regard

to truck feesy they raised some of these four and

dred percenty, S0 we're just going

to

five

let

indiscriminately make that decision on what those fees

hun—
them

might

bey *cause right nowsy I believey they®'re two hundred dollars

and then fifty dollars per trucky and your

legislation orig—

inally was going to raise that to twenty—five

hundred

dollarse if 1I'm correcty but anyways now we rolled it backe

Theeoothe decision is going to be made

by the

Commearce

Commissione I just think their track record and what they've

done recently may not be that great. Another questione On

page 3 of the billy lines 8 and 9y it saysy

aSet

rates for other services provided by relocaters.®

tell me what that statement is referring

and

maybe

reasonable

Can you

the

definition of what a..e.what a "reasonable rate™ might be and

also what is "other services"?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Harovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly one of those would be storage

feese

In

other
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wordsy when ae..owhen you tow a car ins you relocate a car.
They are allowed toe...to charge a storage fee if they're kept
there for a number of days and if that storage fee should be
increasedy and I*m not sure what the fee is todays that would
be one of those fees.

PRESIDENT:

Senpator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy siry thank youe. What is that fee andesesandessare we
talking about a hookup charge or anything else that might be
hidden in here that could bee.eseraise those rates?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Nos not to my knowledge...the example I gave you was the
storagey we're not talking about the hookup fee.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Marovitze I apologize for not being as familiar
with this bill as I probably ought to be. On a fairly
regular basiss some of my constituency frequents your great
city and your immediate area and from time to time Iesael get
some rather interesting storiess [Tessl guess I'd call them
horror stories about some of the towing outfitse I think
there was aeeserather famous outfit called Lincoln Towing at
one times in facty they inspired a rather interesting song as
I recall. I have aeeesin the words of myess.ona of my great
heroesy Hans Soloy a bad feeling about this bill because I
have a bad feeling about the towing industrys and while I
recognize that they are necessarysy I do not want to find out
that I have voted for a bill and then find out that some of
my constituents have gone into Chicago or Wheatony althoughy,

franklys I don't know why they go to Wheatons and park their
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car and unknowingly or perhaps knowinglys 1let's be honest,
had that car towed and then find themselves with a seven or
eight hundred dollar bill to get their car oute. Is there
anything in this bill that gives those four—~wheeled vultures
with hooks more power to inflict pain on my constituencies,
anything of any kind?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Senator Schaffery I am as sensitive to this subject as
you ares I will tell you thate T.eethe original bill which
brought them wunder the Commerce Commissiony made them get
licensesy prevented them from having criminaleessformer indi—
viduals with criminal records as drivers is the bill that I
wrote because my constituents arceses.are the onese.sesand Sena—
tor Netsch's constituentsy primarily subjected to the ravages
of many of these unscrupulous relocatersy some of whom youtve
mentioned in debate. I+ tooy am very concerned about that
and this bill was drafted in conjunction with the Commerce
Commission to tighten wup loopholes that some of those
unscrupulous companies usee
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly to get back to my questiony is there anyeeeam 1
going to find out or are any of us going to find out down the
road that because of the passage of this billy myssemy con—
stituents are going to charged more for a tow, for a fee and
does this billeeel know they can®t have a criminal recordy
what about war crimes? Have you gone into that? I meany
some of these guys are really something and they really
theyesethey've got you by the throat andy boys I'11 tell you,
you knowe the horror stories that come out of it

andeeesyoUssasI®m Jjust very suspiciouss Nowe I'vey, knock on
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woodes never had this happen to me fcause I don't drive a car
in Chicago wunless 1 absolutely haveesessbut I see that there
are a few past victims nodding their heads heres Please
assure us that we're not inflicting this on our constituencye.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERDME JOYCE:

Yesy thank yous Mre. President. Senator Schaffery I can
attest to the towing situation in the City of Chicago. 1 was
there about two months ago and stayed at a hotel and they
told me to park where I parkeds and the next morning my car
was goney I thought it was stolen but I eventually found ity
it was underground somewhere in the bowels of the city. I
got there and stood in 1line for sometime and this 1lady
Waseeewas the clerk and there was this man in front of me who
was about six foot four and weighad about three hundred
pounds and she had him down to tears by the time it got to be
my turne Sheseohe didn*t have the title to his care now I
don't know how he was supposz2d to have the title to his cary,
but it was with his wife in Mississippi and it was awfulesohe
didn*t get his car eithere. I'm up next and it*'s Ffifty
dollars and I have three twenties to give hery it's cash only
andy welly can*t you see the signs it's onlye.secash only and
it has to be the correct changes. I saidy welly this man in
front of me gave you five tense Don't you see the sign? Soy
I have to leaves get a cabes go get my changes you knows and
this thing goes on and on and ons and I truly hope that I get
dseesome of those people in the Town of E£ssex and 1'1l have
their cars parked in the bottom of the strip mines
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Marovitzs, you wish to close?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Noe I can't top that one. I just solicit an Aye vote to
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get at these peoplee.
PRESIDENT:

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1181 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the records On that questions there are 43
Ayess 8 Naysy 5 voting Present. Senate Bill 1181 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passeds Senator Joyce on 1182. 1186+ Senator Jones sececks
leave of the Body to return Senate B8ill 1186 to the Order of
2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is grantedes On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Readingy,
Senate Bill 1186+ Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment Noe 3 offered by Senator Jonese
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones on Amendment Noe. 3.

SENATOR JONES:

Yess thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate.
Amendment Noe. 3 to Senate Bill 1186 delete the provisions
which calls for ae.e.etax increase for the Chicago Park Dis—
trict and I move its adoptione.

PRESIDENT:

All righty Senator Jones has moved the adoption of Amend—
ment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1186. Any discussion? Senator
Demuzioe
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Teseleaolesely franklys don*t understand the explanatione.
I don®t have the amendments perhaps the gentleman could run
through it one more time for us.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese.

SENATOR JONES:

It was Senate Bill 211 which was amended on to this bill
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in error which calls for the increase in the tax 1levy rate
for the Chicago Park District as it relate to its contribu—
tion to pensione. I talked to Senator Savickasy he under—
stands it's being taken out and I move its adoption.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A point of ordery Mrs Presidents. I wases.o.detracted here
for a minute. We were on 3rd reading. Where are we now?
PRESIDENT:

The gentleman asked leave of the Body to return Senate
Bill 1186 on 3rd reading to the Order of 2nd for the purpose
of this amendment.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okaye Thank you andesseand he's removing the Chicago tax
provision?
PRESIDENT:

That 1is correcty as I understand ite All rights Senator
Jones has moved the adoption of Amendment Noe 3 to Senate
Bill 1186. Further discussion? If noty all in favor indi-
cate by saying Ayees All opposede. The Ayes have 1its. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yesy 1I*'d like leave to get back to this at a later time.
PRESIDENT:

All righty with leave of the Bodys we®ll get right back
to ite. Madam Secretaryy if you just hang on to that ones
we?'ll get back to ite 1192y Senator Barkhausene On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings page 10y Senate Bill 1192.

Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
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SECRETARY:
Senate 8ill 1192.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mra President and membersye Senate Bill
1192+seraisessesactually doubles the amount of the winimum
insurance covarage that 1is regquired to be part of an auto
liability policye The rates are now set ateessat the very 1low
levels ofe.es0f fifteen dollars per individualy thirty thou-
sand dollars per accident and twenty thousand dollars per
accident for property damage and this wouldesethis would take
theeeeor I'm sorrys ten thousand dollars for property damages
and this would take the totals fromeeofrom fifteen, thirty,
ten to thirtys sixty and twentye. There was some concern
expressed by some insurance companies that the raising the
rates to this extent even though thes.ethe coverage iseseis
still extremely low and insufficient to compensate many of
those who weresseswho were injured in automobile accidents
that it might raise the cost of insurance to the point where
more people would be discouraged from buying insurancee
Given that «concerny T expressed a willingness to amend the
bill and it was on the recalle..s.list yesterdays but because
of the number of bills on recall listy I didn*t do it at that
time ande..express a willingness to do that in the House;
howevery I would simply point out from the survey of
someessesome agentsy including my own agent who's an agent for
State Farmy I ask him how much this would raise the cost of a
policy with the minimum limits as they are now as opposed to
raising them to this levely and he saidye.sshe quoted a figure
of eight dollarse and I would simply suggest that that*s a

small price to pay for raising the limits to this even still
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very limited extents and it*'s importants I thinks given the
problem with wuninsured motorists that we have in this state
that we make sure that we have more coverage for those
whoeeewho are injured and because the same coverage would be
provided oneseson uninsured motorists coverage. Be happy to
answer any questions andy otherwises would ask for a favor-—
able roll calle.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Demuzioe.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

If youeeeyou haven't heard from your constituents back
homes when thisssewwheneeewhen this thing passess you're sure
going to hear from them. Increases the minimum insurance
thirty thousand and sixty thousandy bodily injury andeeeI'm
sorryy thirty thousand dollars for bodily injury Ffor injury
or death to one persony and it's sixty thousand for bodily
injury to two or more persons. I*1ll tell yous with all the
business that®*s going on in insurance these days and we're
going to up the minimum ratesy, I don*'t know what's going to
cost the individual ratepayers but this is one I think we're
all going to hear aboute
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Itese.please make a note that
I'm standing in support of a Barkhausen bille Welly maybe
I*m making a mistake bute..ohe*s indicated that he would amend
it in the House to twenty and forty. Nows letseslet me Just
suggest to yous this 1is not an expensive bill, Senator
Demuzio. The expense in any automobile policy 1is incurred
when the first limits are written. Soys when it*s fifteen and
thirtysy which 1is the present minimum coveragey that®s where
the major cost ise If you buy a hundred and three hundred,

it's only a fraction morey ten percent, twenty percent more
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than thesesthan the fifteen and thirty original coverage.
What Senator Barkhausen is suggesting is that this bill which
raises it from fifteen and thirty to thirty and sixty would
be amended down so it then becomes twenty thousand pers.esper
persony forty thousand per occurrences. Let me suggest to you
that this is a reasonable bill. It*s been a number of years
since we've increased the 1limitsy I think Senator D*Arco
handled that bill a number of years agos and just the costs
involved in medical care have increased dramatically more
than the suggested increase in these premiums and the number
that he®s given youeseI®m not an insurance many but I can
tell you that he's not far off when he says that probably the
cost to the reasonably good driver in the reasonably modest
circumstance is only a few bucks and he said eight dollars
and I don't think he's far off. I would urge an Aye vote on
this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank youy Mr. President. A question of the sponsory
pleases.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yieldy Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senatory if this bill passess are you goingeseis it your
intention to cut the increase in the House to twenty—forty,
Bly bodily injuryy and twenty thousand dollars property
damage?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

eseyesy it isy Senator Schuneman.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welly to the bill theny Hre Presidente. I think
thateeothat everything that everyone has said hereesessa part
of what they've said is true. Senator 3erman makes the point
that there would be a modest increase andee.ein premium and
IeseeI think that®*s probably true. I don®t think it®s so
surprising that he®s supporting it but I...because I assume
if you sus someonzy you'd rather that they would have high
limits than low limitss buteesI would have to say that...that
if you vote for this billy you ought to realize that it Iis
going to increasey particularlye.eesincrease the costy partic-—
ularly in the area of uninsured motorist coverage because not
everybody carries high limits of wuninsured motoriste. Soe
that*s probably where the most increase will come and I'm
inclined to vote against the bille I certainly would have to
declare a conflict of interest on this because to whatever
extent youeeeswhataver you do with thisy as an insurance
agenty it would tend to affect what little income I might get
from that andseeso I do have a conflict of intereste. I
intend to vote No.

PRESIDENT:

All righty further discussion? With leave of the Bodys
Senator Woodyard has got somebody taking pictures of hime.
I'm sure all of us who request can get a copy of anything
that*s taken. Senatore...Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank youy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemene. Will

the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yieldy Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator Barkhauseny to phrase whate...that Senator Geo-—
Karis always asksy if you fail to get this amendment on in

the Housey are you going to then Table the bill?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausens
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I'm not sure I1*d have that opportunitye. I
wouldn®*t.eseandy, frankly, I wouldn*t want to commit myself to
that at this pointe
PRESIDENT:

Senator Halle.

SENATOR HALL:

You're being evasives You said that youe.e.eobecause of the
rush of business over here you did not get the amendment on
that you wanted to get on. Nowy you going to give it to
someone in the Houses If he fails to put the amendment on,
then you won®t get another shot unless he gets the amendment
on if it passes out over therey are vyou going to give
iteseandeceand of coursey I won't do like Senator Geo—Karise
she wants to know very emphatically do you promise that
you're going to get this amendment on?

PRESTDENT:

Senator Barkhausene
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

It*s only in my power to make that recommendation to the
House andeseand certainly [ will do so.

PRESIDENT:

All righty further discussion? Any further discussion?
Senator Barkhausens you wish to close?

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

IeeelI thinkeseSenator Berman made my closing remarks for
me by pointing out that this involves ae.s.ean extremely small
increases if anyy and it*s a small price to pay for the addi—
tional coverage that needs to be provided. I ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESTIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1192 passe Those in favor
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will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nays The voting is opene. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questiony there are 36
Ayesy 15 Nayss 4 voting Present. Senate 8ill 1192 having
received the required <constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. All rights, with l2ave of the Bodys we'll go right
back on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readinges Senate Bill
1186+ Read the bill, Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY: i

Senate Bill 1186a

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank vyous Mre. President and members ofe.e.e.members of the
Senate. SenateeseeS2nate Bill 1186 is one of the series of
pension bills that we havee 1186 expands the State Univer—
sity Retirement Board from eleven to fifteen. There®s no
fiscal impact as such. W2 have already taken out the pro—
posed tax for the Chicago Park Districte. It provides for
aeesan initial automatic increase to be given January lst
following the first anniversary date for retirees regardless
of age. It provides for compounding automatic increases and
it provides also for three percent 1increase for downstate
teachers based on their current pensiony and it also makes
available that those persons from crime scene technicians be
eligible for alternative retirement annuity ands one more
provision which was added by Senator DOemuzios on Amendment
NoesesnOoy 1it®s Senator DeAngelis that iss it makes controlled
substance inspectors employed by the Department of R and E
eligible forseefor alternative retirement annunitye..ehave
discussed these pension bills. Some do <carry minor fiscal

impact and I ask for a favorable votees
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PRESTIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yese I guess I just have one question herceees
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he*'ll yield,y, Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

scewWe're making a controlled substance inspector
that'seesemployed by the Department of R and E who sits at a
desk eligible for hazardouss.e.o.hazardous retirementy alternate
retirement because of his hazardous duty?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yesy we ares This is ae.eel don't see Senator DeAngelis
on theeeson the Floore. This is an amendment that he wanted
on the bill and which was adopted by the Body.

PRESTODENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Welley I guess my question isy if we're going to open it
upsy we've got a program executives..sa program executives not
even out in the fieldy and we're allowing them now to take
early retirement or additional retirement because of hazard—
ous duty?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese
SENATOR JONES:

Where at the time the amendment was adoptedy Senator
Savickasy you had the opportunity to address that issues This
is not the final stage...of Senate Bill 1186, As I indi-
catedy this was a recommendation from R and E and Senator
DeAngelis asked could he put it on the billy which I have no

problem with; howevery the bill will probably end up in
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Conference Committee at which time we will discuss it fur—
there
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre President. I would point out a couple of
things with respect to that part that deals with the State
Teachers® Retirement Systeme Oney there is a provision for
basing the automatic increase on current pensione I cannot
remember at the moment whether that made its way into the
bill we passed last December for someoney but it*s beginning
to show up now for all the pension systems and it has an
enormous cost to ity andes of coursey once we put it into one
pension systemy we will put it into every pension system
including all of those that relate to downstate and out—state
in Chicagoy and it has a verysy very big impact;s againy
defensible in any kind of.ese0f compassionate sense but not
defensible if you don®*t pay for ite. Secondlyy I would point
out the 1increase in the accrued liability for the state
teachers' retirement part of this is estimated at three hun—
dred and eighty—six million dollarseesesthree hundred and
eighty—six million dollars. The increase in normal cost is
estimatad to be elaven mwillion eight hundred and seventy
thousand dollarse. That is the annual extra cost. The amount
required in the first year to pay off the increase in the
accrued liability at so—called level percent of payroll is
eighteen million seven hundred and forty thousand dollars or
a possibley if we were funding thingsy potential annual cost
of thirty million dollars of which at least eleven million
eight hundred and seventy thousand dollars is unavoidable. I
think it isesesandeesand there's just no provision for paying
for ite I just don®t think it makes sense.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schunemane.



PAGE 39 — MAY 224 19387

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre. Prasident. Well,y, Senator Netsch was abso—
lutely righte. leeoleaesl®m impressedy Senator Jonesy that
when you say there's some kind of minimal impact herey a
three hundred and eighty—-six million dollar increase in the
unfunded accruded liability is something more than a.e..than a
minimal increase; and to the point made by Senator
Savickaseeaanot only does that particular group of
peopleessnot only are they included for early retirement
because of hazardous dutys they now want to include court
reporters for early retirement because of hazardous dutyeeel
guess because of hazardous dutye Nows the other point I
think that needs to be madeseese] often use the term here of
creeping pensionitisy and what I mean by that is that we do a
little bit for one system and then the next year we got to do
it for the other system and then the next year for thesssfor
another systemy and pretty soony we've got really big wmoneye.
Nowes we did allow aeeea 1increase 1inesea cost of living
increase on pension plans a few years ago of three percent a
yeare Nows what we're seeking to do here in the first big
major system is to compound that. Nows that may not sound
like a 1lot, but what it amounts to as far as cost on a pen—
sion of say a thousand dollarsy that at the end of twenty
years under our present compoundings that pension would
increase to around fiftean hundred dollarsy but under this
compoundings the pension is going to increase to seventeen
hundred and fifty dollars per month. Nows somebody is going
to have to pay that coste. He're not paying it todaysy so the
question isy what are we going to do? Once moresy pass this
on to our kids? You knowe we're beginning to act more and
more like the Federal Government around here,y passing social
security laws and not paying for them is not much different
from what we're doing here today. I think we®d better slow

this process upe
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PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator

Jones may close.

END OF REEL
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REEL %2

SENATOR JONES:

Yeahe thank yousy Mr. Presidente. The previous speaker
spoke to the court reporters far as hazardous duty and
theyessperhaps it is hazardous duty in the courtroom when
some of the lawyers get in there and suchs swinging their
arms and everything. 3uts noy it's not hazardous duty for a
court reporter, court reporters are included in there but not
for hazardous duty as suchs This is a bill that has incorpo—
rated many provisions of many sponsors on this Senate Floore.
As it relates to the R & £ employeesy just came from your
side of the aisley, Senator DeAngelis. I ask for a favorable
vote on 1186.

PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate 3ill 11856 passe. Those 1in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony there are 30 Ayes, 13 Naysy 16 voting
Presents Senate Bill 1186 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passedes Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Helly this 1is a big ones Mre. Presidenty so we would ask
for a verification.

PRESIDENT:

All right. The gentleman has requested a verificatione.
Senator Schuneman has requestad a verification. Will the
members please be in their seats. Madam Secretaryys please
read the affirmative roll.

SECRETARY:

Alexandery Bermans Brookinsy Carrolly Collinse D'Arcos
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Degnany del Valle, Demuzios Ralph Dunny, Thomas ODunny Hall,
Holmbergs Jacobss Jonesy Jeremiah Joycey, Jerome .Joyces
Lechowiczy Lufty Marovitzsy Newhousey O'Daniels Poshardy
Savickasy Severnsy Smiths Vadalabenes Welchy Zito and Mre.
Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schunemany do you question the presence of any
member?

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Marovitze
PRESIDENT:

Is Senator HMarovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz on
the Floor? Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Strike his namey
Madam Secretarye.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thatesothat*s ally HMr. Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

All rights the roll has been verifiede On that quastion,
there are 29 Ayess 13 Naysy 16 voting Present. Senator Jones
would request that further consideration be postponeds HWith
leave of the Bodys so ordered. 1194y Senator Smithe On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate 8ill 1194. Read
the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 119%4.

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

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates. Senate Bill 1194 simply creates a special nutrition
supplement program for pregnant or lactatingy that's stu—

dentssssthose are students who are breast—feedingy and pro—
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vide that school boardsy welfare centers and other sponsors
may voluntarily participate and receivesesosunder the School
Codees The purpose of this bill is to prevent infant mortal—
ity and to produce healthy childrene. Illinois ranks
forty—third among the states on infant mortality and have
higher incidences of infant mortalitye. It also creates
aesethe special Nutrition Supplement Program for pregnant and
lactating studentse. It requires the student participants to
submit a written statement from their physician certifying
that they are pregnant or 1lactatinge It requires the
student*s statement to be maintained as confidential records
by the principale Th2 supplemental school program is modeled
afterse.eone similar in California. This program does not
duplicate any current programs the Homen®'ss Infant andeesand
Children®s Programs what we call WICSy but administered by
the Department of Health is federally fundeds but the present
administration has cut funding for this programe This pro—
gram is needed to supplement the loss of Federal dollars and
participation in this program is merely permissive and not
mandatorye. I ask your favorable consideration on this piece
of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youy very muches Will the sponsor yield for a ques—
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she will.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator Smithy when we were talking about this in the
Education Committees I agreed with you that there®s no doubt
that these vyoung girls are lacking the proper nutrition
according to the people that I talked to down at the Cook

County Hospitaly but I also thought that what we were talking
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about was that we were going to use some of the HIC Programe
whiche franklys even you have told mey the girls are inclinad
to take and sell rather than eaty and I thought the idea was
we were going to try and coordinate those programs so that we
would make sure that...that those foods that we get from the
Federal Government such as the milk and the cheese and what
have you that we're talking about would be given to them in
the lunch room andse.sand make sure they eat them instead of
going out and selling theme. [ thought that*'s what we were
talking aboute.
PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

ese0n the Floor here we amended this bill so that it
would not beseostart in full operation until *89. It would
be very difficult for a pregnant ladys a girly a student to
go out and just get some cheesey that we want them to go to
school and get an educatione The school has a regular diet
for these vyoung womensy such as five ounces of protein may
provided at theire.sebreakfast by adding anm ounce of protein
and serving from the grains groups for lunch by serving the
above as snacks and by adding one or two ounces of proteiny
by offering them morning supplements consisting of two or
three ounces of proteine If only breakfast is servedsy nutri-
tion supplements must total one ounce of proteins and two
servings from a grain groupe. If both breakfast and lunch are
servedy requires nutrition supplements to total five ounces
of protein foody one ounce which must be cheesey three
servings from grain groupssy a fourth—cup from the fruit and
vegetable group and one pint ofeeewhat I'm trying to say to
youy Senator Fawells that these areessesare designed to give
them a balanced diets. We can all go to a line and get a lot
of cheesey we can get a lot of butter and then we will not

have adesea balanced diete But we must remember that these
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girls are not only taking care of themsalves but they're
carrying a baby inside of them and we want these children to
come here healthyy, not to be a responsibility on the state
for the rest of their lives. So if we can do this while
they're carryving thesz children and see that they are physi—
cally taken care of,y this is going to save our state monaye.
There®s a lot of cheap ways outy you knows and tell them to
go to assesstand in a line andss.esbuty we want these children
to go to school so that they can get their education and
become taxpayers to help our statey not to be a ward on the
state for the rest of their lives.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawelle
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senators I agree with what you are sayings these girls
need the proteine Cheese is proteine According to the Cook
County Hospitals that's what is lacking in these girls' diet
is protein whichessand protein is the main substance that
develops the muscles and the brain of an unborn infant. I
thought what you were talking about was instead of handing
these girls these cheeses andeseand other nutritional type of
food stuffs that we get from the Federal Government by the
carloadsy that we could use them in the school program;
because vyousy vyourselfs told me when these girls get these
thingss they are very inclined to go out on the street and
sell them instead of eating them. If they ate themy we
wouldn®t have the problem.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

eeeSenator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Yess thank youeseothank yous Mre« President. I*'d just like
to make a couple of comments. I voted against this in
committee and 1I'm going to continue to do soe. I think it's

aseea bad idea and something that really we don't need to be
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doing at this particular timesy and I noticed in our analysis
here that Senate Bill 1195 is a three hundred thousand dollar
appropriation which is what our fiscal impact is supposed to
entail is three hundred thousandy iteeesthat that bill is held
in the Appropriations® Committee and we doesewWes..we pass all
this substantive language around here<seand this happened to
me on several different times where 1*11 pass a bill and
theneeethen the Governor or for some other reason ore...we
hold it in committeey the appropriation bill is killad
andeesso the public is a little bit deceived on really what
happenss because we pass the substantive language and then we
don*t fund ity and I just think that thiseesthis could be one
of those examples and I would urgeseesa No votes. Thank vyoue.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Severnss
SENATOR SEVERNS:

seethank youy Mre. President and members of this Chambers.
I rise in strong support of Senate B8ill 1194 The infant
mortality rate in this state and this country is far too high
and far too unacceptable. I think this legislation attempts
to recognize the problems with infant mortality and attempts
to begin dealing with those problemse. I think it’s a bill
that while it may not be perfect it's a step forward and I
urge support of this bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weavera
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank vous Mre Presidente I'd like to remind the dody,
we've got a hundred and sixty bills on this Calendars we®ll
be here Sunday night or Monday morning if we keep this pace
goings
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty Senator

SmitheeseSenator Collinse



PAGE 47 — HRAY 22, 1987

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesseeslet me try and clear up somethings Senator Fawell
said that she supported theeeothis basic concept in the bill
buty Senators this bill does not give out foods to the girls
to take oute. Iteseit does exactly what you saidy they eat
the food in the cafeteria at the school. S0 whateesewhatessl
don*'t understand what your probleme Youeseyou said you sup—
ported it but you wanted them to eat the foods that®s what
she's trying to do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Smith may closee.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank vyouy Mre Chairman and Ladies of theeseenumber oney
Senator Fawelly I.e.we have no hangupse You want to see the
young girls to get foody cheeses and et ceteras we want to
see themy but we want them to sea it while they're going to
schoole We don't want them outside of the schooly we want
them to complete their education and they can get these
nutritional meals while they are going to school and the baby
is developing in them while they are going to schooly that
when the baby does arrivey he will be a healthy babye That’'s
what we're trying to doe. We're not trying toe.e.e.ignore the
fact about the cheesee.esthe cheese is necessarys the same
thing that you want to see the child haves They don't have
to 1leave school to go out and get it while they can come to
school every dayy they can get a nutritional meal that's
going to be balanced for them so that they can bring some
healthy babies into this worlde. Now to answer Senator
Watson. In your committeey this bill came out 13 to 2 out of
your committea. He ar2 not trying to do anything but to help
our state. If we can bring healthy babies into this world,
this is going to take the responsibility for the rest of
their 1lives off of the statee It seems as though you want

the state tose.e.continue to take care of these people. He're
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trying to make these people self-sufficient so that they can
get their educations get jobs and be taxpaying citizenss not
just to be a burden on the state; and all we ask you to do is
to go along with wus and say that while they're going to
schoolseeencourage them to stay in schooly but while they®ra
in therey they're going to get some decent food to eat so
that they can bring some healthy babies into the worlde.
That*'s all we're asking.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1194 pass. Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that ques—
tiony the Ayes are 32y the Nays are 25y none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1194 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1197, Senator Smithe. Read
the billy Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 1197.

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

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Senate Bill 1197 simply amends the School Code
regarding Young Parents Programe It authorizes the State
Board of Education to award grants to school districts for
Young Parents Education Program which will be effective in
1988. Eighty percent of teen mothers and over fifty percent
of teen fathers do not finish high schoole. The large
drop—out rate results in welfare dependencys unemployment and
other social problemse. This bill will simply save the tax—

payers monz2y by permitting students to remain in school and
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graduate onto the employment rolls rather than the welfare
rollse This is not a mandated programy rather it is permis—
sivee. This bill does not affect the Fiscal *'88 yeary but it
only goes to the *89 school year. We had similar legislation
like this in 1984 whicheeewhich passeds The State Board of
Education has no position on this billy nor did they take any
position on this last vyear. 1 simply ask your support in
making this bill into law.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Iseessis there discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senatory leesl can*t help but be sympathetic for
theesathe type of problems you've beene.sestrying to address in
the last couple of billsy but I can®t help also be thinking
what's WwithesessI understand that this is a problem which tends
to be regionalizedes Why doesn't your school district do
these things? Why does this have to come to Springfield?
They have a huge budgety the number of dollars you tell  us
that are involved are relatively modest. I know that, you
knows they got to fund tha teachers® agreement and all those
other good thingsy but why is it always down here with these
programs? Doesn®'t your school district have any concern for
these problemsy what are they doing? [eselI*'d 1like to
thinkesemy locally electedesemaybe that®s the differencesy you
have that appointed boards maybe they®re insulateds but my
locally elected board has on numerous occasions responded to
when they have perceived problems in the student bodysy drink-
inge drugsy they®ve taken some of the money that they raise
locally or that's allocated and come up with programs inde—
pendently of use Is there no social conscious on your school
board to respond to these problems that vyou are forced to
come down here again and again and again? I meanse.e<believe
mey I think in most ofe.ssparts of the state if this type of

problem existedy the 1locals would at least try to do some-
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thing before they camz down heres
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smiths WaSeee
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Hrees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

seewas that a question or just a statement? A statement.
Is there further discussion? If nots Senator Smith may
close.

SENATOR SMITH:

I merely want to say to Senator Schaffersy if he is using
his eyesy then you'll notice that this 1is not just city,
countyy state but it*s worldwidee This is happening all over
and we are merely trying to administer to a need for the
State of Illinois. VYesy there are small societies where the
people are very fluent and they can come in with their per-—
sonal monies and do thingsy but let me tell vyousy some of
those who are supposed to be of a middle class and upper
class are reaping the same things that those who we say are
on the lower levely because they are busy people and they do
not have too much time for their children. But children are
hungry for attention today and this is what we want to give,
we want to show them that the State of Illinois is in sym—
pathy with their needs. A lot of young people are caught
between thess.sthe eight balles.bzhind the eight ball. This
is all 1I'm asking to do to provide a possibility that these
young people might be able to finish high school and be
taxpaying citizense I ask your favorable votea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1197 passe Those in
favor vota Ayes Those opposed vote Naye The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde Un that questions the Ayas are 354 the Nays are 22,

none voting Present. Senate 3ill 1197 having received the
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constitutional majority is declared passede. Senate Bill
1202+ Senator Maitlande. Senator Haitlands for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I intend to make aseea motion
on this bill ineesin just a momenty but Teeel want toe..to
make the Body aware of the fact that Senate 3ill 1202
WaSeeswas introduced fores.for quite legitimate reasons.
Asesesas the strongest supporter of the home school movement
in this Bodyy I think, it was meant to helps obviouslys it
was taken a different way. Once againe I apologize to all of
you for all those phona calls you®ve gotten and I apologize
specifically for the phone calls you've gotten that have not
been very nice because I°ve certainly gotten those tooe. I
really see no support for this legislation at this point and,
thereforey Mre Presidenty would move that we recommit Senate
Bill 1202 to the Committee on Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motione. Hearing no objections lzave is
grantede. The bill will be recommitted to the Committee on
Elementary Education. Senate B8ill 1204y Senator Joycee Read
the billy Mrs Secretarys.

ACTING SECRETARY: ({(MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 1204.

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

Senator Joycee.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate.
Senate Billeeel1204 is a vehicle. I really don't know where
it came from to be honest with you. I don't really know

what is supposed to ride in ity but 1 suppose we might as
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well take a roll call on it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 1204 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques—
tions the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 29 4 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1204 having reczived the constitutional majority
is declared passede. Senate Bill 1208, Senator Demuzio. Read
the billy Mre Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 1208.

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

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank yous very muchy Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senatee. Senate Bill 1208 simply adds to the
Election Code the definition of the two leading political
parties in Illinoisy and it defines by definition that the
two 1leading political parties are those that have the most
individuals who are elected to both the House and the Senate.
It is obviously something that we need in order to assure
that we have deeea proper allocation of.se0f election offi-—
cials at thz next electiony and I know of no opposition on
this side.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yesy thank vyous Hre President and Ladies and Gentlemen.
Just to explain the Present vote that was cast by the Repub-—
lican members in the Election Committee. 1208 is our Demo—

cratic colleagues® attampt to place the final nail 1into the
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Solidarityeesecoffine and as we view this billy it's just
another innerparty conflict among the Democrats. We urge
your Present vote agains.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LUFT)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schaffere. Furthar discussion? Senator Demuzio to <closes
All righte. The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1208 passe
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is opens Havz all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recordy Mre. Secretaryy
pleases On that questionsy the Ayes aree.sesare 4ly 3 voting
Nay and 13 voting Present and Senate Bill.«.el1208 having
received the required <constitutional majority 1is declared
passeds. On the Order of 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1210,
Senator Savickas. Read the billy pleasey Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: [MRas HARRY)

Senate Bill 1210.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)
Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yese Hre President and ma2mbers of thzs Senatey the purpose
of Senate Bill 1210 is to provide a uniform set of service
priority goals for state human service agencies,y describe how
state human service agencies shall expend their current and
future resources in communitiesy reprioritize current and
future state spending on human services and encourage effec—
tive cooperation and communication between state human
service agencies and the community service providers that are
out in our communitiess I would ask your support for this
purpose. WHe are at this point trying to redirect the funds
that are now appropriated for the purpose of using them in

the communities for the purpose of having a say as a Legis—
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lature on the programs that wee..e.we Iimplementy how they
should be fundede 1T guess the question and the problem has
arisen with each new director. The directors.ess.because the
money iseeesjust a line item money to be expendedy really can
set their own prioritiese. I think this iseseea situation
where wey as the Legislaturey who must answer to our commun—
ities and to the people that we are serving and to our con—
stituents in these...in these service areasy that we do have
a voicey we do want to take a hand in it and we do want to
directesshave that control of directione I would ask vyour
supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LUFT})

Discussion? Senator Topinkas
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy Mrs. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey first of ally I'd like to commend Senator Savickas
for going after what I think is a very serious problem andy,
you knowy I think he's moving in the right directiony but
this may not be the way he would like to move. Whan we were
in committeey, and he had expert witnesses therey he suggested
that this would not increase the cost to the state because
available funds currently in the budget in these departments
would be used to achieve these goals of trying to get more
local outlay of services whichy agains is a very commendable
idea and T know the Republican members on our Health Commit—
tee are flirting with this concept very strongly because it
is a good concepte Howevery, when we finally get our fiscal
statements, we come up with a worst case scenario which would
be the availability of all mental health programs and DMHDD
programs available to everybody at thirteen billione. That's
with a be not an my that's the worst case and I agree it's
the worst case but even if only half those people came up
andessandy you knowy demanded some kind of a services we're

talking 7.5 billione.esor 6.5 billions No matter how you cut
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thisy, this is an extremely expensive bill. According to the
fiscal impact that we had originallys if unamended,
thiseeaesthis would alsoee.ethis would be incrementalized over
five yearss but even over five yearsy we're talking about a
significant increasee. So I would commend to Senator
Savickasy if he would be so kindessand certainly with our
support and with the support of thos2 people who are involved
in thise if he could recommend this into committee where we
could do a study and see if we could come up with something
to achieve his goals without going this routeas
becauseesseespecially in this yeary it's going to kill use.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)

Further discussion? Senator Savickass you wish to close?
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mr. Presidentsy obviouslys once againeee
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR LUFT)

Would you excuseseeexcuse mey Senatore. Senator Smithy
Senator Savickas is closinge ©Oid you wish to comment on this
bill?

SENATOR SMITH:

I merely wanted to let you know then sinceseesl won*t say
anythingy but I merely want to let you know that I thoroughly
support this. These community service need to be nows now
waiting sometime when it®s too latee These people are in
need now and he has tha bill and I'm asking merely for vyour
supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)

Senator Savickas to close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senates you're
righte. We're...looking at a fiscal note that describes not
only a worse scenario buty I thinky a make—believe type of
fiscal notee It has no basis of facte I1t*'s dreamed wup

probably to make this a worst case because of territorial
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rights. Obviouslys theesessthe director and the department is
not favorable 1in moving towards..e.community service basad
responsibilitys They're talking here of thirteen billion
dollars presuming an annual cost per person of twenty thou-
sand dollarse Wells my Gody the department now at the worst
scenario will spend only five thousand. So for the purpose
of this fiscal notes they've quadrupled it to says ohy this
will bankrupt the state. We're not asking for that increasay
we are asking at this point to redirect those funds that are
presently being allocateds to redirect them from that line
jtem to a specific set of rules so that those community
service agencies can have stabilityeeeostability 1in their
planning and stability in their operation of dalivering these
servicee That*s ally at this pointy what this bill does.
Yesy we are seaking for increased funding in the future
yearse Yeses wWe are hoping that we can provide greater
services through these community agenciess but you and I know
that we are here every year and every year we will be looking
atessat this programe. We will be reviewing next year how our
change this year has affected those services to our commun-—
ities and to these agencies« So let®s not scare the people
in saying this is going to be a thirteen billion dollar
impacts it is note We're using the monies that are allocated
todayy we're redistributing thems we're saying this is the
way they should apply. This is what the Legislature wants in
our communities and I would ask a favorable vote for this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LUFT}

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1210 passe Those in
favor shall vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recordy Mre. Secretary. On
that questiony the Ayes are 37y 14 voting Nays & voting

Present. Senate Bill 1210 having received the required con—
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stitutional majority is declared passede On the Order of 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1215y Senator Posharde Read the bill,
pleasey Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 1215.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LUFT)

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank yous Hre. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. This bill simply makes the State Labor Act for
public employees consistent with the Educational Labor Act in
the area of what is ane..ean unfair labor practice. Both Acts
provide that nagotiated <collective bargaining agreements
shall contain a grievance procedure with binding arbitration
as the final stepe. In the Educational Labor Acty it's an
unfair labor practice if the employer refuses to implement
the arbitrator®s award; in the Public Acty it is not. This
bill simply makes it an wunfair labor practice for public
employers under the State Labor Act to refuse to implement an
awarde The bill does not affect whether or not an employer
can sue in court to set aside an arbitrator's award it con—
siders unfair only where the process beginse Presentlys an
employer is reguired to start such litigation at the circuit
court 1leveal. Under this billy if the Labor Board finds the
employer is guilty of not implementing an awards the employer
can appeal that decision directly at the Appellate Court
level. This makes sense because it's both speedier and
because this is the level where the body of case laws |is
being established anyway. When w2 passed the Bargaining Acts
back in 1983y we felt the employee should have a fair griev-
ance procedure in their collactive bargaining agreements that

ended with an arbitrator®'s awarde If an employee loses that
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award the <case 1is overy but if the employer losess he may
simply refuse to implement the award and under the present
law it 1is not an wunfair labor practice to do so in cases
under the State Labor Acte This bill clarifies the original
intent of the State Labor Act and makes this section exactly
the same as the Educational Labor Act. Ask for vyour favor—
able supporte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank vyous Mre. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey this bill came before our Senate lLabor and Commercz
Committee and I think the point that n=eds to be made here is
that tha chief opponent that day was Central Management
‘ Services who felt that they had to oppose this measure and
their claim 1is that in certain rare instances decisions of
the arbitrators should be appealables.eeshould be reviewabla.
And that is their position énd this bill would preclude their
ability to appeal what they consider to be unwarranted deci-—
sions by the arbitrators and that can happens there can be
suche They also point out that on rare instances where thay
have appealed decisionsy the <courts have ruled ine.estheir
favore Now they viaw this bill as makinge.semaking this
appeal which is provided for currently by lawe...making such
an appealy an unfair labor practicey they viewy and I think
with some correctnesss a step taking away a 1legal vprivilege
that they now have to bz used in rare instancese S0 Ieeol
just think that the 3o0dy should be aware of the objectiony
where it came from and why it was made.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)

Further discussion? Senatore.sePoshardsy you wish to
closey please?
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank youy Mre Presidents I just ask for a favor—
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able decision on this bille I think it brings equity to both
of the Labor Acts and 1is very fair and I would ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)

All righte The gquaestion isy shall Senate 3ill 1215 passe
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recordy pleasey Mre Secre—
tarye. On that questiony the Ayes are 37y 20 voting Noy 1
voting Present and S=nate Bill 1215 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede On the
Order of 3rd Readings Senate Bill 1217y Senator Jonese. Read
the billey pleasey Mre Secretarys
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRs HARRY)

Senate Bill 1217.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank youy Mresethank yous Mre. Presidenty members of the
Senate. I'd like leave to add Senator Schuneman and Senator
Smith as joint sponsors ofe.eso0f Senate Bill 1217
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LUFT)

You®*ve heard the Senator's requests 1Is leave granted?
Leave is granted.

SENATOR JONES:

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senates Senate Billeesol217
rewritesessewith modifications and additions the Nurse Prac—
tice Act which sunsets in December of this yeare. 1Tt provides
for a licensure of professional nursesy practical nurses by
the Department of Registration and Education. It creates the
Nurse Licensing Disciplinary Committeey it establishes new

fees and authorize R & E to assess fines up to five thousand
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dollarse. This Act was repealed 12-3leeeno the
ACtesewWe'resseswe're automatically sunsettingesesDecember of
this year and this Is as...the ten—year extension of the...the
Nurse Practice Acte I knowey ladies and gentlemens you
haveesssand I'm going to yield to Senator Schuneman because
the amendment incorporates most of the provisions of Senate
Bill 1323 which he's the chief sponsor. I know many of you
have received in your offices telephone calls as it relates
to this bille As chairman of the committees we held hearings
on practically all of the sunset 1legislation. Senator
Schunemany at my requesty agreed to hold his bill in commit-
tee simply because INAy the TIllinois Nurses Association,
indicated that they had some problems with the legislation.
We held the billy we held a hearing last week in Chicago at
which time they came forth to gave their reasons why they
areeesin objection to this bille As chairman of the commit—
teey my staff and R & Esy we waited and waited and waited for
suggestions as it relate to change in the Nurse Practice Acte.
This did not come forthe So as a resulty 1217 is the only
bill that is alive as it relates to the Nurse Practice Act.
One thing that concerns me and it’s bpeen a contention of many
members is the entry into practice. Currently, the diploma
schoolsy our community colleges across this state and those
who've gone on to a four—year institution and receive a bac—
calaureate all take the same exam and let me give you aees.a
statistic as it relates to the pass rate. In 1986y over two
thousand graduates of community collegesessnursing programs
took the exame. Approximatelys one thousand who received bac—
calaureate degrees took the exam and approximately seven hun—
dred from thee.esethe diploma school took the exams All three
take the same exam to be ans.e.es3a RN nurse and the pass ratio
is approximately ninety percent for each groupe This is the
big contention as it relates to this bill whether or not

we're going to cut off the thousands ofe.e.sof persons who go
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to community college to receive their diploma to become an RN
nursey or are we going to require those individuals to go to
a four—year institution in which many of them do not have
assets to a four—year institution in order to become an RN
nurse? That is the issuee e have passed out to vyou an
answer to the statements made by INA as it relates to the
opposition to Senate Bill 1217. The doctors of the Medical
Practice Acty the psychologistsy the podiatrists, the social
workersy everyone came in and sat down discussed their Act as
to what they would like to have done. It did not happen as
it relates to the 1Illinois Nurses Associatione Thare are
approximately eighty thousand nurse currently working under
the licensure of the State of Illinoisy approximately eighty
thousande INA represents maybe about eleven percent of
those. There are a large group of persons out there that
support this bill and 1I'11 read them off. The American
Society on Respiratory Care Administratorss Amarican Voca—
tional Associations Associated Degree Nursing Councils the
Black Nurses Association of Chicago®s Chaptery Cook County
Community College Teachers® Uniony the Illinois Community
College Boardy the Illinois Community College Faculty Associ-—
ationy the 1Illinois Community College Trustee Associations
the Illinois Council on Community College and Administrators,
the Illinois Council of Hospital Based Program of Profes—
sional Nursings the Illinois Council of Hospital Schools of
Professional MNursingy the Illinois Council of Practical
Nurses Coordinatorsy the Illinois Council of Public and Com—
munity College Presidentsy the Illinois Council of Vocational
Educationese
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jonesy will you bring your remarks to a closes
please?
SENATOR JONES:

I can go on and on and on but I*1ll yield my time to Sena—
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tor Schuneman.
PRESIDING OFFICZR: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

You don'te...Senator Jonesy you don't have any time to
yieldeeofurther discussion? Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thanks a loty Senator Jonese. Welly Hre President and
members of the Senatey I don't want to prolong this debates a
lote. I think we are all caught in a situation 1in which we
don*'t like to be caught and that is that we have members of a
profession who can't agree about the renewal of their License
Practice Act. Senator Jonesy I thinks has done everything he
can do to try to get these groups together. We had a meeting
in Chicago 1last Friday when the rest of the Senate members
were not here andee.in an effort to try to bring about a
resolution. I was just told by the Department of Registra-—
tion and Education that this particular draft or thee..sthe
first version of this draft was given to the INA on March
9thy and at no point has the INA come to them to try to work
out the problem. I think thatee.s.that how we got into this
posture is that the INA draft of the License Renewal Act
would have changed the multilevel of 2ntry into the nursing
profession and thatt's where the big problem ise. I think both
Senator Jones and I are committed to the 1idea thate.ossthat
some of our very good nurses in Illinois have come through
the community college system and that even though they may
not have a baccalaureate degre=2y some of those people are
among our very best nursese. Certainlyy, those nurses have
scored as well and in some cases better on the exam than the
baccalaureate degree nurses. So what we would like to see
you do is pass this bill out of herey, the negotiations will
continue and ultimately these parties are going to have to
come togethere. 3utessif there are any questionsy I'm sure
we'd be happy to try to respond.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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All righte Further discussion? We have several speak-—
erse Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee 1 certainly am anxious to find oute..sveryy very con—
cernedy as all of you knowsy I've been very supportive of
nurses and I was with Senator Ruppesssformer Senator Rupp and
I wereeseled the fight when they were trying to bring Cana-
dian nurses in here and you let them come aboard without even
having to take an examination. I*'m 1looking hereeseel was
given from the Illinois Nurses Association and they sayeessand
I'm for theesebe briefy I'1l just read these and then you can
aske It says that you increase all license and applications
fee by one hundred percent including two new money itemse
The first fee 1is a hundred dollarsy if you're coming from
out—of—-states the second itemeseewould be and vyou assess a
fine wup to five thousand dollars if your license is revokedy
you strip the powers of the Committee of Nurses Examines and
you replace this with a Council of Graduates of Foreign Nurse
Schoolss screen a foreign nurse with optional English exami-
nationse Now I want vyou to know that I*'m veryy very
supportive ofe.esof licensed practical nursese. I don't want
to see any damage done to the community colleges. I'm strong
for this and I want to know is this bill that you're support—
ingy Senator Joness is thatesesesis there any danger of stopping
that program that goes on for underprivileged and for other
people who cannot get an opportunity to take this nursing
program?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZID)

Senator Jonese.

SENATOR JONES:

In responses Senator Hally to your first questione All

Licensure Actsy even the...the Medical Practicz Act, their

license fee was increased over three hundred percent. This
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is a modest 1increase of Jjust one hundred percent for the
nursesy but all of them went upsy just keep up with the cost
of livingeeesand administering th2 Act as such. But as far as
theeesthe licensed opractical nurse, they are protectedy as
far as the foreign nurses are concernedy the only thing that
this does.eethis does not replace the Council of Graduate of
Foreign Nursings What it does isy in some eventsy the nurse
from one of the iron countries who has the education but
cannot get the records from those wuniversity herey that
person would have to knowe.eobe given the opportunitye. You
only talking about maybe ten or fifteen people in a period of
five yearse So they are not being admitted as such and I
would not be for that and I'm with you on that particular
pointy but this protects the nurses that you are concerned
about. In your district from that community colleges this
legislation protects theme

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

All righte Further discussion? W®We have the following
speakersy Senator Raicay Karpiely Geo—Kariss DeAngelis and
Rockes Senator Raicae
SENATOR RAICA:

Thank yous Mre President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I*'ve had the pleasure of working with Senator Jones
on a number of committees and 1 think that he®s very vocal
and as equale he's very faire. I think the letter that the
sponsors of this piece of legislation sent out addressing the
questions that INA had was very good andeesand very helpful
and will Senator Jones yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones indicates he will yielde Senator Raicae
SENATOR RAICA:

Senator Jonesy vyou mentioned that the INA hadesesas of
March 9th, theve.e.e.Department of Registration contacted INA

andeseeand till this date INA has not replied or given any
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input into this piece of legislation or sat down tos at the
minimums negotiate this piece of legislation. I have a ques—
tion ragarding the community collegesy the two—year program
andeeesand the diploma nursese. Have they offered you input
and have they beenseein other wordsy have they exercised all
that they can to come forward and give you their side of the
story more so than INA has?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZTIO)

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

In response to the questiony they have come forward but
those persons who are in opposition to the 1legislation had
equal opportunity to meet with staff to discuss the bille.
When the bill was called on the 1last hearing date of the
Senate Insurance and Licensed Committee, that was the only
time that T discussed that INA came forwardy and at which
times out of courtesys I helde..Senator Schuneman®s bill in
committee; but prior to that point, the bill was introduced
in Senate Committee for a month and no one from INA came in
to discuss the bill with my staff or mey and I don®t know if
they talked to Senator Schuneman regarding the legislatione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Karpiel. Sena—
tor Geo—Karise.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
brieflys this is a very good bill and it*s helped put a 1lot
of good conscientious people who have the heart of nursing in
theirse.sin their bodies and giving them jobs and paid them
very serviceables I certainly urge the favorable recommenda—
tion of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator DeAngelise. Senator

DeAngelis on the Floor? Further discussion? If.esif not,
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then SenatoreeeSenator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I think there's one more thing that ought to be said.
Basicallyy this is a reenactment of our current Nursing Prac—
tice Actessthere®s no big departures in this bill from what
we're doing now and the members ought to know thate. Thank
youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I'm sorrys Are Presidenty I had to leave the Floore. The
only thing that concerns me about what we're doing here and I
would hope thateesesand I will have a question asking vyou if
there is an alternative solution..eis that when you proceed
with a bill of a certain type and you indicate that negotia—
tions are going to carry ons they're not really going to
carry on because you already passed something that somebody
is opposed to. The only way that you could successfully
carry on negotiations is to take the bill with nothing in it
and leave it openy because if you do pass this bill as isy
there would be an indication that one side won and the other
side lost and the side that lost..e.Senator Jonesy pleaseecesso
I am concerned that negotiations will not go on because
there's no need to have it go on because there®s a bill that
passed that a certain group supports and the other group that
doesn'ty so why should the group that doesn't support it do
any negotiating? Nows there's basicallye.eesand the first
meetings I might point outy regarding this I think that the
two groups had occurred in my office about six weeks ago and
basicallysesin my estimations you can sit here and put out
all this stuff, there®s basically one big disagreement and
that is the disagreement as to whether there should be a form
of recognition for thosa groups of nurses who seek a bacca—

laureate degree versus those who go through a two—year pro—
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gram or a three—year program andy franklyy I have some great
difficulty not wanting to reward people going on to school;
by the same tokensy I have great difficulty disqualifying
people who are accredited from doing somethings and I was
hoping all along that the two groups might agree that
botheesboth are accrediteds both are certifiedy both are
capable of doing the job, but for that group that chooses to
go forwardy there is a further recognitione. Andy Senator
Jonesy I don*t think your bill is going to inspire that kind
of discussion and that kind of agreementy and T don't know
what to do about ity maybe you've got a solutione
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeahs thank youe In respons2 to your question and state—
mentyeesit®'s very strange to mey Senator DeAngelisy that the
groups that wante.sesdoesn't want this bill met in your officee.
I would have thought they would have met with Senator
Schuneman who sponsored the bill or met with Senator Jones
who's the chairman of the committee as it relates to this
billy but as far as negotiations and things that are
goingeeel heard about some negotiations in the Houses from
INAy I happened to be over in the House last week with
Speaker Madigans but this is the Senatee. If the Senate is
going to be a respected member of the General Assemblys then
we've got to act on this billy today is the deadline. If
they met in your office six weeks ago and the bill was intro-—
duced in this committea by your colleagues Senator Schunemany
I would have thought that they would have sat down and talked
to Senator Schuneman about this bill as far assee.as a bacca-—
laureateesesversus a two—year programe Those who go on to
college to receive a baccalaureate degree from the onset, do
you realize thate.esthat only two years of that four years is

spent in nursing? And if they were so much greatery dont't
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you think their pass rate would be better than that of a two—
year program? I have received no complaintsy no studies
about the quality of health care in the State of Illinois or
in the country as it relates to our nursesy they do a very
good jobe I°ve worked with INAy we have discussed this here
problem recently, but tha key issue is to whether or not we
are going to cut off opportunities for youngsters across this
statey in our community collagesy in our diploma schools and
not let them be RNs. They've been R and Ns.<e.RNs for many
yearsy the program has worked and worked well and when you
talk about negotiationss I would think that the negotiations
on this legislation would have been here in the Senate where
the bill isy but there have beene.sshaven't been any here and
that's not my faulte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEWMUZIO)

All righte Senator DeAngelissy Yyoueeeyour time has
expired on numerous occasions. Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I do have to respond to thate. First of alls, Senator
Jonesy it's an outlandish statement on your part to indicate
that if a Senator has five facilities within a twenty—-mile
area of his district that are involved in this that he ought
to call Senator Schuneman to discuss ity that*s absolutely
outlandishe But I*1ll tell vyou, I think you've proved my
point, becausz you already have formed the conclusion about
this bill and what I said before is there won't be any nego-
tiations *cause the jury is ine Iy thereforees am going to
vote No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Yeahsy thank youy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senatee. I was not going to prolong the discussion

buty franklyes I tend to agree with Senator DeAngelis. I am
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one who has publicly been on record as one who is married to
a nurse and has a daughter in Vanderbilt School of Nursings
that the baccalaureate requirement is in the best interest of
the people that we all ultimately servey, those who are sick,
and I don't think it's fair to..e.suggest that by virtue of
taking that positiony we are denying anyone an opportunity to
do anything they wante It simply doesn*t follow.
Itesethazeeethe premise does not support the conclusion and I
think that if we're indeed going to negotiate in good faith,
the sunset date is not until December of this yeary I don't
think it*s fair to rush to judgment. He ought to get these
groups together ands Senator Jonesy you ought to convene a
meeting and pick out the biggest room you want and we®ll make
sure they®'re all there to talk to you and Senator Schunemane
But the fact of the matter isy they have been talking about
this for a period in excess of two years that I°m aware of
and most of the nursing schoolss Vanderbilt includedy is now
going to a five—year program just because of the fact that
with the emerging technology and the.sesthe advances in medi-—
ciney the more education these young people havey, the better
off wey who they servey are going to bes S0 I intend to vote
No and I would wish that you'd hold this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous Mre. President. Helly, I hate taking the time
of the Senate discussing bills forever *cause I know we®ll
have to probably be here for a week to get through the Calen—
dary but I think this is an important enough issue for me and
for all of us to get this absolutely clear. First of ally I
was not going to support the nurses*' bill as the Nurses Asso—
ciation had proposed but this is not that bill and T want to
know a couple of thingse First of ally I would like to ask

Senator Schuneman basically two guestions. The first one isy
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I have been told by the Nurses Association that in this bill
it would allow foreign nurses to practice in our state with
no test or nothing else taken except for a English competency
tests 1Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEKUZIO)

Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Anybody to be licensed must write the national exame Now
I'm not sure exactly what they were referring toes There are
some nurses that are employed by the Federal Government who
are notessand because they are -employed by the Federal
Governmenty the Federal law supersedes Illinois law and so
what the Federal Government requires is that they be licensed
in some statess So they might be licensed in another state
and work for the Federal Government in Illinoise. I*'m not
sure that that was the exact problem that they advanced to
yous but every nurse must pass the national exam in order to
work here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiele.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Nos that was another issue they brought up about the Fed—
eraleeenurses that work for the United State Government.
This was specifically bringing in nurses from another country
who evidently were licensedy I supposey in their country but
when they came herey they did note.ese.according to themy they
would not have to take a test on Illinoise<eeoyou knows an
Illinois licensure teste.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schunemane.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welly I am reliably told that that®s simply not true.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiele.
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SENATOR KARPIEL:

The other question then that I have 1is.esis this bill
entirely the same as the present Nurse Practice Act or if
there are any differencesy what are they?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schunemane.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Noe it is not entirely the same. Senator Jones hase.schas
recitedy I thinks most of the changes that are in there.
There are some increases In license feesy, but we increase li-
cense fees in every license Act that we renews that isn't
anything peculiar to this bille. There are some changes
ineeeyou knowey I <can read from oure.eefrom our analysis
o0feeeof the various things that are done« It strengthens and
clarifies the grounds for discipline and I'm told that there
is a need to do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

All righte Thank you and I don't want you to read thems
I have this in front of me. So these are the changes but the
rest is about the sam2 as the present Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Once againy 1 think w2 should emphasize that it maintains
the same multilevel entry to the nursing professione. Now I
think there are a couple of other things that ought to be
saide It*s been suggested that we should convene a meetingy
what do you think we've been doing? We®ve been having meet—
ings and convening meetings with these groups and everybody
is on board now with the exception of INAy and I...ands you
knowe it's been my impression that they're never going to

come on board unless we do it exactly the way they want it

v



PAGE 72 — MAY 22, 1987

dones And I don't think the rest of the nursees.I don°*t
think that's fair to the majority of nurses in Illinois. Now
the INA does not represent the majority of nurses. I can
tell you one other thingessI'd 1like to recite one other
thinge I did a survey of this issue in my districty sent out
a letter to every registered nurse in my district and asked
them whether they opposed or supported the INA proposal and
Ieeewhile I don*t Hhave that with me todays I can tell you
that I got back about seven hundred responses and it was 2 to
1 against the INA proposale Those other nurses feezl that the
INA is trying to squeeze them out of the profession and some—
how make them second—class nursesy and 1 wish you could read
some of the letters I get backy some of them fromes.from bac—
calaureate RNs who sayy in effecty that the hands—on care in
this state is being provided by nursesa.e.esbasically not the
baccalaureate nursesy that the baccalaureate nurses to a
great extent may become supervisorss they may be the higher
echelon in nursingy but if you want to protect hands—on nurs—
ings and that's where I amsy then I think you ought to support
this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

All righte Further discussion? Senator Jonesy was Sena—
tor Schuneman closing? Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Welly I feel there's a needssein my closing remarks as
Senator Schuneman to <close. In response to Senator
RockseseVanderbilt Nursing School or some of these.e.emany
other private colleges that provide nursing aresssare not
available to the average citizenes 1If they'd been discussing
this issue for two years as it relates to entry into practice
and they can*'t come togethery what makes vyou think they're
going to «come together within the next month? The question
is whether or not the <citizens in this state would have

access to the RN program that's regulated by the Department
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of R & E« As I indicatedy I waitedy I waited and 1 waited
and the 1input was not theree I convened the meetinge.esa
meeting at the inconvenience of many of +the Senators last
Friday to address this issue and that is the only time they
decided to come fortheo The majority of the nurses in this
statey theeeso.the majority of the RN nurses in this state sup—
port this bille I ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte The question iss shall Senate Bill 1217 passe
Those in favor will vote Ayees Those opposed will vote Naye.
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 recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 38y the Nays
are l4y 7 voting Present. Senate Bill 1217 having received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passed.
1231. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1-2-3—-14 Mre Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR- HARRY)
Senate Bill 1231.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}
Senator WHeavere.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank yous Mr. President. At our present rate of produc—
tions we®re averaging ten bills an hours so the expected
adjournment would probably be 4:30 aeme This bill does Jjust
as the Calendar suggests and I'd appreciate a favorable roll
calle
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If nots the question isy shall Senate Bill
1231 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Naye. The voting 1is openeeshave all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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recorde On that questions the Ayes are 584 the Nays are
noney none voting Present. Senate Bill 1231 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passade Top
of page 11y Senate bills 3rd readingy Senate Bill 1236. iir.
Secretarysy read the bille
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 1236.

({Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Mahare.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank yous Mre President and memberse Last night we
passed a similar billy a companion billy thatsesedeals with
the drug and alcohol testing of those involved in the gener—
ation the 1like ofess0of radioactive waste. This bill is
virtually the same but deals with thosesessdesignatad
employees involved in the transportation of hazardous wastey
and I would like to suggest that one of the issues that was
brought up last night dealing with confidentiality was very
well—takeny and that bill in the House will be certainly
amended to furthere.e..constrict that and the same would apply
to this billy and I1'd be happy to entertain any questionse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Discussion? Senator Netsche.

SENATOR NETSCH:

ThankeeeSenator Mahare I think I was the one who raised
that question and you had earlier mentioned thise. Ieeel am
glad that 1it's acknowledged because I think it was a
wide—open nonconfidentiality provision and l.e.eI am taking
your word that you will see that it*'s also cleaned wup over
theres I would ask one other thing thate..e.that you relook
at the definition of who is covereds because it seems to me

that it may be broader than you want and I don*teseeI'm not
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asking you necessarily to resolve it right at the moment, but
you cover any contract person and it is a verysy very broad
net that you are extending and I think it might be well if
you would have someone look at that again very carefully too.
Thank youe

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If nots the question iss shall
Senate Bill 1236 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is opene. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the records On that questions the Ayes are 56y the Nays
are 1y 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1-2—-3—-6 having received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passede.
1243+ On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1-2-4-3y Mre. Secretary. Read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 1243.

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

Senator Jerome Joyces
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yess thank yous Mre Presidents I might point out in the
beginning that this..sthe synopsis of this is very misleading
that this bill does not contain a tax increase without voter
approvaly municipalities already have that authority in cur-
rent lawe The current law allows municipalities to (issue
bonds and to exceed the 8.265 indebtedness limitation to
finance the cost of the acquisitiony construction and
improvement of a water...or waste water facilities mandated
by the UeSe EPA or the PCB compliance ordere Howevers the
Clean Water Act complye.e.compliance orders are also issued to
communities by the TIEPA and those communities cannot issue

the bonds or exceed suche.seoindebtedness 1limitations wunder
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current lawe. Senate 8ill 1423 allows those communities to do
S0. As you knows there are two hundred and thirty—six I11li-
nois communities that must achieve compliance with the Fed—~
eral Clean Hater Act by 7-1—-88 or face possible fines and so
forthe So I'd be happy to answer any questionse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Geo—Kariss
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Just a question. Did you say that there®s noeeethere is
a requirement for refarendum in that bill or not?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Welly thatesothere issesthere is not and ineeein current
law there is not if you are mandated by the UsSe. EPA or by
the PCBy the Pollution Control Boards to do that; and what
this saysy it lets the Tllinois EPAy if you're mandated by
them to do ity you can do the same as if you're.e.emandataed by
the U.Se. EPA or the Pollution Control Board.

PREleING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If nots the question isy shall
Senate Bill 1243 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed Naye. The voting is opens. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde. On that questiony the Ayes are 35, the Nays are 21,
1 voting Presente Senate Bill 1-2-4—3 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Rocky for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Ladies and Gentlemens I am pleased to again present a man
Whoseewhoeseis known to..e.well known to everyone herey our
senior United States Senators who assures me that this week
he has balanced the budgets Senator Alan Dixona

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)
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Senator Dixone

SENATOR ALAN DIXON:
{Remarks given by Senator Dixon)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Hall.
SENATDR HALL:

I  just want to tell you that when I came here twenty—one
years agos Senator Dixoneseand I was in the House and he came
over to me and he saidy Kennys don't you worrys when I move,
you can take my place. So it just so happenedy but he forgot
when he moved to Secretary of Statey he didn*t say anything
about taking his placee This is my Senator as.e.solike it is
everybody else andy Als it*s Jjust great to see yous.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill

1244 Mre. Secretary, read the bille.
ACTING SECRETARY: (HMRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 1244.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Jerome Joycee.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy thank yous Mre Presidente House Bill 2144 requires
industrialessfacilities generating hazardous waste to certify
prior to selling their property that their properties are
clean or on a schedule for cleanup. This bill transfers the
burden of <cleaning up industrial sites from the state and
Federal authorities to the owners of the propertye. I'd be
happy to answer questionss I'm sure there are some.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZTIO)

Discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Mr. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senates I
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really bave to rise in strong opposition to this piece of
legislatione He have precedence in other statesy while
they're not identical billss they certainly are so similar
that we couldn't predict from the experience in New Jersey
that has passed this kind of legislation how disastrous it
can be. Under the New Jersey plan,y because of the delays
that are caused by this kind of legislationsssthe sale of
property has taken upeeein many cases up to six monthse The
industry has recognized this problem and they*ve committed to
forming an internal task force to examine the problem and
possibly they will be able to resolve the probleme In this
particular piece of legislationy for instancey we don't know
what 1is «cleany what standard is being usedy will it be on a
case—by—casey which I presume it ise In New Jersey since
1983 wheneesewhen their bill was passedy they're still doing
their permitting on a case—by—case basise The backlog for
this particular legislation would be horrendous and lasesl
just think it would be.s..not feasible at all for the EPA to
handle this task that*s being put before them with this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZTIOD)

Further discussion? Senator Maitlande Senator Keatse.
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

sesthank vyous very muchy HMHre. Presidents Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Once againy Teseol understand and
respect what the sponsor is attempting to do and 1 believe
with thee.sawith the amendmentsy Senator Joycey, as I°ve read
fte I thinkesoI think it*s an improvement but Teselessl still
am terribly concerned about two pointse Number onesy inesein
your definition ofeeeindustrial establishmentsy could you at
least give the Body the parameters within which vyou believe
this might be?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Jerome Joycee.
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SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thankessthank vyoue. Only the businesses that apply are
the ones who register with the Federal OMB.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Wellyaseand I understands bute...that doesn?t really mean
too much to me. I want to know what kind of businesses are
theses
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyces
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy the ones that handle chemical or toxic waste.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

All rights could thisesesewould this possibly include a
small county fertilizer plant?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR OEHMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Nos they handle agriculture commodities, they are not
includede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

It would then cover perhaps a fuel oil bulk plant that
distributes fuel both toseeto agricultural uses and others?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyces
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Let me give you the exact language. ®Industrial estab—
lishment means any place of business engaged in operations

which involve the generationy manufacturesy refiningsy trans-—
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portationy treatmenty storagey handling or disposal of
hazardous substances or waste on-sitey above or below
ground."®
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Which then would mean a filling station or something like

thaty is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZTIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
If they are required to register with the OMB.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:
Are gas stations required to register?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Joycee
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
My handlers tell me they don®t think so.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitlande.
SENATOR MAITLAND:
How about a bulk fuel plant?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Therey againy they will knowe If they're registered,

they will know if they are registerede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitlande.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yeahy I'm not being argumentativey Jerrys I'm Jjusteeal

don*t know the parameters that we®re dealing with herees

He
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have no idea andeessandessand if we are.ssif we are looking
ateessat regulating four or five possible sales a year of
major contributors tos...to the possible environmental prob—
lemss then J..oI think it*'s goode 3ut Tes.l really don't
know from reading this amendments and I have read it, exactly
howeeohow broad we're getting here and I...and that concerns
me a great deal; and thens of coursey to thee.s.eto the issue,
ifeeeif the number is greatsy it's goinge.ssit®s going to
really slow down that economic development that you were
talking about yesterday for vyour districte If we delay
because of numberse then I think we are creating a problem
here and leeemy concern is I don't know the parameters and
that bothers ma.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Let’s pick up the pace. Senator
Joyce may close.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy thank youe Jeeel would just contend that the busi—
nesses that are affected by this know who they are and I
think it is their obligation. In my areay the reason I have
this billy a company from New Jersey went to locate here
andeesesin Kankakee and they said is this building been certi-
fied? Welly we didn*t have any way of knowinge So they had
the EPA come and check it out and it was contaminated and
they had to clean it up and they almost left the site because
of the contaminated buildinges So I contend that this<.sethis
billy if it passes the Senate will have a lot of negotiations
in the House before it ever comeseesand before anything
happens there and T.eel contend it*1l also come back here for
more negotiationse. I think it 1is just something that we
ought to do andseesand this would be a good place to start ite.

I*d ask for a favorable vote.
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END OF REZL
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REEL 3

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATYOR DEMUZIO)

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1244 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that guestiony the Ayes are
34, the Nays are 21y 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1244 hav-—
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1245y Hr. Secretary. Read the bille.

ACTING SECRETARY: [(Rs HARRY)

Senate Bill 1245.

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

Senatore...Alexanders.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yous HMre President. Senate Bill 1245 is an amend—
ment to th2 Public Utilities Acty and it?s a very good cus—
tomery consumer and utilities bill. What the bill does isy
if after the finding of the ICC*’s ruling and ine.e.sand/or a
court suit it is found that the customer has been
overchargedy that the refunds to the customer shall commence
upon the date of the complaints It works both wayse If the
utility company's.esth2 amendment makes it work both waysy if
the utility company finds that they havey, indeed,
undercharged the customer for the servicesy theyy, toos may
make an appeal by this order and receive the monies that is
due theme This bill makes every person whole; in other
wordse the customer is made whole if he has been made to pay
an overcharge and the utilities can be made whole if thay

have been undercharging for their utility services. And I
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respectfully request an Aye vote on this bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte. Discussion? The clock 1is on. Senator
Hawkinsone.

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank vyous Mre President. Will the sponsor yield for a
couple of questions?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sheeeashe indicates she will yielde Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Senators procedurally how would this be done? Ifeesif
the utility has been undercharging and they®re going to put a
surcharge ons will they put that surcharge on people who just
moved into the district or how will they do this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

It wouldeseoit would be for all of their customers who had
moved into the district and would be using their services.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

SO0eses0 someone who'd just moved into the district who
bought a home whose previous owner was getting a break on the
rate would have to make up for it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Technicallyy vyess Senatora.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEMATOR DEMUZID)

Further discussion? Senator Jacobse.
SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank yous HMre Presidenty a question of the sponsors if
she*ll vielde
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

essindicates she will yielde. Senator Jacobse.
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SENATOR JACOBS:

Senatory we did discuss that there may be a further
change in this to the...to make tha change to the time of the
complaint issuances Are you willing to work with that in the
House?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

SenatoressSenator Jacobsy I've already noted my file that
in the event this bill is passed that there shall be a cor—
rected amendment in the House that the surcharges and over—
charges shall commence from the date of the complaint rather
than from the date of the commission as..e.ordered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? We have three additional speakerss
Senator Macdonalde.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank yous HMre Presidente I reluctantly rise to oppose
this bille If this legislation passess utilities could find
themselves being regulated by the courts. We, just a few
years agos passed oureseour substantial overhaul of the util-
ityeeeissue in Illinoisy and I think we really ineeein all
fairness should not go to a totally different system this
soon after making that arrangemente. I think this would be a
bad precedent and I oppose this bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? Senator Davidsone
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre. President and members of the Senatey I rise in
opposition to this bill because you noweeeif this bill would
become laws and heaven help us if it didy you're now putting
the courts into the rate making where they have no expertisey
they have no staff to say whether this is legitimate rate by

the company or a not legitimate rate. hat you're saying isy
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they <c¢an go to <courty the court will decide whether the
surcharge was too much or not enoughy you’re saying that
those individuals or companies or factories that had had the
break if the rate had been too much or too 1little and who
have left that facility and laft that area that they over—
chargesy they'd lost it because whoever is running the factory
get ite. 1If someone moves in at the last minute or just
bought a new home and the rate had been too muchy they're
going to get hit to make up the difference that someone who
sold the housce. This is totally unfaire and we don't need
the court in the rate making business. I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR OEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Docy you knoweeswhat you Jjust saidy Doc Davidsons 1is
totally incorrectes I meany you knowy I*m note.s.what you said
is that the courts are not in the rate making businass and
that*s truay they're not in the rate making businessy the ICC
is in the rate making businesse 3But in our legal process the
court does hear appeals of rate decisions made by the 1ICCe.
And in this particular casey Judge Curry ruled that the cus—
tomers were entitled to a refunde I means this is the 1legal
process that rates go through in the State of Illinois and
the judge did rule that the customers were entitled to a
refundes but he said he couldn®t order the ICC to pay the
refund from the date of the complaint which legally they were
entitled tos but only from the date of his order which was a
year or so down the 1line. And this bill simply saids if
there is a refund owed to the customersy that they should g=t
it at the appropriate time when the rates went into effect
from +the ICC. There's nothing onerous about this billy it's
a good bill and we should all vote for ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Further discussion? If noty Senator Alexander may closees
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SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thankeesthank yous Mre. Presidente. And furtherancey the
present.e.erequest 1in Senate 3Bill 1245 does not change any—
thing that is already in lawe If you look at the billy those
of you who are interested, on page 4 commencing in line 5, it
readsy "the court shally shally reverse a commission ruley
regulationy, order or decision in whole or in part if it finds
that there has beenesssovercharges or undercharges.® So we
have not and we are not changing the law whatsoever if we
pass this piece of 1legislations He're merely saying that
youy the customer, who may have been overcharged should be
made whole3 and in the event +there has been ane.ea
undercharges that the company likewises it works both ways,
everyone is entitled to this privileges Thank youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1245 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nays The voting is
opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questions the Ayes are 31y the Nays are 25,
none voting Present. Senate 8ill 1245 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1248y Mre.
Secretarys Read the billy please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)
Senate Bill 1248.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous Mr. President and members of the Senate. This

is a bill that applies only to counties over one millions so

it is a bill applying only to Cook County. It sayé that in
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any case where a change in assessed valuation of more than a
hundred thousand dollars 1is soughty the county assessor
and/or the Cook County Board of Appeals would have to provide
notice to all the taxing districts affected and then the
taxing districts would have thirty days to file a cross—
complainte This makes the state law uniform because in coun—
ties outside of Cook this is already the lawe So all it does
is give taxing units the notice and then allow them to file
the cross-complaint. 1I'11 be glad to answer any questionss I
solicit an Aye vote.

PRESTIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZID)

Discussion? Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre Presidente This is not a bill that I sup-~
ported in committeey I think the vote in committee was 6 to 1
to 2y although I have been generally supportive of attempts
to help assessing districtseesor taxing districtssy rathery,
toesesto understand what was happening to them when assessed
valuation was changeds But this bothers me even though I
fully acknowledge that the right exists in other parts of the
statey for a couple of reasonss One is that Cook County just
is differenty not just ine...in degree but in kind because of
the enormous number of complaints and the enormous number of
taxing districts that ares..ewithin the county borders. I
think some seven hundred taxing districtsy if I*m not wmis—
takeny are within Cook Countys so thats you knowsy you've got
the possibility of ae...of a great deal ofy if you want to
call ity mischief or at least unsettling circumstances
involving the assessed valuation of propertye S0y lessit is
not quite the same as it is in other parts of the.ssof the
statee. It is also truey as I understand ity that thes..a
taxpayer may challenge the assessment of someon2 whose prop—
erty is note.essis being assessed but it is not his own. So

that it seems to me thatesothat in a case where there is
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something that is..esseems to be out of line and the taxing
unit feels that's it going to bes.e.sthat it*s going to cost at
a great deal of money that there ise.e«sthere is an alternate
available which is to find another taxpayer who would chal-
lenge the assessment. That device is available and I assume
it*s probably used right nowy as a matter of facte 1[I person—
ally have some difficulty with the basic principle of a wunit
of government having the right to go in and challenge an
individual or even a corporation®s assessmente. Againy 1
fully wunderstand that's the law in other parts of the state
but it bothers me there as well as here. Sos for that combi-
nation of reasonsy I did not and will not support Senate Bill
1248
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank youy Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1+ toos rise in strong opposition to Senate Bill
1248« Two years agoy my recollection isy we had an identical
bill that did not get out of the Revenue Committee for obvi-
oUsS [reasonse This is totally unworkable and it's more than
noticey muchy much more legally than notice. You are effec—
tively giving standing before the assessor and bafore the
Cook County Board of Tax Appeals to a.s.eto a taxing bodys and
thaty in my judgment, isecesis awfully onerous and probably
will fall within the State Mandate®s Act in terms of expanded
services that must be paid for by the state to the Cook
County Assessor and to the Cook County Board of Tax Appeals
when they have tos in facty give notice and afford the oppor-
tunity to be heard to 1literally hundreds and hundreds of
taxing districtss I just think this is a mistake and vyou
aresseyou are going to make ae.e.san already overclogged,
overburdened system even more clogged and burdenedy and

Ieeewe just ought not do thise
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank youy Mre. President and members of the Senate. I,
toos would like to join the commants of Senator Netschy this
is Jjust going to create so many problems Qp in Cook County
that I would asksesit®s well—-intentioned but it is just not
going tos.sto worke 1 would ask that we defeat this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Woodyarde.
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thank youy Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yieldy Senator Woodyarde.
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Is thiseseis this the bill that.e.ewhere you were trying
to attack the balloon levys.sethe problem of the balloon levy?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZID)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

This is the bill where I was trying to deal with the
problem that some of our school districts are having by not
getting any notice of a change in the assessed valuatione
They've made out their school budgets and now they get the
word late in the games I think it*'s a different bill than
you're talking abouts Senator Woodyard?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Woodyarde.

SENATOR HOODYARD:

Wellyaesl think that theseeit’s a similar situation
andeeeI believe this is the bill in which I made the comments
inesein committee thate...that the way to address this situa-—
tion on the matter of the levy is not this type ofesasof

legislation but rather to go to tha prior year EAV so they
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know what their levying one And I don't know why this General
Assembly cannot seem to..oto get itself together and get that
donee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? If nots Senator Kustra
may closee.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

First of all, Senator Woodyards I still don?t think we're
talking about the same bille I don't think what you've Jjust
said relates in any way to what the problem is heres This is
a problem that occurs in Cook County in some school districts
that bhave 1large pieces of corporatey industrial or shopping
center properti2s and these large shopping centers go in to
the Cook County Board of Appeals or the assessory they seek a
change and they're trying to find a way to get noticey thay
can't get th2 notice. They?’ve already made their budgets
outy nowy all of a suddeny they find out they’re going to
realize less dollars. To Senator Rock's point about the
hundreds and hundreds of taxing districts affectedsy that
really isn*t the case because itesesthe bill only applies to
cases where the assessed valuation change is in excess of a
hundred thousand dollarse. Now if you stop to think about ity
there®s not going to be that many situations thateeseto which
this bill would applys 'cause there won*t be that many cases
where the taxpayers would have that much property changey
that muche.ssthat much assessed valuation changed. Again, the
major point of this bill is that it®s done in a hundred and
one countiesy and what®s good for a hundred and one counties
ought to be good enough for Cook Countye I solicit an Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1248 passe Those in favor

will vote Ayes Those opposed Naye The voting is opene. Have

all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that questions the Ayes are 22y the Nays
are 29y 6 voting Presents. Senate 3ill 1248 having failad to
receive the requirad constitutional majority 1is declarad
lost. 1251y Senator Newhouse. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading 1is Senate bill 1251« Mre Secretarys read the
bille.
ACTING SECRETARY: {{MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 1251.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhouses.
SENATOR NEWHDUSE:

Thank youy MreeeMre Presidentes Are Presidents this
Senate Bill 1251 1is an attempt to make somes..make uniform
the direction in which this department is goinge It would
provide that the council will havesssshall make the certifi-
cation processe. That means that we won't have the
proliferation of different standards by which this decision
is made. And I know of no objections I*'d ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DERUZIO)

Discussion? If nots the question isy shall Senate Bill
1251 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 33, the Nays
are 18, 6 voting Presente Senate 8ill 1251 having receivaed
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd reading is Senate
BilleeeSenator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. I*ve had some inquiry on 1254
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which relates to the public housing authorities across the
state. Franklys this was discussed in our mayoral wup in
Chicago. I thought it was a good ideay I still do; the fact
of the matter is that I have been informed by Miss Gaines who
runs that authority that this is «currently under consider—
ation by the boardy so I'd justeeesl'd prefer toe.es.our ooard
to do ite Sos I'm just going to hold this one. I*d like to
move ahead with 1257

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill
1257« Mre. Seacretarys read the bille
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR« HARRY)

Senate Bill 1257.

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

Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank yous Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates Senate Bill 1257 is an attempt by Senator Philip and
myself to respond to a Supreme Court opinion and the concern
of the Suprema Court insofar as «collective bargaining for
public employees is concernede« The court isy as you know,
the third branch of government and there was some question as
to whether or not court employees were subject to the Public
Employee Collective Bargaining Acte. The court ruled that
they felt they were subject to itese They, howevery, would like
to have an Actesesimilar ActyeeecAct constructed and so they
have asked us toeesto work with a Statute along with which
they will promulgate a Supreme Court rule to provide for uni-
form collective bargaining for public employees statewides
We have.e.o.Amendment Noe 1 which was added to this bill was as
a result of negotiations between the AFL—-CIOs AFSCMEs repra—

sentatives of the court and representatives of both our
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staffse The question is not.eenot yety I don't thinky
finalizedy but in order to move the process alonge I am ask—
ing that you give your favorable support to Senate Bill 1257
and we willeeswe wille I am surey see this one againe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate 3ill
1257 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nays
The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony the Ayes are 58y, the Nays are nonesy none
voting Presente Senatz 3ill 1257 having receivad the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Sz2nate
bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 1262. Mre. Secretaryy read
the bille
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 1262.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lechowicze.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank youy Mre Presidents Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1262 would establish one dedicated fund
to totally support the department...the department regulates
now thirty—one occupations and professions with six hundred
thousand individual licenses. Occupation andprofessions is
being regulated withesesshould completely support the oper—
ation of the departmente In additiones an increase in the
number of dedicated funds works against this concepte The
five dedicated funds extend to aid in Fiscal 1986. This is a
negative trend for the proper management of state funds,
annual cost savings from three to four million dollars of
GRFe This was a recommendation from the Governor®s Cost Con—

trol Task forcz and this appeared on page 204 of that task
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forcea Let me point out that the fiscal note that was filed
by the department reads as followssy 9Consolidates current
disciplinary funds wunder the jurisdiction of the Department
of Registration and Education into one fund called the
Department of Registration and Education Disciplinary Funde.
The bill calls for no new increases +to either revenues or
expenditurese. The dollars generated by each fund will be
transferred to tha new funde The average annual revenue and
expediture estimate of each fund is as followss™ and theay
list the four million three as far as in annual revenues, the
four million one as far as annual expenditurese. “"The
Governor®s Cost Control Task Force estimates savings of three
to four million dollars on a one—time basise. Signeds Gary
Claytons Director.® The question here 1is whether vyou are
going to take the recommendation of the task force where you
can save the taxpayers three to four million dollars by this
type of consolidatione. I think it's worth the investment and
the bill and I encourage an Aye votes.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly franklyy I have to rise in opposition to thise 1
guess this is another case of forgetting the mistakes of the
paste These separate funds were created for a reasone. Itve
heard a lot of rhetoric in the last few vyears about the
department not doing enough to go after bad doctors. Hellyat
least now all those doctor fees...and we sold those doctor
fee increase on the basis that those things would be put in a
special fund and that would house and fully fund a vigorous
effort to go after the bad doctors. Now for us to turn
around and says okays it's in a slush fund now and we're
going tos...maybe next year we're going to spendese.that it
will beeoswe®ll be going after some of these new licensees

that we're.e.sthat we're doinge We're going to go after cos—
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metologists next year and we're going to beef that up and
we're gqgoing to put forty—eight patronage hacks on and sud—
denly there's nobody there to go after the doctors. The
doctors are sayingy wait a minutey OUre.eeOUrsesour fee used
to be ten bucks a yeary now it's two hundred; we were told
that money was going to be used to regulate our industry,
what*s it doing going after cosmetologists? I think that
those funds wWere <created for a reasony I think we made a
commitment to those people because we raised their fees on
the basis of a separate fund to police their industry and,
I'm sorryy I have to reject this bill as a bad idea and a
breach of faith with the particulars.eeprofessions we regu—
late.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yousy Mre Presidents 1 think there 1is a 1lot of
confusion about your billy Senatory andy frankly, I was con—
fused about it when it was in committee. Iee.l want to save
three or four million dollars in state money just like you
do. And you make the point and quote from the Governor's own
task forcey and Is.e«sl recognize that you do. I think the
problem is that.e..that there are several readings of the
Governor's task force reporte And what your bill doesy in my
opiniony will not save a dollars bzcause simply taking these
dedicated funds and putting them into one fund will not of
and by itself save anythingy and thatessas I read your bill,
that's what your bill does. It seems to me that what the
Governor's task force people were talking about is that we
could save between three and four million dollars if we
eliminated all these dedicated funds and put all that money
into the General Revenue Funde And the department tells me
thats yess in facty that would b2 a saving to them because

they could then depnosit all the license money into Genseral
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Revenue Fund and thereby out of general revenue funds support
all the ongoing licensing activities that they have, whereas
now many of those license fees go into dedicated funds and
the department can*'t get them to expend for their own pur—
poses until they come to us and appropriate the money out of
the disciplinary fundse It seems to me we probably are all
trying to do the same thing but vou'reseeI don't think your
bill is going to do ity andese.and I'm noteseI®m not against
what vyou®re trying to dos franklys but I don*t think your
bill really accomplishes anythinge Soy at this pointy, we
would have to stand in opposition to the bills
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre President and members of the Senatey I rise in
opposition to this bill because a number of years ago when I
and other people who had at that time a permanent license
gave up that permanent license to a annual twos now a three—
year renewal with a very substantial increase in the yearly
feey and we just passed out of here last weekeasit upeeeomore
than double what it was for the purpose that we knew that we
had to be policed to get rid of some bad eggse The only way
we could do ity we said we will assume the responsibility of
that financial obligation to do thats That was the agree—
ments that money was going in that escrow fund and the reason
we went to the escrow fund is ‘cause when we first gave it up
and went to ae.essevery two year renewal license fee at a sub—
stantial increasey the money did go in general revenue. 3ut
the wisdom of the General Assemblys I was not herz at that
time, didn*t appropriata it back out to do the enforcement
and investigation andy tonsequentlys we didn't remove the bad
peoples This is not a good bill.

PRESIDENT

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
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techowicz may closee.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank yous Mre Presidente This is a good bill. Any time
you can save the taxpayers of this state three to four mil-
lion dollarsy this is a good bill. This is one of theee..we
are one of the few states in the United States that has these
respective funds set..eset aside. Florida eliminated it four
years agos New York eliminated it six years ago. Here we are
in Illinoiss you're telling me abouteesefundse You know what
it*s all about. The medical profession has lobbied against
this bill because they put in one million one hundred thou—
sand dollars in revenues. UHe expend one million one hundred
thousand dollars out of that funde. Who have they caught? {ho
are you kidding? You’re not kidding me or you're not kidding
the public of this state. You want to talk about the Phar—
macy Disciplinary Fundy see who they caught? The Dental
Disciplinary Fundy who they caught? The Real Estate Adminis—
tration Fundy who they caught? Design Professional Fundes who
they caught? Who's kidding who? You go out into the cam—
paignss you talk to the people in your district and they ask
you about money that can be saved in State Government. Well,
here is one idea that is a recommendation of the task
forcee.eethe Governor's own task force. Now we have the
Republican Party stating for the medical profession that it's
a bad ideas it should cost the taxpayers three or four mil—
lion dollarsy that's a shame This bill deserves an Aye votee
PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1262 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 23
Ayese 33 Naysy 2 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1262 having
failed to receive the required constitutional majority Iis

declared loste 1268y Senator Savickass. 1269. 0On the Order
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of Senate 3ills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1269. Read the
billy Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1269.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senatey Senate 3ill
1269 was drawn up with the intention of trying to establish a
park ranger program in a pilot program basically to use in
our Grant Park and downtown areas to enhance the public
enjoyment and safety of parks within our jurisdiction.
Hopefully that we <can receive and expandee.sexpend state
grants for programs. He would like to model it after thz New
York system that they use in Central Parke Purpose is not to
have armed rangers but to have an informational type program,
men and women that would patrol the parksy have communication
system to a central areas be informative on what programs,
what*s going on in to the parks be of service to the users,
to our visitorss. Hopefullys by the visability of these park
rangers there will be a sense of security and a sense of use-—
fulness of the park systeme That'seesthat®'s the purpose of
this bille. Obviouslys there are many questions to it, many
questions that I probably can't answery and it needs
fine—tuninge I think the concept is what we're talking about
nowe a concept that we should try to promote, try to put
together so that one of our biggest tourist attraction cities
in our countryy Chicagos one of its hugey beautiful lakefront
park areas can be utilized to its fullest for our constit—
uents that 1live there and the tourists that visite I would
move its passage.

PRESIDENT:
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Discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youy very muchy Mre. Presidente As minority spokes—
mans I would like to knows for the records since this does
have ae.ssquite an impact on the taxpayers of the City of
Chicagoy howeesand which is a home rule citys how many votes
will it take to pass this?

PRESIDENT:

An amendment to the Park District Codey it requires
thirty affirmative votes. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank yous Mre President. Question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator Savickass as you knows the Chicago Police Depart-—
ment currently patrols the...the lake front area with the
police officers on horsesy they have canine patrols that
patrol the beachese. During the summertime they have the
summer mobile force units and they have the beat patrols and
other special assigned police officers to the various parkse
At ours.eesevening hours when there are pesople present, how
wouldesshow would this legislation affect the deployment of
the Chicago police officers? Would this exclude them? Hould
this force the Chicago Police Department to disband their
horse unit oree.ebecause they are the ones that are primarily
responsible foresecurrently for all the policing and patrol-
ling of the parks.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Helly noy Senator Dudyczsy this would not eliminate the
police department. Hhat we're trying to add is aseean ele—

ment of concern theres Obviouslys the police do patroly they
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go through ity we're talking about people thaf...maybe
rangers isn®t the right words it's the only word that we use
patterned after the New VYork City*'s versionesespeople that
would be theres uniformed peoples that would respond to maybe
senior citizense to young groups in the parky being able to
direct themy, to notify maintenance when theye.e..as they tour
aroundes«of needs and problems that are occurring in the
parky to be ineeesif there is an accident or if someone is
sicky to be able to communicate with their superior immedi-
atelyes VYess the policeseethe police are there responding to
aesemore of a3 criminaly more of a supportivey more of a pre—
vention of crimes. !Yhat we're asking is that we have people
that deal directlysseyou could probably call them the social
workers of the park district systeme Basicallys that®'s what
we're talkingeesepeople that would work with visitorss work
with individuals that are looking aroundy wondering where to
goes what to doy people that will just be aesesa park type
ranger concerned with what®*s going on in the park and how to
provide services for those people that are using ite.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycze.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Welly it seems like to me that you are describing a pro—
gram which is very similar that the Chicago Police Department
currently has in other areass such as the Beach Representa—
tive Program in the communities or the Cadets or the Traffic
Aidess Right nowy they have replaced the police officers
downtown with uniformed nonarmed civilian personnel. I would
think that ife.esif we were to provide this type of activity
or this type of service in the parksy maybe it would be best
utilized if it went through the Chicago Police Depart—
mente..ewhich has the structure already rather than form a
complete new safety unit within the park district.

PRESIDENT:
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All right. Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR 21ITO:

Thank vyouy HMre President and memberse Ieeel honestly
don't understand what the confusion is on this bille I sat
in Local Government Committee and heard ity I think it's a
terrific concepts. It's a ranger concepts it's a concept that
is not going to circumvent any of the authority that the
Chicago Police Department has with the parks. 1It's an add-on
so that tourismsespeople that are interested in using the
park district can use it. Senator Fawell and others sat in
that committee and I think it*'s a great concept and should
receive all of our supporte.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank youe I think I declare that I have some sort of a
conflict of interest but not in any literal sensee. Thz idea
was Walter Netsch's and it was based on the experience
Ofeeeinesethat he had seen in looking at urban parks in a lot
of other citiese. Senator Dudyczy they're not primarily
safety peoplesy although they may incidentally perform a
supportive role 1in that respect.s Hhat they do is they pro—
vide a continuing presencesesewhenseesvwhen the program works
welleeea continuing presense which makes that...just everyone
feel more secure in a parke They are there to be able to
answer questions, they are there to be an anchor particularly
for kids to help them come into the park andy you knowy if a
kid saysy what kind of a tree is thats there®s a park ranger
there who can help them understand those things and help to
get them to respect their parks andy therefores make use of
them more. I think it really is a very nice 1ideay even
though my husband did think it upe And I hope'there is an
opportunity to put it into effect in the Chicago parkse

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Dudyczy for the second timee.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Welly Teee.I apologize for sanding up a second timey Mre
President, but I beg to diffar with my colleagues on the
other side of the aislee Theeesathe Chicago Police Department
currently has the facilities and the abilities to implement
this type of a program without creating a new patronage army
for the park districtse I think ifeeeif you want to do thiss
I think it*s a great idea but why can®t you just direct it
through the Chicago Police Department rather than through the
park district? And I just stande.e..in oppositione.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberge.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatees I rise in support of this 1legislation because in
Rockford we bhave been doing this for years. We find this
more economical than to have police patrol of the parkss the
park rangers do an absolutely fantastic jobs people look to
them for supports for help and it's one of the things that
has brought probably more support taxwise to our park dis—
trict than any other programe. People feel they can wuse the
parks with safety and that there is someone nearby whenevar
they need theme
PRESIDENT:

All righte. Further discussion? If not, Senator Savickas
may close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senatey this is not
in competition with the police departmént, this is a tour
guide typey this is a informational type rangere. Yesy the
police department has the responsibility to provide for the

safety of our people and that's what they do. then people go
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into a park they don't look to a policeman for informatione
this is what this isy someone to work with themy guide them
in the parke A policeman is there as a signal of authority
and not a teacha2r and an informationalesspersones I would
think that if we take in that vein that this is a good billy,
it*s a good concepte let®s move it alongs let?s fine—tune it,
and hopefully Chicago can enjoy some of the benefits that are
shown in other communities.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1269 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayes Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all votad
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recordes On
that questiony there are 34 Ayess 18 Nayss 3 voting Presente.
Senate Bill 1269 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passede Senator Kustras 1271. Oon the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy bottom of page 1ll, is
Senate Bill 1271. Read the bill, Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1271.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd readingsee3rd reading of the bille
PRESTIDENT:

. Senator Kustrae
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous Mre President and mambers of the Senate. The
Calendar 1lists what was the original purpose of this bille
It amends the School Code to require the State Board of Edu-—
cation to establish suggested procedures for the identifi—
cation of new studentsy et cetera. I think it?’s safe to say
that isn't what's significant about this bill anymore.
Senate Amendment No. 1 was added by Senator Barkhausens it
restricts the wuse of funds raised by fire prevention and

safety tax leviess. Senate Amendment Nos. 2y by Senator
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Barkhauseny also authorizes thz State Board of Education to
waive the participation requirements for in—-service training
workshops on evaluation for administrators whose school
boards already provide such training satisfactorilys. And
Senate Amendment Noe. 3 provides that mandated instructional
programs which are not fully funded with the exception of
special education programs and school lunch programs may be
discontinued by a school boardy any school board discontinu—
ing a program prior to Dacember 1lst of the year preceding the
beginning of the school yz2are. If full funding is provided
for a discontinued programy it must be reinstated. I willy
in a momenty yields and Senator Schaffers who offered Amend-—
ment Moe. 3y I know wants to speak as does Senator Bermane.
But let me just say that I.e..lI think the Amendment Noe 3
which has been added is an amendment which recognizes that
the best people in this state to tell us how our kids should
be educated are the people we elect to run our school boardse.
If this General Assembly se2s fit to enact a mandate and than
turns around and cannot fund that mandatey it seems only
reasonable then to allow the school board to decide whether
or not it wants to implement that particular mandate. This
amendment in no way cuts off automatically any program any—
where in the State of Illinoise. It just says if the state
isn't going to provide the money, then the locals are going
to have to make the decision whether they can provide the
programs I would be more than happy to yield to my fellow
Senators who I know would like to comment on this.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFfFER:

Senator Berman passed out aee.san epistle on this bill
which 1indicates a high 1level of interesty, which I guess
should not come as a surprisee And I think in that epistlé'

if I cany I would like to address one of the concernse Sena—
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tor Berman did not get to be chairman of the Senate Education
Committee by being a dolty he's pretty sharp and 1 think he
makes one very good point in thaty and he and I have dis—
cussed it and that®'s th2 quastion of absolutz full fundinge.
He's right; sometimesy for instancey on transportation fig—
uress we're told it's going to cost ten million dollarse we
appropriate ten million dollars and it comes into ten million
one hundred thousande. What I am suggesting to you is that I
realize that 1is a problem and that after reviewing some of
the figures from the Office of Educationy I'm suggesting 1if
we send this bill over to the Housey we can put an amendment
on to arrive at ninety or nine—five percent funding because
it*s not my intent that we l2t school districts off the hook
for mandated programs that we miss funding by mere pennies.
Buty agains I would reemphasizes as 1 did in the amendment
stagey that it is now becoming pretty apparent that there are
not going to be the number of dollars available for education
that we want. e are currently not funding some of the
mandates already and it's pretty obvious to me that unless
something rather dramatic happensy and I don't see too many
green votes on that right nows that we are going to be facad
with cutting back our support to educations And when we do
thaty we're going to force some school districts into some
very difficult positionse All this bill as amended does 1is
say to those school districts, yesy we did make you do it;
noy we didn®t come up with the money we promised vyous but
until we do come up with the moneys you, if you want to, can
go to the state board and opt out on a one—year basis and {f
we fully fund it the next years you're right back ine. What's
the motive behind the amendment? I1'11 be real up—front,
tﬂere's always a reason and then there's a real reasone. The
real reasony I want to see us take whatever dollars we have
available for education and fund our promisesy our commit—

mentsy not get lured into some new program or throwing money
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downeessomething else. I want to see us keep our commit—
mentse I think this amendment will help us do its And if we
can't keep our commitmentsy I don't see how we cannot say to
the school districtsy we will give you some flexibility on
some of the mandates. Iy againsy point out that the school
aid lunch program and special ed. are not included here. I°'d
like to give the local districts a little controls dbut I do
agree with Senator Bermans, if we get this bill to the House,
we'll come up with some language to make sure we don*'t let
people off the hook just 'cause we came in a few bucks short
of the mandate full funding.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator 3a2rman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

essthank yous Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I stand in opposition to Senmate Bill 1271 for two
reasonsy one is short. We passed the school edeseschool
reform bill two years agoe. One of the things that we wanted
was to have our administrators trained in the evaluation of
teacherse There is an amendment on this bill that allows the
state board to waive the in-service training of administra-—
torse 1 think that*s a step backward; that alone 1is enough
to vote No on this bille But let me address Amendment No. 3
that Senator Schaffer has referred to. If wey the General
Assemblyy provided only categorical aid for every program
that we require in every school curriculum, then his amend-—
ment makes sensee But we're note. tet me tell yous in this
fiscal year that we're in nowy we appropriated six hundred
and fifty—three million dollars for categoricals and that’s
what this amendment saysa. If we don't fully fund the
categoricalss the programs that we mandates the local school
district can drop ite And if that was all the money we gave
to the schools it may make sensee. Buty ladies and gentlemen,

we have appropriated three times that amounty one billion
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eight hundred and twenty million dollars of general state aid
to every school district in this State of Illinoise And
under his amendmant, if we're ten bucks short or a thousand
bucks short or a hundred thousand bucks short because some
pencil pusher over at the state board gave us the wrong
numbery some school district to prove a point 1is going to
drop a programe I passed out this letter because I want you
to understand what we're talking about. I cannot be respon-—
sible for some of the points that some local school district
may want to proves but I will tell you thisy and Aye vote for
this amendment might result in the elimination of some of the
core curriculum coursesy those are the courses that we said
ought to be taught in every school in the State of Illinoise
High school graduation courses might be e2liminated because of
some slight discrepancy or major discrepancy but somz2 dis—
crepancy in funding. Drivers edey pupil transportation,
vocational edey bilingual edes adult ed.s every one of those
could be in Jjeopardye. Now I don*t think that's going to
happen but we're authorizing them to be in jeopardy by a Yes
vote on Senate Bill 1271. We give big money in general state
aidey a billion eight hundred million dollarsy that gives
those school districts plenty of leeway to fund what we think
is important and what we expect them to do. We do our best
in the categoricalsy we're usually at ninety percent plusy,
and I think that that certainly is a pretty
goodeessperformance level for this General Assemblye I urge a
No votee.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Barkhausene.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mre President and membarsy, I Jjust rise momentarily
because the first point that Senator Berman made addressad
the amendment that I pute..e.had put on the bill with regard to

the in—-service personnel training. And let me quickly clar—
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ify what that amendment does and does not doe. The FEducation
Reform Act of two years agos laudable as it wasy really means
to raise the..sthe least common denominator for the schools
of our statey and in the teacher evaluation areay there are
many schools in this statey I would bet most of Senator
Berman's schools in the City of Evanston, that vastly surpass
the teacher evaluation requirements embodied in the Education
Reform Acte I know a number of my school districts for years
have had teacher evaluation thate.e.e.that greatly surpass this
requirement. This amendment is totally discretionary with
the state board to identify upon application from school dis—
tricts those districts which do already meet or surpass these
intended requirements of the Education Reform Acty, and if the
state board finds that to be the cases then inesesin such case
they can waive the in-—-person training requirementseoincluded
in the Education Reform Act. Senator Eerman referred to
pencil pushers at the State Board of Educationy and 1 would
suggest that many of our school districts know far better
already how to train their own personnel and how to evaluate
their teachars than the people they're required to listen to
when they take days off from their school to attend one of
these meetingse And T suggest that we authorize the state
board to give our school districts some additional flexibil—
itye HWe're not going to give them much moneys this is the
least we can do for theme
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank yous Mr. President. I rise in opposition to Senate
Bill 1271y and let me indicate to the Body that no one has
fought the mandates any more than I have and you all know
thate But nonetheless.s.sand I understand the impetus for the
bill. Senator Schaffer represents a district like I do and

like many others who benefit more by more fully funding the
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categoricals and we all know thate. And I've sought every
year toseeto increas= the fundings for categoricals and will
continue to do that. But for those of us downstatese.e.and the
transportation issue was mentionedsy that®’s extremely impor—
tant. We havey as far as I knows in the ninz years I°ve been
in this Chambery ever fully funded transportatione. I could
beeeestand corrected on that but I don’t believe so. And the
commitment has been madeo.esothe commitment has been made that
this will be dealt with in the Houses But everyone in this
Body know as I do that no one can trust what the House does.
Heaven only knows what they might do on this one« And for
those of you whoseeswho need transportation for the students
in your districty need to look at this ones because it could
impact very negatively upon you. Agains Senator Schaffer, I
understand the purposey I think the signal has been
seteessenty andy thereforey I think we ought to defeat Senate
Bill 1271.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Kustras you wish to close?

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank youy, Mre President. Maybe what we need in response
to Senator Berman issesis an amendment which would at least
deal with maybe ninety percent fundinge I'd certainly be
willings if this gets over to the Housey toseeoto offereesor
honor that kind of an amendment. Againy I think it's all
been saide. The fact is that we are in serious trouble in our
schools this vyear and no one is willing to step forward and
offer how we're going to get out of the funding crisiss and
until that happensy I suggest that at the local level we give
our locals the options to cut into some of those programs if
they feel they have to do that if we're not going to provide
the fundinge I solicit an Aye votee.

PRESIDENT:
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Question isy shall Senate B8ill 1271 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayees Opposed vote Nays The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all votad
who wish? Take the recorde. 0On that questiony there are 19
Ayesy 37 Naysy 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1271 having
received the...failed to receive the required constitutional
majority 1is declared lost. Senator DeAngelisy for what pur-
pose do you arisey sir?

SENATOR ODOeANGELIS:

Point of personal privileges Mre Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

State your pointe
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Tomorrows if we are out of herey one of our members will
be celebrating his birthdays and he's going to do it in a
grand style, it's going to be with a lot of carss a lot of
flowersy big carse Andesenoy it®s not because it's Memorial
Days it's actually Stan Heaver®s birthday and he's got three
funerals.

PRESIDENT:

Much as we love youy we don't want to be here with youy
Stanley. Top of page 12. Senate Bill 1272y Senator UHelch.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1272.
Read the bill, Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1272.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welche.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. What this bill will do is add

the state superintendent of schools to the list of succession

of those charged with the responsibility of filling vacant
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school board positionse Currentlys when a vacancy occurs the
remaining school board members have the responsibility to
fill that vacancye If they fail to do sos the regional
superintendent assumes that responsibilitye This bill adds a
third person to that 1lists the state superintendent. The
bill also reduces the time frame during which the vacancy is
to be filled to fifteen days for the school board; if they
don't act,y the regional suparintendent has fifteen days: if
they don't acts the state superintendent has thirty days. I
would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Keatse.
SENATOR KEATS:

The bill has two partse Tha first parteeesis really
speeding up this processy which is a good idea. The second
part is an interesting philosophic one. Right nowy with the
exceptiony I believey of one school boardy every school board
is elected. When there's a missing membery the elected mem—
bers replace hime If they can*t do ity the elected region-
alesesuperintendent replaces hime. This bill changes it to
now says instead of elected officials appointing an elected
officialy we will now have an appointed official appointing
an elected officiale Nows just think about that in terms of
precedenta I meany we're at a stage wherzs people who nor—
mally would stand for electiony where their views would be
weighed by the electorate and decide whichlone they want,
will now be appointed by someone who is not elected and does
not face any of the pressures that an elected official should
to represent their constituencye. 3But see the bill has two
partsy the first is speeding it upy and I commend the Sena-—
tory that*s a good ideas we really ought to. The second oney
- do you want to set the precedent of saying elected officials
should be appointed by unelected officials?

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Further discussion? Sanator Kelch,
you wish to close?
SENATOR WELCH:

Welle I <can think of one excellent precedent for that,
Senator Keatsy and that is when Gerald Ford became President
of the United Statesy, he appointed Nelson Rockefeller vice—
presidenty so I guess there is a precedent for that. But
this is intended to take care of situations such as Homery
where aeseeswhere there was a vacancy that didn*t get filled.
And I*d ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question ise shall Senate Bill 1272 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye 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 recorde. On
that gquestions there are 36 Ayess 21 Nayss none voting
Present. Senatz Bill 1272 having received the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passed. 1278+ Senator
Newhousee On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy top of
page 12y 1is Senate Bill 1278. Read the billy Madam Secre—
tarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1278.

(Secretary reads title of bill)}
3rd reading of the bille
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre Presidents I finally got one that®*s an
agreement. This is an agreement between the Illinois Physi-—
cal Therapy Association and the Department of Rege and Ede.
and it does several things. It clarifies the individuals
who practice physical therapy without a license areessare

violating the Acte. It clarifies the roles of the director on



PAGE 114 — KAY 22, 1987

the committee in administering the Acts It increases the
penalty for second offense for violations under the Act by a
licensed physicianesephysical therapist and for individuals
who practice physical therapy without a license from a Class
A misdemeanor to a Class 4 felony. It increases the size of
the physical therapy licensingeseesdisciplinary committee from
five to seven personsy one of whom shall be a public membere
It increases the annual fee for renewing a physical therapy
license from twenty to thirty dollarse. It allows the Depart—
ment of Reg. and Ede to issue fines not to exceed five thou-—
sand for violation of the Act, and that is the bille I know
of no objections this is an agreed billy I'd ask a favorable
roll calle.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? 1If noty the question isy
shall Senate Bill 1278 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is opens All voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Hava all voted who wish? Take the
records On that quaestion there are 59 Ayessy no Nayss none
voting Presente. Senate Bill 1278 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede 0On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings 1286s Madam Secretarye
1-2—-8-6. Read the billy pleases.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1286.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzioe.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Relaxy Rogery I skipped ite YOUrseseyoOUreessyolur amendment
was just too muche. Senate 8ill 1286y I don't know why it was
not on the Agread Bill Liste It simply allows a bank which

is a trustee also to invest or deposit a trust assets in the
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bank?®s own services. Apparently there was some ambiguity as
to whether or not this would be a conflict of intereste. This
bill adds the term "investments" and therefore indicates that
a bank who 1is a trustee may also provide its own services
tooe Jeeol know of no oppositions I would ask for favorable
supporte

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Welly Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I have oppositione hat this sayss it allows a bank to enter
into agreements for...for a bank or the deposit accounts and
et cetera with a bank operated by itself or affiliated with
ite In other wordsy if the bank is a trustees how are we
goingeeesa trustee is.ee.is supposed to have the highest degree
of diligence. It*'s a fiduciarye I don®'t think it*'s wise
legislation and I speak against it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Demuzio may close.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Just roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1286 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the records On that gquestionsy there are 53 Ayesy
2 Nayss 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1286 having received
the requirad constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Barkhauseny 1287. 0On the Order of Senate B8ills 3rd
Readingy Senate Bill 1287. Read the bills Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate 3111 1287.

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

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mre President and memberss Senate Bill 1287 <creates the
Consumer Oeposit Security Act of 1987, This replaces a
Statute dating back to the 1920's that®s been on the books
and it is felt to be outmoded because it was written at a
time prior to the number of types of leases particularly
automobiles that are prevalent todaye. It requires a ten
thousand dollar security bond to be posted with the Attornzy
General or thee.eeor escrow placement of security deposit
incident to the leased consumer goodse It passed Senate
Finance Committee unanimously. I would be happy to answer
any questions and would otherwise urge a favorable roll call.
PRESTDENT:

Discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If nots the ques-—
tion 1iss shall Senate 3ill 1287 passe. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde. On that questiony there are 59 Ayess no
Nayse none voting Presente Senate Bill 1287 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1291. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1291. Read the bille 4adam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1291.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welly thank yousy Mre. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of

the Senpate. 1291 deals with fire hydrantse. 1 can assure you
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this is not the small dog bill ofe..sof the Sessione. The
Il1linois Fire Association came to me and suggestad that there
was deeea problem with fire hydrants in Illinoisy
thateesapparentlys.sesapparentlyesessapparently what was happen—
ing was that they need at least fourteen inches from the sur-
face in order to hook up their hoses and apparently over the
yearsyeesesfrom time...from time to times they can't get their
hoses under these fire hydrants in order to get
theeeeandeseand I don't really know of any opposition to this
bille SO0y iteesit is a seriouseesit is a serious problem and
1 would ask for the support of the membershipe

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Raicae
SENATOR RAICA:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Raicae
SENATOR RAICA:

Senator Demuzios have you checked these firefighters®
hoses sizes?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Noy I haven't but I assume that they®re much larger in
the city than they are in downstate.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1291 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questionsthere are 59 Ayes,
no Nayse none voting Presente. Senate Bill 1291 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede 1292, On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd Reading 1is

Senate Bill 1292+ Madam Secratary, read the billy pleasece.
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1292.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dunn.
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. What this bill does is to
prioritize projects on state highways and provide for
aeesecriteria such as daily traffice.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If noty the question
isy shall Senate Bill 1292 pass. Those in favor will vote
Ayes Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that question, there are 31 Ayesy 26
Nayss none voting Presante. Senate Bill 1292 having received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passed.
1319y Senator Lechowicze On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd
Reading is Senate 3ill 1319. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1319.

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

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank youy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The purpose of Senate Bill 1319 is to establish a
uniform rate of compensation for election judgeses Commis—
sioner Hanson and Commissioner Torrell at the county board
made this recommendation; in factsy Senator Macdonald had a
bill similar to this in nature where it called for raising

the rate of compensation from thirty-five to seventy—five
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dollarse It was decided by the members of the county board
in conjunction with anyone who has served and worked as far
as an election judge realized that thes.e.sat that rate they
were being paid approximately two dollars and twenty—five
cents an hour. With the passage of this billy 1319, the
effective rate will be about six dollars and sixty cents an
houre. Basically we're doinge...and we also provided an
opt—out provision; if the counties don*'t want to participate
in ity they may opt out of this provision as far as counties
of less than five hundred thousande But 1in the County of
Cook and other areassy primarily in northeastern Illinois,
there®s been some difficulty in recruiting people to serve as
election judges. Hopefullys with the compensation that's
offered in this bill of a hundred dollars an additional
twenty—five dollars if you take the course and complete the
coursey that then would establish a fair rate of pay and
hopefully we would have people willing to serve as election
Judgese That*s the purpose of Senate Bill 1319. 111 be
more than happy to answer any questionse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank youy Mre. President. tadies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey I stand in strong support of this legislatione 1
commend Senator Lechowicz for taking the 1lead and pushing
hard for it and finally recognizing the importance of elec—
tion judges by giving them fair and adequate compensation for
all the hard work that they doe. Now the reasonseesein Chicago
where some of the judges were handing out the wrong ballots,
if vyou can recall way back thens shows we need well—-trained,
qualified judgese. In order to get these judges we need to
pay them for what they are worthe. tast Saturday I had a
breakfast with a hundred and fifty of my election judges and

the most common statement that they gave me was thate.etheir
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disillusionment of the process for working 50 many
hardeseslong and hard working hours on election day for so few
dollarse And I think that they deserve the compensation in
this bill and I urge all the members of my side of the aisle
to join with me in supporting Senate Bill 1319.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeahy thank yous Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senates Andsy of coursey I'm very sensitive to election
judgesy they do a graat jobs DBut downstate in DuPage County
we pay forty—five dollars a days and if they pass the test,
they get another five so they get fifty a day. Now you're
going to pay them aessyou're doubling that? Welly I'Meeel'm
for a pay increase for election judgesy I'm not sure I'm
willing to say we ought to doubla their salary. I don't like
the idea of us mandating them to do ity I°'d rather 1leave it
up to theseethe county board of supervisors or the election
commission toeeeto at 1least give them some flexibility
becausesy of coursay these are paid bysseslocal peoplzs by
taxes collected in DuPage County, it's not coming out of the
state cofferse bute.sowe will be paying for thate I haven't
heard form one downstate election commission or election
jurisdiction as in favor of this bille And to think of
doubling ity to mee.e.swhat have we ever doubled around here?
Have vyou ever doubled anybody*'s salary here? Never. A
little increasessswould make soire sense to mes but doubling
it would appear to bey quite franklyy out of line and I think
we ought to look at this one very closelye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch. All right. Sena-
toreeseSenator Lechowiczy on a point of order.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Point of order. To the last speakers, my good friend, the
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minority leadery please take a look at Amendment No. 2 which
is adopted on Senate Bill 1319 which provides for an opt-out
provision by the county board. That's my point of ordere.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Furthereeefurtheree..further discussion? Sena—
toreesSenatoressSenator Philipe.
SENATOR PHILIP:

The opt—out does not pertain to DuPage. It*s for coun—
ties under five hundred thousands so every county thate..that
is over that is stucke
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZID)

Further discussion? Senator Netsche.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank youe I had one question of the sponsors if I
mighty Mre. Presidente. This does not have anything to do
with the hours that the polls are openy does ity Senator
Lechowicz?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Nos unfortunatelys people still have to work fifteen
hours a daye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

All righte I justeseleeel know there were some proposals
to do that and that hass of coursey, very different impli-—
cationse I think the idea of.ese0f authorizing the increase
in salary is axtremely important because w2 do desperately
need good people in our polling placese Thank youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I don't mean to prolong the debate but does the sponsor
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yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Ones.ssone of problems that I detecty Senator Lechowiczy
and I'm sorry I haven't been on the committee and I'my you
knows not too Familiar with the bill. But in addition to the
compensations I think asessas much of the problem ines.in my
area anyway iSeeeis the 1long daye. Andee.sand I wondered
whether you or any of the others involved with 1legislation
dealing with election judges had ever given thought to the
idea of authorizing judges just to work half a days. The idea
that it might be easier to recruit more judges if they didn*t
have to put in such horrendous hours for such little paye
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZID

Senator Lechowicze.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Basicallys I don®t know in your areas Senator Barkhausen,
but in ourses we have a very difficult time finding people who
are willing to work that day for the current salarye. If vyou
recall, there’s an articleseseethere are articles in
botheeseboth major papers in Chicagoe..easking people to come
in and fill the vacancies at the board of election commis—
sionerse This is not only a phenomenon in the City of
Chicago and suburban Cook as well. HMaybe in certain areas in
northeastern Illinois it 1is not a problem but anybody from
Cook County realizes the fact that putting in a fifteen—hour
days their salary right now is averaging two dollars and
thirty—three cents an hour. Under this bill as amendad they
would be compensated six dollars and sixty—six cents an hour
based upon a twelve—hour days. Butsunfortunatelys they spend
more hours than twelve.o..at the polling places got to be
there an hour before and then normally it takes an hour and a

half to two hours after the polls close to complete the days
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workload. So I think this is ae..sa good approach. 1 don't
know of any studies right now as far as doubling or making it
half a daye He're having a difficult time finding people
that are willing to serve for the amount of time that they're
required nowve

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausane
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN?:

Just toeseto the bill. IeselI®ll probably support the
billy Senator Lechowiczy although I am concerned about the
lumping in DuPage witheeswith Cooke But I suspect and you
have aes.l would think a lot more political volunteers to
draw on in your area than we do in ourss but 1 suspect the
problem is less one of money than it is of the working hourse
1 think most of the people that are election judgas do it out
of a sense of civic duty than they do for the meager pay they
get for the time they put ine Andsssand I would hope that
when the bill gets to the House we would consider authorizing
half a day which I think would more than double the pool of
people that might willingly give of their time toeeseto per—
form this service.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonalde.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank vyouy Mre. Presidente I risey of coursey in strong
support of this particular piece of legislation. WHhen I was
put back on the election commission the one request that I
had most from the political leaders in my area was to please
do something about the fee structure for the election judges.
It is almost (impossible for us to meet our requirements of
recruiting election judges. Andy Senator Barkhausens JIeesl
wish that we had all of those people who you speak of
whoeeowho feel that this is merely a civic duty, because

theyeeosthey are disappearing andeessalmost evaporating,
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they're justes.ealmost not there. And the one thing that was
felt would help wasy of coursey increasing their paye. Hhile
my bill was at a slightly lesser «costy certainly the
leadersessthe political leaders from my party in my part of
Cook County certainly agreed to my going on this bill
andee.and even recommended that Senator Lechowicz's bill was
probably a more realistic bill and that with that salary we
probably would then be able to attract the election judges
that we so desperately needes S0 I urge your considerationy
and possibly in the House there could be an amendment put on
this bill to make it not apply to DuPage aseeeas it
haseeeiteeait now stands with the rest of the statea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank vyouy Mre. President. This 1is really not to the
bille I guessy but I hear this discussion about elections
andeeesand I'd simply like to say thise. I think that in our
part of the state the objection 1is much 1like Senator
Barkhausen mentioneds It's not so much the pay as it is the
terribly long day. And for those of vyou who are active
inesein electionses I wish you'd consider what Barkhausen has
Just suggestedy some Kkind of part—day activity or per—
hapsSeesansssan activity something like this where each elec—
tion judge might be able to take say a two—hour break some-
time during the days, and then everybody come back at night
when they have to tally upe It seems to me that if we would
add one new membery for examples toseecach electionsseboard
of judges and allow them to take breaks that that might be
something that we need throughout the states I just want to
throw that idea oute.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All rightes We got lots of lights one Senator Topinkae



PAGE 125 — MAY 22, 1987

END OF REEL



PAGE 126 — MAY 224 1987

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey I stand in support of thiss though having a district
that comprises roughly seventy percent west suburban Cook
County and thirty percent DuPage Coutys I would hopes indeed,y
that we could follow up with maybe an amendment to extricate
DuPage. But certainly from a standpoint of my Republican com—
mitteemen overtly and my Democratic committeemen friends who
talk to me kind of in the shadows on occasiony, they are all
supportive of this because we just cannot gete.e.2lection
judges and it*'s strictly the moneys andesesand many of miney
for instancey are very elderly people and their civic duty
which has now gone on for eighteen to twenty years is running
a little looses. Sos I do commend you on thise. Teeaon the
half-day provisiony 1 would be concerneds, because we have all
we can do to get bodies to go a full day that are living and
breathing and functioningy I just don't know how we could
double that number. Thank youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelisy for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I*'d like to move the previous questione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Have two speakers w«who have soughte.serecognition for a
second times Senator DeAngelis moved the..e.previous question
with the exception of those twoe Those in favor indicate by
saying Ayea Opposed Naye The Ayes have ite Senator Philip
for a second tinme.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Yesy and 1 apologizes Mlre President. Itve just
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goteesgotten a 1little motivated over herees I'm a working
precinct committeemane I work my precinct and I°ve got good
judges. . Quite franklys the only time we really get our monzy
worth out of our election judges 1is a presidential vyear,
every four yearss when you have an eighty or ninety percent
voter turnouts They work their re2ar ends off. The rest of
the electionsy, quite frankly, when ae.sstownship elactionsy,
municipal elections downstatey hayy they go home for lunchy
they go home for dinners there®s thirty percent turnout,
maybe thirty—five percent turnouty Soeses0y quite frankly,
you ought to think about thises and 1°11 tell youy you're
forcing it down our throats we have seven hundred and forty
precinctsy mﬁltiply that by fives you're talking about big
buckse
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

All rightseessfurther discussion? Senator Dudycze.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank yous Mre Pra2sident. I apologize for standing a
second time and rarely do 1I oppose my friend and leader,
Senator Philips but to Senator Philip®*s comments referring to
DuPage being included in this legislations I would 1like to
add that I have been informed that the DuPage Board of Elec—
tion Commissioners are in favor of this bill. WYe are not
forcing this down your throatse Youre.s.syour very own board
of election commissioners wants thise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz may closee.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Wells Mre. President and Ladies andasa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

esewWait a minutessssSenatoreasSenator Joycey
theessprevious question had been moveds Senatore...Senator
Lechowicze.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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Thank yous H4re Presidentes Iy fOr oneseeeif DuPage County
does not have a problem with judges and the Republican leader
of that countyy who I have a 1ot of respect fory doesn’'t
believe that the judges in his area deserve a rate increasey
I*11 be more than happy in the House to recommend that DuPage
County be excludad from this bill; but I, for oneseee.Senatory
firmly believe that we have a 1lot of peopley dedicated
peopley who serve as election judges from both partiess and
in my areay no matter what election there 1isy I try to
encourage people to participate in theiressin the last fif-—-
teen years where I°'ve been the committeeman our participation
as far as in our ward is never below sixty percent on any
measure in a primaryy and I am not one of the best but we're
not too bade The only way you can achieve that 1is active
participation by many dedicated people and I, for ones would
never criticize or say that if a judge of election has an
opportunity to go home and get a bite to eaty they're not
entitled to ity but in oure.s.e.section of town, we provide the
lunches and dinners as wells and I*m happy to do sos. I would
strongly recommend an Aye vote on this bille It really
deserves your support for a lot of dedicated people.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1319 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed 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 questions the Ayes are
444 the Nays are l4s nonz voting Presente. Senate 8ill 1319
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Philipy for what purpose do you
arise? Senator Philipe VYou're standing in a point of per—
sonal privilege? Senator Philipe. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 1354, Senator Welche
MressMadam Secretarys read the bille.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1354,
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator 4Helch.
SENATOR HWELCH:

Thank yous Mr. President. In 1983, Senate President Phil
Rock together with Attorney General Neil Hartigan created the
Toxic Waste Task Forcee. One of the outcomes of that task
force was Public Act 831362 which created the crime of crim—
inalesscalculated criminal disposal of hazardous waste.
After that law being in effect for a few yearsy the Attorney
General has come back to this Legislature and asked for a
change in the lawe. In particulary the name would be changed
to Calculated Criminal Use of Hazardous Haste and it would be
changed to include the treatments transportation and storage
of hazardous waste as well as disposal of that wastee The
idea behind this is toesseto increase the ability of the
Attorney General and state®s attorneys throughout the state
to pursue and obtain <convictions of those who arz= either
usingy storing or incorrectly treating hazardous waste and
also those who may beesessabandoning ite An amendment was put
in the Floor to allow for fifty percent of the money to go to
those agencies that pursue the violators. 1I'11 be glad to
try to answer any quastions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR OEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate Bill
1354 passe. Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On
that questiony the Ayes are 53y the Nays are 5¢ none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 1354 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate bills 3rd

reading is Senate Bill 1355, Madam Secretary.
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1355.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Theesea problem exists now inssein requiring a sen—
tencing in the <case of a minoreesewho is charged with what
would have been a Class X but for it is still within the
Juvenile Court Acte. Current law allows a judge to give some
type of a conditional discharge or supervision. This Act
would require that if the charge being brought though under
the Juvenile Act would have been a Class X had it been trans—
ferredy that they could no longer give supervision or any
type of conditional dischargey that they musty in fact, have
aeevat least a five—year probation period rather than an
adjudication of supervision or some type of discharges so
that they can no longer terminate that type of a probation or
terminate a conditional discharge in less than five vyearss
This would mandate a minimum of five years and I would ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Discussion? If nots the question is, shall Senate Bill
1355 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On
that questiony, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are noney none
voting Presente. Senate Bill 1355 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passeds. Senate
bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 1359. Madam Secretarys read
the bill.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1359.

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

Senator Thomas Dunne
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank vyous Mre. President. This bill does exactly what it
says in the Calendar and adds this as an aggravating factor
in the death penaltye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question iss shall Senate Bill
1359 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records On that
questiony the Ayes are 57y the Nays ara nonesy 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1359 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede. Senate bills 3rd
readingy Senate Bill 13614 Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1361.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading ofAthe bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)
Senator Thomas Dunne.
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente. 1361 authorizes the death pen—
alty in a situation where an individual has murdered one
individual and attempted to murder another but has failed to
do soe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question iss shall Senate Bill
1361 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye
The voting is opens. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
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that questions, the Ayes are 52y the Nays are 1y 6 votind
Present. Senate Bill 1361 having receivad the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passed. On the Order
ofeseSenate Bills 3rd Readingees.Senate 3ill 1365y Madam
Secretarys Read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1365.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING NFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank yous Mre President. Senate Bill 1365 removes an
inconsistency in the Criminal Code relating to the possession
of a firearm or firearm ammunition by a felon. Apparently,
right nowy there fs a place in the code where aseeit is
identified as a Class 3 felony and also elsewhere in the code
a Class A misdemeanor. We are removing the Class A mis—
demeanor wordinge
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? Discussion? If not, the gques—
tion 1iss shall Senate Bill 1365 passe Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are nones none voting Presentes Senate Bill 1365
having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passedes Senate Bill 1376y Senator Jeremiah Joycee.
Page 13y Senate Bill 1377, Senator Marovitze. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 1377y Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1377.

({Secretary reads title of bill})

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

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVTTZ:

Thank you, very muchy Mre. President and members of the
Senate. We've heard about this bill several times.
Thiseesthis bill embodies what was Senate 3ill 358y prohibits
the state's attorney from issuing a subpoena to an attornay
to appear before a grand jury without prior judicial approval
if it*s to seek information about the client. The court can
issue the subpoena and will issue the subpoena regarding
thisesesthe attorney upon certain conditions being estab—
lisheds and I would solicit an Aye vote for this piece of
legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate Bill
1377 passs Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed NMNaye.
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 recorde On that questions the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are noney 1 voting Presents Senate Bill 1377 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.'
Senator Joycey vyou want to take 1376? On the Ordersesslet’s
back up to page 12y with leave of the Body. Madam Secretaryy
1376« Read the billy pleasee.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1376.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank yous Mreesethank yous Mre President and members of

the Senatee. Senate Bill 1376 comes to us at the request of

the State®'s Attorney of Cook Countye It makes it a violation
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of the offense of criminal sexual assault for a teacher or a
person standing in loco parentis to commit an act of sexual
penetration with a victim under the age of eighteens Criminal
sexual assault is a Class 1 felonys teachery person standing
in loco parentis shall be treated as an accusedeseseas current
Il1linois law treats an accused who is a family member. I ask
for your supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate Bill
1376 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On
that questiony the Ayes are 58y the Nays are nones none
voting Presente. Senate Bill 1376 bhaving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passedes Senator
Severnsy for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SEVERNS:

I would have voted in the affirmative on that bill. Thank
youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty the record will sos.e.eso indicate. Page 13.
All rights we're going to skip 1383. 1384, Senate Bill
1384 On the Order of Senate Billss.se3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1384y Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1384.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}
Senator Thomas Dunn.
SENATOR TOH DUNN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente This bill creates a planned

commission for townships in excess of twelve thousand people

and it excludes Cook and DuPage Counties and is part of the
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task force original recommendationse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Discussion? 1f noty thesessquestion isveeeSenator
Lechowiczy on this one? The question iss shall Senate Bill
1384 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is opens. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recordes On that
questiony the Ayes are 56y the Nays are noney 3 voting
Presente. Senate Bill 1384 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator techowicz,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank yous Mre President. [ ask leave of the Body and I
ask the President and the membership to rise and I'm sure
you're all aware of the fact that there’s assea memorial
service presently going on nationally to remember the lives
that were lost on the USS Stark.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO?

If our members will please rise for a moment of silence.
Thank yous Senator Lechowicze Senate Bill 13864 Senator
lito. On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd Readingy Sena—
toreesSenate Bill 1386y Madam Secretarye Read the billa
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1386.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Yesy thank youy Mre. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1386 is one in a series of bills thate.sewere
introduced by the Task Force on Township Government of which
I had the proud privilege of serving as its chairmane I

would 1like to publicly thank all the members throughout the
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State of I[llinoiseseetownship officials that helped put this
package together. Senate Bill 1386 would allow the board of
trustees of a township to levy a tax at a rate not to exceed
«15 percent of the value of all taxable property for the
youth services programe If you*'ll remember, there was some
question as to the referendum impacty and although I tried to
establish in the original legislation a referendum at an
annual town meetingy it was felt by a numbar of individuals,
including Senator ¥atsony that we needed to add a front—door
referendum and so we’ve addressed that by Amendment No. 1. I
think this is fair and sufficient. I think that the town—
ships that want to continue to provide those youth services
should be able to do so and we'ves..satisfied the concerns of
a front—door referendumes I*1l1 be happy to answer any ques—
tionsy but I would move for its speedy passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question iss shall Senate Bill
1386 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On
that questiony the Ayes are 54, tha Nays are 2, 1 voting
Presents Senate Bill 1386 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede 1387y Senator Hall.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1387,
Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1387.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZTIO)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank vyouy Mre. President and tadies and Gentlemen of the

Senates 1387 amends the township law to increase the maximum
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tax rate for senior citizenseeseservices subject to the refer—
endume Nowy there was an amendment put on at the suggestion
of Senate Schaffer and Kustra ande.e.essos with that,
weeeoeeeliminated the township meeting and put on a front—-door
referendums f*11 ask for vyour most favorable support of
thise

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty discussion? I want to point outy we've got a
hundred and twenty—five bills to go. Discussion? Senator
Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates I've got a question of the sponsore
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHXUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yielde Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeahs myssemy analysis says either a front—door refer—
endum or a petition signed by ten percent of the township
voters allowing a levy to be authorized at the town meetinge
Iseesis this the first time that we're letting people by
petition increase a tax rate?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

There was an amendment put on by Senator Schaffer, Jena—
tor Watson and Senator Kustra that eliminated all that and
just put on a straight front—door referendume.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1387 passs Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Mays. 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 recorde. On
that questions the Ayes are 51y the Nays are 44 1 voting

Present. Senate Bill 1387 having received the required con—
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stitutional majority is declared passed.s 1388. 1391y Sena-
tor Halle On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1391.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1391.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Yesy this is also one where there was an amendmant put
ony amends the township law for the general assistance taxa
It raised it backeeobasic maximum township general assistance
tax rate and it did away with the township meeting and put on
a front—door referendums I ask foree.e.most favorable support
of this bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Watsona
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. Just a quick thought here,
Senatore and I would like to ask a questione if I mighta.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Right nowe if we don't tax it to maximum in general
assistancey we are not eligible for state help through
Department of Public Aide I believe that's correct. And 1if
sos what happens now if we are at that .1 percenteseOres.or
ten percent referendume what happens now?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
My understanding is this has no affect on this is because

this only affects non—-receiving townshipse
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZ IO}

Further discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous Mre Presidente Senatory is iteeels the 1law
now that when you reach the maximum tax rate or if you need
additional moneys.eel guess my question iss how does one
bacome ae.ssa township become a receiving township now? 1Is it
when you go over the maximum tax rate or when you want to?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Halle.

SENATOR HALL:

Welly Senatory I don®t have the answer for that. 1 guess
that we should researcheseresearch thate TessI don*t seem to
have thats 1'11 certainly get that information for you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Karpiele.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Welly, T gquess my concern isy ifesswith this bill we
arceesor doubling the maximum tax rateess
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDOR DBEMUZTIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

esethen a township would not ever become a receiving
townshipe
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Halls
SENATOR HALL:

Welly theseemy understanding iss.eesafeguard for all this
is a front—door referendums There can nothing be done with—
out a front—door referendum.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

I realize thaty but that®se...that isn't my concern. My
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concern isy and maybe there®'s an ex—township supervisor
around or township trustee. T meany I used to be a township
supervisor but we were never at our maximum ratey, we weren't
desesreceiving township and I can*'t quite remembar what the
law is now on thaty but it*s something like when you«eewhan
youeseswhen vyou reach the maximum tax rate in your GA levy,
you become as.eea receiving townshipe and if we're.seify even
by referendumy we®re doubling thaty then a township couldee.l
means it would not be the recaivingesssl meany what would
happen to all those receiving townships that are nowee.e.that
are now receiving townships?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZI0)

Senator Halle
SENATOR HALL:

My understanding it would have no affect on them because
this only applies to non—receiving townshipseseesand soy there—
fores it would have no affect on those.

PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dunny for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR HALL:

I certainly checkedoseoo
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Waity Senatoress
SENATOR HALL:

essand try to find out someeeeSenator Dunny do yoOUeee
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dunns for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Point of personal privileges Mre Presidente
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your pointe.

SENATOR TOM DUNN:
Thank yousy Mre Presidente Behind me in the gallery is

the Mokena High School group led by government teachery Mre
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Quinny and former mayor of Mokenae. And also in the group,
directly behind mes is Leigh Ann Albert who is an honor
student and up in the gallery is Eric Tweetmeyery an honor
studenty and I'd ask that you welcome them pleasee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Will our guests in the galleryessplecase rise and be
recognized by the Senate. All rights further discussion?
Senator Karpiely have vyoueseeshad vyou concluded? Senator
Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Welly I guess I'va concluded bute.esel®m still confuseds [
think it is when aseewhen a township reaches a maximum ratey
which I think is ten percent on thesseit becomes a receiving
township and there are several receiving townships I know in
Cook County and downstates and I'm just confused as toeessif
theresesandeseand if Senator Hall says it would not affect
them because they're receiving townshipsy but what if you're
a township that*s pretty close to your max now? Do they have
toesel means they could become receiving townshipsey I dont*t
know why we're doing thise
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Halle.

SENATOR HALL:

Welly whatesewhat we'll dos Senator Karpiely, when this
bill gets over to the Housey, we'll <certainly check it and
I'11 get back to youe If sucheesif it needs an amendment,
we*'d certainly see that it's put on over there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Smithe
SENATOR SHMITH:

Mr. Presidenty I stand on a point of personal privilege,
pleases I*'d like to acknowledge the presence of Mrse
Geraldine Bowie and her friend from Chicago. They're constit—

uents of mine. Would vyou please welcome theme In the
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President?’s Gallerye. Please stand.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Please stand. Helcome to Springfield. Senator Hall
MayeeosSenatoreesfurther discussion? If noty Senator Hall may
close. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Helly thate.e.e.I assure all of you andy Senator Karpiel,
we®ll certainly check thate WHe'll seesseif it needs that
amendmentes we®ll certainly see that that gets in the House
and I*'1]1 also do some checking today to find out an answer to
youreeel movesseask for your most favorable support of this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1391 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Naye. The voting is
opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. 0On that question,
the Ayes are 44y the Nays are 9y 9see0n that questiony the
Ayes are 4449 the Nays are 9, 5 voting Present. Senate Bill
1391 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passeds 1400y Senator Severns. 3rdes.Senate Bills
3rd Readings Senate Bill 1400, Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1400.

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

Senator Severnse
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yousy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1400 is an attempt to wake up the state
bureaucrats to say that we should buy in Illinois and USA
first before we so casually purchase foreign goods and

commodities with our state tax dollarse WNWe need to be sensi-
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tive to Illinois small businesses and industries and we need
to send that message to C(CMS. Senate B8ill 1400 doas just
that. It is a reasonable bille It 1is a fair bill. The
amendments added to Senate Bill 1400 took into consideration
the expense to local governments by exempting them as well as
the concerns of one the...one of our state®s largest manufac—
turerse Fifty percent US content is a fair benchmark consid-
ering the state of the global economye The times test use
We must respond to the challenge. We want to keep the small
and medium—sized manufacturing jobs in our state and one big
way we can do that is to commit Illinois tax dollars to Illi-
nois businesses before we spend tax dollars on foreign prod—
ucts that endanger Illinois jobse I urge your favorable con—
sideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DOEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Hudsone.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I rise in opposition to this
bill and the reason is this. When we first heard the bill in
committeey and this comes out of the Senate (Labor and Com—
merce Committeey at first blush the bill seemed to have some
merity although ther2 were some of uys at that time that had
reservations about it. It is couched in aecee.welly a kind of
a patriotic approach 1 suppose in a ways one designed
toeseprotect the interest of the United States and the State
of Illinois in particulary but the problem with the bill |is
that as time has gone on and questions have been raised and
those companies that would be affected have raised questions,
the complexities of attempting to work out and to put into
legislative form something that will do what the sponsor is
trying to doy the complexities of doing this seem to outweigh
the merits that some felt the bill had originallye. Now s
there will be questions in addition to my general statement

heres but T wanted to make that and that*'s all I will do at
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this points make the general statement that I think we batter
think long and hard before we embark on the path that's being
proposed to us here todaye. Sos I would urge your veryy very
careful consideration and a No vote on the measure for
reasons that I think will be more clearly brought out in the
next few minutese.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Wellgesefurther discussion? There's a lot of lights on.
Senator Haitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator Severnsy you have adalready distinguished
yourself on the Floor of this Chamber with a number of bills
this spring andeessand very good billss I might adde This one
here reallyeessreally surprises me coming from youeeeand Teeel
really need to find out exactly where we're going here. First
of ally could you d2scribeessewe are talkingy leeel sus—
pectees] think about companiesseewhoseessewho total production
amounts to at least fifty percente..fifty percent manufac—
tured in the United States. 1Is that not correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youse Senator Maitlandes He are talking about the
cost of production and that*'s where the fifty percent content
cames Quite specificallyssesewe worked this language out with
representative of Caterpillar.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitlande.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Ieeaol don't understand your answere I..swwhat do you mean
by the costeeethe total value of theireeseof their total pro-
duction neaeds to be at least fifty parcent produced in this

countrye. Is that correct?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Severns.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Specifically, fifty percent US content means that at
least one—-half the material and labor costs of a particular
uUniteseI meany one-half material and labor <costs will be
incurred in the United States.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitlande.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senatory are you aware of the Diamond-Star Motor Company
that*seeethat®’s being built now in the Bloomington—Normal
area?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

I*m very much aware of the two hundred and 76.1 million
dollars that was put into incentives to bring that industry
to the state, yese.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Not exactly my question but I understand that you do know
about it. Do you have any idea of the percent or the total
value of the ultimate product of...of Diamond—Star that will
be produced in the United States?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youy Senator Maitlande Since it is a joint venture
with the US companys Chryslery there*s no doubt that half the
cost would be here in the United States.

PRESIDENT:

Senator...Senpator HMaitlande.
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SENATOR MATITLAND:

Helly Senatory let meeeeslet me tell vyou thateeosthat
muchseemuch of the value of thatesse.of that automobile is
going to be produced ineesin Japane Those products area being
shipped over herey there are some final partsy there are
somessessome components that aren®t completely finalizeds but
the fact of the matter iss that®s just one exampleasesethat’'s
just one example of the looseness ofsee0f this bill and the
absolute confusion it®s going to cause as CHS goes out and
attempts to purchase these productse Itessit reallyy in my
judgmenty iseseis unworkablee Let me carry it one step
farthery Senatory okay? You come from an agricultural area
as I doe This is a protectioniste.ea protectionist measure
without question. You and I from our districts export just
literally millions of dollars of farm productss It*s
extremely important to our district. As we continue to move
forward with protectionist measures like this that aren*t
going to bhelp 1labor or anybody in this states we're simply
going to destroy the economyy an 2aconomy we're trying to
builds and I wouldeeoe.againe I'm shocked that you're intro-—
ducing this billy first of ally, but more importantlys I would
urge the Body to take a very careful look at what we're doing
heres We are a homogenous society today and we all work
togethery we need one anothers. This breaks down that unity
and 1 would urge support...urge defeat of Senate Bill 1400.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffere.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

It's funnys sometimes wee.seWWe very intentionally weave a
web andssesand we think we're the spiders and we end up being
the flies when theecewe finally get through weaving it, we're
caught in it and I...and I*m wondering if we aren't Ffacing
that kind of a situation right now. Basicallys this would

require CMS to find out who owns every companys what percent-
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age of their propertye.essor their production is foreign and
domestic. I happen to have a company in my district that
does some business with the stateesesethe supplier and I have a
friend who works there and hesssin the discussions mentioned
to me he was quite surprised to find out about a year and a
half after the fact that the home corporate body that had
acquired his company many years ago had in turn been pur—
chased by a foreign firm and that he was nowy in effect,
working for a company that was foreign owned and he went a
year and a halfy he's a principal officer of the firmy did
not know thate NoOwrseemay be unusual but when aeeea firm
that has a New York address buys a firm 1in Illinoisy
theeeethe rank and file management perhaps don’t know who
owns that company ine.e..in New York and ite..e.it may be Saudi
Arabia or England or what have yous. HoWesoshow is CMS going
to trace the ownership through the multiple layers of corpo—
rate gobbledygook that we seem so fond of here 1in this
country?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Severns.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yous Senator Schaffer. Hhateeefirst of all, I'm
convinced that all of our manufacturers can determine both
their raw material and labor costsy that®s really what we're
talking about herey but more importantly, we*re talking about
the intent and the message that needs to be sent to CHS.
Bnly a couple of days ago it was Senator DeAngelis whossewho
saidy and I think so welly that there are two kind of bills
in the Legislaturey one that is technical and one that sends
a messagee This is a bill that sends a messages Allowing
foreign producers to continue to win domestic markets has
helped displace 1lel million workers since 1980. All wetre
suggesting is that our state bureaucracies first attempt to

buy in Illinois and in America before we so0 casually go out
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and purchase foreign commodities and goodse
PRESTDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Wellsy getting back to my questionseeeby the ways therets
another technique not too dissimilar from this piece of
legislation if we're sending a messagey it’s called a press
releases I°*d be happy to put my name on one if that's what
you really want to do to tell CMS that wey in the Legis—
laturesy think thay ought to buy Illinois and US products
firste Againy I do not understand how CHMS is going to have
thesespower to go through thsssethe corporate veils that my
legal friends are so fond of protecting to find out exactly
who owns whaty and I...and I didn*t hear an answer. I have
another concern. 1 happen to have a large Chrysler plant in
my district andeesesacross the lines not far from my district,
there was an AMC plant and wes, at one timey had a lot of AfC
cars in this state. I didn*t think a whole lot of them, but
we owned a lot of thems the state bought a lot of them on
some bid process. Suddenlys AMC because of a shift in man—
agement decision went from being an American
countrye.esscompany to basically being a Canadian companys: and
I can see a situation where you might beeceaehave a<ese.a major
investment inessin computer softwares automobilesssessl don't
knowe dry cleaning equipment in ouree.esour mental health
facilities and suddenlys the company through some corporate
takeover is now a foreign company ande yety we have to buy
replacement parts because we have seven biges huge commercial
dryers and we want to stay with the same kind of machine
rather than have twelve different kinds of machinesy you
knowey I don't know how you expect CMS toeeeto keep track of
all that and do it in a meaningful waye. The other thing which
kind of bothers mey lsesl mentioned a firmeeo.an Illinois firm

producing Illinois products with Illinois laborers that is
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foreign ownede 1Its principal compatitor is downs I think, in
Arkansase. I think that®s a right—-to—work state. With the
passage of this billy they won't be able to compete because
they’re already kind of against it because the right—to-work
state pays less wagese You'reessyou're 1literally driving
Il1linois jobs out of this state if you give them this kind of
edge simply because theeseosthessathe company twice removed is
owned in Canaday and by the waysy I'm not that mad at the
Canadianss 1 justseesl just see some real pitfalls heree
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Brookins.
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mr. President. 1I*'d like to rise in support of
this legislation and thank the sponsor for bringing such good
legislation. I once had good companies in my district such
as Southwork Steely Wisconsin Steel and CMS could not tell
the difference so they bought steel from South Africa to
build the State of 1Illinois Buildinge. Now there is no
Southworks anymoree Those employees are in unemployment
lines and in welfar2...0n welfare nowe Wisconsin Steel
closed up without even telling the people that they were
going to closa the doors Sos Pennyy Ieeelseel congratulate
you for bringing such legislation. I think that legislation
of this kind will help companies in 1Illinoisy will help
employment in Illinoises andy yesy I think messages must be
sent and strong messagesy but this bill can worky it can pro—
vide jobs and it can keep people working here in 1Illinois
andeesand cut our tax base and help support Illinois workers.
Thank you for bringing good legislation like this and Ivd
like to become a hyphenated cosponsor of this billy HMre.
President.

PRESTIDENT:
Gentleman seeks leave to be added as a hyphenated cospon—

sor on Senate Bill 1400. Without objectiony 1leave is
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grantedsessfurther discussion? Senator Posharde
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank yous Mre President. Mr. Presidenty I rise in
support of this bille I don't think that there’s anything
wrong in asking our own State Government to look first to
Illinois and to other states in this country that seil Ameri-—
can products to fulfill our needs here in the State of Illi-
noise Whenever we approach this questiony we always hear
protectionism brought wups ands goshy that'ss.esthat®s a con—
cern of everybody's buteessbhut let me tell you what
protectionism ise The Japanese understand protectionisme.
Beef in Japan is twenty—-seven dollars and fifty cents a pound
now because their doors are closed to American beef productse
I attended the Illinois Pork Producers Convention not long
ago and listened to the president of that convention tell us
how the pork industry is being ruined in the northern states
of this country because the Canadians are flooding those
markets with Canadian subsidized pork. We don't close the
doors to the Canadianse We take all the Canadian pork and
all the Argentinean beef and all the Japanese «cars. Those
countries understand protectionisme This isn't
protectionisme This is simply askingy look first at American
productsy that®s ally and I think that®'s commendable and I
think that®*s okay and I support that kind of legislatione.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank youy Mre. Presidents A question of the sponsors.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates she will yieldy Senator Kustrae
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank youe Senator Severnsy you caught me at an
interesting times I've been shopping for cars and in doing my

shoppings I*meeel®m more confused all the time because I find
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it so difficult to determine what
isn*'t these dayse Did I hear you say
to units or to firms who manufacture f

not the content of the unit but over

over the whole firmes Ts that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank We're

youy Senator Kustrae.

producty the entire product 1line,
costeeobe it between the raw material
percent US contents
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustrae.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Welle Ieesl guess what we have to

uct line. Howe+sshow would that
careseeslI®m thinking of the Dodge Colt
Golf. Is that one produce line
series ofeeeof lines?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Severns.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

The entire line in that kind of in
talking about heree.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Welly let me tell

can decide whether vyou think you
bille I think you®ve got a problem
Theeeoethe Colty for examples

is manufactured

1987

is an American car and what

that your bill applies

ifty percentessand it’s

fifty percent American

talking about the end

the costy that that

and the labor be fifty

do then is define prod-
affect one particular
versus the Volkswagon

or is theres..is that a

stance is what we®*d be

you what my problem is and you'lleeseyou

have a8 problem with the

and it'seeeit's thise

in Japan and

that®'s got to have overwhelming content Japanese material and

labore No question about it. I

don*'t think anybody
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wouldeeewould differ with that. The Volkswagon Golfy on the
other hand, is made in Pennsylvania and at least seventy—five
percent of that must be materials and 1labor from Pennsyl—
vania. Nowy under your bill, you're going to give as.sea ten
percent advantage to Dodges which 1is okays that®s a good
American firm *cause they make mostly American productse.eebut
the Colt is manufactured in Japan. On the other hands vou're
going to deny that to Volkswagon and they'’re making the Golf
in Pennsylvanias so you end up penalizing American labor in
Pennsylvanias and Iesel don't understand how that fits into
your scheme of what you're trying to do is reward American
laborers andeesand p2nalize foreign laborerse.
PRESTDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank yousy Mrs. Presidente Let me try to be brief and
point out that I don't make any bones about attempting to be
a protectionist for Illinois or US companiessy and I want to
point out to many of the speakers that spoke against Senator
Severns® bill that you joined me a couple of years ago in
supporting a protectionist measure that dealt with the indus—
try that we all know as ethanol and corns wherey in facty you
all supported a bill that prevented the sales tax exemption
in the State of Illinois from applying to ethanol that was
not created by corns basically shutting out the Brazilian
ethanol from coming into this state because it's made from
sugar canes Sos all I would like to point out to you is that
we're on record as attempting to protect oney two or three
industries 1in this state. Let’s give Senator Severns a
chances Ifs in facty something has to be worked out in the
Housey maybe that can be done with some amendments for a
sunset provision or whatevery but we havey in facty supported
protectionist Legislaturee.ese.legislation here in the last two

yearss and for those of you that helped me and yourself and
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our farmers in the last two yearse let's try to do the same
for Senator Severns. Thank youe
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joycees
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank vyou. T would 3justeesI just wonder how Manyeeeiire
President, I just wonder how many people in the Japanese
Government drive American carse.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Severns may close.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yous Mre President and mambers of the Chambere. I
think there®'s been some confusion expressed here in this
Chamber today and I guess I'1ll only conclude that if the
largest employer of Illinoisy Caterpillary can live with the
language that®'s been suggested in these amendmentse I think
every Illinois manufacturer can live with the language and I
would urge a favorable votes. Thank yous
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1400 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recordes On that questions there are 38
Ayesy 15 Nayssy 6 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1400 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede 14054 Senator Marovitze. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1405. Read the billy Madam
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1405.

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

PRESTDENT:
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Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchs Mre President and members of the
Senate. Senate 3ill 1405 makes battery against a prosecutor
an aggravated battery. Prosecutors include state’s attor—
neysy assistant state's attorneysy Attorney Generalsy cor—
poration counselse Itessit does so if the individual knows
the individual harmed to be a prosecutor and it is as a
result of the prosecutor's past or current performance in his
or her official dutiess I ask for your favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Hawkinson.

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thankeeethank yousy #Mre. Presidente I*m going to support
this bille Senatory but I...1 think we need to take a 1longs
hard 1look at aggravated battery and the penalties and how we
can better deters perhapsy simple battery rather than turning
everything into aggravated battervy.

PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1405 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recordes On that questiony there are 59
Ayesy no Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 1405 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede. 1407. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
isseeSenate 98111 1407y Madam Sacretaryy read the bill,
pleases
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1407.

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

Senator Zitoe.



b
\QA PAGE 155 — MAY 22y 1987
3“’5@/

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank vyouy HMr. President and members. Senate Bill 1407
creates thesesoffenses of cannabis trafficking and controlled
substance traffickings This bill was initiated by State*s
Attorney Dailey of Cook County and it was designed really to
attack the incidence of drugs brought in from foreign coun—
tries.s In committees Senator Hawkinson had some suggestions
and we attached those suggestions on in Amendment No. 1le I
think the bill now is something we can all live with and 1
would ask for your unanimous approvale
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If note the question ise
shall Senate Bill 1407 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee.
Opposed vote Nays The voting is opens Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questions there are 59 Ayess no
Nayse none voting Present. Senate Bill 1407 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1416 On the Order of Senpate 8ills 3rd Readings the bottom
of page 13y is Senate Bill 1416. Read the bill, Madam Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1416.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDENT:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank yous Mre. Presidenta. Presentlyy state chartered
banks may do any act and own assets which national banks are
permitted to do by Federal lawe This bill simply extends
that power to include national bank holding companies. The
bill was introduced at the request of the 1Illinois Banker®s

Associations The Commissioner of Bank®'s has problems with the
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bill. It is a vehicle bill of sorts. It®'s a one—-wheeler
subject to severe wobbling and we may never see it againe
PRESIDENT:

Fair enoughe. Any discussion? If noty, the question 1is,
shall Senate Bill 1416 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questions there are 56 Ayess 1 Nays
1 voting Presente Senate Bill 1416 hKhaving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passeds Senator
Jonesy for what purpose do you arisey sir?

SENATOR JONES:

Yeahs thank yous Mre President. A point of personal
privileges 1'd like to recognize the eighth grade students
from Brennan Elementary Schooly along with their teacher,
Martin Joness and many PTA membersy and I*d also like for the
Body to know they sent me a bag of letters encouraging me to
bring back as much money as possible for the education of the
children and I'd like to recognize thems
PRESIDENT:

Hill our guests in the gallery please stand and be recog—
nizeds Welcome to Springfielde Senator Savickass 1417. On
the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd Readings the bottom of page 13,
is Senate Bill 1417. Read the bill, Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1417.

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

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senates Senate 8ill
1417 was introduced to clarify a question on what the law is

already on intrastate and interstates It would ensure that
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the ICC has Jjurisdiction of all rail movement within the
state unless preempted by Federal Statutey law or rulee. This
was requested by the United Transportations UnionessWorker®s
Union becausa the recent Federal court case questions whether
our law does this and HMre. Bernie Morris 1in the ICC thinks
that we already do this and that we follow this procedure.
That*s just a question of whether they think it 1is or it
should be in and theesesUnited Transportation Worker's Union
thought that it be best to clarify it and put thateeejust
adds intrastate and interstate. I would move its passagee.
PRESIDENT:

All righte Senator Savickas has moved the passage of
Senate Bill 1417. Discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy Mre Presidents thank you. Just for a commente. This
passed out on a partisan roll call and we have talked to
Bernie Morris also and he’s a highly respected man out at the
Commerce Commission and he does feel that this is unnecessary
and really no need for this and this is probably a vehicle of
some sorte. Sos I would suggest another No votee Thank youe.
PRESTDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Savickasy you may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Welly I guess any bill can be considered a vehicles It
was put in at the requast of the United Transportation
Worker's Unione They feel that to prevent any further legal
questions as was in a recent Federal court casee.es0bviouslyy
if they're going to éourt in a Federal court casey there must
be a question whether it's nzeded or not andeeel think that
this will clarify it and would prevent any legal cost that we
should do ite 1 would move its passage.

PRESIDENT:
Question isy shall Senate Bill 1417 passe Those in favor

will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opens Have
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all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vot=d
who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 42
Ayesy 12 Naysy 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1417 having
received the required <constitutional majority is declared
passede Top of page 14y Sznator Rigneys on the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1421. Read the billy
Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1421.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Rigneya
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Yesy HMre President, the subject here is bed and
breakfaste This 1is basically kind of a new and emerging
industry here in the State of Illinoises It usually is being
developed in areas of elegant and historic old homes or else
in farming areas. The question isy why does the industry
want the bill? Welly if there is no billy those folks who
are in this type of an industry are probably going to have to
meet the.s.sthe requiresments and standards of the hotel and
restaurant industry. It would meany for instancey that thay
could noty for instancey use the home dishwasher to do the
dishese. They'd have to have separate laundry facilities to
do the laundryes The fire marshal would probably require them
to board up the stairways of some of these elegants old
homese I think it would destroy the character of thems The
industry is getting along todays I thinky basicallys because
these state agencies have kind of turned their back thus far
and have ignored what is going on out there. The legislation
provides that these are very limited operationsy no more than
five guest roomsy no more than two per rooms they may only

serve breakfast and only to those people who are their
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guestsy it provides the minimum health and safety standardse.
I want to assure vyou the legislation was developed by our
Department of Commerce and Community Affairs and it did have
a veryy very major input from the people who are currently
within the industrye.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? 1If notsy the question 1isy
shall Senate Bill 1421 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that questiony there are 56 Ayess no
Naysy 2 voting Present. Senate 8ill 1421 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede 1422
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 1422,
Read the billsy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1422.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille
PRESTIDENT:

Senator Jacobse
SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank yous Mre Presidentes I think the bill 1is pretty
self—-explanatory in the Calendare. The only thing I would
like to add is this bill came to be by a student and I just
thought I°'d put it in and then I got to thinking about this,
it started to run into some opposition it appeared from both
sidesy and I got to thinkingy you know, that®'s a little
strange andy for that reasony, I decided not to pull it and
really want to push for this thing and I.eercally asked for a
favorable vote because for whatever reasons.e.sthe only person
involved in these negotiations and it’s only for
theeoethesececauspices of...o0f being in on thes.ssthe negotia-—

tionsy the only one who has a financial interest 1is the



PAGE 160 — MAY 22, 1987

studenty and for whatever reasony they choose not to even
allow that person inesessin the buildings so to speake Alsos I
think that the City Chicago showedesesshowed the lead in this
casee The (City of Chicago has appointed to their high
schoolessto their high school board a student and I ask for a
favorable consideration of thise...vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

esethis is one of theesesthz worst bills I've seen this
Session. You're going to let these kids come in and listen
to the negotiations between labor and managementy, walk out
of the meetingy go over to the press and have a press confer—
ence and blab the whole damned thinge I can see why the
unions wouldn't be for it and we ought to look at this one
very closelye.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Jacobs may close.

SENATOR JACOBS:

Yesy first of alle I'd like to respond to Senator Philipe
I don*'t think that that’s the case. They*'re going to be
sworn by the same rules and regulations that everyone else
hases and I think [ just want to reiterate that the student is
the one that has the financial consideration and I think that
he shouldesohe or she should at least be able to sit in on
those negotiations and give inputy and for that reasony I
urge all my Democratic members to give me an Aye votee
PRESIDENT:

I*'m sorryy Senator Kellys on this? Senator Jacobs was
trying to close. Okaye. Question iss shall Senate Bill 1422
passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
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questiony there are 32 Ayess 26 Naysy none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1422 having received the raquired constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senator Kellys for what purpose
do you arisey sir?

SENATOR KELLY:

Yesy Mre Presidents I rise on a point of personal privi-
legees
PRESIDENT:

State your pointe
SENATOR KELLY:

I'd like to extend our best wishes on behalf of the I1li-
nois Senate to the Newman Haus racing team who is repre—
senting the State of Illinoisy the only tzam from Illinois in
the Indianapolis 500. e happen to have a fellow by the name
of Mario Andretti driving for us. We're in the.eewe are the
favorites in the race. He've got the number one poll posi—
tion and I just know that we all are very happy and wish them
a lot of success.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Helchy 1426. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1426. Read the bill, fadam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate 3ill 1426.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welche.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank yous Mr. President. Senate Bill 1426y unfortun—
atelyy is not complete. Negotiations are still going on
between the EPA, the fire marshaly petroleum council and
other parties involved; howevery I know of no opposition to
moving this bill to the House while thos=2 negotiations con—

tinues The basic purpose of the billy of courses is to get
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the Pollution Control Board to adopt regulations and have the
EPA enforce them requiring registration of underground gaso-—
line and other storage tankse There is an exemption that
everybody is agreed to for agriculture and residential tanks
at eleven hundred gallons. Buty at this pointy there are
still questions as to the funding and grandfather clausese.
Sos I*d ask that this be passed out with the understanding
that it*s still not in its final forme

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 1426 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Nays The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony there are 45 Ayesy & Naysy 6 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1426 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passedes 1436, On the Order
of Sepate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1436, Madam Secre—
tarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1436.

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

Senator Degnane
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank vyous HMre President. Senate Bill 1436 as amended
creates the offense of money laundering and makes that a
Class 3 felony punishable by two to five years and a ten
thousand dollar finee 1 believe the concerns expressed in
the committee by the State B8ar Association and Senator
Barkhausen have been removed with the addition of Amendment
Noe 1 which clearly takes the lawyer®se.ssclient-attorney
privilege out of the billy also establishes intent and

includes the 1Illinois Controlled Substances Act or Cannabis
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Control Act. Be happy to answer any questionse.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 1436 passs Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony thares are 58 Ayeses no Nayse none voting
Present. Senpate 3111 1436 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede 1443, 0On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 1443. Read the
billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1443.

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

Thank yous HMr. Presidents Senate 311l 1443 as amended
creates the offenses of solicitation for murder and solicita—
tion for.e.of murder for hire and establishes the following
penalities. Solicitation for murdery fifteen to thirty
yearsy no probation. Currently, that is a Class Xy six to
thirtys no probation. Solicitation for wmurder for hire,
twenty to fortys no probations Currently, that 1is Class X
alsos six to thirty, no probatione In addition, Senate 8ill
1443 as amended establishes a scale of enhanced penalties for
possession and possession with intent to distribute heroin,
cocaines LSD and morphine. These levels are ten to four hun—
dred grams of those substances under the possessiony six to
thirtys four hundred to nine hundred gramss eight to forty;
nine hundred plus gramss ten to fiftye Under possession with
intent to distributes one hundred to four hundred gramss nine

to forty: four hundred to nine hundred gramse twelve to
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fiftys nine hundred and above, fifteen to sixtye.  They are
probationable offenses. Be happy to answer any questionse.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank yous very muches At this pointy Iesel sort of miss
Senator Sangmeister.s.esyou knowy I wunderstand what vyou're
trying to do but our prisons ares...people are falling out the
windows nowe If we keep doing this this Session agains where
are we going to put all these people? Ie.oel meany the last
three or four bills that we've had now that's talked about
criminal thingsy welly you knowy we'reesewe're just increas—
ing penaltiesy we're going to put guys away for forty
Yearseeesif you remember a couple of years agoy your side of
the aisley Senator Sangmeister saids let's stop doing this
and start looking at what we're doing 'cause you're mandating
theseseethese sentencese.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly I meansy I understand yourseesyour concernss Senator
Fawelly but 1let's talk about who we're putting awaye
He'reesewe®re talking about putting away people whoessare
dealing the largest amount of drugssy not...not small amounts
heres but people who are doing a hundred gramsy four hundred
gramsy nine hundred grams of hard drugssy that's who we're
talking aboute Not the 1little guy on the street. HHe'’re
talking about the guy that's ripping off the kids in the
schools and selling it and selling the poison and getting
these kids addicted to drugse. That's really who we're
talking about ande..and I'm sensitive to what you're saying
too because I think that we really need to take a hard 1look
at these penalties and that's why we.eeowe said that we were

only going to do this for the largest amount of hard drugs,
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the guys who are really the bigwigss not the little peddlers
and that®s who we're going after with this bill andeeesand
that*s why I stand in support of ite

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Degnan may closes
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank yous and thank you, Senator Marovitze. le..e] agrec.
I think the intent of this legislation is pretty clear that
we are establishing penalties for amounts of these productsy
hundred grams and aboves; I meany people who have a hundred
grams or above in their possession don*'t have it to fill
their blackjackse This is clearly a major drug dealers bill
and I would urge your support.

PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1443 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questionsy there are 59
Ayesy no Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 1443 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede. 1448. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1448. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1448.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre. President and members of the Senatey Senate Bill
1448 is a Construction Crane and Hoisting Licensing Act. It
wasessintroduced for the purpose of ensuring a qualified
operator of cranes and hoistse. HWe're talking about construc—

tions and cranes and hoists that run anywhere up to two and
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three hundred feet highy that are tower cranes operating off
buildingse A crane is a vary sophisticated and complex tool
and it has the ability to perform many varied taskss and
probably because of its design and natures and that®s mainly
its use to defy the law of gravity, we're talking about a
very potential devastating weapon when it's improperly used
or maintained. This licensure Act ensures that
thoseessspersons that are operating these pieces of equipment
are qualifiady no load ratiosy wind ratiosy lift ratiosy can
computesssthe differences with the windsesawith the loads and
make proper liftse Four other states already have a license
lawes Massachusettess Connecticuty New Yorky Montanas; Wiscon—
sin 1is contemplating oney there is a movement in Californiae.
In New Yorks recentlys under their licensing Acty there was a
foreman on the job that persuaded an unlicensed operator to
operate the «craney lifted the cranes the crane tipped with
the loads the unfortunatesesepart of it was that when the
crane tipped with the loady the load went into the streets
cut off the legs of a womany the foreman was sent to prison
and the operatory I guesse was fined or is facing prisone.
These are the unfortunate things when people who are not
capable operate this type of equipments There was a concern
by the laborers. ey I thinky effectively removed all of
their concernse. We addressed and did what they asked us to
do and put into the bill and that was the removaly by namey,
forklifts and bobcatse. We had ae...a concern with the far—
merse The farmers are eliminated on all farm equipment and
operationse The mining areass the coal miners were satisfied
that they are effectively removed from this type of licensing
and the rail carrierses T think in this bill we are address—
ing the concern that it was expected tos...that we wanted to
do and expect to do and that's to address the concern of
those high-rise crane operations that have the potential for

disaster. We have letters of recommendation from the
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LaGrange Crane Rental Servicey, Gus Newburg Construction
Companysy Imperial <Crane Servicey JeAe. Jones Construction
Companyy Te Ce Cs Construction Company which indicateesein
the letters they indicate that not only would this be a
safety measure but would reduce the costs in their operations
through the reduction of costs on insurance liabilitye. I
wouldeeesl would seek your approval of this 1legislation at
this timee

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly I guess this group meets the criteria for licensure
in Illinoisy they movee Here we go licensing another group
and Ieeel guess I'm just a suburban—rural dwellery but I
haven®t been apprised of any great need or hue and cry or
problems within the states although 1I'm obviously familiar
with the situation in New YorkesoI'd be a little surprised if
the fellow who was operating that crane probably couldn't
have met the criteria under this bill and been grandfathered
in and would have had a license anywaye. 1 think we ought to
think about this for several reasonsy but I have a couple of
questions of the sponsor on this onee I knowe with interest,
that you have to be eighteen vyears olde [ guess that's
acceptables It sort of discriminates against the teenagers
thoughs but the next 1line kind of intrigues wme. It says
that you have to be of goodeeemoral character and temperate
habits. Nowe T think we ought to have some legislative
intent on just exactly what we mean by goodesemoral character
and temperate habitse Was thisse.e.would this invalidate any-—
one who had perhaps a DUI or a drug conviction from ever get-—
ting a license? If one of these operators happened to be
living with a member of the opposite sex without sanction of
marriagey heaven forbidy I know no crane operator I've evar

met would consider thats but 1let*'s just say that some-—
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wheres.e.ssomewhere in this great state there is a person so
depraved that operates a crane that might conduct him or her—
selfy obviouslyy some of these <c¢rane operators couldy in
facty be womeny that they might not met our high standards
heres Let's have a little legislative intent heree. What
about these questionss Senatory and I have one other ques—
tione

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Welly I know Senator Schaffer is chaffing at the bit on
licensing legislation. The bill in its second amended form
removed his objections to the moral standards and allows his
philosophy of our lifestyle to prevaile NoWyessnows any of
Senator Schaffer?®s constituents who are 1immoral can easily
obtain this type of license.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffere.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Just a secondy I'm checking on the moral standards of my
constituency. Just a second. I'm notesel®m not sure I
follow that amendments but IesesI®m more than willing to take
your word for ite I would also point out to the membership
that this organization has not met one of the other normal
requirements for licensure by this General Assembly. To the
best of my knowledgey they have not thrown a reception in
Springfieldy but I understand other steps have been takens so
perhaps that requirement can be waiveds
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator 0'Daniel.

SENATOR O°DANIEL:

eseiMre President and members of the Senates I rise in

support of thiseeethis piece of legislation having owned some

of this type equipment and the purpose of this legislation is
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for safetys Many peopl2 work underneath of these cranes when
they*re hoisting ande..sand things of this nature and I think
the intent of theeeseof the legislation iseeseis to be sure
that they’re qualified people thatesethat are operating these
machinese.
PRESIDENT:

Furfher discussion? Senator del Vvalle.
SENATOR del VALLE:

Point of personal privilagey Mre. Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

State your point, sire.
SENATOR del VALLE:

I*d 1like to welcome to Springfield the Pulaski School in
the gallerye.
PRESIDENT:

HWill our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog—
nizeds Welcome to Springfielde Further discussion? Senator
D*Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Wells, thank youy Mre Presidente I rise in strong opposi-—
tion to this bill. You knows fact of the matter iss there
is no human outcry in Il1linoise.e«s]l don't see anyeesel haven't
heard of anybody being hurt by crane operators in Illinois.
You knows the accidents that happen in these huge construc—
tion sites wusually happen to the construction workers that
are on the sites. Those are the guys that are injured
andeeseand some of them are killed andees.on these construction
sitesy S0 1t®Seesit®s not the publice Iteeesyou Kknowe don't
get the idea that there's some grievous wronge.s.sdon*t get the
ideaesesdon't get any ideay reallyy, I meanyeseedon't get the
idea that there®'s some grievous wrong that's being corrected
here and that the public safety is involved and we're pro—
tecting the public against this great harm that®*s being done

to them by these hoisting engineers.s You knowsy that®s all
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baloneyy vyou and I know thate This is a jurisdictional fight
between the laborers and the hoisting engineerse. Okay? It's
a fight over power. That's what it's about and I say to you,
don't get involved in this fighte 1It*s not our fight. Let's
stay out of ite.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Fur ther discussion? Senator

Topinkae

END OF REEL
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REEL 5

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy a point of personal privilegey if I maye.
PRESIDENT:

Stateeseestate your points
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Standing next to me is State Representative Ginger Barr
and she spells her name incorrectly with two R*s as opposed
to two A'ss the way I spell mines but she is in the Kansas
Legislature and she's visiting her family from Decatur and
since we share the same namey I thought we should all welcome
her back to Illinoise.

PRESIDENT:

Wellsy welcomea Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank vyous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates This is really a jurisdictional problem and if we're
going to start having every union come to this General Assem—
bly and put in legislation which they can®t really win with
the people by a vote of the respective unionsy this is Jjust
a start of manys many other problems that we're going to be
addressing in this General Assemblye. It does not belong
heres If there is a problem between the unionsy that should
be decided by the people whossewhich union they want repre—
senting themy not herey not saying that we have to have an
additional licensing procedure when one is not needede. If
they need this type of legislations it should be done through
the 1labor negotiating process within the respective unions.
I'm going to be voting No and T would hope that somebody in
this General Assembly would start considering the fact of

what we're doing here and I think you should be voting No as
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welle
PRESIDENT:

All rightsy any further discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Savickas may closee.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Wells T don't want to leave the impression that this is a
jurisdictional dispute. First of all, there are no 1laborers
at this present day and age in any state in this country that
are allowed to operate these tower cranes. It®s silly to say
it's theesssjurisdictional disputes Operators of any of these
pieces of equipment belong to operating engineers or hoisting
engineer unions nowe No laborer is allowed on these things.
Obviouslyy there may be Jjurisdictional disputes in other
areas and on other types ofe.c.esconstruction or labor
orientated fields. Operating a crane is not one of them.
Obviouslyy some people that have these concerns aren't versed
in what this legislation doess I would move its adoptione
PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1448 passe. Those in favor
will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that question, there are 33
Ayesy 17 Nayss 2 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1448 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passeds 1452+ Senator Woodyarde. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readingy the middle of page 14y is Senate Bill
1452. Read the bill,y #Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1452.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Woodyarde.

SENATOR WOODYARD:
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Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senatez.
Senate Bill 1452 creates the Ag. Diversification Acte. This
bill startedy I guess you might says back in November or
December when an application was submitted to the Federal
Government to capture funds from FHA under a new program ini-—
tiated by the Federal Government for a stimulation of the
rural economye. That blended with state fundses.swould create
this age diversification funding which would allow cer—
tainlyeeegrants and loans ineesein the agricultural comnunitye
TheeseeDepartment of Commerce and Community Affairs is the
only agency and they are the people who must administer this
programe We would be capturing approximately 4.3 million
dollars from the Federal Government and matching that with
deeewith approximately two million dollars of state funds. 1
will tell you very candidly up front that this bill is not in
the form that we would like it at...at the present times but
due to our deadlines the only alternative we have is to send
this bill on over to the House and have it amended over there
with continuingesenegotiations with Illinois Farm Devalopment
Authoritys OCCA, the Rural Affairs Council and Department of
Agriculture. Soy as I sayy the bill is not in the form that
we would like it. Tt*s similars I think inececinsssin a sense,
to Senator Welch®'s bill that we sent out of here a little
earliere I would be happy to answer any questionse.e.e.but this
is a very important issue to downstate Illinois.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator 0'Daniele.
SENATOR O°*DANIEL:

MreeeMre President and members of the Senatey T want to
remind the Body that...that Senate Bill 1452 passed out of
theseathe Senate Agriculture and Conservation Committee on
attendance roll call with a comnitment from the sponsor and
from DCCA that it would be amendad on the Floor...that DCCA

andesesand the Illinois Farm Development Authority would work
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out their differences and they'd tighten up the billy and to
my knowledges this has not been done.
PRESIDENT:
All rights further discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welly, if 1 could get a <clear shot ate.s.at Senator
Woodyarde
PRESIDENT:

Gentlemeny pleasey can we have a little order.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Senatore..sSenator D*Daniel is absolutely correct that
there was a commitment in committee that this bill would be
amended and yesterday the sponsor brought forth an amendment
and then eventually took it out of the records Let me just
suggest to you what we are doing here with Senate Bill 1452.
This bill is going to run right counter to and in competition
with our Democratic proposal of rural revival that we passed
last yeary and I can understand the other side of the aisle
wanting toessto have their own particular programs but let me
tell you what?s in this one. Let me tell you what's in 1452.
This one authorizes the Department of Commerce and Community
Affairs to give state tax dollars to anybody for any purpose.
There is no criteria in this bill because the director has
the opportunity tos number ones establish the criteria and,
number twos to waive any limitations that might be imposed on
the amount of financing and also on the percentage of the
projects to be financeds It also sats up a.e.ea duplicate
efforte This bill establishes a program where theeesethe I1li-—
nois Farm Development Age Diversification Program which we
Democrats enacted as part of the rural revival program except
that theeseif this program would be responsiblessesis respon—
sible andy quite franklysy is much more well writtenes This
bill would establish a joint committee which would empowar

the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs to analyze
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rural communities. Well, the Governor®s Rural Task Force and
the Rural Affairs Councily as well as the Department of
Agriculture®s Bureau and Ag. Development and DCCA*s Office of
Rural Affairs are all doing this right nowe. This billy in
terms of tha target groups supposedly targets rural busi—
nesses but the definition actually allows any businzass
anywere except in cities of over fifty thousande Soy think
about what you're doing here. In terms of the security
thates.eprovisions that are put into this bdille. It empowers
the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs to institute
foreclosure proceedingsessforaclosure proceedings for ae.se.as
a function of State Government? I hardly think so. And
theny it would seek an appropriation of two million dollars
from the General Revenue Fund plus two hundred thousand
dollars of administrative cost to administer this programe.
There are many other things that are wrong with this partic—
ular program and I would rise in opposition to this program.
I would ask Senator Hoodyard in lieu of the commitment that
was made to Senator 0O'Daniel in the Age. Committee or an
amendment here and since that is not been placed on the billy,
that he take this bill out of the recordy giveesesgive us an
opportunity between now and June 30th to have the opportunity
toeesto negotiate and to work on a bettery more tightly
designed program that we can support bipartisanlyy and given
that opportunitys I think thaty perhapsy wWeess.by the time of
June 30th we might be able to come up with a program that all
of us can support and would be in the interest of rural eco—
nomic development insseoin rural Illinoise
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeahy thank yous iire Presidente I°ve been listening to
some of the dialogue here and I guess about the only thing

that®*s accurate so far is that it is a Republican sponsored
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bill. Senator Demuzioes 1 have to tell youy lIeeel do want to
take some issue with you onsseson the manner in which you
described thisy but even if you were accuratey you had a bill
yesterday that.e.eexpanded a program that didn*t even start,
and you're attacking thise I think there are some controls
in this. In terms of the amendment, there was an honest to
God screw up and I think there's an honest commitment to get
that done. I think we ought to go ahzad and pass thisa.
We*ve passed most rural programss in spite of some of my
objections on some of them go flying out of here and all of a
sudden because we haveesesand our sponsor that doesn't seem to
be a good ideae I wouldeesI would get about the idea of get—
ting this bill passed.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Woodyard may closees
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thank yous Mre Prasidentes I do wish to respond to Sena—
tor Demuzio on a couple of pointse I do apologize to this
Body thate...that we didn't have the amendment ready for this
bill in theesein thessesin its agreed form and technically
correcte It waseesit was Jjust impossible to get that
donesessbut I want to reiterates we are going to address that
situation over in the House and [ certainly would ask vyour
support in sending this bill over to the Housz2. I would like
to reiterateesaeoreseor to bring to your attention also in a
very specific manner why this bill is so criticalesein need
to downstate Jllinois. In Februarys I had the opportunity to
visit a turkey processing plants a major one, in south-—
erneesguess what? Indianas not Illinoise. They are ver§
interested in establishing production units and with the
investment of forty million dollars inse.in this state in a
ten county area. This bill is absolutely critical for some

of the programs that need to be in place to get those people



@ y‘%’
\ {%\ PAGE 177 — MAY 224 1987
“1%_,3/

Y

heres We also are looking in my home district at the estab—-
lishment of a new popcorn processing plant that will employ a
hundred and thirty people. This bill is critical for that
programs and so with those various thingss I certainly urge
the adoption and passage of Senate Bill 1452.

PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1452 passe Those in favor
Wwill vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opens Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records On that
questions there are 34 Ayesy 17 Nayseo 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1452 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passeds 1456, Senator Helchs On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 1456. Read
the bille
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1456.

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

Senator Welche
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank vyouy Mre Presidents. This bill was requested by
several veterans' assistance commissions in various counties
throughout the statee. What it does is gives some direction
to what these commissions are to do in particulare. 1t
requires the superintendents of these commissions to comply
with the regulations adopted by the Vveterans® Assistance
Commission and the Department of Public Aid. It also
requires some reimbursement of expenses to commissioners who
were also unsalaried. It also allows for more efficient
processing of requests for financial assistance for those
veterans who are indigents I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:
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Discussion? Any discussion? If noty the question isy
shall Senate Bill 1456 passe Those in favor will vote Avyee.
Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opens Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde. On that questiony there are 56 Ayess no
Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 1456 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passede.
1459y Senator Dudycze On the Order of Senate 8ills 3rd
Readingy the middle of page 144 is Senate Bill 1459. Read
the bills Madam Secretarys.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1459.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dudycze.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank yous Mre. President. tadies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey Senate Bill 1459 is the Neighborhood Preservation
Act. This bill will do the followinge When a group of resi-—
dents in Chicago residing in a contiguous area containing
aeescontaining a minimum of two thousand peopley if they
believe they do not have sufficient police patroly they would
petitiony in writingy to the state's attorney for a public
hearing andessthe minimum petition signers would have to be
fifteen hundreds Number twos the state*s attorney and the
county sheriff would hold hearings together in that community
to ascertain if petitioners® <concerns were well founded.
Nowe if either one or both decided that adequate patrol was
being providedy then no further action would be takens but if
both the sheriff and the state's attorney agreed that there
is a needy then the state®s attorney would instruct the
sheriff to provide necessary patrols for that communitye Now

the people that would be patrolling that specific community
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would be the sheriff's police as sworn pcecace officerse
Number three, the intent of the sheriff's patrols
iSeseandeseI'm going to quote from the billy “Supplemental
police protection and presance onlye. It is not intended to
intrude upon existing city police authority in those areas
nor is it intended to provide the sheriff with the primary
authority in or responsibility for police matters within the
area of patrol."‘ In other wordss in every casey and I stress
in every cases the command and ultimate authority lies with
the city police officers Andy finallys. when the sheriff or
the state®'s attorneys not boths when either or both decide
that the patrols are no 1longer necessary or feasible ér
capables then either one or the othar may direct the patrols
to be suspendedy restrictedy reduced or discontinuedy and
this Act has a repealer date of February 1lsts 1991.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank vyouy Mre President and members of the Senate. At
first Ie.eeI really felt that at some point that this bill
wouldy in facty be left on tha Calendar or Tabled because 1
reallyese.didn't think that the sponsor of this bill was
reallyy really seriouss and 1let meeseelet me tell you whye
The net effect of this bill has about as much positive impact
as iteesif you were justesesent out a press release to vyour
constituents and says I have a magic wand and I will will you
adequate police protection to your heart®s desire. There is
Noeeseno community in the City of Chicago that will tell you
that theys in their opinions or any other major urban area in
this country have adaquata police patrol or police protection
because it is unrealistic to assume that you could afford to
have that kind of police force to protect all of the needs
and concerns of the peoples If that was true, we most cer-—

tainly would not have any type of c¢crime and until we can
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reach that kind of Utopias you will never have communities
saying that they have adequate police. Now back to the bill.
This bill the way it is drafted is totally unenforceable.
The state's attorneys don*'t want itse The State Police don't
want it because they cannot administer it. Everything about
it in terms of the petitionery no definitive date or by which
one would base whether or not a petition should be heard or
not hearde Anyeeeis allseecany time a community decidesesewhat
are we going to look ateeesare we going to let <c¢rime statis—
tics to determine whethar or not they would haveseesif that's
the casey Jeremiah Joyce's community probably would note...get
top priority. A lot more communities of those of you who are
going to support this thing wouldn®t get top priorityeesl
would probably geteessmy district would probably get wmore,
other areas would probably get mores. Soy I think you're
playing a real sarious game here. We need to get about the
business of this states move on with the legislation on this
Calendar so that we can get out of here. JTt*s time now to
stop playing this game. Look at the bille Look at this
amendment. Look at page 2 of ity for examples the intent is
faulty based on subjected criterias Even creating this n=2w
special uniformed sheriff patrol division and talking about
thatesothat the search officers and personnel as the sheriff
may from time to time designate to go out on these special
patrole NOsssNOeseno qualifications or requirements. He can
take anybody there and send them out there. This is crazye
It is designed for nothing but chaos and conflict and we
ought toy right nowy put this thing to rest one ande.e.sone
andeessone and forevere. I say let®s vote against this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEAUZTIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycze Ohy 1 beg vyour
pardone All right, further discussion? Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youy Mre Presidentes A point of personal privilege,
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please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

I*m happy to have join use..sin facty in the full
President’s Gallery todays some fantastic Junior high
schoolers from Cumberlande I'd like them toees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Ohy will our guests in the gallery please rise and pe
recognized by the Senate. Welcome to Springfields All right,
further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Wells you knows I had this program de facto in my comn—
munity at one time in 1980+4+.1979-1980 and it workse. I don't
know ifeeeif the way that we'res.esthat it's been put together
in this legislative proposal is going to works but there'’s a
gesture here and I think this thing can be worked out between
now and the time it passes out of here and gets to the
Governor*s Deska
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank youy Mre Presidentes Hr. President, theeessl'd like
all the Senators to know that the City of Chicago iss of
coursey opposed to this bille What it does is take away from
the city the authority to deploye.ssdeploy its forces as it so
choosesy and before I go any furthers I°d like to ask the
sponsor if he*d yield to a question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Sponsor indicates he will yields Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

In the case that this bill.eshappens to pass ands of
coursey I hope it doesn*ts, would you be willing to attach a

proviso that would require the policemen to live within the
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district which they sarve?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Absolutely noty Senatore As it stands right nows as vyou
knows in the City of Chicagos there is a requirement for all
police officers to live within the corporate boundaries of
the city but not within that specific districty and I don't
think thate.e.you should make that requirement for those
sheriff*s police officers to live in the city districte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

You answered my questions Senator, but that would solve
the problem that yoUeeeyOUseoyou suggest existse Nowy if the
problem is a local problem and if there is an insufficient
police forcing at present to resolve that probleme then
there®s several alternatives. If the manpower doesn®'t exist,
this bill won't do any good. If the manpower does exist
presently and 1is improperly deployed, then you have another
situation altogethery but I*m not sure that you're addressing
that in this bille Nowe if we're speaking of some entitisas
that bhave nothing to do with the City of Chicago*s adminis—
trations that have very little concerny as a mattar of fact,
for that citys 1if youeeeif you’re speaking of bringing in
forces from beyond who have no concerns for what happans
within that citys I think that's a terrible approach. We
have people in the City who can do this job. We have people
in the city who are anxious and willing and able to take on
this kind of responsibilitye Those it seems to me ought to
be the ones that you would target for your protection and for
my protectiony and if that were soy perhaps this bill would
have some merit. If you would consider a requirement that

those peace officers live in the community that they purport
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to servey I could consider this as an appropriate bill for
that purpose. For the present thoughy I see this bill serves
no purpose at all and ought to die a reasonably unpainful
death in this Chamber. I would suggest a No vote on this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Further discussion? Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank yous Presidente I don't want to belabor this but I
rise again in opposition to this proposaly and I suppose that
we're never very consistent around heres but it seems to me
that I was seated where you were not too very long agoy as a
matter of facty when Sznate 8ill 1269 was being discussed;
and I thought Senator Dudycz was very solicitous about the
Chicago Police Department and whate...what their obligations
and responsibilities and duties were and he was reluctant to
have anybody else in the parky uniformed or uniformeds that
would presume to take over thair responsibilityes and I sup—
pose to that extentes Senators as you knowe I must declarz
something of a conflicty my brother 1is a sergeant on the
Chicago Police Forcesy and Iy for oney don't want to cast an
affirmative vote where the bill itself says that the city
police presence is insufficients I think whether it®'s the
State's Attorney of Cook or the Sheriff of Cook or the Chief
of Police of the City of Chicago or the mayor for that mat—
tery if you get fifteen hundred residents of the city to sign
a piece of paper that says we need more police protectiony
you're going to get it. I just think this is a bad precedent
to be settinge. I think by virtue of the fact that our
friends from other areas of the state have decided not to
Join wus in this program speaks to its shortcomingss and so I
would ask those who are not from the City of Chicago to let
us kind of sort it out ourselvess If this program is of such

merity perhaps it ought to statewide and ought to apply to
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Rockford and Peorias Springfields otherwisey I think we are
simply making a statement and a statementy franklye with
which I do not agreee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({ SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Furtherseefurther discussion? Sanator Philipe.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank vyouy 4re. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You knows I supposz it's easy if you live in River
Forest or Maywood or Oak Park or Elmhurst or tood Dale or
Lombard whare there isn't much of a crime problemsy but when
you live in the innercity and you're afraid to let your dog
out or let your kids play in the yard and there is a hell of
a crime problemy it would seem to me that in some cases we
ought to give extra police protection. Nows I <certainly
would agree downstate we don’t have those problemss but just
try the city after darke. There are manyy many neighbor-
hoodseseif they were down here todayy I'11 tell you how you
they would tell you to votey give us a little extra helpe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce for a second
times
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Yesy I apologize for rising for a second time. I would
like to make this one pointe. It is a fact that there
areesssthere is an insufficient police presence in the City of
Chicagoeeosthat iseceothat?s correcteesthat is correctes If you
were to be in a police car in the City of Chicago this eve-—
nings starting around eight—thirty and sergeant.s.esSergeant
Rock OreeeOressor anyone else would be out tonighty you would
experience the followinges No cars available. No cars avail-
able 1in the 22nd District. No cars available in the 19th
Districts No cars available in the 9th Districte. Switching
over to citywide twoy switching over to citywide threesy can

anybody handle the call? That's a facte. Who's responsible
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for it? Ye are not dealing with that question here. We are
just trying to address thate W#e are trying to provide an
alternativee. What we are doing heree...what we are proposing
they are trying to do in Los Angeles at the present time.
This thing is not perfect as itessif it leaves herey there's
a lot of work has to be done on it, but it*s a starty it*s a
gesturee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Further discussion? Senator 3rookinse.
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank vyous Mre President. I was in them squad cars for
fourteen years and I worked the most busiest district in the
City of Chicagos the Wabash Districte Yesye I grant you that
on busy nights there®s no cars available and they call them
in from districts where there is cars available. They operate
on what is called a crime index and where crime is heaviest,
more police are assigneds Yess there's a shortage of police
officers in the City of Chicago because there®s a shortage of
funds all over the nation to fund police protection;: and
Senator Rock was absolutely corracts anywhere you go in the
City of Chicago or any large statesseor any large city in
this states you'll see that people are saying thay need
moreesespolice protectiony but more police protection in
itself is not really our answer. There's other answers that
we have attempted to solve in this General Assembly that
hadeesfallen on deaf earse. In my experiences and I happen
now to 1live on the far south side of the City of Chicago
where the crime is relativelyeseson the decliney not far from
Senator Joyce®s district where there they do have extra
police protectiony where they do have patrolmen actually
walking beatss walking strest beatsy something we have't seen
in twenty yearse S0y Ieesit?s justeesowe must let the police
department in the City of Chicagoy who I know is the Chicago

finesty do their jobe That's what we're askingy let them do
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their jobe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz may close.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank yous Hre. Presidente. First to Senator Brookinse
Senatory like vyous I also worked in a busy police districte.
Cabrini Green was my beat for two vyearss between 1972 and
19744 and then I worked six years on the west side of Chicago
in the Horner Projects as a beatmans Thirteen years I was a
beat cope. I wasn®t a desk jockey hidden away somewhere. And
to Senator Rocke Yesy sire I know your brotheresesfire Presi—
dentes I know your brother is a sergeant in the Chicago Police
Department because I worked for hime I worked for him for
two years on that west sides He’s a very exceptional police
officer and I was very proud to work for Mikee You Kknows
ladies and gentlemeny I've listened to a lot of talk on the
other side and I take issue was some of your statements,
This is no game. This doesn't specify prioritiess your com—
munity or my communitye. To Senator Newhouse, the residency
requirements YOou'reeeeyou’resae.you’re trying to tell me that
you would support a residency requirement which would require
a Cook County sheriff being assignedseesand as a temporary
position to a specific geographical location in the City of
Chicago to bee.ssto be living there. That®s ridiculous. {em—
berss for the past two and a half yearsy constituents of mine
have consistently complained to me about a reduced
visability, and we®re not talking about whether anybody has
police patroly doesn*t havey you have morey I have lessy just
a visability of the police patrolseesein our comnunitye Hell,
the big question wasy are their fears founded or not? What
can we do? What can we doe.eesthey sent me down here. How
can I find out if their concerns are simply false hysteria
Oreseor Jjustified fears? I don't knowe None of us knowae

What we do know is thise. There's been a change of deployment
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of police personnel citywide in Chicago within the past foew
yearseeetactical officersy and we all know thisy it*s been in
the paperss tactical officers have been sent to O'Hare Air—
port for traffic duties. Patrol officers have been consist—
ently sent to other assignments including festivalsy parades
and other detailse Now I can't compare thee.sesthe figures or
crime statistics from vyear to vyears but my community is
within the 16th Police District on Chicago®s northwest sidees
Andy Senator Smithy lesel'm not going to compare my statis—
tics to yourse because I don*t know what statistics from your
community or Senator HMarovitz' community or Senator Joyce's
community ise but I*d like to share with you the statistics
of the 16th Police District for the vyear 1986« In 1986,
there were reports of two thousand seven hundred and =2ighteen
criminal damage to propertys one hundred and sixty—eight
deceptive practicesy one thousand four hundred and
seventy—four simple batteriesy sevanty—five arsonss one thou—
sand two Hhundred and fifty—one auto theftsy three thousand
six hundred and fifty theftss one thousand four hundred and
ninety—six burglariesy two hundred and twenty—three
robberiesy one hundred and sixty—-one aggravated batteries,
thirteen rapes and four homicidesy and this does not include
O'Hare Airport, what is considered by many one of the safest
areas of the City of Chicagoe. Againy I°m not comparing. What
I am saying is that there are twelve squad cars assigned to
this entire 16th Police Districty and those..<those
twelvasseasquad cars are manned as one—man cars at night. Now
out of those twelve patrol beats, my own home along with my
neighbors 1is patrolled by police beat 1632y a one—man squad
careesforgive mey but Te.ealike to share these statisticse
Beat 1632 was assigned to patrol an area consisting of over
two hundred city blockseseChicago city blockse Now this area
not only includes those.es.two hundred residential blocks but

also includes three parksy the Hright Junior College Campus,
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two public elementary schoolss three private schoolss several
churchesy one cemetery and the Chicago—Reed State Mental
Health Facility. That®*s on2 squad cars one beat and at night
there®s one officer patrolling that area.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEUZIO)

Senator Dudyczs can you bring your remarks to a «clossz,
please?
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yesy sSira Nowy maybe this one—~man squad car can ade—
quately patrol the entire beats maybe noty but what if an
adjoining beat receives an assignment? All of a sudden
thisesebeat car 1632 was responsible for patrolling a largar
areae Nowy as you knows 1 am a thirteen-—-year veteran of the
Chicago Police Department and I do consider it to beeesthe
finesty the absolute finest in the countryy if not the world,
but my oOWNsseOWNeesonly logical response to my constituents
who fear inadequate patrol protection is included 1in Senate
Bill 1459. Let the sheriffes who is a Republicany and the
state's attorneys who's a Democrat, combinc.somake this deci-
sion whether there is adequate police protection in your com—
munity as well as mines if the people petition theme Now to
those who say that the city cannot afford six million dollars
for more police protection in this fashions I say they found
twenty—five million dollars to bail out the Chicago Housing
Authoritye. Where did that come from?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQO)

Welly Senator DudycZeee
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

And I ask for your favorable supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1459 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ayee Those opposed will vote Naye The wvoting 1is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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records On that questiony the Ayes are 31y the Nays are 23,
none voting Presente Senate B8ill 1459 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passeds Senator
Rocke All righty on the Order of Senate BillSeeeohy I'm
sorrys Senator...Senator Degnany for what purpose do vyou
arise?

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Like to add Senator Collins as a hyphenated cosponsor to
1443,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIOQ}

All righty you've heard the request of Senator Degnan to
add Senator Collins as a hyphenated cosponsor of 1443. Is
leave granted? Leave is grantede. Senator Newhousey for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Ieeel had my button one H™Mre Presidenty to ask for a
polleesI ask for a verificationy buty, you knowy a lot of
things went ony but these lights were on when youe.e.ewhen you
recognized someone else.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)}

Welley I had myeeoe.my Calendar over; irrespective of that,
it isy in facty in order. Soy therefores.s.all members will be
in their seatse Senator Newhouse haseeerequested a verifica—
tion of the affirmative rolle. The Secretary will read those
who voted in the affirmative.

SECRETARY:

Barkhauseny Carrolls Davidsony DeAngelisy Donahuey
Dudyczy Ralph Dunny Etheredges Fawelly Friedlandy Geo—Karisy
Hawkinsony Hudsony Jeremiah Joycesy Karpieley Keatsy Kellys
Kustras Macdonalds Madigans Mahar, Maitlands Philips Raicas
Rigneyy Schaffery Schunemany Topinkas Watsony Weaver and
Woodyarde.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhousey do you request theese
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SENATOR NEWHOUSE:
Senator Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right, Senator Davidson is in seate.
SENATOR NENHOUSE:
Senator D=zAngelise.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator DeAngelis is conducting a press conference.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:
Senator Raicae
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Raica is in his seat.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:
Senator Mahare.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Mahar is near his deske.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:
Senator Watsone.esjust come back on the Floore.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEH4UZIO)

Senator Watson is at the rear of the Chambere. All right,

on the verified roll calleseroll <call there are 3lese3l

voting Yesy 23 Nayy none voting Presents Senatesse Senate

Bill 1459 having received the required constitutional major—

ity is declared passed on a verified roll calle. Senator

Davidsone.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Move to reconsider the vote by whicheee

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO]}

Senator Davidson having voted on the prevailing side

moves to reconsider the vote by which Senate Bill

passede Senator Schaffer moves to Table. Those in favor

indicate by saying Aya. Opposed Naye The Ayes have

Motion toes«.to Table is carriede On Senate bills 3rd reading

is Senate Bill 1463, Madam Secretarye
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SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1463.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of th= bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO}

Senator Bermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates. Senate Bill 1463 «creates thees<ssAsbestos Abatement
Authority to facilitate the establishment of a comprehensive
approach to asbestos abatement in Illinois. The authority
would consist of the Attorney Generals the Comptrollers the
director of the Department of Public Healthe director of the
Environmental Protection Agency and the executive director of
the Capital Development Board or their designees. There will
be ten nonvoting members of the authority appointed by the
Attorney General and it would bee.e..the purpose of this to co-—-
ordinate removal of asbestos or abatement of asbestos in
state buildings, the coordination of litigation and
theessecattempt tos.seto secure back to the State of Illinoiss
hopefullys millions of dollars of damages that have been
incurred as a result of the...asbestos threate. Be glad to
respond to any questionse Solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Philipe.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank vyouy HMre. President and tadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I certainly rise to support this. 1 talked to the
Attorney General vesterdaye. He tells me that
John—Mansville®'s case is about ready to be settled it*'ll be
megadollarsesesbillions of dollars. If we have our list of
prioritiesy our list of schoolss mental hospitalsy et cetera
in 1liney we could benefit up to some half a billion dollars.

Soe I would hope that everybody would vote Ayee
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Just a quick clarifications I agree with what everyone's
sayinge I'm in favor of the bill, but why is forty percent
of the moneyeseset aside for litigation when the Attorney
General who is already a full—-time state employee 1is doing
the 1litigation? Why does Forty percent of the originalese2+5
million go to tha attorneys? Maybe we could use it in the
fund because the Attorney General is already working for us
and doing a good job on thise.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

The allocation of those funds is exactly the purpose of
preparing...what Senator Philip has mentioneds preparing the
cases for the proper presentation to the respective courts
where these are pendinge It requirese.ssexaminations inspec—
tiony experts to come ine It*s not just lawyers® fees by any
meanse It is the development of theesesof the factual pre-—
sentation in each one of these cases.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? 1If noty the
question isy shall Senate Bill 1463 passe Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 59 Ayesy
no Nayss none voting Presente. Senate Bill 1463 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede On the Order of Sepate 3ills 3rd Readingy Senate
Bill 1464. Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1464%.

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

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank yous Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates This would create the fund that would become a
revolving fund as authorized by the...Senate Bill 1463« This
is merely the fzeder money. There would be no other expendi-—
tures out of this because ultimately the courts would make an
award to reimburse the state for the legal fees involved in

pursuing the litigatione I would ask for a favorable roll

calle.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? If noty the question isy, shall Senate

Bill 1464 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Nays The voting is opens. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony there are 55 Ayesy no Nayssy none voting
Presente Senate Bill 1464 having received the required con-
stitutional majority 1is declared passed. 1468y Senator
Newhousee. On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd Readings bottom
of page 14y is Senate Bill 1468. Read the bills Madam Secra—
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1468.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Newhousee.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre Presidents Senators. I think we all know
what*s about to happen on this bille We can all count, and
those of you who have been here with me for the twenty vyears

I*ve been here have seen this bill or its variation for at
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least fifteen Sessionsy so it’s nothing new to youe It's the
same issu=2 that we've been discussing for time preceding uny
tenure here. This is about worky it*s about respectability
and about responsibilitys and 3ob Healy and Dick Walsh,
wherever you arey 1 hope you turn up your hearing aids 'cause
I know vyou're hiding and listeninge The AFL-CIO leadership
has worn two hats and two faces with us over these yearss; one
hat says that we're vyour friend and we support minority
causes and they do support minority causese. Th2y support
anything for us except works.es.except worky and those of vyou
on the other sidey I°'d wish you listen very carefully to what
I have to say because it certainly fits the conservative vein
that 1is purported to be the backbonz of your party. You'll
recall that when the Governor was here delivering
hise.ssBudget Message that we had some byplay concerning worky
and theesesGovernor agreed Qith me that one of the principal
thrusts of this government ought to be to provide vyoung
people with work opportunities and to train them for that and
that is what this bill is all about. However, we're sending
messages out to our children and we're telling them some
things that they®rzs 1listening to. We're telling them that
we'resesl wish you'd listen to me on the other side, ‘*cause
we're telling our kids that we're prepared to spend all the
dollars we can find on securitye WNe’re willing to spend the
dollars on court systemse We're willing to spend the court
dollars on jaily on prisons and on parole and in every fash-—
ion except the one thing that we all hold practically sacr=d
and that is worke Uelly we talked to the Governor and the
Governor agreed to a meeting right here on thate.e.ethis Floors
that meeting hasn®*t taken placey that meeting probably won*'t
take places We're sending the kids the following signs,
we're telling our children we will block your path to normaly
rationaly productive 1life at every turne UHe're telling our

children don*t look to your government or to society for sup-—
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port and encouragement. We*re telling our children that
we'll see to it that you will be blocked in every turn in the
road and there 1is no escape routes We're telling them to
look on the bounty of this nations 1look but don®t touchy
that's what we®re telling our children. We’re telling them
it doesn't matter that you have talenty it doesn't matter if
you are willing and able and eager to worke It doesn®t mat—
ter what your ambitions are or what might bes we're not going
to permit you to participates And we're concerned about the
drop—out ratesy we're not losing our children in high school,
we're losing our childran in the second grade when they read
these signs and understand that vyou're telling them that
there's no hope and no outlet. WHelly, the thrust of this bill
is to prepare an outlety to do what children can do nat—
urallyy to give them the trainings the hope and the concern
that will make them productive citizaens. And here again I
address this to the other side of the aisley this bill is all
about tax producers as opposed to tax consumers, that®'s what
it*'s all abouty that's the bottom line. Nows let me share
with you for just a seconds I don't really want to take up
your time this way but this is a very important bill, what I
have watched and what many on this side have watched happen
to our children and to our communities in the City of
Chicagoe. I live 1in Hyde Parky I have surrounding me
Woodlawny Oaklandy South Shores South Chicagoe Let me tell
you what's happening in those neighborhoodss Those neighbor—
hoods which in some instances were once elegant hous—
ingeesonce elegant housings all of them surely up or middle
class housing have deteriorated to the point of no returne.
Woodlawn 1is deady dead: Oakland is deady dead. Oakland is
going to come back because it abuts thateeethatesesthate..that
spreading regentrification from the Loops 1It®*s going to be
recovereds but it’'s not going to be recovered for thz resi-

dents who were there and residents who should have and could
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had stayed given the opportunity to do the kind of work that
is necessary to keep a community goinge Nows here's what
happense The grandparents of these youngsters who came to
this citys to Chicago that isy equipped as crafts peopleesssas
crafts peopley carpentersy electriciansy plasterersy lathers,
brick masonss their grandchildren cannot follow in their
footstepss And what has happened is the sole outlet for that
preparationsy the sole outlet is for all intents and purposes
foreclosed to them and that is the reason that we come to the
State Legislature to say to thee.seState Legislaturey the
state has an interest in thiss. The state has an interest and
concern in what happens in that cityy has an interest and
concern about what happens to those children. It has a con—
cern because they're affecting the.oetax rates in downstate
in your farming areasy they're affecting the tax rate in
upstate in your areasy in your industrial areass everywhere
in thisesesein this state it is.seyour tax rates are affected
by what we are not doing by the inhumane way that we're let—
ting private interest proceed to block out the talent that we
have available in this statee That's the issues that's what
this bill is all about. This bill does one thing. It tries
to open up the process to say to our young people that, vyess
we do bealieve in yous thats yesy there is a future plan for
you andy yesy we're relying upon you to build and run this
state at some state. That's what this bill sayse So the
long and short of it is wrapped up in the few minutes that I
took to explaine Cverybody knows what the bill containsy so
there*s no need to really explain that. I don't knowse I
expect I*ve not swayed anyone in what 1 have to say heresy but
I do hope..snoy I'm confident that the message is going back
to Bob Healy and Dick Walsh that what they®re doing is going
to make organized laboree..of which I'm a member, that votes
for organized labor from the minority groups in this 3ody are

going to become the Mark of Caine And if this bill
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goeseesgoes downy that process will have begune I solicit
your support for a bill that would produce more for this
state than most of the other bills that have come through
this General Assembly in the twenty years I've been here and
I ask an Aye vote on this bill.

PRESIDENT:

The question is the passage of 1468. Discussion? Sena—
tor Hudsone.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank youys Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentleman of the
Senate. I think about the only comment that I can make is
that the committeesssgoing back to the day that this bill
appeared before our committee was deprived of some of the
insights perhaps on the bill. Th2 sponsor does say that
everybody knoweeohere knows what the bill containse. tell,
what happened in committee was that we gaveseewe gave Senator
Newhouse a unanimous votey I don®t think there was a dissent—
ing vote on the billy with the understanding that the bill
was coming out of committee as a vehicle bill and there would
be an attempt on his part to replace that vehicle bill with
another measure designed to do that which he has spoken of.
And I Jjust wanted to make that observation and I think it*s
accurate as to what happened ineveineesin committee so
thateeothe members of the Body here would understand.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Newhouse may close.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I simply want to says Mre Presidenty that'se.e.ethat®s an
accurate statement of what transpired in committee and T do
appreciate the chairman and the committee®s response. I
don't think any more needs to be said about this. Why don't
we take the vote and see what happens.

PRESIDENT:
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The questionese
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente.

PRESIDENT:

sesthe question isy shall Senate B8i1ll 1468 passe Those
in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questiony there are 31 Ayesy 24 Naysy 2
voting Presente Senate Bill 1468 having received tha
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1470,
Senator Netscha On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1470. Read the bill, 4dadam Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (iH4Re HARRY)

Senate Bill 1470.

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

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Hre Presidente Sepate Bill 1470 in terms of
our responsibilities as both legislators and leaders is prob—
ably one of the most important bills to come before us this
Session. It deals with pensions and it deals not with the
benefitsy which is what we usually are dealing with in the
General Assembly, but with how to pay for those benefits. It
is confined to the five state pension systems and it
doeseseeprovide a method of funding them over a period of
time. I want to be absolutely clear that the bill has a very
high price tag in the first fiscal year and in several fiscal
years thereafter. There is also no question that over a
longer period of timey 1if we were to adopt this method of
funding our pension obligationss that we wouldsy in facty save

the state a great deal of moneyy and I would like to address



PAGE 199 — HAY 22, 1987

that very briefly. What this bill does in effect is to
require that the state contribute enough money to 1its
fiveseeebasic five state pension systems sach year to meet
the normal cost of thoses pension obligations and to amortize
the wunfunded liability over forty years on a system that is
known as level nercentage of payrolle. Uthat that meansy in
effecty 1is that we would be paying the actuarially deter-—
minedes.esobligation each year and we would theny in effects be
adding an additional amount which over a forty—-year period
would bring us up to a responsible method of fundinge Let me
give you an idea of the cost differences In Fiscal Year
1988y at our current systemeseand I should...modify that and
say at our fairly recent system of paying at sixty percent of
payouty and as many of you knowy w2're no longer even budget~—
ing at sixty percent of payout, the obligation for the five
state funds this year is four hundred and fifty-eight and a
half million dollarse Under Senate Bill 1470y it would be
five hundred and five million dollarse In other wordsy this
bill would cost the state funds about fourty-six million
dollars more this yeary but let me also point out something,
that if we <continue to pay at sixtyeseesor to fund rather at
sixty percent of payout.e.sover the next ten to twenty yearsy,
we will be increasing our annual appropriation for pension
obligations at a pace considerably faster than would be
called for wunder this bill. Soy thaty for exampley byseein
the next twenty years we would increase ours...our dollar
requirements saven percent ands.seseven and a half percent and
we would increase our obligations as a percent of payroll to
12e4 percent. 1If we adoptad this systems we would be at a
considerably lessseecost over that twenty—year period. There
is no question for about the first four or five yearsy this
would require us toy if I may use the expressions put up or
shut up. Either we are willing to fund our pension obli-

gations or we have got to stop piling on the benefitse This
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would do ite It 1is absolutely responsibles It is very
costly but it is costly only right nowe It is in the
long—run a major saving for the State of Illinois and for the
taxpayers who would follow use I was very pleased that the
Insurance and Pensions Committee let this bill out of commit—
tees 1 think both the chairmens Senator Jones and Senator
Schunemany felt that the principle that it incorporates is so
important that we had to face up to it on the Floor of the
Senatees I hope we can pass it out of this Body and keep it
movinge If ultimately there is not enough moneyy I suppose
the Governor could end up vetoing it as he has other thingsys
but I think he has got to understandy as we have to under—
standy what we are doing to ourselvas and those who come
after us in terms of pension obligationss This is a respon—
sible way to face up to ite.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre. President. Members of the Senatey I sup—
port Senator Netsch®s bille I think thate...while we look at
this bill and recognize that it has a costy a first year cost
of some forty—nine million dollarsy that in the 1long-run it
is a money saving bille The simple fact of the matter is
that if we fund pensions in the way that we should fund thems
we set money aside and that money then earns money and we
have the funds available to fund the pesnsions when they nead
to be paid oute The system we have been following hassy in
effecty been taking money that was set aside in prior years
and because of the earnings on those prior vyears?' depositsy
we've been able to get bys but we can't keep doing this.
Nows I*m not naive enough to think that we're going to fund
this in the amount of forty—nine million dollars in this cur—
rent vyear without some major infusion of revenues, but we

should come to grips with the question of whather or not this
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isessis a step in the right direction and I think that it is.
I think there may be some confusion on the Republican side of
the aisle as to whether or not we support this concept
butees] want you to know that I+ for oney do support it and 1
was glad to see that the majority members of the Insurance
Committee supported the concepty because I think there’s a
growing awareness that we got a pension problem and this is
simply another step in trying to solve that problem.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Netsch may close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I would add just one thing
that in November 1986 the 1Illinois Economic and Fiscal
Commission staff had put together a very, very thoughtful and
detailed analysis of our entire state pension system known as
Pension Overviewe 1In ity they proposed some alternate ways
of attempting to live up to our pension obligations. This is
the methodessthe so—called 1level funding method which
attracted the most attention and really 1is the easiest to
absorb and to 1live up to because it can be spread out over
forty years and it*s very predictables you know axactly what
your percentage of payroll cost is going to be each yeare. As
Senator Shoeman indicatedeeseSchuneman indicatedy it is more
in the first yearsy it will be less later on. I think it's
really time we faced up to what is a major public obligation
that wey as legislatorsy facees My tribute to the chairman of
the committee and the minority spokesman for supporting this
bill and I would hope you would support it alsoes
PRESIDENT:

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 1470 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all votad
who wish? Take the record. On that questiony there are 57

Ayess no Naysy 1 voting Present. Senate B8ill 1470 having
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received the required constitutional majority is declarad
passedes 1475, Senator Joyce. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1475. Read the billy Mr. Secre—
tarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)

Senate Bill 1475.

(Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyces.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank yous Hre. President. This requires the Interagency
Committee on Pesticides to conducteesea special study on the
effect of chemigation and othereseeagricultural application of
pesticides on ground water and report to the General Assembly
next year. Right nowe the U of I iseesis doing this but they
are doing it only in areas where they're showingessewhere
showings of high nitrate levels areeee.arey and I would ask
for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 1475 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ayee Dpposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 56
Ayesy no Naysy 2 voting Presente. Senate B3ill 1475 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. 1482. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1482. Read the bills Mre. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)

Senate Bill 1482.

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

Senator Welche
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SENATOR WELCH:

Thank youy Mr. Presidents This 1is one of two ground
water bills thateesthey were extgnsively debated over the
last couple of days on 2nd readinge. It doesn®*t contain
everything that I want. It doesn*t contain everything any—
body wantsy but I think that the process of negotiation
should continue and I would urge an Aye votes
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank vyouy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates I rise in support of Senate Bill 1482.

PRESIDENT:

Question issy shall Senate Bill 1482 passs. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is openes Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that question, there are 52
Ayesy 2 Nayss none voting Presente Senate Bill 1482 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. Top of page 15y 1487. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1487. Read the billey Mre. Secre-—
tarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. HARRY)
Senate Bill 1487.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mre. President and memberss the wording of the synopsis is
slightly misleadings It relates to the Insurance Code and it
would extend legislation enacted 1in 1982 to designate the
Department of Insurance as a criminal justice agency for pur—

poses of exchangling information with state and federal law
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enforcement agencies with respect to insurance fraud and
would allow the director to protect the confidentiality of
information exchangad with other criminal justice agenciese.
It expands slightly existing language in the Insurance Codee.
It passed wunanimously in committee and I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1487 passs Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Yake the records. On that questiony there are 59
Ayesy no Nayssy none voting Presente Senate dill 1487 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede 1490y Senator Geo—Karise On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1490. Read the bill, Hadam
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)
Senate Bill 1490.
({Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo—Kariss.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Mre Presidenty I°d 1like to take that out of the
recordesewas waiting for the amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Take it out of the recordy Hdr. Secretarys. 1497, Senator
Demuzios On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1497. Read the billy Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {HMRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 1497.

{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Damuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yess Senate Bill 1497 was aeespackageeesone of five bills
that were in a package that were put forth by the Cook County
State's Attorney's O0Office and otherse Thiseesshould have
beeny I guesss on the Agread Bill List with the exception of
the fact that it was amendedes It provides for penalties for
hazardous waste violators. The amendment that was put on
cleaned up some of the forfeiture language. It also made
some other changes that I think that are miniscule insesin
naturey and I don®'t know of any opposition but I*11 be glad
to answer questions if thare are anye.

PRESTDENT:

Any discussion? If noty, the question 1iss shall Senate
Bill 1497 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questiony there are 57 Ayess no Nayss none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1497 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passeds 1502y Senator
Schaffere On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate
Bill 1502 Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)}
Senate Bill 1502.
({Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mre. President and members of the Senatey this is an
administration bill from the Department of Nuclear Safetye.
It raises the fees on nuclear power plants from four hundred
thousand dollars a yzar to eight hundred thousand dollars a

yeary raises oure.s.esor creates a fee of a thousand dollars per
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cask for shipment of nuclear+sespent nucleare...fuel by truck
and two thousand per cask for rail shipmente. Tha monzy in
the increased fees would be used to fund thes.e..the imple—
mentation of the laws that we®ve passed in the last few years
on nuclear safety. Some of the on—site monitoring programs
and off—site monitoring programs that we have caused to come
into beingy I thinky for very legitimate reasons need to be
funded,y and it seems an appropriate way that the.esthis type
of a fee should be used to fund thate.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 1502 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye. The voting is opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestiony there are 55 Ayess no Naysy 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1502 having received the required con-—
stitutional majority 1is declared passede. 1513y Senator
D*Arcoe. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senata
Bill 1513. Read the billy Mr. Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR+ HARRY)

Senate Bill 1513.

(Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank vyouy Mre President. This bill provides that the
trustee on termination of a trust shall furnish to the bene—
ficiaries entitled to distribution a final account from the
date of the last current final account. That®s all it does
and I would ask for a favorable votee.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Brookins.

SENATOR BROOKINS:
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Thank youy Mre President. 1 rise on a point
ofesspersonal privileges
PRESIDENT:

State your pointy sire.

SENATOR BROOKINS:

Yess in thz gallery to my left is the WHendall €. Green
Schooly and what's so interesting about this school is that
this is one of the schools that I would like to think startad
me in politics 'cause it was one of the ones that we helped
to build in our communitys so won't you welcome these stu-—
dents with me.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog—
nizeds Welcome to Springfieldes Any discussion? If nots the
question isy shall Senpate Bill 1513 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde. On that questiony there are 59 Ayes,
no Nayses none voting Present. Senata Bill 1513 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passeds W2 have turned the corners so to speake dack to
page 2 on the Calendary and [ would justsesesSenator Heaver,
are you going to give us an update? Senator Weavere.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Ninety bills to go.
PRESIDENT:

Yeahs those that...those who don't wish to call them,
feel free not to call them today. All righty top of page 2.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingsy Senate Bill 21,
Senator Collins. Yesy no or maybey pleases On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Readinge Senate Bill 21. Read the bill,
MreeeMres Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 21.
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{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesy thank yous Mrs. President and members of the Senatze.
Senate Bill 21 isessis the response to some of the problems
thate.esthateeothat had been raised specifically more recently
about theesethe quality of staff in the Department of Chil-
dren and Family Services as it relates to <child welfare
investigation and other types ofe.se0f social servicesy and
this language in the bill has been worked out very carefully
by thessswith the staff of Department of Children and Family
Services and with representatives from AFSCME and other
interested peoplee.ssacross this state and what it does,y it
creates asssa training and testing and a certification pro—

_gram for child protective investigators and child welfare
specialistse As the bill first started outy iteeseiteseit
asked that the Department of Registration and Education
develop a curriculum designed andesesand have those persons
tested and certified through the department. All interested
parties thought that it would be best to have these people
certified by the Department of Children and Family Services
and withessandee.oand the development of a curriculum in con-
Jjunction with our local junior colleges and other interestad
persons in the area of education. T would ask for vyour
favorable consideration of this bille If you have any ques—
tionsy I would ba happy to answerese.

PRESIDENT:
Any discussion?eea»
SENATOR COLLINS:

essfew problems that have to be cleared up in the Houses

PRESTDENT:

eeesAny discussion? Senator Schaffer.
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SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly I*meesl guess we got another licensure bill heree.
I don*t quite understand why we need to do this. If there's
a problemy does not the department have the ability to come
up with standards for employment and..sand training programs
and don*t thoseessl would tend to think that we wantesoif
this needs to be done and I, franklye, haven*t heard why it
needs to be doney I would think we would be better advised to
let the department establish its own standards andeeeand go
forward theree. I don*t know Whyeeesal haven't heard if the
department is for or against this bills nothing that depart-—
ment does would completely surprise mey but it would seem to
me that this is a very bad precedznt. If we then allow this
to happeny then we can go from various departments and we can
have certified street patchers and certified sign replacers
and certified this and certified that and we*ll grandfather
everybody in. I guess I ought to be for this ®cause some day,
heaven forbids there will be a Governor of the other party
iny but by that time we'll have certified everybody and
grandfathered everybody and protected everybody and you won't
be able to fire one of us. No matter how incompetent or
stumblebum drunk we arey we're there *cause we're certified
and you can't get certified without a PheDe andese.applied
tomfoolery to meet the standards other than the people that
are on the spote I think it®'s a bad precedent and I don't
know why we want to do thise.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Collins may closees
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yess Senatory this bill is designed to actually deal with
the problem that you.e..that you mentioned of not protecting
those persons who®s not specifically qualified to deal in a

very delicate area as child abuse detection and preventione
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areas which require some very specialized training. The
department will have the authority to do this themselves and
I agree with youy it should be in the department and that’s
where it is. 1 would ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 21 pass. Those 1in favor
will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 35
Ayess 19 Naysy 2 voting Presente Senate Bill 21 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate

Bill 28. Read the billeesesSecretarye.

END OF REEL
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REEL %6

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 28.

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

Senator Davidsone
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senatey this ts probably
one of the more important bills we®ll deal with in this
Sessione This 1is theseswhat will put in the Statute so the
judges in all hundred and two counties will have a set of
guidelines to put in place and to consider and work with and
under to put into force the C(onstitutional Amendment which
was adopted by better than seventy-seven percent of
theeseevote last falle I..ereiterated or iteratad most of the
things this did when we put the amendment one Just touch on
a few thingse. The state may file a verified position for
denial of bail at the defendant's first appearance or if out
on bail within twenty-one days after arrest, the defendant
cane.ssobtain a five—day continuancz to prepare for the hear—
ingy petition must support clear and convincing evidence that
proof 1is evident and presumption great that defendant has
committed a nonprobational offenses real and present threat
to the physical safety of any person; no condition or release
can reasonably assure against threaty and that*s because it's
in the Federal law and the factors determining the threat is
on page 5 and 6 in the bill; defendant is provided with
limited immunitys the defendant attorney is given discovery
as provided by the Supreme Court rulesy appzeal rights are set
out for the defendant and the state; and finallys nothing,

nothing in this new procedure is to be construed to modify or
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limit defendant®s presumption of innocent. This product is
what Senator Marovitzy who I'1ll yield to in a minutes and I
have worked in negotiations with tha defense attorneys,
Chicago Bar Associationy Chicago Public Defendery Cook County
State's Attorney and staff and other state's attorney. And I
think this compromises attempt to get all the competing
interests as «close together as we coulde 1I°'d appreciate a
Yes votee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchy Mr. Presidenty members of the
Senate. This is one of the most important bills we®ll have
this Session. It puts into the Statute the Constitutional
Amendments...the standards for the Constitutional Amendment
which was passed last November by, 1 thinksy saventy—-saven
percents.ssif that's correcty Senator Davidson, seventy—sevan
percentes The original proposal went far bayond that which
was embodied in the Constitutional Amendment. By agreement
of the committee we put the bill out on 2nd reading. ‘e have
worked with most all representatives of the bar association
to clean it up and narrow the scope making sure that a
defendant would have to have a hearing prior to being
detained. And there's been some concern about the language
regarding theeeeability of the state to appeal aseesa decision
ONeseONesson baile Some thought that perhaps that was grant—
ing the state new territorys new rights which they did not
heretofore have; that is not...factualy the state today has a
right to appeal those hearingss they are granted no addi-
tional right by this legislation. There's been tremendous
amount of work and negotiations put into thise.eeput in this
bill for which 1 applaud Senator Davidson ande..s.staffs from
both sides of the aisle and all the law enforcement agencies

and the bar associations. I think this is a very tightly
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drawn bill. If there are any minor problems, they can be
worked on in the House or perhaps in Conference Committee,
but I would solicit your Aye vote. I think this does embody
theessethe feelings ofeesof our Illinois citizens who
overwhelmingly supported the idea of preventive detention if
done narrowly and to protect the rights of all concernade
PRESIDENT:

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

Welly that was a great speeche. I'm not sure what he said
but it was a great speech. Let me tell vyous ladies and
gentlemensesesand I think this is important so you understand
at least what we're doing heres. Andy number oney this is not
an agreed billy the State Bar 1is against this bill. You
knowsy I don't know what bar associations they're talking tos
but the State Bar is not for this bille Now what the Con-—
stitutional Amendment said was that if a person poses a
physical threaty a real and present threat to the physical
safety of a persona All righty now what does that mean?
Common sense saysy if you've got a defendant and he might be
intimidating a potential witness or he saysy I'm going to
kill that guys Oreseyou knowy I'meesI®m mad at that prose-
cutor and I'm going to do this to him or that to hims the
judge can says heyy wait a minute, if we let this guy out on
bonds this guys heese.othere®s a possibility he®s going to hurt
somebody and we don't want that to happen and we're going to
deny him bail.e  That's fines that's fine, that's
what.s.ecommon sense says the Constitutional Amendment saidy
but that®s not what this bill sayse This bill saysy and it
defines what a real present threat is and what it says isy it
not only means a physical threat to a persony it means a
threat to the community at largey it means a threat to a
class of personse HWelly let me ask you a question. If I

commit a nonprobational offense like a burglaryy right? I
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commit a burglary and I go before the judges that's a threat
to the community at large. If he let®'s me oute.eeif he let's
me out on bondy I may go commit another burglaryy so I'm a
threat to the community. And that’s what this bill sayse If
I'm a threat to the communitysy he can't let me out on bond
nowe he's got to keep me in jaile Thise.e.syeahy hoorayy,
rights hoorayes you're right Pates hoorays The bill also says
that if there®’s evidence that I did commit a crimesseyou know
whateeeyou know what crime I could commit? Possession of
cocainee. Under this bill it says not only am I a threat to
the communitys but if I commit any crime under the Cannabis
Control Act which 1is a Class X felonys he can deny me bond
for that too. 1T don't have to threaten the life of anybody,
all I got to do is commit a crime and he could deny the bonde.
Ltadies and gentlemens I['m going to tell you somethingy these
judges are very smart people. Forget about Greylord, I'm
talking about the majority of these judgesy they're very
intelligent peoplee And they know what we meant when we
passed that Constitutional Amendmante. They knoweeseoin facty
there's a case pending in Chicago where a former alderman was
charged with a crime and then there was evidence presented to
the judge that he intimidated a potential witness at his
trial and the judge revoked his bondy and that's what the
people meant to sayy if iIn that circumstances you've got a
defendant before you that*s a threat to a persons then don't
let him out on bond and keep him in jaile. But they didn't
mean all of these things that are presented in this amend—
mente They don®t evan have to present a witness before the
Jjudge in this amendment. And the representative of the
state's attornzys Rob Rapell saidy welly they do that nows
and its called proffery they proffer evidence now without a
witness that the man shouldn't be bailable because of certain
reasonsy and that*s fines but proffered evidence applies to

the amount of the bail nowy ten thousands twenty, fiftys
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you're talking about keeping this man in jail for a year and
the man should have a right to present witnessess to cross-
examine a complaintant that says he has reason to believe he
shouldn*t be bailable. This is a terrible amendment, ladi=zs
and gentlemens And think about ity and you should defeat it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Helly Mre Presidentsy Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
my bheart breaks for all of thesz criminals who want to sell
drugs and are picked upe This bill is a result of the bail
bond amendment that was passed by thz people of Illinoise.
This sets up the procedurey it's a necessary thing and I
don't know why we're wasting time arguing the merits for the
bail bond amendmente Thereforey I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Davidson may close.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Helly three things before I ask for a roll call. One,
those thirty—nine other people who were cosponsors of the
Constitutional Amendment last year I invite to join with I
and Senator HMarovitz as cosponsors of this bille Twoy it has
to be a very serious crime before the state®s attorney even
considers asking the judge to do thiss it*s got to be a Class
X or worse«. Ande threey part of the things he talked about
is already in the present bail rules that®s in the...Statutes
today under criminal law and procedure. Foury proffer is in
the Federal law which has to do with..e.deny bail. But 1last
but most least thingseso.not leastsy excuse mes is the innocent
victim and we people out on the street think we ought to have
an opportunity that 1if this individual is a threat to a

’person or person that’s a reasonablesessthere’s no doubt that
he*'s the one who committed the crime and the judge concurs

and the threats are available or known to be existy that that
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person shouldn't be oute We just had ase.eall you got to do
is read today's columny Toby HcDaniel's columne. The young
man who they buried this pasteesethis week *cause he was shot,
shot by an individual who attempt to hold him ups the fourth
time he had been held up in a month as a cabdrivery shot him
and that guy's out on probation and out on baily he committed
another armed robbery when he was out on bail againe de
ought to string up the judge who let him oute. But that
person wouldn*'t have been out and that young man would still
be alivee I urge a Yes vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1isy shall Senate 3ill 28 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposad vote Naye« The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all votad
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 51
Ayess 6 Nayses none voting Presente. Senate 3ill 28 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede 349 Senator Posharde On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 34. Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRs HARRY)

Senate Bill 34.

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

Senator Posharde
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank vyouy #Hre President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senatee Prior to 1983jeselesel®ve just recently passed
out two handouts to each member of the Senate an explanation
of this billy and if you could possibly take the one that has
the three circles on it and follow my explanation I'm sure
the visuale.eewill be much better than my verbal explanation.
Prior to 1983y Illinois had aseea seven and a half cent Hotor

Fuel Tax and a 2.5 percent sales tax receiptsy both of which
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comprise the HMotor Fuel Tax Funde Those were distributed
sixty—five percent to locals and thirty-five percent to
state. In 1983y at the time of our last Motor Fuel Tax
increasey a five and a half cent Motor Fuel Tax increase
occurred and the distribution was changed for that Motor Fuel
Tax increase from the...the thirty-five percent to the state
and sixty—-five percent to local to thirty percent 1local and
seventy percent to the statey a drastic difference there.
There is no contention with that. The new five and a half
cent tax in 1983 was distributed, to everyone's agreecment,
thirty percent local and seventy parcent statee The problem
iss at the same timey unintentionallys the 2.5 percent sales
tax receipt were also changed to seventy percent state and
thirty percent local distributione. That wasn®t really
intended but it happened and it has not been changed since.
The 1local governments today are hurting very much with the
decreased property tax valuesy with the 1loss of Federal
revenue sharing and so one Senate Bill 34 would simply
attempt to change that 2.5 percent sales tax receipts back to
an eighty percent local share and a twenty percent state
sharees That seems only fair to me because for the past four
or five years they have been suffering because of this
unequal distribution of the sales tax portion of the Motor
Fuel Tax Fund. The way that affects your individual counties
that you represent has been passad out on the second handout
that we had distributed and you can take a look at that in
terms of this present year®s distribution of those sales tax
receipts. I would ask for ae..ea favorable responses, Mr.
President.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY: <

Welly Mre Presidenty I think this is like so many other

things around herey, good sponsory bad bille Let me tell you
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what 1 feel is wrong with thise. If you stop to think this
thing throughe the hiteessthe hit wupon the Road Fund is
roughly about thirty million dollars per vyears Jjust as if
there*s thirty million dollars a year that we don*'t needs Or
to break it down to an individual districtsy that*s an impact
of about a half a million dollars for every districty vyours
and mine included. I sometimes think on bills like this
maybe we ought to have a little altar cally maybe we all
ought to go down to the Well andesseand voluntarily sign in
those projects that we don*t want to have done in our dis—
tricty because if we're foolish enough to give away this
money there’s some projects around the state that are not
going to be donees I would point out to yous to my knowledga,
county superintendents are not supporting this legislation
nor are the township officialse I think they have agreed
that they*'re going to lay off on this particular onee So I
don*'t think w2 ought to rush headlong in a year like this to
give away another thirty million dollars that's going to be
there to build your state roads and my state roads in our
districtse.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator HWatsons
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy siry thank yous Mre President. 1I*d like to ask the
sponsor a questiony, if I mighte.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yieldys Senator Hatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

On this handout that you sent arounds Glenn, I*d just
like to have an explanation of that two and a half percent
sales tax receiptse UWa're now eighty percent locals twenty
percent states why did you come up with eighty—~twenty? Could
you explain thate..for me?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Posharde.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Watsony we did that to make up for the past four
yearsy basically where the locals have lost this money.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watsone.

SENATOR WATSON:

Dkayseeetwellesewelly thank youe. And I'd 1like to just
speak to the bill, if I might. First of all, I*d like to
thank the sponsor for accepting my amendment of which the
intent is of that amendment that the money that®'s going to go
to the localse the increased revanuey is going to be used for
construction and maintenancey and it can be used for streets,
highwayss whatever a municipality or county or township
wishesy but it has to be for constructione That was the
intent of that amendment and that's what...what we want. But
to the billy I ameseI®m going to have some problems inesesein
supporting this simply because of what the previous speaker
mentioned and also because of the revised formula that the
Senator has come up withes He's asking for additional reve-
nues now toeeeto the localse whichsy there®s no doubt about
ity they are suffering and...and hurting as much ase.e«esas the
state. But whenever you got thirty—two million dollarss and
that's what the Department of Transportation®'s fiscal state—
ment saysy thirty—two million dollars a year over the next
five years that we?rz2 having an impact on the road programy I
think..eat this particular time it just isn*'t advisable to do
thise. Alsoy as we all knows there's negotiations going on
now betweene...membersy the department, the locals, everyone
concerned on a possible and potential new road programe And
I just think at this particular time it*s not advisable to
pass this type of.es0f legislatione And I°'d urge a No vote.
Thank youe

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Senator Schaffere.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I note with interest this is Senate Bill 34. That means
that Senator Poshard introduced it very earlyy that means
it*s been sitting around on calendars and mailings for a long
timee I looked at my file for all my local letters of sup—
port for the bill and guess what? Nothing. Nothinge I
haven*t heard a word from them. And what I haven®t heard
from themy by the ways Senator Poshardy and I sponsored a
bill 1like this about my sophomore year down here to raid the
state fund for the 1localssy I succeedy I pulled it
offveeethere were several of wus 1in the cabalsy and the
response I got afterwards was equally vocal and all of those
locals surely made a point of saying what good things they
did with the extra money and to thank their local legislatore.
Un huhs sure. A lot of things happen in this place that are
unintentional. I notice your little charty it says that we
unintentionally changed it to thirty—seven.sethesseon the
sales tax distribution. Tax increases aren't one of the
things that happen around here unintentionallysy and the
distribution of the take, if you willy is not unintentional,
it is the basis of negotiationse Nowy 1it's possible that
your local people and my local peoples for that matters were
not privy to those negotiations and that there were others
negotiating allegedly on their behalf but that was the agree—
ment we hammered out in *83. I kind of get frustrated by
some of my locals who get considerable road dollars from the
state and then every time they have a problemy they come down
for a Build Illinois Grants you knows like to replace a light
buld in a red 1light. 1T get a little frustrated with them
always coming down here more and more and more and nevar
really wanting to get out front on a tax increase or anything
like thaty although some dos most don'te I really would be

reluctant at this point toe.e.o.to make this shift without a
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justification from my locals. I haven*t heard from themy
they haven®t asked for ity and I suspect if many of you will
review your filesy particularly my downstate friends, you
will find similar messageses I just don*t think this is a
good ideae I will says Senator Poshardy if I understand at
least one of the proposals floating around herey that sales
tax on that gasoline is all going to go somewhere else that I
fear even morey it's called mass transity so this bill may be
just a moot point anywaye Buty Iesel really don't think we
need to do this at this point.
PRESTIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yousy Mre President. Question of the sponsore
PRESIDENT: »

Indicates he'll yieldy Sz2nator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Poshardy can you tell what. other state 1legis-—
latorseeeslates..slegislatures do with the money that they
bring iny do they share a great portion of their state funds
with their locals?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Ieeel honestly do not knowe
PRESIDENT:

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Welly it*'s my understanding that the State of Illinois
shares more of their revenues with their 1local governments
and municipalities and what have you than any other state in
the countrys and if you added it all up and put total the
amount of moneys whether it be Motor Fuel Tax or sales tax or

what have vyouy we have about a fifty—fifty split with our
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local units of government. Andy I, for oney have a great
need in western Illinoiss we all know thaty for the roads,
and we have them in locals as well as state needse And I
can*t tell vyou what project I1'm willing to give up for this
thirty—two million dollarse And I hope we can defeat thise.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jacobss
SENATOR JACOBS:

Yesy I rise in support of this legislations You knows
TeeaeI*ve heard quite a bit here about what we're giving back
but you got to remembers Senator Rignheys as an exampley, what
you're giving back you*ve already taken aways that's the
first pointe Secondlysy you have to remember that the Depart-—
ment of Transportation is divesting itself of roads on a
daily basis within the municipalitiess they're coming in and
they*re giving you one big one—time shot. HWe'®ll resurface
this roads or we®llesswe®l]l put as.e..a layer of asphalt on it,
it*s going to 100k real nice. Yesy it's going to 1look real
nice for about three or four years. But also with thats you
takeeseat that particular timey the municipalities are having
to take the ownership of those roadse And also with the
other rulings that®*s coming down from the Department of
Transportation in regards to traffic lights and other items
that are the responsibility of tha city on a shared basis, it
becomes vital that the cities have this moneys And I think
it*s fairy T think the makeup is fairs and I think the fact
that we're paying back is fair.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collinse
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yese. Thank yous Hire. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in very strong support of Senate B8ill 34, and
ifeseSenatorseeSchaffer indicated thateesesthate.eethat Senator

Poshard and some people were not...may not have been in on
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the negotiations at that times he may be rightsy but I'meessI'm
sure that the Department of Transportation was in on those
negotiations and they came before the committee and indicated
that it wass in facty unintentionally as the bill was drafted
that thee.ssthat the distribution formula got switched around
out of proportion as it related to the sales tax receipte.
Senator Poshard 1is righty with theeesethe problems that the
local units of government are having in reference to trying
to maintain their strests and their lights and their alleys
and a lack of funds and a lack of local revenuey that it |is
about time that we try and make up for that disparity as it
relates toe.sschanges in this formula. I think the way he did
it isessis basically fair inasmuch as there's been about four
years now that the formula had...had been changed and changed
way out of proportion as it relates to sales tax receiptsy so
his formula would basically make up for ite And I would just
ask forsee.affirmative vote.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKTINSON:

Thank yous Mre. President. A speaker a couple of days ago
talked about timing being a problem on a bill and T think
this is a classic example of bad timinge He have a road pro—
posal that®s going to come before us before we get out of
herey June 30th or July lst or whenever it is. Four vyears
agos in probably what may have been an errory I voted against
the transportation package in *83. I did so in large part
because the locals did not get a fair share of that proposal
back in *83, but now is not the time to do this if you're not
willing to bite the bullet and come up with a road programe
I think that this formula may very well fit into that final
road package because the locals need mores and a compromisey
a more modest proposal that has been made so fary I'm going

to strongly consider supporting, if our locals get that
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sharee But my way of thinking iss as Senator Schaffer said
in referring to pension bills the other days this is a
cleverly designed thing because we all want more for our
localse Welly let's stop grandstanding and let's get on with
the serious business of negotiating a road packag2s a more
modest proposal than has been doney, and then we*'ll 1look for
the time to give the locals more.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Poshard may close.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Welly thank yous Mre Presidente HWith all dueees
PRESIDENT:

I beg your pardoneseesl beg your pardons Senator Watsone.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank yousy Mre President. First time I've ever done
thisy and I apologize for risingeas
PRESIDENT:

Seconds...for the second time. That*s whyesel'm sorrys
that®s whyeesl presumed you had concludede.

SENATOR WATSON:

Okaye This 1is the first time I®ve done thaty and I
apologize. But I can*'t 1let the chairman of the depart—
menteessor the chairman of the Transportation Committeas get by
with something she said just a moment ago. Sometimes I think
she attends different meetings than I dos She said that the
Department of Transportation people came in and said that
they did make a mistake in this formula change and they
admitted to thate That is not truey that*s simply not the
facts. They came iny testified thatese.thess.the debate was
held on the bille.sandy Senator Poshardy vyou recall this,
because I asked the questione. The debate was held on the
bille we had amendments that went up and went downsy they said

that negotiation went on for several different particular
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days between the House and the Senatey but they did not say
at any time that there was a mistake made or an unintentional
action on their parte Thank youe

PRESIDENT:

All righte Further discussion? Senator Poshard to
close.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Helly thank vyousy Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senates Let me spzak to some of the questions that have
been raised in regard to this issues With all due respect to
Senator Hawkinsons this is not grandstanding. This is a bill
came up last year and I sponsored it and it passed out of
this Senate in its very same form that we®re reoffering it 58
to le. Senator Watson made the statement that DOT testified
to the fact that they knew about this ande...and so ons and it
was fully discussedy I beg to differ with youe What DOT dis-—
cussed in the committee hearing was the increase and the
redistribution of the Hotor Fuel Taxy not the sales taxss.not
the sales tax portions the Motor Fuel Tax only. Senator
Rigneysy 1if you think the state has taken a hits think about
what the municipalities and the counties and the townships
have taken over the past four years because of this mistakey
and it was a mistake. Let me read to the members of this
Body the fact sheet that the road contractors who beat this
bill down in the House last year passed out to each membar of
the Housee It says specificallye.sesands Senator Schaffery you
should listen to this because you said that everybody knew
about this and all the parties that were involved knew about
ity the road contractors say to the House memberss “Despite
the fact that some of the sales tax transfer through the new
Motor Fuel Distribution Formula in 1983 was unintended, the
fact remains that any reduction in funding including fhe
sales tax will cause a reduction in the highway program.®

The road contractors who benefit mostly from this staying
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with the statey they admitted that it was unintended and they
were a party to the negotiationsy you can bet on thate The
Senate Township Task Forcey which went out all over this
statey has endorsed this proposal. I personally went to my
superintendents of highways and the mayors in my town and put
up this proposal against what's being proposed in the naw
Motor Fuel Tax package for localse and there®s no comparison
but what the locals benefit much more under this proposal.
Sures there®s another package out theres but vyou better be
sure the nine and a half cent Motor Fuel Tax is going to pass
if you want the locals to get that shares. If you're not sure
and you want the locals to get their fair sharey you better
support this bill because this is the only one that's going
to give it to theme 1 would ask for your favorable supporte.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 34 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nays. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questions there are 33
Ayesy 24 Nayse 2 voting Presente. Senate Bill 34 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 43. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 43.
(Secretary resads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bermane.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank youy Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates This bill at the moment does nothings it is a vehi-
cle bill sponsored by myself and Senator HMaitland. There®*s

discussions going on with the Governor's Office and the
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financial people to explore permanent funding mechanisms for
the school abatement processe I would ask for an Aye vote.
If something is developedy we'll see the bill back after it
gets to the House.

PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 43 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposeh vote Naye. The voting is opene. All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questionsy there are 58 Ayesy
1 Nays none voting Pressnt. Senate B8ill 43 having received
the requirzd constitutional majoritys decla;ed passedo 63,
Senator Kelly. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 63. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 63.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senpator Kellye.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank yous Mre President and members of the Senate. This
legislationy, I*m sure we're well aware, is intended to pre—
vent the schools from issuing contraceptive devices to stu—
dents. There was an amendment which Senator Berman offered
last night that was adopted which provided parental consent,
Amendment Noe. ly and Amendment Noe. 2 prevented abortion coun-—
seling or abortions from taking place in these health clinics
within the schoolse The legislation is watered down from
what the sponsors intendede I know that there are some here
that have a vary deep moral problem on even supporting this
legislation with the amendment on ity but it?'s stillesswe
would like to advance this legislation andesscontinue
deliberationse And I know that the Illinois Right—to-Life

Coalition and the Catholic Conference are still in support of
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ite I would solicit your supporte.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Just a short statementy Mre. President, thank vyoue I
think the debate last night covered most of the pointse I
wouldy just for the record, have a word or two to saye This
is not the same horse that Senator Kelly and I rode into th2
Chambers with a few weeks agoe. I think the amendment placed
on it last night really crippled ity but rather than take 01d
Paint and shoot it between the eyes like they used to do in
the western days because it is crippledy it is our choice at
this point toeeeto sSececewe'llesewe?’ll let 01ld Paint live
awhile and see if we can't get that injured 1leg fixed upe.
leeeI'm going to make this statement thoughs and I°ve told
Dick this and I*'ve told other people that are interested 1in
this legislation that if the amendment stays ons I will not
support the bille 1In othar wordss when it comes to final
votey and I think we*ll see it again in one form or another,
I will not support it with the amendment on or any Conference
Committee with the amendment ony that is where I stande.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre Presidentes I merely want toeeseask.eothe
sponsor a question for clarificationy please.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yields Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank vyoue leeslesamerely want to ask on Amendment No.
29 is iteeeis it right that you said that the amendment pro-—
vides that there shall be no counseling at all in the
schoolaeein the clinic?

PRESIDENT:
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SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Kellye.

Amendment Noe. 2 prevents abortion <counsalingsy in othar
wordsy advocating abortion or the abortion procedure within
these clinicse It does not preclude a school from discussing
the subject of abortion as long as it is not advocating ite.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Kellyy you wish to close?

SENATOR KELLY:

Ask for your favorable supporte.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate B8ill 63 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the records On that questions thera are 48
Ayesy & Naysy 3 voting Presente. Senate Bill 63 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passeds Senator Fawell on 85. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 85. Read the billy HMadam Secre—
tarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 85.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youy very muchsy Mr. Presidents Tessl think most of
us know what this ise Basically what it iSeesiSessit
iseessrequires testing before marriage for the AIDS. I would
like to give you some statistics that I learned yesterday
when we were ateee.at the Abbott Labe groupe They now have a

new testing device which is 99.85 percent accuratey sos in
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other wordsy fifteen false positives out of every ten thou-
sand and they have no false negatives. Babies that are born
to such a union where onesesor both people have AIDSy fifty
percent of those newborns will have AIDSy eighty percent of
that fifty percent will die of AIDS before they are twoe. By'
1991y we will have 12.5 million people in this country it is
estimateds out of thaty one million two hundred and fifty
thousand people will die. I have sent ae.esa copy of
aesesnewspaper article aroundy I think if you will check that
newspaper article you will see that Will County is sayings on
an average that these tests are <costing them about six
dollarse With counselings weseewe figure that it will cost
maximum thirty—five dollars. UYhen I got married the syphilis
test was costing me ten. I was not in the high risk groups I
was still required to take that test. 1In comparismenty this
is a cheap test. If it will only take thirty—five dollars
for the test and counseling and it can solve a hundred...save
a hundred and forty thousandy I think it?'s a cheapeesecheape
I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mre President. HWould the sponsor yield for a
questions please?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates she will yieldy Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Fawelly 1is there anywhere in your bill a state—
ment stating thes..e.confidentiality?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawelle.
SENATOR FAWELL:

I have been assured by the Public Health Department that

they have never ever allowed anye.ssany test out as far
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aseeesthey have never had a problem with confidentialitys this
would be covered by the same Statute and by the same set of
rulese

PRESIDENT:

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SHITH:

But you do not have it included in the bill as such?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

If there 1is a problem with thaty there is another bill
coming right up after this which will certainly take care of
ite
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smithe.

SENATOR SMITH:

I think that when we're dealing with a problem such as
AIDS and it*s widespready I think that there 1is a common
courtesy that is extended to the person and that these.e..that
you are providing for now are people before they get married,
and I <certainly don*t think that they would want that aired
out in the neighborhood or out on the streets if they have to
go through such a test. I think that's very unwise and I
don*teesl pray that we will not support this legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collinse.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Ieeel have one question because I am reallyeseesconfused
about the...the whole action of theseseof the committeer's
dealing with AIDS and their choices of bills they*ve got out
here on the Floore. But I*'d like to ask theseesthe sponsor a
question. that is thessewhatesewhat 1is the objective of
testing persons going for a3 marriage license versus those who

go foree..automobile license?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Welly first of ally I think it*s pretty obvious when you
get married you presumably are going to do an act which will
possibly pass the AIDSs that®s not true if you're taking
deeea car teste. Let me give you one other statistic
thateseosthat Abbott came up with and that 1is singla peopley

one out of every hundred now iSses

PRESIDENT:

All righte Ladies and gentlemeny, let me just again
admonish yousy 1it®s approaching four o'clocke Senator
Collinse.

SENATOR COLLTNS:

Nows I'mesel'™m really serious about thisy this is a
serious issue and T would like for the sponsor to answer my
questione. Sheeseshe said that the reason that it is...you
knows the difference between going to take a drivers license
test and having to take the test for AIDS and going to get a
marriage license test and going toeseeto test for AIDS iSeesis
because of the act of married people and cohabitation. But
then it 1is to sayeesif we pass this bill outy it is really
hypocritical *cause it is to presuppose that everyone who
goes to take a marriage.s.to go and get a marriage license or
get married in this country are those persons who had never
actively engaged together in a course of intercourses That
is wutterly ridiculous; I means let's face the factse There
is one value to this bill that you haven't bothered to sell
and none of you talked about itseseit just says how serious we
are about this subjectsy and that is the possibility of these
two people never having childreny that it may serve that pur—
posee Buteesobut to play these games around here witheeewith
the AIDS testing 1is Jjust ridiculous. 1 think we ought to

defeat this bille
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PRESIDENT:

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

Welly HMra Presidgnty Ladies andeeseGentlemen of the
Senatey state law now requires a test for syphilis to get a
marriage licensesy and that®s not ae..a deadly disease because
the discovery ofa.sepenicillin has managed to curb ity but
this iSsesswe're talking about AIDS and it*'s deadlyy let®s go
on and have a roll call and support the bille we need it to
save lives.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Fawell
may closes
SENATOR FAMWELL:

All rightes First of all, let me expiainp I'm sorry |if
you didn*'t wunderstand. But what I*m talking about is the
counseling should be given to these people for the simple
reason that if they have children, that child will probably
diesy and they should at least be counseled what these odds
aree. I would like you toe..eto end up by telling you that in
the Us S« News and World Reporty seventy—seven percent of
the people are for thiss according to theireesessurvey ineeseby
April 1lst; by April 15th, according to the Wall Street Jour—
naly eighty—two percent of the people are for this bille. I
think it's a goodesebill and 1 would ask for your favorables.
PRESIDENf:

Question 1iss shall Senate Bill 85 passs Those in favor
will vote Ayes Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. 0On that questiones there are 46
Ayesy 9 Nayss none voting Present. Senate 8ill 85 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede Senate Bill 100. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd

Readingy Senate Bill 100« Read the billy Madam Secretarye
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 100.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchy ¥re President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 100 has been worked on by theesothis is
the product of the Governor's Interdisciplinary Advisory
Council on AIDS the medical and scientific community, and
allows individuals to come in and be tested voluntarily and
at the time of testing be educated and counseled regarding
the disease and the possible consequences of a positive test
results. Tt provides for confidentialitysssof those test
results. Also requires written informed consent before a
test and thate.ss.that would accompany all the blood specimens
throughout ths laboratory processy ite.sepermitsecsesdisease
prevalence testing that is not for individual detection and
diagnosis and exempts testing for research purposes from con—
sent requirement if it*s conducted in a manner that prohibits
disclosure of the identity of the test. This bill passad out
of this Generalses.out of this Body 55 to nothing last Session
and was stymied in the House. Californiay Floriday Idahoy
Oklahomay Tennesseey Mainey Kentuckys Massachusetts are among
the states that have this. It is just a bill that says to
peopley if you want to come in and be testedsy we're going to
give you couns2ling and education at that time and provide
for the confidentiality of those resultsy andee.and that
permission will accompany all the blood specimens all the way
throughes And I would ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:
Discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the ques—

tion 1issy shall Senate Bill 100 passe Those in favor will
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vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. All voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that questiony there are 41 Ayes,y 14
Nayss 1 voting Presente. Senate 3ill 100 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passad.s 102,
Senator Netsche On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 102. Read tha bill, Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 102.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. Presidento This bill was the work of
first the Subcommittee on Senior Citizen Tax Relief of the
Revenue Committee and then ultimately of the Revenue Commit—
tee itselfy and you will note that it ise..ethe sponsorship is
Committee on Revenues It is our attempt to address the prob-—
lem of additional help for senior citizens but in a highly
responsibile and very uncostly fashions What the bill does
in its present form is it addresses only one issue and that
is the circumstance where there is a married coupley both of
whom are over sixty-five and whose income goes just above the
fourteen thousand maximum that the current circuit breaker
program providese. We have hadessit called to our attention
that there often are cases where a small increase in social
security or other retirement benefits will make itseewill put
that couple just over the fourteen thousand limits and so
what we have provided is that in those <circumstances the
limit will be raised to sixteen thousand dollars. We have
conflicting fiscal notes on it because they®re based on
different premisesy but the Economic and Fiscal Commission

fiscal note indicates that the cost of the bill would be 1.6
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millions the Department of Revenue is higher but we believe
their®s is based on too high an average grant, that isy that
that would noty in facty be the casey and even so it*sSeeecit’s
just four millione I should point out that we reﬁoved from
the bill very reluctantly but did remove from the bill what
we wanted to include which was an expansion of the pharma—
ceutical program to cover the equipment necessary for dia-
betic testinge. That turned out to have a somewnat higher
price tag than we thought could be absorbedy and so we
removed that provision. If at any point during the Session
it looks as if we could afford something morey we certainly
would 1like to add that back in. In the meantime, it is a
verys very uncostly bill but a very important one in terms of
its principles I would defer now to Senator Rigney to speak
on behalf of...the rest of the Revenue Committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

WHellsseaeSenators I'm glad vyou've got direction here, I
had intended to have Senator Holmberg speaks but I'11 follow
your directione Senator Rigneye.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Wellsy Mre Presidenty I might point out that there were
probably upwards of about Fforty bills that came to the
Revenue Committee this year seeking to give some type of tax
reliefe Most of those tended to be targeted upon the sznior
citizens' groupe I know that it®'s very difficult on the
Floor here to be asked to cast a vote against any type of a
tax relief bill for a senior citizen. I think the leadership
shown by Senator Netsch on this particular issue is certainly
commendable because what we have done is to boil it all down
to just one bill that*s affordabley the price tag is probably
less than two million dollarse. It's a good concepty it
targets on the peoples I thinky who really deserve some con—
siderationy namelys those older couples. Sos I think evary-—

one 1is a winner here todayy you®'ve only got one bill before
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youy everyone should be happys including tha Governor of this
Statey who I'm sure that on Senior Citizens Day at the State
Fair he'll be right out ther= to sign this bille We ask you
for your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberge.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I ris2 in support of this 1legislation and commend the
Senate Revanue Committee for choosing this particular bille.
I originated the bill two years ago in the General Assembly
and it was held at that time because of the great number of
high—-rises for the elderly in Rockford that I had toured and
at the end of each meeting with the seniorss the only people
that would come up to me with the same plea were the married
couples 1living in those particular high—-risesy and in every
case they had on a little piece of paper they had figured up
their statistics for circuit breakery and combining their two
social security payments and whatever else little in savings
and so forth that they had they w2re just over the marke. The
single people felt they could make it and still make avail-
able to themselves the «circuit breaker availabilitys they
could get the half—price drivers licensey they could get the
pharmaceutical helpes On the other handsy the married couples
had double the expensessy two drivers 1licensesy two doctor
bills, two kinds of pharmaceutical billsy and I think this is
one of the most practical things that we can doy and I think
your constituents will really thank yous.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Just a quick question of the sponsore if I mighte
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she®ll yielde.

SENATOR WATSON:
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You mentioned diabetic testingy or at least our analysis
talks about diabetic testing material under the drugs and
equipment eligibilityes Could you give me an example of what
that might be and how is the pharmacist drug store to b=z
reimbursed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

That is no 1longer in the billy Senator Natsone He
removed that bacause of the cost astimatey for thes.s.for the
time being anyways
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1f noty Senator Netsch may
closes
SENATOR NETSCH:

On behalf of the Committee on Revenue and those who would
benefit from thisy I solicit your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 102 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 57y the Nays are 1,
none voting Presents, Senate Bill.esSenate Bill 102 having
received the constitutional majority 1is daclared passede.
Senate Bill 108y Senator Netsche Read the billye.siMadanm
Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 108.

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

Senator Netsche.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. President. Senate Bill 108 is a rela—
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tively simple piece of legislation with a rather complicated
historys I gather. What it does is to address an issue that
is a considerable irritant to people who go to schools and
are part of the schools in the City of Chicagoe In every
other school district of the State of Illinois the principal
is in charge of each of the schools; in Chicagos by Statute,
that 1is not true. The principal by Statute passed a few
years ago is in charge of educational programs but is not in
charge of the schoole. Obviouslys it is the principal who in
the end is responsibley who is held accountable by parentss
by teachersy by the students themselves and the authority
should follow that responsibility. Iseethe bill does noth-
ing except make it clear that the principal is the one who is
in charge of the operations of tha school. I amy of courses
aware of the fact that this bill is strongly opposed by the
operating engineersy although the other group that is most
affectedy the lunch room peopley apparently have not taken
any position in oppositione I think the operating engineers
in this case are wrongs I wish we didn*t have to pass a bill
in ordereesor try to pass a billy I should sayy in order to
solve the problemy and T have encouraged thems I have urged
themeeesand leeeto continue to try to work out an amicable
solution with the Board of Education but it has not happened.
The situation where there is tension between the principal
and either the lunch room operator or the operating engineer,
the situation is intolerable. There ares...the case histories
are.sesare voluminous and really unacceptables Graffiti on a
walley the principal asks someone to take it off and if there
is not a cooperative relationships that graffiti may stay one.
Heat upe nosy so the heat does not go upy variousee.smany many,
many unhappy circumstances. All of the arrangesments are not
that unhappys thank heavensy many times the principal and the
school lunch persons and the operating engineers get along

fine and there is no problems but when there is a problemy it
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is absolutely unacceptable for everyone involved and that 1is
what this bill is intended to address. It is extremely
important to people in the school system in Chicagos it is
part of the program of the2 Chicago Board of Educationy it's
supported by Citizens Schools Committeey by Chicago Unitad,
by the PTAs by every school groups the Principal?’s Associa-
tion that I think existse And I would strongly solicit vyour
supporte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Alexandere.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Mre Presidenty I promise you I shall not be long. I am
one of the hyphenated cosponsors of Senate Bill 108 and I
carried this bill in the House last year. Everything that
Senator Dawn Clark Netsch has referred to is quite adequate
and truee. To the members of this Bodys when you send your
children or have sent vyour children to school or vyour
grandchildren in any district other thane...the Chicago school
districts if something goes wrong at that school, you do not
go and seek out the engineery, you do not go and seek out
theeeoslitnch room management persony you go to the school to
address the problem that may exist with the principal. And
in instances where the problem has been caused or is being
occasioned by confrontation between these other branchas of
management in the schools the principals of these schools are
put at quite a disadvantage. We only ask you that have this
privilege that would not permit this to happen in vyour dis—
tricts to give us that same right. We urge you to help us
give the right to the principals to control the school in a
positive manner. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank youy Mre. President and members of the Senates I
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rise in opposition to Senate Bill 108. My colleaguey Senator
Netschy kind of sketched over the history of this legis—
lation. This legislation has been before this 3dody before
and it has been soundly rejectede A similar bill is in the
Housey a tongue and cheek amendment went ons which I think
kind ofeeeillustrates thes pardon the puny principle involved
heres, and that is that the.sethesssthe House amendment pro—
vides that this 1legislation would become affective whens I
thinks half of the students and half of the schools 1in the
City of Chicago <c¢an read at least one year below the grade
level that they are presently assigned to. The fact of the
matter is we have a few isolated instances where vyou
havesssprobably personality conflicts betwezen principals and
engineers which would occur with or without this type of
legislation and that is the basiss The principals in my dis—
trict are not asking for this legislationy the principals in
the City of Chicago have enough to doy they have enough to do
without being concerned as to who is going to clean the win—
dows or who is going to shovel the snows it?s being doney
there 1is no problems And I ask that this 3ody reject this
legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Maitlande
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank youy Mre Chairman and members of the Senate. You
may recally a couple of days ago I stood on this Floor and
spoke strongly about the Chicago school system and how I felt
about it and ways in which I thought w2 might be able to
improve its And it just seems to me that it*'s a reasonable
thing to ask that thezsre be somebody in charge of the building
and the principal is the logical person to do it. We do it
downstates it works fines there are problems in some areas in
the <cityy and I think this is a bill that ought to be sup-

ported as a stepeessa move in the right direction toward
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improving that system. I would urge your supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelise. YHhat did you says Senator?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I waseesel had to wait to eat my apple bacause we had to
ask the dietitian whether I could have it or note I have a
question of the sponsore.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she®ll yield.
SENATDR D=ANGELIS:

Senator Netschy why is this legislation required?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsche.

SENATDR NETSCH:

I think it's required because asss.another piece of legis—
lation passed some vyears agos and I'm not sure I know the
precise yeary I think it may have been right before 1 came
into the General Assembly or immediately thereaftery 1
believe it was beforey in which the law with respect to the
Chicago school systemy that is the article that governs it
was changed so that it is different from that which governs
the school systems in the rest of the state. 1In other words,
theesesthe wordes.it used to ready "Principals shall be
employed to suparvise the operations of attendance centers,y®
and because of a battle thats to be honesty I know nothing
abouty it was some kind of an intramural battle up there, the
word "educational" was addede. And all I'm doing is removing
the word "educational.”®
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Helly Senator Netschy I have been in this Body for a long

times generally vyou have vast and thorough knowledge about

things you speak of. And it would seem to me if this bill
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was so important to yous you would know why you need it.
Andeeewelly the history that you traced is rathar flimsyy I
means kind of sketchye. You knowy time after timese.esand
philosophically I hava no trouble with this kind of bill and
you®ve seen me argue the same point before. Time after time
we ask this Body to get 1into issues that 1local governing
units should be handling themselvesy particularly in the
light that we passed the collective bargaining billy and I
said at that time that I opposed it because I felt evan
though we passed ity we had this other process running
through and if at some point in the future that that bill
kept that process from happenings I would sit here and eat my
No vote publiclye Buty, you knows we come back here and come
back here and come back herey the people that run these dis-—
tricts are not a bunch of idiotss and if they ares they ought
to be removed and maybe we should be the governing body so we
could definitely prove that idiots are running ite 3ut 1I'11
tell vyouy I don't know why we need this legislation. I
really don't feel the General Assembly has any right to
interfere with the way people want to run their schoolse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

I Just rise in strong support...of Senate Bill 108. 1If
we are going to have uniform education across the State of
Illinoisy then Chicago must comply as all other school dis—
tricts complye This is a good piece of legislatione. The
educational leadery the principal of the school who is
charged with those rasponsibilities should be able to run
that school and run that school in the proper mannere. Sena-—
tor Dawn Netsch has the right ideasy I know the operating
engineers are 1lobbying hard against the billy but if they
were concerned about improving the quality of education and

giving the principal the authority to run their school as it
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should be runs then you would vote for this bille.
PRESIDIMNG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank yous Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates. Very brieflyy if you read the state laws principals
downstate can do this; in Chicagos they can*te. Now anyone
who has been here as long as some of usy and I'm in my elev—
enth yeary knows that if there®s something in the code that
deals with Chicago schoolsy they wanted it that waye 1IFf
Chicago had wanted it in the law that their principals ran
ity it would have been put 1in that way. If the Chicago
School Board would lik2 to have the principals in chargey it
can be done very simplys as they sit down at the bargaining
table they say this is a nonnegotiable demands we®ll run ite
They <choose not to do ite Why do they ask us to do their
work when they are perfectly capable of doing it on their own
anytime they want to? What they are saying 1issy heresy vyou
guys go do the work for us 'cause we haven't got the nerve to
do our own job. Why do you think the Chicago schools are in
the wonderful shape they’re in? The Chicago School Boardy if
they want to clean this ups let them do ity it is not our job
to extend authority that they have not sought when they've
had many opportunities to do ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

IeeoJleseit's amazingy Senator Keatss and those of you on
the other side who spoke yesterday and who voted on all these
billsy not just the school board but you've just about dona
everything down here wrong for Chicago. Now you're sayinge
let Chicago do it for themself; you knows tha@'s a contradic—
tione I think this is a good ideay it iss.e..it is something

that we should have done a long time agoe 1 was amazed to
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find out thate...that the principals did not have control over
thair schoolse This is a good piece of legislation, it is
fairy it is what*s done in all the other districts across the
statey Chicago should have the right to do it alsay be in
control of their schools. That's what you said you wanted
for Chicago and that®*s what this bill does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly Teeel 1listen to all these arguments and I guess
we're just dealing with multiple r=2alities. The bottom line
isy the principal ought to run a schooly thought that'se...if
you look up the definition of what a principal 1issy person
that runs the schoole. I meany Jeeel'm sorrys I dont't
knoweesyou knows you have a different reality in Chicago but
I think you're trying to come back to something I can relate
tos In my district the principals run the schooly end of
discussions the janitors don®t tell them where to goy the bus
drivers don*t tell them where to goe. Somebody runs the
schooly for better or for worses If you get a good prin—
cipaly you get a good schoole I think it's a good bill, T
don't know how anybody could be against it unless there's
some agenda Ijse.sswelly I may understand it but I don’t like
ite
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Further discussion? Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank youy HMre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in strong opposition to Senate Bill 108. And
I would ask all those who are concerneds at 3 minimume.eesat a
minimumy with the basic public policy of collective bargain—
ing to honor the fact that this is a jurisdictional dispute
againy and the Chicago Board of Education has the audacity

and the arrogance to make this part of their legislative pro-—
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gram when the needs for that system are vasty and they're
going to worry about this? 1 have personally told Super-—
intendent flunozy that 1if this is the major concern, we got
serious problems in Chicagosy I mean serious problemse Ha
aree...we are marshalling all our forces and working the Floor
and having everybody get all excited about the fact that the
operating engineers have under their contractual agreement
the right to be supervised by someone other than the prin—
cipal of that buildinge. There's four hundred and fifty
buildingsy you®re not going to tell me that a principal is
going to be in charge of the maintenance and operation of the
boilery and you're sure not going to tell me that he’s going
to bee<scoperate the 1lunch room because we've got a local
union that operates the lunch roome. But if this 1is the
number one priority of the Chicago Board of Education in its
legislative programy we're in serious trouble. I urge every—
one to give thisy as we did last Sessiony the kind of vote it
deservedy it got 12 affirmative votes and it should not
receive any moresy it should receive significantly less for
coming backe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch may close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente I knew I'd get Senator Rock's
attention one of these days with some piece of legislatione
Let me make it clear that this is not the <Chicago 3oard's
number one prioritye I hope Iseethey're doing a little work
on ity although T don't see much sign of it. I'm the one
who's been trying to pick up enough votes to overcome some
very heavy lobbying which I fully concede is there and which
has been very effectivee It is the number one priority of a
lot of people who live in my district and in the districts of
a lot of other people in the City of Chicagoe I don*t think

anyone here would want to run a school or be in charge of a
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school if they did not really have the authority to determine
what had to happens That is all this bill 1is abouty the
principal 1is the chief,y, as Senator Schaffer saidy the prin—
cipal should have the authoritys. Please vote Yese

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question isy shall Senate Bill 108 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ayes Those opposed vote Naye The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde 9n that questiony the Ayes
are 30y the Nays are 254 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 108
having received the constitutional majority 1is declared
passeds Senator Rocksy for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Request a verification of the affirmative.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A request for the affirmative vote has been requested.
Will all the members please be in their seats. Will the
Secretary read the affirmative role.

SECRETARY:

Alexanders Barkhauseny Brookinsy Collinsey D®Arcoy del
Valles Donahues Etheredges Fawells Geo—Karisy Halle Holmberg,
Jonesy Karpiely Kustras Lechowiczy Macdonald, Madigans
Maitlandy Netschs, Newhousey O'Daniel, Poshard, Rigneyy
Schaffery Schunemany Smiths Hatsony Welch and HWoodyard.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocky do vyou gquestion any of the affirmative
vote?

SENATOR ROCK:

Senator Netsche
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She has returned to her seate.

SENATOR ROCK:

Senator Kustrae

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Kustra is in his seat.
SENATOR ROCK:

Senator D*Arco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D*Arcoe. Senator D*Arco on the Floor? Strike his
name from the recorde You question any others? {adam Secre-
tarye On a verified roll call thare are 29 Yeasy 25 Naysy 3
voting Presente.sbill having failed to receive a majority
vote is loste Senator Netsch seeks leave of the Body to put
on postponed consideration Senate Bill 108. Hearing no
objectiony 1leave 1is granted. Senate Bill 117y Senator
Demuzioe. Read the billy Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 117.

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

Senator Demuzioe.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

seefire Presidanty tadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this is Senator Etheredges® and I concept about creating the
Illinois Water Pollution Control Revolving Fund Acte It
increases the bond authorization to trigger in the three hun—
dred and fifty million dollar Federal dollars fore.sesewer and
water projects throughout Illinois. It does call for
increasing tha 60 bond authorizationy not Build Illinoise but
1 suspect before the end of the June 30th that that will be
the major source of contentione I would ask for vyour sup—
porte
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question iss shall
Senate Bill 117 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On  that
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questiony the Ayes are 51y the Nays are 2y none voting
Presente. Senate Billeessll7 having rececived the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate 3ill 130, Senator
Welche Sanatoresesread the billy Mre Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 130.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Helche.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank vyouy Mre Presidente This bill concerns the adver-—
tising of public utility companies. After negotiating for
several weeks with various utility companiess we have come up
with an amendment that's been agreed toy and I know of no
opposition. What it does is require the public utilities to
list their advertising expenditures annually and specify
which were included as operating expenses in the lapsed rate
casee The utilities provide copies or photographs of each ad
and list the amount spent for newspaper space in a supplement
to its annual report. The utilities inform their customers
at least once a year that such information 1is available or
mail it to them once a yezar. I°'d be glad to answer any ques—
tionse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yesy Mre Presidenty I rise in opposition to this bille A
utility must currently file an annual report with the Com-
merce Commission under Section 9.225 of the new Public Utili-
ties Act which adequately defines standards that the Commerce
Commission may rule one Thissessince they already have to
reporty this 1is just <costly and I think unnaecessarys and

what's morey Hisconsin passed a similar law which created
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excessive problems and was eventually repealeds I just hope
that Illinois does not follow in the same footsteps. Out of
fifteen thousand four hundred and twenty—three complaints
that the ICC received last yeary only two of them had to do
with advertisinge

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator ¥elch may
closee
SENATOR WELCH:

Wells in closingy let me just say that Senator {facdonald
has made exactly the point that led to this bill. People
don't know what is being spent on advertising for wutilities.
Every one of wusy 1 thinks has been to a meeting somewhere
whereeeeswhera constituents have saidy you knowe why are we
paying for these wutility companies to advertise on TV or
radio telling us to use more energy. It doesn't make sense,
and that's what the purpose of this bill is to let consumers
find oute Every single utility that we dealt with on this
came up and agreed to this amendmenty they had no problem
with thisy so I'm quite surprised at the opposition to this.
I think that this is a good billy it will inform our constit—
vents and I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING DFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1ise shall Senate 3ill 130 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questions the Ay=zs
are 38y the Nays are l4y none voting Present. Senate Bill
130 having received the constitutional majority is declared
passeds Senate Bill 145, Senator Woodyarde Read the billy

Mre. Secretarye.

END OF REEL
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REEL &7

ACTING SECRETARY: {MNRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 145.

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

Senator Woodyard.

SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thank vyouy HMre Presidenty members of the Senate. This
bill was introduced at the request of IFTV, IEA and the Illi-—
nois Community College Boarde. It would extend the state
health insurance program to retired community college teach—
ers of which at this time there are about seventeen hundred
of theses These peopleeesare in a rather wunique positione
Although they are members of the.eethe State Retirement
Systems they are notessautomatically opted 1into a state
health insurance program as other university people are. And
one of theeessone of the reasons for trying to do thiss the
community colleges have no mechanism to actually fund a group
health insurancz program at allsy andee.eands thuss for them to
establish a program like that would raquire some kind of
mandative property tax increase for themy and I don®t see any
members in this General Assembly willing to do that at this
time. Central Management Servicesy as I'm sure you can see
in vyour analysiss does certainly oppose thise.s.ethis bill and
primarily because ofe.ss0f its cost. He did bring Central
Management Services into the discussions that we had with the
other three groupse and while agreeing in the concept that
there is need ineesin this kindeessfor this kind of legis—
lation certainly because ofe.ss0f the fiscal impacty they

ended up certainly being opposed to ite We did try to work
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out language with thems but we could never get an agreement
on that. So that®*s basically what the bill does and
theseegenesis of ity and I would urge your support or try to
answer some quastionse
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Wells thank yous Mre Presidents I'm reluctant to rise in
opposition to this bill andess.and my good friend, Babe
Woodyards but 1T think some things need to be pointed out on
this issues. First of ally what we're being asked to do here
is put into the State Employees*® Hzalth Insurance Plan people
who are not state employees. Now thesssthe local school
employeesy I[EA membersy had the same problem a few years ago
and they solved that problem by coming to the Legislature and
we allowed them to take some of their pension funds to handle
their health insurance for retirad benefitse HMany of us were
verys very reluctant to do thaty but I think there's a
greaters.se.at least there's a link between the state teachers®
pension funds and retired state teacherse. There certainly is
no link between state employees and employees of community
collegese. One of the problems I think that we're going to
run into herey if we do thisy it seems to me that the same
argument can be made by IMRF employees all over the State of
Il1linoisy that once they get to be retirement age they lose
their health insurance benefits unless the unit of local
government that they...that employed them has provided for
coverage and that's what's happened here. The unit of local
government has not provided health insurance for retireesy so
they®*re coming to the state and wanting the state to pay
theeeethe employer share of the «cost here and I...l1 just
think that this is aecesit®s something we shouldn't begin to
dos and so I would stand in opposition to the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICZR: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there further discussion? Senator Hatsone.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. Just a quick question of the sponsors. Hhere
does Central Management Services stand on this particular
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Woodyarde.

SENATOR WOODYAROD:

Senatory I think I answered that in my opening remarks,
they®'re opposed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty Senator HWoodyard
may close.
SENATOR #WOODYARD:

tlelley thank yous very muchy Hr. President and members of
the Senates 1 agree with Senator Schun2man's comments as to
the fact that these people are not state employees,y but
remember alsos they are in the University Retirement System.
Now I don't know how we resolve this.e.othis problem andeessand
get them into some kind of a health insurance programe I
think it?s...it?s a little strange in the insurance area and
particularly the health insurance area that a lot ofe.e..a lot
of us were here in December and we passed what was known as
the CHIPS, and if you think this bill has some fiscal impacty
you wait till that billeestriggers in. We're going to be
talking two and three hundred million dollars a year for that
particular’bill. This bill was designed toe.esto create asesa
sense of fairness and equity within ourseeour University
Retirement System and with our...within our state health
insurance program and I would urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question ise shall Senate 3ill 145 passe Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the recorde On that questions the Ayes are 42, the Nays

are 124 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 1-4-5 having receivead

the constitutional majority is declared passeds Senate B8ill

153y Senator Lechowicz. Read the billy Mre. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 153.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank vyouy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates Senate Bill 153 is a product of probably«esemany of
you when we'ra2 not in Session have visited either the sanior
citizens' lunch rooms or the civic meetingses and every group
that T have addressed and explained as far as what transpired
in the General Assemblyy the senior citizens® groupsy spe—
cifically in my areas both at the brickyardeessd & W
Caprinica Center primarily on the northwest side have askad
me one gquestione Since the license fees were raisedy why
can't we have our automobile rates as far as the reduction
one half the fee for senior citizens for automobilese. 1
saidey welly, actually, we did provide that relief for you with
the passage of the circuit breaker and 1f your income is less
than fourteen thousand dollarsy you are eligible if you fill
out a circuit breaker form to also apply for fifty percent
reduction in vyour license feese. In every one of the groups
that I addressedy they saidy, we don®t apply for the <circuit
breakery we own our own buildings we have a car and that car
may be a bit oldery the registration fees at one time were
thirty dollarsy they're now forty—eight and all I'meeseand all
that they were asking 1is I put in legislationy which this
bill containsy for one automobile per householdy that what—

ever their income may bey if they're senior citizensy they're
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eligible for one-half the feee Nowy the question iss what's
the percentage of senior citizens in this state who have an
income of less than fourteen thousand? The figure that I°'ve
received when theyseesraised that question was that sixty—-one
percent of the residents of Illinois qualify under the cur—
rent circuit breaker for license feesy buteseesbut in reality
only a very small percentages even though they?re eligible,
fill out that forme That®s the situation that®s in my area
of the City of Chicagos and I'm sure I'm attesting and bring
out the factsy in many other areas throughout this state
there are people who do not apply for the circuit breaker
because they don*'t believe in that type of application or
seeking reliefy even though it*s eligibles they’re proud
manyeesemany respectss Soe.seall this bill does 1is request
that 1if you're a seniory you're eligible to have one automo-
bile per household qualify for one—half the fee.s I*11 be
more than happy to answer any questions or ask your Aye votee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kellye
SENATOR KELLY:

Mre Presidenty 1I'd like to get leave to be added as a
hyphenated sponsor on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motions Is leave granted? Hearing no
objectiony leave is grantede Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy sire thank youy Mre. President. Welly this is the
wealthy senior citizen®s bill of thes...0f the Session:
becausey as the Senator explained, regardless of
incomessoregardless of that senior citizen's income they're
going to be eligible for circuit breaker benefit of the li-
cense plates for half pricee Now I don't know if...how many
of you saw the article in Newsweek which was several months

ago that said that the wealth of this country and the concen—
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tration of the wz2alth in this country is predominantly in the
area of those people that are over sixty—five years of agee
Now I don't have any problems with us doing what we can for
those who are deserving andy as the Senator mentioneds the
fourteen thousand dollar thresholdeesincome threshold of
those people who are now eligibley that's..e.that's finee. He
just passed a billy by the ways just a moment ago that raises
that threshold to sixteen thousand ands of coursey if that
becomes law then the fiscal impact is even greater
than<.esethan we now have. But I think that we should help
those people who need helps but this is a 1little bit going
overboardes I believe. Now we just passed another bill whichn
is going to have a fiscal impact of thirty—two million
dollars on the Road Fund, that was the«.eso.the bill sponsored
by Senator Posharde The Department of Transportation has
come before us now and said that the fiscal impact of this at
fourteen thousand dollar income threshold will be roughly
167 million. So I don't know how many times we can raid the
Road Fund and then expect thes..othe Department of Transporta—
tion and the state to continue to offer the services that
we're demanding and our constituents are demandinge Isesl
Just think that this isn't a way that we ought to be haaded
at this particular time and I would urge No vote. Thank yous.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rigneye.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Welly I thinks Senator Watsony this in part illuminated
the problem with this billy the Clem Stone bille But let's
take it one step furthery on line 27y it sayss ®Even the
widoweesewidow or widower would be entitled to this type of
consideratione® This means that the old fella the second
time around that married maybe the thirty—year—old chick that
when he passes to the great beyondy she 1is still going to

continue to buy halfeeseprice license platese. I think this is
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absolutely ridiculouse. Maybe the first thing we ought to do
is start out by apologizing to my colleaguesy Senator Geo—
Kariss I thought she-had the worst bill I had seen this sea—
sony but I think maybe this one is even worse. This is a
sixteen million dollar hit upon the Road Fund. My Gody don't
we want any roads left in this state? We're saying that this
is a good expenditure of sixtzen million dollars of our high—
way moneye. It deserves the three votes that we gave tos.eeto
Senator Geo—Karis yesterdaye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If nots Senator Lechowicz
may close.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank vyous HMre Presidente Clem Stone doesn’t reside in
my districteessand this is not a wealtheesowealthy billa The
people that I represent are hard working people who may have
saved enough to buy a home and are living on fixed incomes,
and if you want to vote against this billy you go right ahead
and do soy it's your prerogative, but I, in good—faithse.ewhen
1 spoke with these peoples their main concern was equitye.
They don*'t look for any doless they don*t look for any spe—
cial programs or reliefsy they're verysy very basic in what
they expect as far as quality of life in this state, and it's
available in other states, it's nothing unusual. Believe me,
the people on the northwest side of the City of Chicago are
not wealthy people and if you 1look at the figuresy as I
looked at the figuresy twenty—five percent.setwenty—five per—
cent only of the residents of Illinois who are senior citi-
zens have an income of over twenty thousand dollarse. And if
you go one bracket highery, the numbers fall of f
dramaticallyeeedramatically and 1if you own any propertyys
unfortunatelyy that is also..e.taken in considerationy, it*'s a
negative. This is not a get-rich bill, it's a bill of equity

and fairness for people who have always paid their taxes. 1
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recommend an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question iss shall Senate B8il1ll 153 passe Those in
favor will vote Ayes Those opposed vote Naye The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that ques—
tiony the Ayes are 29y the Nays are 20y 5 voting Presentes
Senate Bill 1-5-3 having receivedesshaving failed to receive
a majority vote is declared lost. Senate Bill 170. Sena—
toreeslechowicz seeks lezave to postponesssput on postponed
consideration Senate Bill 1-5-3. Hearing no objection, leave
is granted. Senate Bill 170y Senator Jacobse Read the bill,
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 170.

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

Senator Jacobs.

SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank youy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates. Senate Bill 170 as amended establishes a procedure
for layoffs of educational service personnel based upon sen—
iority by categorye Educational service personnel are the
more than fifty thousand public school employees who serve in
the <capacity of secretariesy custodiansy teacher aidesy
librarians and othere. Under current laws there is no system
for the order of layoffs of these employeeses This bill puts
a system in place for any reduction of these employees. This
sets minimum standards onlys allows for additional negotia-
tions to go on in collective bargaininge The original bill
prior to an amendment was opposed by the Illinois Association
of the School Boarde e did put on the amendment to state

by categorye. Since that time I have not neard
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themeeesoeeosfrom thems so I must assume that they are no
longer in oppositione. I would just like to add one thing
that even in a wunion free environments one of the primary
basis is senioritys. Seniority should be considered in any
union free environment that you even considere I also must
remind this Senate that this being a *"union free environ—
mente™ that everything we do in this Senate from distribution
of parking places to seating arrangements to office are done
by senioritye and I urge your favorable supporte

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank youy HMre Presidenty just a word or twoe This bill
was heard in our Labor and Commerce Committee and I think
there are just a couple of points that should be brought to
the attention of the membarship. Unless the amendment
changed thiss we seem to be doing a couple of thingse First
of ally we're substituting the term "educational support per—
sonnel®” for "noncertified employees.," Now wa're talking
about janitorss cafeteria workers and the likey is that cor—
recty Senator?

SENATOR JACOBS:

That is correcte.
SENATOR HUDSON:

And then we are saying that seniority will govern in
instances when these newly named educational support per—
sonnel employeesy janitorssy cafeteria workerss et ceteray are
dismissed or removedsy seniority will govern. The opposition
whichs I believe to be still there..snow the Senator in
good—faith has said it isn'ty we take a little different
point of viewy it seems to be still there<...on the basis that
these employees already have the right to collectively bar—
gain for this seniority dismissal program and the school

boardsy franklys have been in opposition to it because they
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feel that that right is already therey as I have mentioned,
and this further restricts them in their administration of
ordinary school processees. It takes away a flexibility that
they've had when it comes to the handling of these particular
types of people. S0 as far as 1 knowse they aree.<o.they are
still in opposition and 1 felt the membership shouldesesshould
be aware of thise It seems almost to be a bill that is
really not necessary and I would urge opposition to ite
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty Senator Jacobs may
closes
SENATOR JACOBS:

Senatory I'm glad youseesyou raised that points In clos—
ing, I would just like to say that I stated at the beginning
that the Illinois School Board Association had expressed an
interest in needing an amendment because they had a concern
about categorys and since that timey they have not contacted
mey sSos thereforey I assume that they are not in opposi-—
tioneesit®s an assumptiony because I was not tolds but I ask
for your favorable supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 170 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting 1is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that question, the Ayes are 35, the Nays
are 22y none voting Present. Senate Bill 170 having receivad
the constitutional majority is declared passeds Senate Bill
1729 Senator Netsche. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 172.

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

Senator Netsche
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. President. Senate 3ill 172 is the substi—
tute for the CUB checkoff which wasee.ecould no longer be done
because of a court decisiones The text of the bill now really
is the amendment that Senator Karpiel offered in committee
and that was put on the bill on the Floore. It is not a
checkoff at all. What it basically provides is that where a
state agency has a major mailing which is defined in the Act,
that information about CUBs which has to be approved by the
interstatesseby the 1Illinois Commerce Commissions can be
included within that mailinge It probably 1is the only
remaining way that we have to get access to any large group
of people on behalf of CUBs and since CU3 was created by usy
with the belief that we could have a checkoffys I think we are
required to find some substitute and this was the substitute
that Senator Karpiel suggesteds I would be happy to answer
any questions; if noty I would solicit your supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Macdonalde.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Welly I just rise to support this bill and say that Teesl
really think that Senator Karpiel came up with aesewith an
excellent compromise on this particular issuey and while we
have not heard from the Department of Revenue or any other
department at this particular pointy but the logical depart-—
ment would seem to be the Department of Revenuey I still
think that this is a.esas I sayy an excellent compromise and
believe that it certainly should be supportede.

PRESIDING UF#ICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiele
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yousy Mre. Presidente Yesye I just want to say one
thing further in that when we put this amendment on in

committeey, it has the agreement of both all the utility
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companies plus CUB. It seemed like a very good compromise.
We still at this point have not worked it out with any state
agency to the satisfaction of the state agenciesy but we are
working on it and we do have...have made some very good
progress and I ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre President and members of the Senatey I rise in
opposition to this bill. And I have to admit that out front,
it's a 1little.eeyeahy personaly since I had one of these
illustrious CUB directors who ran against me and who violated
the state Statute and violated their own bylaws from the
timeeesit says you couldn't be a candidate and be a CUB
director but proceeded to stay a CUB director till after the
March Primarye. I have to admit thaty yeahs I'm a little per—
sonal oppositione But when in heavens did we start having
the State of Illinois enclose in a mailing something for
someone else to raise funds for them? Now if you and I run
for office to try to get something done or want to raise
fundsy we pay for it out of our own pocket. Why should the
State of Illinois put out a mailing at no cost to a group
which 1is a private group we have no control over? Their
director is elected by a group within certain subscribed dis—
tricts whose only purpose may be to try to reduce rates and
I'm not sure they always do thate They do a lot of rhetoric
but I haven't seen them be too successfule. But why should
the State of Illinoisy particularly the Department of
Revenuey which the biggest mass mailing they make is when
they send you your Income tax formy and ask yourself how many
people who would get this mailing or this form enclosed with
the 1income tax form that some people are going to
getesaconfused and thinks it part of their income tax. Now

this is a lot of baloney to ask the State of Illinois to pay
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for the postage to send out a mailing for a private groupa. I
urge a No votee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Donahuee.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yousy Mr. Presidente JQuestion of the sponsore.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Is there anything in this legislation that says that the
information that is sa2nt out to an area must pertain to that
particular utility?

PRESTDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netschs
SENATOR NETSCH:

Nos quite the contraryy there 1is nothing substantive
which can go in the enclosure. The Statute..o.the amendment
which Senator Karpiel had put on sayss "An enclosure shall be
limited to informing the reader of the purposes nature and
activities of the corporations® and informing them that it
may become a member and obtain informatione. Other that that,
no information about any particular matter can be included.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you. Wells, I have a problem with this bill and I
would stand in opposition only because there have been a few
measures that CUB has introduced recently that woulde in
facty increase the rates to some of my constituents and I
find it that they are after one utility in this states they
are not in the best interest of the consumer and T would hope
we could defeat thisy this is the wrong policye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Netsch may
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closes
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yesy just briefly to address a couple of these points.
First of ally CUB is not strictly a private group because it
was created by use that isy by the General Assembly. Second,
there is no fund raising that can be done in the solicita—
tiony that is absolutely not provided fore. Thirdy the enclo—
sure which has to be just informational about CUB is subject
to approval by the Commerce Commission so that they cannot
say anything they choose« It is not paid for by the state,
there are specific provisions which require CUB to pay for
the extra costs of the mailing and I wouldesel think it's the
only way that we have really found, as Senator Karpiel indi—
catedy to meet an obligation that we really established for
ourselves when we created CUBe. I think it*'s a good compro—
misey I would solicit your supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question iss shall Senate Bill 172 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye, Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is
opene All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question, the
Ayes areeeethe Ayes are 43y the Nays are 1lly 3 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1-7-2 having received the majority vote
is declared passed. {Machine cutoffleaeBill 1754 Senator
DeAngelis. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 175.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS})

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mre Presidente This bill has been on the

Agreed Bill List three timesy and pulled off three times and
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I would like to know the phantom who's taking it offy “*cause
let me tell you what this bill is intended to doy and if you
don't think it does ity please rise and ask the question
that®*s bothering you about thise. Under current lawy you
cannot hold a referendum in a political subdivision unless
there's an election in that subdivision itself. We had a
situation in Lansing where a school district wanted to hold a
referendum and was notified it could not do so because they
weren't having a school board election; in the meantimesy the
polls are open because the community college 1is holding a
referendums. And I received a letter from the superintendent
and can [ read thiss it*s only about six lines long?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({ SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Welly surey Senatore.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

“"Dear Senator DeAngeliss since there was no candidate on
a ballot within our school districty our request for a refer-—
endum in fFebruaryy 1987y was denieds. Howeversy every polling
place in our district will be open because Thorton Community
College is able to hold a referendum due to a Harvey Primarye
Something is all mixed upy isn’t it?"” Nows whoever opposes
this billsy I would like for them to draft a reply if this
bill goes down: if nots I'1l1 be pleased to agree with them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Theeeoetheesethe only point I wanteeethat I want to make
is that if you have...if you have as.e.e.an election and let's
assume you have a referendum question in both the incorpo—
rated and corporated area, and let's say that election is
foreeslet's say within the corporate areas let's say it's
aeesa school board election but the referendumsy let®s say,
it's for the junior college district which is a much larger

question and goes into thee let's sayes the rural community.
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So only those in the incorporated area will be voting on the
candidates of the election but, yet, the referendum question
will be on the ballot in the rural communities. So 1 was
just wondering what incentive it is for those people to come
out and vote in that election when there are no specific
candidates other than thess.the referendum one...on theseson
the ballot?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

SenatoressSenator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

The irony of thise...of the situation is that they cany in
facty have that referezndum right nowe These poor people
can'te. If one precinct out of any of the precincts in that
subdivision is holding an electiony that item will be on the
ballote. Now these poor peopley because their subdivision
wasn't having an elzactions the Thorton Community College
could hold theeeothe referendum but they couldn®t.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS?

Senator Demuzioe
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welly I don*'t have any opposition to your bille I just
wanted you to sort of clarify that point because it Jjust
seems to me that when you.eeowhen you have an unincorporated
area where you're only havee.segoing to have the question of a
referendum versussy let®s says the incorporated area where you
have a.sshotly contested electiony you®re going to get more
voters that <comz2 out in tha botly contested election,
therebyy a higher voter turnout on the referendum and a lower
turnouty let'seeefor examples in thee.eain the rural commun—
ities and that*s the only point I wanted to raise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Was that a question or a statement? Senator Kellye.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank Yyouy Mr. Presidents. I have joined Senator
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DeAngelis on Senate Bill 175 I <can attest to the local
problemy it might be your district next time that has thise.
One of our intentions of having consolidated elections was to
limit these referendums and to not allow them to have a
referendum at ae.e..a Primary or General Election,y that would
be going against what we intended to do. S0 I amesswill sup—
port this measure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis to close. The question ise shall
Senate Bill 175 passs Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recordes On that
questiony the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 2y 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1-7-5 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passede. Senate Bill 176, Senator Zito. Read the
billy Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 176.

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

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Yesy thank youy Mre. President and members of the Senatee.
Senate Bill 176 should probably have been on the Agreed Bill
Listy it does exactly what the Calendar says iteeesdoes. It
extends the period for conducting postregistration canvass
from the three—day period, Hednesday thru Friday, and extends
it through the weekende. Any of our good precinct captains in
this Chamber know thate.essyou catch most of your people home
on the weekends and if your...poll sheets in the last elec—
tion were like miney I would venture to say that some of them
go as high as Fifty or sixty percent toesssthe problem after

talking to a lot ofeeea lot of individuals involved in put—
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ting those poll sheets togethery circled or centered around
the canvass and saids franklys that from Wednesday to Fridayy
it was just not enough time to get the job donee. S0 we're
asking you to extend thate. I don't know of any organized
opposition and would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESINING OFFICER: ( SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Seanator Alexandere.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yous Mre President. May I ask the sponsor a ques—
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You sure cane
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Senator Zitoy what is the estimated cost or fiscal impact
that this will have for these additional days of canvassing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Welly Senatorsy yous I understand, have filed a fiscal
request and I will answer you by saying that it will cost
thirty dollars a day for each canvass are which we presently
pay theme. I have not asked for any increase 1in the
canvasser's fee.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

What does that round out in figure with the present
judges that are now assigned at the Normandye..ewhat is the
rough estimate multiplied by five additional days 1if this
legislation passes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zitoe
SENATOR ZITO:

Welly 1it's two additional days and according to the
Cityseothe Chicago 3oard ofeeethe board®'s finance director of

the City of Chicago it will cost approximately three hundred
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and forty—eight thousand dollarse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Is thisseeis this statewide additional days canvassing or
just relating to the City of Chicago?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Yeaheeeyesy it's statewidey I wondered if we had taken
that out but it is statewide.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

May I ask one final question? WHHho would pick up this
additional <costy eachesscounty or board would be responsible
for this additional cost to their boards and 1local election
groups?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Each board would incur the cost.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty the question isy
shall Senate 3ill 176 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. an
that questions the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 3, 3 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1-7-6 having received the constitu—
tional majority is declared passede Senate 3ill 187, Senator
Bermane Read the bill, Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate B8ill 187.

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

Senator Bermane.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank youy HMre.ee.thank yous H4r. President. Senate Bill
187e+eas it's presented to you today is nothing more than a
vehicle regarding what we ultimately will look at regarding
the School Aid Formulae I ask your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

IeeseI think I want to just rise to make a statemente. I
think this bill ought to be killed for one reason. When this
Session is over withy we will be presented with either a new
School Aid Formula or without onesy and one of the things that
happens around here is that votes are cast to support edu-
cation but not cast to support the taxes that are necessarye.
I have to tell yous I do have a bill that has a tax increase
in it but it also has a formula in ite and I would like to
think that the best way to ensure that we adequately fund
education is to ensure that we put the School Aid Formula in
the same bill that creates the revenuey and that we do it all
with one vote so that when we go back home and people ask usy
did we support educationy we can only give one answere And,
Senator Bermany I would like for you to just kind of Table
your bill if you would because ifsesif we don®'t do anything
about revenues all we're going to do is keep the old formula
goinge So we won't need your bille If we do change ity I
would 1like to see it in the revenue bill and I do have one
that has the revenue in it. So I would like for you to con-—
sider withdrawing it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:
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Thank vyoue Mre. President and members of the Senate.
Whether we wind up with more revenue for schools or not,
we're going to need a School Aid Formula. It may not be in
the form we Know it will have to be by June 15th or June
30thy but I don't see anything wrong with moving this bill
out of here, continuing it on its way and somewhere on down
the road we'll make that decision whether we're going to hold
our schools to what they have now or whether we're going to
give them more money. But I say in the processy, let's get
this bill out of heres I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Welly thank youy HMre President. 1 agree with Senator
Kustray that's what we ought to do ands Senator DeAngelis,
I'm really surprised and disappointeds I guess. We're all,
you knowy vitally interested in the formulae. You've got
billss I*ve got billss we®ve all got different ways in which
we want to do thise We've got to work togethery not against
one anothery this is a shell bill. We do this every year and
we ought to pass this bill out of here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator..e.the question
isy shall Senate Bill 187 passe Those in favor will wvote
Ayee Those opposed Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 494 the Nays
are 1y 3 voting Presents. Senate Bill 187 having received the
required constitutional majority 1is declared passedeesesl187.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 192y
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 192.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous veary muchy Hre President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 192 is thesssis the clean-up bill on the
state's DUI law that we have been working on in conjunction
with the Secretary of State*s Office. 1In its current forms
it is totally supported by the Secretary of State's Office.
It makes several changesy requires thee.othe court to deter—
mine as a factor in granting a JDPy judicial driving permit,
whether the petitioner has available alternative methods of
transportations The court cannot issue a JDP if it deter—
mines that there are alternative methods of transportatione
Alsos a condition and limitation of every JDP 1is that the
recipient will not wviolate any traffic related lawsy the
state®s attorney will be authorized to seek cancellation of a
JOP if there is a violation. It clarifies that the state's
attorney has a right to participate fully in a hearing on a
petition for a JUDPy, requires the defendant who is found
guilty of DUI to undergo drug and alcohol evaluation as a
condition of requesting disposition of supervisione It
requires the peace officer to confiscate a JDOP if the holder
is arrested for DUI. It is a clean—up bill. HWe are and have
beeneeeswill continuz to work with the Secretary of State's
Offices I expect that there may be additional changes but
only with the agreement of the Sacretary of State's Office,
and I would solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? If noty the question issy shall
Senate Bill 192 passs Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed Naye The voting is open.a Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the

recorde. On that questions the Ayes are 59y the Nays are
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noney none voting Present. Senate Bill 1-9-2 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passede.
Senate Bill 200, Madam Secretary. The Order of Senate Bills
3rd Readingy Senate Bill 200.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 200.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the billa.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Holmberge
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank yous Mrs President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee. Senate Bill 200 is the legislation concerning re-
porting of state financed incentives to foreign firmse It
had considerable debate on 2nd readingy was amended and
reamended and I would like to commend both the ©DCCAy the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs and the IMA for
their help in putting together what is now an agreed amend—
mente They now stand in full support of Senate Bill 200 as
does the TIllinois Federation of Labore. The amendment
addresses Senator HMaitland's concerns over the inclusion of
US firms by exempting those firms from the scope of the Acte.
It requires ©DCCAy if practicaly to include in its economic
development study the following things: the number of direct
and indirect jobs gained and lost, the effect on 1local and
regional competition within the industry and the relationship
of the fiscal cost of fiscal returns for units of government.
It requires DCCA to transmit an economic impact study four
times a year to the General Assemblyy, to the €£conomic and
Fiscal Commission and to the Governore. I have also receivad
assurances that next—day information summaries will be avail-
able following the consummation of any kind of incentive
package to any member of the General Assembly from the Legis—

lative Services Office of DCCA«. 1It's doubtful if anyone up
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to now has had the base of information that would allow us to
have an objective look at what these incentives are actually
doing for economic development in Illinoise. Jobs creatzad
through the front door of taxpayer financed incentives are
certainly politically populary but if we cannot measure the
jobs lost out the back door by industry that is..s.excess
capacity or foreign competition, w2 will never know if this
cornerstone of the administration®'s economic development
policy is actually workings Everyona here goes to th= ribbon
cuttings none of us esver goes to the plant closinge Informa—
tional mechanisms have been set in place in such policy areas
as health care and educations yats up until nows no mechanism
existed for the fastest growing agency in State Government.
This amendment takes a very small step towards gathering the
type of information needed to hold our State Government
accountable for 1its actions in this {important -economic
development areas and ! ask for your support on this impor—
tant piece of legislatione.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Discussion? If nots the question 1isy shall
Senate Bill 200 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questionsy the Ayes are 59...0n that ques—
tiony there are 59 Ayesy no Nayss none voting Present.
Senate Bill 200 having received the required <constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. Senate bills 3rd reading is
Senate Bill 203y Madam Secretarye. Read the billy please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 203.

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

Senator Netsche
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. President. Senate Bill 203 as introduced
was very close to being a vehicle billy it did do one thinge.
It provided that.e.sthe equalized assessed value of a parcel
real estate is 1less than a hundred and fifty dollars, the
county clerk "may"™ rather than "shall" declare imposition and
collection of taxes not nescessary. The amendment that was
added on the Floor was requested by thesee.cssentially by the
YMCAs and what it did was to attempt to «clarify what thay
felt hadeseshould have been their tax status right along as
not—for—profit corporations and made it clear that all of
theirsesetheir property whan they are providing services
related to the goals of educationaly social and physical
development will be subject to tax exemption as they thought
it always has been although they have been disputed in part
by the Department of Revenuee. Iteesthe bill also makes clear
that if there are any assessment years that are actually in
litigation that this bill will not affect theme« I don't like
to do that by Statute and the bill does not do thate. The
bill is requested by the YMCAs throughout Illinoisy is par—
ticularly important to one 1in Peoria and one ineeosin
Rockfordes I[It's requested by the Jewish Federations by United
Way and I would solicit your supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate dill
203 passe Those in favor will vote Ayes. Those opposed Navye
The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony the Ayes are 59y the Nays are noney none
voting Present. Senate Bill 203 having received the required
constitutional majority 1is declared passede Top of page 4,
205+ Senator Netsche On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Readings Senate Bill 205, Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 205.

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

«seSenator Netsche.

SENATOR NETSCH:

T*d be happy to take the same roll call on this one.
Thank yousy Mre Prasidznty this one is slightly more con-
troversiale This is the partial public financing of the cam—
paigns of Governor and Lieutenant Governor in the State of
Illinoise The bill except for a few minor changes iSeesas
the Legislature passed it last Session and it was admittedly
vetoed by the Governore. HWhat it does is to provide for a
checkoff on income tax returns and to create a matching fund.
When a candidate for Governor or Lia2utenant Governor has
qualified by raising at least one hundred thousand dollars in
contributions of five hundred dollars or lessy thensseand
chooses to accept public finmancingy then that candidate will
begin to receive a dollar—for—dollar matching up to the
limits that are specified in the billy and those limits are
expenditures of one million dollars in the primary and a mnil-
lion and a half in thes general. The bill also puts limits on
the amount that may be contributed to candidates of one thou-—
sand dollars per individual, five thousand dollars per cor—
porationy union or PAC andy gquite importantly, alsoy it
limits the amount of personal funds that a candidate may wuse
to finance his or her campaigne Andy in additiony it puts
expendituresesit limits on the amount that can be expended in
the gubernatorial campaignse 1 want to point out one very
important thing that neither of those latter two restric—
tionsy the amount of personal funds that can be used or the
cap on expenditures can be done except in the context of par—
tial public financinge. That is the Supreme Court decision

ofeseseveral years ago in Buckley versus Falaoy so that this
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is really the only way that we have to address a couple of
problems that I think have really become the cancer of our
elective system and that is the amount of money...the amount
of money that has to be raised'bv candidates for major public
offices which I think is a disservice to tham as well as to
the publics the amount that is spent which I think has become
obscene in our gubernatorial campaigns as well as in many
otherses It is not perfect solution to all of the problems of
financing publicesemajor elective officesy but it is the only
thingeesethe only thing that anyone has been able to think of
that does restrict the amount of special interest money that
goes into campaigns and that begins to put some Kkind of a
limit on the amount that is collected and spente I think it
is an extremely important principlees I would be happy to
answer questions and would obviously like your supporte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Welly Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senates
I'meeeunalterably opposed to this bille I don't feel that
taxpayers should pay for the cost of the gubernatorial elec—
tionss They would cost them about three and a half million
dollars and leeslasasl just don*'t feel right about it at all.
We have been having checkoffs ofe.eefor really worthwhile pur—
posesesscomes to elactionsy I think we should pe on our owne
I don't think this 1is the right way to go and you're not
going toeeethe fact that they spend a lot of moneyy wWe can
raise ity finey, if we can'tssebuteceyour candidates haven't
had any problem raising any moneys S0 I'deseI’d like to says
I*'m opposed to the bill and I hope I have enough votes
against ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonalde

SENATOR MACDONALD:
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Thank youy Mre President. Welly it*s that annual time
again and my good friends Senator Natschy and I differ on
this particular issue very deeplye. For the reasons that
Senator Geo—Karis stated and for the principle of not having
individualseesestaxpayers have to put their money forward to
possibly campaign and put thee.esscampaign that they may not
want to even though it*s a checkoff systems lessel just think
the whole2.ssthe whole idea just flys in the face ofese0f what
this country is all about and I'm unalterably opposed to this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Netsch may
close.

SENATOR NETSCH:

eesthank youy Kre President.s The idea is really not new
thoughs Senator facdonalde We have been doing it at the
presidential level for some time and I don't think that any-
one feels that it's destroyed the system at that level. In
additiony there are by now some seventeen other states which
do provide for some combination of checkoff and partial
public financingy and for the states that are somewhat simi-
lar to ours like Michigan and New Jersey it has worked very
welles What it does is a couple of thingsy it puts a premium
on collecting largere.<.«or..ssmaller contributions from a
larger number of peoplee. It reduces the reliance on spacial
interest contributions and it generally puts a cap on the
amount of money that is spenty and I think most of our con—
stituents are really getting very upset when they read about
eight million dollar campaigns for a statewide office of
which some sixty percent may come from special interests.
That is not the best way for our free elective system to pro—
ceeds This is aesea process that at least meets a large
number of those problems and 1 would strongly urge a Yes

vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte The question isy shall Senate Bill 205 passe.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed 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
recorde On that questions, the Ayes are 31y the Nays are 24,
1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 205 having received the
required constitutionalesemajority is declared passede
Senate bills 3rd readingy Senate 3ill 207y Senatore...Hadam
Secretaryy read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate 3111 207.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICZR: ({SENATOR DENMUZIO}

Senator Joycees
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 207 would set up a vocational boardy state run
that would take «control over postsecondary vocational edu—
cation in the City of Chicago. Actually, what we are talking
about here is Washburn Trade Schools and to understand thiss
you have to understand a little bit of the history of HWash—
burn Trade School. Washburn Trade School is the school where
the craft apprentices attend.s.ecraft apprentices in the Cook
County area and at one time there were over thirty craft
unions being trained at HWashburn Tradee. Had a.e.enationwide
reputation for excellences constantly people would come and
tour and review what was going on there and take it back to
their own systeme. Washburn Trade Schools as we speak hear
todays has only six craft unions left. If somethinge.esedoes
not happens WHashburn Trade School will not be operating at
least as we know Washburn Trade School with craft apprentice

programs next yeare Theeseelseoe]l suppose to understandese.<for
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you to understand where I'm coming from on this or what the
genesis of this 1legislation 1is it is necessary for you to
understand how this came to me. And very simplyy the elec—
tricians at Washburn Trade School in electrician class which
is probably the finests.seis the finest in the country,
there®s no question on ity Ieesl don't think anyone ineesin
the country would dispute thats the electrician's program ran
into a conflict with the Chicago Board of Education and it
centered on instruction and instructors and on programs but
primarily on the assignmant of two instructors who were by
alleesalmost everyone's estimate or opiniony they were not
really qualified to be theres The wunion peopley the
apprentice programeeeshouldn®t say union people because the
apprentice program is run by the <contractors and thee.ssand
the unione They pro—offered two other instructors who were
qualifiedy they engaged in a series of discussions with the
Urban League and with some people from the Chicago Board of
Educations that has gone nowheres I have gotten involved in
those discussionse. I*ve had a meeting with the representa-
tives of the Urban Leagues we have tried to come to some type
of asesssome type of a decision on this that would permit this
thing to continuey we have gottan nowheresesup to this pointe
It is my hope that between nowe.esif I can get this out of
here between now and the day that Speaker Madigan would
decide that he would not call this or whatever, that we could
come to some type O0fesenf aNesean understandinge
It*Seecit’Seecsit?seasrcallyy, it's Jjust a shame thate...that
this institution is going through this and that it is not
going to be theres Everyones...all the crafts are moving out,
there are six left and it's all because 0fese0f thiseeesof
these historical problems and it is not one—sidedy there's no
question about thate 1t has historically not been one—sided,
I don*'t disputz thats but we are dealing with this now and to

say that HWashburn should close or to say that this 1is not
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goingessit Just doesn*t make any senses So I would ask for
your support on that basise
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Is there discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre. President. 1 rise in opposition to Senate
Bill 207 and rise reluctantly. Senator Joyce and I have bezn
talking about the Washburn Trade School and I agree with him
that it should not <close. Howevery, I have a little bit
different version of its history. The crafts have pulled out
of Washburn Trade School because they wanted to pull oute.
They preferred pulling out to doing the opposite of what
Wweeeewe have been requesting and the pullout was a response
to some of the pressure from down here. The fact is that
Chicago youngsters have not been able to get into Washburn
Trade School only a few have been.eesbeen admitteds It
doesn*'t have a real recruiting programe It distributes some
literature and if a kid can pick it upy he might be able to
get in but that's verv..eit's a rare occasions Thoseessesthose
crafts that chose to move out of Hashburn chose to move out
because it didn't want to comply. Any Chicago school ought
to be available to Chicago kids first of all and if there is
some residual reason for bringing vyoungsters in from the
opposite sidey then thate.esethat's fine and let me tell vyou
somethinge I wish I could get your attention on this because
there®'s some very important things going on and they have to
do with the 2rosion of a tax basee. So those of us who are
concerned about a taxy I°'d like to get your attention for
just a moment. Downstates your vyoungsters in high school
build houses as an exercise for high schools. One of the ways
that 1 got into thise.es.this area at all was 1 read about one
of those high schools that had been built and I thought it
was a wonderful ideasy but I wondered then why some of those

were not being built by my youngsters in Chicago whera we
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have the need and where the need for rehabilitation and so
forth is intense. Upon investigationy it turns out that our
youngsters are barred from doing ity as a matter of facts and
the Board of Education was reluctant to take any such actione.
Going farther, we look at the HWashburn Trade School which is
the outlet and which is the trade's training institution that
was run by the crafts up until that pointe. e found that,
first of ally we could not get information out of that insti—
tution. I have letters from them when I asked them for
simple enrollment and graduation certificates that they wrote
back to say wa're not required to keep statistics 1in that
fashione. He went furthery we went to the Faderal Government.
We went to the Federal Government and asked them to give the
statisticse We got a runaround from the Federal Govarnmentes
Iteeeturned out that we had to go through the Freedom of
Information Act in order to g2t normal statistics that every-
one keepse Soy the fact of the matter is that this isn*t the
animal that it ought to bees Were it the training institution
that was serving kids of the City of Chicagoy I would cer—
tainly not be wup here in opposition to my colleaguey, but
that?*s the fact of lifes So.e.if we now put a state board as
an imposition between the training process and the youngsters
who ought to get ity that won't be an improvement at ally as
far as I can see. A city board would be the natural vehicle
for this to happene So I stand in opposition to this bill on
those reasons. Thank youy very muche Urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If noty Senator Jeremiah Joyce may
closes.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

eeoel would just say this that I have gone firsthandy I°'ve
gone to these apprentice meetingse I have talked to these
minority students that are in the programe. You have a pro—

gram where there are people who are involved in ity who are
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dedicatedy they are making a good faith effort to comply with
what the law requirese. Huch of what Senator Newhouse has
said has a historical basise. There®s no question that there
have been omissions and errors in the pasty but here you have
a program and people involved in a program who want to con—
tinue and want to do the right thingy and all I'm saying is
if we don't do somethingy this program is going to
closeesesldashburn will close and no one is going to gain from
thate So I would ask for your supporte

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZTIO)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 207 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye. The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde {(Machine cutoffl..oquestiony the Ayes are 46y the
Nays are 8y none voting Present. Senate Bill 207 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede (Machine cutoffleeeBill 212. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 212. Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (#MRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 212.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Zitoe.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank yous Mre President and members. Senate Bill 212 is
a bill to allow municipalities to levy a tax that will be
sufficient and only sufficient to pay for the cost of provid—
ing health insurance including re2serves for self—insurance to
the employees or retired employeas of that specific munici-
palitye. This has come to me through some negotiations and
some meetings and through the organization of the Hest Subur—
ban Mayors ofe.esof Cook and some of the collar counties to

try to combat with the...the problem of rising costs of medi-
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cal insurancee. I would add several points thaty Ay this is
permissive language. What it says is we will put this 1in
tandem with the 1legislation we have already givensssor the
levy we have already approved for municipalities for their
unemployment insurance costs and pension funds for police and
firemens You knowy Federal legislation was passed in Con—
gress last year or the year before that really has driven the
local cost of health insurance for municipal employees up by
permitting spouses and dependent children of employees who
are covered by group health plans to continue those benefitse.
Secondy Teeael want to point out that the levy cannot surpass
the actual cost of health insurance exactly as the legis—
lation was passed for pension funds and the unemployment
insurancese. There's only two more points I want to make in
my opening comments. The first is that when we talked in the
last General Assembly about combating the rising cost of
insurances for both our constituents and municipalitiesy I
don*t believe we adequately addressed that insurance <crisise.
We saw a number of pieces of legislation, we debated it
extensively on the Floor of this Senatey but we really didn*t
do much to bring that cost down for the consumers back home
and more importantly for the units of local governmente. dut
I can't help but remember the debate and all of us at one
point or another jumped up and said where*s the Illinois
Municipal ULeague on this? Where's the Park District League
andeesand somz of the othar units of local government, have
they signed off on this concept for insurance? UHe were
acutely aware of the problems that municipalities are faced
with then with insurancey not to compound their problems or
the thought of the problems with the shrinking Federal
dollarsy state dollars. I know I'm asking something that®'s a
little difficult I guess to doe. Several days ago thoughs you
helped me pass Senate Bill 186 which provided our constit-

uents a little relief on the taxe...on the tax of the wutility
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billes and several of vyou had suggested that maybe we were
being hypocritical if we passed 186 becausz all we like to do
is give tax incentives or tax breaks to our constituents and
don't make up anywhere for the local unit of government to
recoup those lossese Helly I have the courage to introduce
212 I think it*'s theesssa good step forward to say that we
will give permission to units of local government that on a
local 1level want to make those tough decisions to raise that
needed money. I'm fearful if we don't pass legislation 1like
Senate Bill 212+ we will be back here dealing with municipal-
ities that <cannot afford polica protection and fire pro—
tectiony and I would submit to you that®'s a much greater risk
and a question that should not bes...come before this Senate.
Be happy to answer any questions and would appreciate your
support of Senate Bill 212.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank yous very muche. Will the sponsor yield for a ques—
tion?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yieldy Senator Fawelle.
SENATOR FAWELL:

eeeSenatory could you tell mey does this really consti-—
tute a.sea tax increase without either a frontdoor or a
backdoor referendum?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Zito.
SENATOR Z1IT7Q:

Wells Senatory I'1l1 answer that honestly. Thare is no
provision for referendum at all and I'm going to tell you
whye UHWhen I talked to Senator Watson about our package of
bills that...for the township task forces I suggested that

the best referendumee.ocat least my feeling is the best refer—
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endum is those on a local level of back door where the local
municipal officials need to explain through public hearings
to their individuals in their communities of why ares.e.why
they need additional dollars or why they don*t need addi-
tional dollarse. What Senate Bill 212 says iss we will perait
units of local government to go back to their constituents,
their townsy their cities and sayy looks folksy as we have
done for pension plans and we.esas we have done for the unem—
ployment insurance costsy we're asking you that we levyeeeso
we don't have to take those precious dollars out of General
Revenue Fundy we will 1levy for the exact cost of health
insurancess There is no voter approvaly voter referendum
outside of the participation that 1 would hope would be
engaged between the local elected officials and thateesstheir
constituentse.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawelle.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youe Thaty I'*m afraids leads to my second ques—
tion. 1Is there any tax limit on this?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Zitoe.

SENATOR ZITO:

Welly the tax limit is simply thate...that the cost or the
asking of the tax would not surpass the actual cost of the
health insurancee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Welly to the bill thene You knowy your idea is laudable
and I understand what you're doing and I did support vyou in
committee. Unfortunatelysy thoughsy you knowe I wish we had
some kind of a referendum on thise If you could give me your

word that if you got it over in the House that you would put
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a referendum on ity I could continue to support it because 1
think it is needede I don*t think there's anye.sesany doubt
about ity but I think you'’re going to have a very difficult
times very franklys getting it out of this Assembly without
some Kind of aeee0f a referendum andeesand I would prefer a
front door.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I'1lleeoI'll be briefe I think
that I°'d 1like to make several remarkse First of ally tha
sponsor mentioned that we have done this for other forms of
insurance and he's right about that butsy of coursey there is
a difference and the difference is thats..e.that government
mandates that cities must carry workars*' compensation and
unemployment compensation insurancey, and it was for that
reason and the rapidly escalating costs of those coverages
that the Geoneral Assembly allowed a special levy to pay those
costses The fact of the matter is that health insurance costs
are generally beginning to trend downe. As we begin to con—
trol hospital costs andeesand other medical expensesy many
health insurance plans have seen cost reductionssa The other
point that ought to be made is thats yesy this iss of course,
a tax increase without referendum.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jacobse.
SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank yousy Mre Presidente I*'d just like to make a couple
of commentsy if I coulde First of alle I guessy leeel would
say to Mre Schuneman that if it was mandated by the Senate
and by the statey then where's the money? Because it's sure
not being paid for by the state. Secondlys I don®t knows I
guess maybe a lot of the Senators here should look at their

local officials andes.and maybe kick some of them out,



PAGE 289 — MAY 22y 1987

because in our area regardless of what people thinky even
though the state allows for a tax increases our area is very,
very careful about whether they are going to go through with
a tax increase or note And justs finallye to the billessor
in relation to the billy as we stated unemployment and
workmen®s compes wWithout the provision given by the state to
pass that ons many of the cities in our area would have went
bankrupt and I don®t really like to urge for referendumeesor
bills that do not contain a referendumy but I think in some
of these issues that are not controllable and insurance is
definitely one of those that is not controllables and I would
disagree with Mr. Schuneman...or Senator Schuneman that the
cost of the health insurance is going downs our®s is still
going upe
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If noty Senator Zito may close.
SENATOR ZITO:

Welly iHr. President and membersy thank you, I appreciate
ite I realize that it would be difficult and I knew that a
number of you would Jjump up and scream about no frontdoor
referendum to the voters. 3ut let me suggest to vyou two
thingse Number oney we have already established precedent in
this state to allow units of local government to do exactly
the same thing fore...unemployment insurance costs and the
pension funds for policemen and firemen. Nowy I know it may
be a difficultee.a very difficult concept buty Senator
Schunemany, the health costs aren*'t going down in this state,
you know that and I know thate They®*re not trickling downy
they*re trickling wupward. We did not sufficiently address
the insurance crisis in this state several years ago as we
promised we woulds and [’m going to tell you somethingy every
one of our local mayors has said thats looky we cannot afford
any more money out of the General Revenue Fund to pay for

some of these mandatede.s.we do not want to be confronted with
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the loss of fire and police protectione. We need to
affordeesswe need to be able to find a mechanism to afford
this; and it*'s kind of like the Fram oil filter commercialy
either pay it now or pay it latere because if they don't get
the tax or the levy and be able to do that on a 1levy rather
out of the General Revenue funde I would submit to you that
those taxes are going to go up anyway because sooner or later
it*s got to be paide I would ask for your serious consider—
atione. I don't think this is hypocriticale I think it's a
good step forward to show that we're willing to permit local
units of government to continuee Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 212 passe Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nays The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony therz are 12 Ayesy 38 Naysy 5 voting
Present. Senate Bill 212 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority 1is declared 1loste 216,
Senator Marovitze On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading

is Senate Bill 216. Read the billy Mr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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REEL 8

ACTING SECRETARY: (ifRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 216.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank vyous very muchy Mre. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 216 dzals with an issue that probably
have heard more complaints about from my constituents than
any other issue and that is the.eo.the monthly service charge
which appeared on our wutility bills not too 1long agoe.
According to the stated policy of the Illinois Commerce
Commissiony the fixed monthly customer or facility®'s charge
is supposed to be based on the cost of the metery the meter
readings the billing and the customer service; howevery, the
Commerce Commission has allowed some of the wutilities to
increase their monthly service charge far beyond the reason-—
able levels in order to absorb the cost of nuclear plant con-—
structions High monthly service charges hurt senior citizens
and low volume userse. This bill limits the monthly customer
charge to fair and affordable 1levels and will lead to a
reduction in the monthly charge for Edison and Illinois Power
customers. The service charge for those of vyou who don't
know is a flat monthly fe= paid by utility customers over and
above the charge paid for thz2 usage of electricity. 1It's
known also as a customar facility's charge and the access fze
is paid monthly even if the customer uses no gas or no elec—
tricity service; even 1if they use no service at all, it's

paide Over the last four yesars in the variety of casesy the
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Commerce Commission has steadily raised the monthly searvice
chargee. Let me give you an example. The Common—
wealthe.so.customer charge Ffor homeowners has been raised in
several installmentsy get thisy from a dollar ninety—four
ineselet m2 seey [ think that's 198leeel1982+csDecember of
1982y a dollar ninety—four to eleven dollars and thirty—one
centse. That?'se.sea dollar ninety—four to eleven thirty—one
just for the service charges...the access charge. The Com—
merce Commission approved this series of incr2ases based on a
Commonwealth Edison cost study whicheeecalculated the cost of
customer services for new customerseeenew customersy
nonexisting customers. Nowy the study that they based this
increase on assumed that all customers should pay as if
everyone received a brand new mater and a brand new service
line. CU3 has estimated that the current charge allows
Edison to alloweesto collect four and a half times more money
than it actually spends on providing customers with meters
and service 1linese. The high monthly customer charge hurts
consumers in three waysy and these are my last three pointse
First of ally small wusersy like senior citizens or single
peoplessssingle—person households pay higher bills than they
would with a reasonable monthly customer charge. The sm311‘
user is hit the hardest.s A high service charge disguises the
actual cost of electricity usagea If theeseif the monthly
charge was set at a reasonable levely the kilowatt hour
charge would be somewhat higher but people would work hardar
to conserve energy andy thereforey see a greatereessavingse
Theesesthe fact isy there®s no incentive to conserve at all
because the highesshigh charge heree« And lastlys the monthly
chargessseapproved by tha ICC are based on inflated estimates
of the cost of the metersy meter reading and the service
drope This is a very reasonable bill and it just tells the
Commerce Commission tos...to base thesesthe service charge on

the actual cost of the metersy the meter reading and the
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service drop or tﬁe service lines to residents and the
service operationsy don®'t hide the cost of thes2 expensive
nuclear plants in a monthly service charge; andy againe it's
gone from a dollar ninety—four to eleven...eleven and a half
dollars in about three vyears and that's ridiculouse. I
solicit your Aye votee
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Welly thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. I rise in opposition to this bill because
under this legislationsy in my.esearea and my districty it*s an
automatic increase of feese. In Central Illinois Public
Servicey right now we have a four dollar and fifteen cent
service charge and it will have to beeseit will increase to
eight to ten dollars; for gas it's four dollars and
seventy—-nine cents and it also will increase to eight to ten
dollarsy and I'm not sure yours.e.evyou had all your figures and
all dealing with Commonwealth Edisony, Senator Marovitz, but
what about the other utilities in the State of Illinois?
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Helly thank yous very muchsy Mr. President and members of
the Senate. Senator Donahuey you were right on targete..sand
that's a good place to starte You get downstatey, vyou got
away fromessfrom that one particular utility companys, it does
have some very adverse effects onsseand all the rest of us in
this state. First of ally theeessthe Legislature has noeseno
businessy in my judgments gatting into thateesesthat branch
andeseand the Commerce Commission 1is ae.e.equasi-judicial
branch of government and we need not legislate to that and I
think that’s wrong; but the fact of the matter isy these

companies that are.s..that are charging the access fees are
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charging them for a reason and they're charging it for
thoseeesthose fixed costs andessand it®s a level figure. Let
meeeslet me recite to you how it would affect my districte
Illinois Powar now has a ten dollar access or facility
charges It would probably be taken back to about four
dollarse. For an average farmer...keep in mind once that ten
dollars goes to four dollarsy that cost then will be added to
the kilowatt hour costy so the companies that use a lot of
power are going to find that their kilowatt hour is going to
go upy it*s a facteesI meany it's a fact of 1lifes we know
it*s going to happene For a farmer who's drying grainy who
has a bill thate...that is in the neighborhood of twenty-five
hundred dollars a vyeary you can see it raise about three
dollarsy admittedly.e..that's a guesstimatey Senator Harovitz,
but these are concerns we havee. The access chargeesessthe
facility charges are there for a reasone. It*'s workinge He
need not legislate that issue at all.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Davidsone
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Sorrye I rise in opposition to the bill for the very
same thinge. You may have a problem with your constituency
wi th Commonwealth Edison but you're about to
doubleeestripplescequadruple in one instance in the area that
we live iny Central Illinois Public Service and Central Illi-
nois Light which cover all of my district except what the REA
doesy they presently have had their rates level for four
yearse 1It's four—fifteen for electricity for Central Illi-—
nois Lightsy four seventy—nine for gass it*ll go to eight to
ten. Central Illinois Public Service is three eighty—eight
for electricityy it*'1l1l go nine to ten because there®s nose<no
provision for the Commerce Commission except one which may
get some of your peopley Northern Illinois Gas is a dollar

ninety—six for gas right nows will go to eight dollars *cause
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this bill doesn't allow the Commerce Commission any latitude
other than that, it's going to go up and I urge everybody to
vote No or Presente.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy thank yous Mre Presidente. I find it quite
interesting that the folks on the other side of the aisley
Senator Maitlandeseparticularlys vyou're up all the time on
bills that affect Commonwealth Edison and you never fail to
defend them in this Chambery but now wheneesewhen we're
talking about something that...that Commonwealth £dison cus-—
tomers are paying more fors you're up being very concerned
abouts.eethe customers in the southern part of this statee. 1
think that's a 1little incongruouse. IeeaI see folks over
there constantly sayingessvoting to give Commonwealth Edison
raises and defending them all the timesy but then when the
opposite comes aroundy they stand up to defend their own
areas that®'s what we do over here quite a bit of the time but
we never get any help over there ande...and now you're so con-—
cerned about vyour own folksy why aren't you concerned about
ours once in a while? Sos I thinks you knowsee.o.first of all,
I don*t know why the Commerce Commission gave the.s.e.gave
Commonwealth Edison more than they asked fore I meansy that
just doesn*'t make a whole lot of senses SO0 Ieeeyou Kknowy I
thinkeesI think it*s justes.let's be fair about this for a
changes Let’s all try and help one another instead ofe.e.cyou
knowe you're all very protective when it's.ssin your court,
but when it*'s in ourss you don't hesitate a bit to jump all
over us andeesandse.sand help the utility companiese. Soy I
think we ought to be faire.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? If noty Senator Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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Welly 1 want to correcteeecertainly aecesasesan incorrect
statement that was made and that iseee.if this bill passes,
there*ll be an automatic increase. Nothing could be further
from the truth and I would dispute that. There will be no
automatic increase. There cannot be an automatic increase.
Anybody on that side of the aisle should know that if there's
going to be an increasey any power company has to go before
the Commerce Commissiony as you admity and ask for an
increase and justify that increase. There 1is no automatic
increase as Senator Donahue intimateds Nowy second of all,
certainly there may be a rationale for a service charges but
the fact isy the rationale should not be to hide the cost of
nuclear power plants and that®s what's been happeninge. The
fact 1is that these same powar companies that you were con—
cerned aboutsy they can go in right nowy todays, and ask for an
increase with or without this bille All we're saying isy if
there®s going to be aeesasesa service chargey a customer
chargey limit that charge to what thee..ewhat the Commerce
Commission says it's fory to the actual cost of the mater,
the meter readingy the billing and the customer charge,
that's all this bill says and I solicit your Aye votes
PRESIDENT:

Question 1ises shall Sanate Bill 216 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opens Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. an
that questiony there are 32 Ayess 24 NaysSy 3e2e2 voting
Presente. Senate Bill 216 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. 221. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 221. Read the
bille Mre S=cretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRa HARRY)

Senate 8ill 221.

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

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As you're awarey this yzar we're viewing various
options in terms of what should be our banking structure
vis—a—vis the rest of the natione. We've had four options.
Option oney which is always to do nothinge Option twos which
is the House versiony if it*'s sent to usy it's an immediate
nationwide trigger next year. Option threey which 1is the
Senate version that we sent there that says a nationwide
trigger late ninety. This bill is option number foure. What
it says is slowly and selzctively expand our region with
states that we have something in common with. This billsy as
you've noticedy sponsored by myself, Senator Rock and Senator
Zito is that fourth option. The final solutiony nos I*m not
arguing it is or is note What we're saying isy we'd like to
continue the discussion in terms of what should be the
statusy do we want to go to wide open national trigger
immediately, several years down the roady selectively
advanced like this? Those are the three options that take
action. The fourth option which is nothing is something that
can be donese.eby the end of this Session. I would solicit
your Aye vot=.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Geo—Karise.
SENATOR GED—KARIS:

Welles Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey I rise to speak against this bille We already passed
Senate B8ill 990 whiches I thinky can answer the questions
because it has a trigger date uUp to0«+s1990 and glives the
chance to all of our banks to get themselves in order and

gear themselvas up for the changae. 1 don't think this bill
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is the proper vehicle and I rise to speak against ite
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Keats may closee.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank yous HMre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. T conclude by saying this is one of the four options
we offera This is a medium range one rather than go
foreeefour years from now or the proverbial next weeks puts
us in the middley it's a gradual acte 1I'd appreciate your
favorable action on this so we might continue this discus—
sione Thank youe
PRESIDENT:

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 221 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony there are 25 Ayesy 30 Nayse 3 voting Present.
Senate Bill 221 having failed to receive the required con-—
stitutional majority is declared loste. 232+ Senator Luft.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingsy Senate Bill 232.
Read the bill, Madam Secretaryeesesiire Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (1R« HARRY)
Senate 3ill 232.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lufte.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank yous Mre President. Senate Bill 232 is a product of
the township officials and the State Board of Electionse. The
subject matter is the..e.is township caucusese The bDill set
fortheeesets forth a number of rules andee.snotice proceduras

that have to be in process; for exampley it givessssthere has



PAGE 299 — MAY 22, 1987

to be a thirty—day notice before a caucuss. The township clerk
must give notice to the chairman or members of the central
committee that are obliged to report the time and location of
the caucus. Twanty days before the caucus the township cen—
tral committee chairman of each party must notify the town—
ship clerk of the scheduled time. A fair and impartial lot-
tery shall be conducted ofs.eeof time and place if two or more
caucuses conflicte We established in the bill caucus rules.
We also established rules of participation and we established
who may or may not participate in the caucuse I would
attempt to answer any questions; if noty I would ask for a
favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schaffar.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Lufte in my part of the state we have gotten away
from caucuses and gone into township primariess Does this
bill in any way negate that power that we've had in the past
to opt to have a primary? As 1 understand the procedure that
existed in the laweses] believe exists in the lawy that the
party organization has to I think the DOctober before the pri-
mary request ae.sescaucus date to request a primarye Ouree.our
caucus iseesesonce you got to four or five thousand people in
the roomy they got a little unwieldye.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lufte I'm sorry.
SENATOR LUFT:

It does not impacte I think a township that has fifteen
thousand morese.e.or more voters can opt out to have a primarye.
This does not affect that at all.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? 1If not,

Senator Luft may close.

SENATOR LUFT:
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¥,

Just ask for a favorable roll..eroll cally please.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 232 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who Wwish? Take the records On that questions there are 57
Ayess no Naysy none voting Present. Senate Bill 232 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede 234 On the Order of Senates..«236y Senator Demuzioe.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings the middle of page
4y is Senate Bill 236. Read the billy Mre Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (#Re HARRY)
Senate Bill 236.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank yousy very muchs Mre Presidents This is asesanother
pension bille Sos it should come as no surprise that TIe..el
think our head pension expert on the other side of the aisley
I'm sures will be up asking me some questions relevant to
thise It is aeeea bill that 1is for the statesessteachers®
systemey state employeeses State University of Chicago teach—
ers'eeeit incorporates Senator Brookins®'sy mine, Senator
Jacobs'y Davidsony Weavers Vadalabeney, DunnseesRalph Dunnesesof
both 867 and B870e.eeand I would be delighted to attempt to
answer any of the questions that might be posede
PRESTIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank yous Yre Presidante. leseselI don*t plan to

address any questionsy 1 just want to make a few comments as

the designated hitter heree I will try to make these com
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ments as brief as possiblee This bill is one ofe.se.of those
six that all add up to the almost one billion dollars in
unfunded 1liability that we have been complaining abouts One
of the things that this bill does is recalculate the annual
cost—of-living increases for pensioners and it applies that
increase factor to the one—~time benefits that were awarded
just last vyears so that significantly increases the pension
costse A few of the other things that it doese it ©provides
in the state university system credit for two years of mili~
tary service even though that service may have beensesmay
have had no relation at all to the employment. In other
wordsy if somebody spent some time in the service at some
time and then 1later 1in 1life went ins.so.into teaching in a
state universitys they're going to give them credit for that
military time that they spent even though they may have never
intended even to become a teacher at the time they were in
the militarye Another thing that I think is strange
thateeethat we should be asked to do now is to postpone the
deadline for early retirement for downstate teachers from
June of 1990 to June of 1995. There are numerous reports
that indicate that about 1990 and thereafter there will be a
teacher shortagee. Now the reason we allowed this early
retirement for teachers was because there was.e..there was an
oversupply of teachers and we wanted to encourage teachers to
retire so the younger ones could take their place. WNowy at
aseshere w2 are in 1987 and they're wanting to extend a dead—
line which is still three years awayy and I think it'se.esit’s
wrongs I don't think we ought to do thate Another thing
that was of interesty and this is the last point I want to
makes 8 nNewWeeesa new benefiteeesthey now want to provide
service credit for Chicago teachers who are on sabbaticaly
andy you knowy w2 keep piling up these bills with newe.sonew
andsseand creative ideas from y2ar to year but they all cost

a lot of moneye I think we ought to hold this bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Welly I just wanted toseel guessy I don't knowsy for the
recordeesskind of frustrating. This is one of these compacted
bills with a half a dozen in theres Ie.ssl was the sponsor of
the original early retiremant bill for teachers and Iy obvi-
ouslys would very much like to see it continued. I think
it's been one of the success stories in Illinois education.
I look at some of the other things in the bill and I*m afraid
I can't support thosees Soy I guess I'm in the position of
being forced to vote against a dDill that I beliave in and
originally sponsoreds and this gets me back to my original
statement of a couple of days ago about compacted bills, and
while Tsseleeel believe what®s gone on in the House is where
the major excesses has been and Iesel think at that point I
mentionedseeincorrectly blaming staff on this side of the
Rotunda for compacting billse I meant the staff on the other
sides Staff on this sides I thinky is extremely competent
and has done a good job and been responsibley but this is the
classic example of onesseone or two good things with a bunch
of thingsy you knows you don't want to doy take it or leave
ite I*m for extending early retirements but if you give me a
take it or 1leave it situationy I'm sorrysy from now ony 1
leave it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Jonese.

SENATOR JONES:

Yesy thank vyous Mr. President. 1I°'d like for the record
to show that staff on this side of the aisle is quite compe—
tent as well and the staff on this side of the aisle followed
direction of the entire committee and Te.esI solicit a favor—

able vote very well on this bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Demuziosy vyou may closessohe requests a roll calle The ques—
tion ise shall Senate Bill 236 passe. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed will vote Nay. The voting is opens Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 31
Ayesy 1 Nayysy 24 voting Present. Senate Bill 236 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passeds Senator Schunemans for what purpose do you seek
recognition?

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Foreeefor a verifications H4r. Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

All righte. That request is in order. Senator Schuneman
has requested a verificatione Will the membears please be in
their seatse Mre. Secretarys, please read the affirmative
rolle.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

The following voted in the affirmative: Alexandery
Bermans Brookinssy Carrolly Collinsy D®Arcoy del Valley
Demuzios Dudycze Ralph Ounns Thomas Dunns Hally Holmberg,
Jacobsy Jonessy Jeremiah Joyces Jerome Joycesy Kellys Luft,
Marovitzy Newhousey 0'Daniel, Poshards Raicay Savickas,
Severnsy Smithy Vadalabenes Helchy Zitos Mre. President.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schunemans do you question the presence of any
member?

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Yesy Mre President, Jeremiah Joycee.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce iseeeSenator Joyce is visitinge
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Lufte.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Luft is in his seat.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator.eeBermane
PRESTDENT:

Senator Berman on the Floor? Senator Berman is wavingeee
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

That*s ally Mrees
PRESIDENT:

eseprofuselye. All right, the roll has been verifiede On
that questiony there are 31 Aya2sy 1 Nays 24 voting Presente.
Senate Bill 236 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passeds Senator Demuzioe.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

seesthank yous Mre. President. [ just wanted to point out
that I was the only one of the cosponsors of this bill that
stuck with ite My other two ran out on mee.essapparentlye
PRESIDENT:

241y Senator Welche. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 24l. Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR+ HARRY)

Senate Bill 241.

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

Senator Welche
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank yous Mre President. This bill would change the law
as to when a nuclear power plant could be constructed in the
State of 1Illincise There are two possible methods by which
one could be constructed; number oney if the director of the
Environmental Protection Agency finds that the Federal
Government has identified and approved a technology or means

for disposal of high—level waste or if this General Assembly
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specifically approves the constructione This billeeshas been
here before. It has passed out of the Senatey and I would
urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Is there any discussion? Senator Macdonalde.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank yous Mre President. Just very briefly. One more
time I would like to say that these are issues that belong
with the Commerce Commissions and I cannot see why this Gen—
eral Assembly is taking over the responsibilities and trying
to intrude wupon the dutiess 4We have neither the expertise
nor the time and I think that it is totally wrong for us to
take this approach andessI am opposed to this particular
piece of legislatione.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Welchy you wish to close?

SENATOR WELCH:

Mre Presidenty the Nuclear Regulatory Commissions a Fed—
eral commissiony basically has the authority to determine
when a power plant.sesa nuclear power plant <can be con—
structedy but let me just say that this 1s a very major
issue. This 1isn't the type of issue subh as rule making or
advertising or other system that should be left to the Com—
merce Commissione This is wvery importante. This affects
every single one of uses. When a nuclear power plant is built,
we've seen how costs get totally out of controles We've seen
howeesit affects the entire community. He®ve had debates
over taxing bills affecting utility plant areasy and ineesein
closingy I'd just like to say that this bill is supported by
both the Citizens® Utility Board as well as by the United
Mine Workersy, and 1 would urge a favorable votes
PRESIDENT:

Question 1ise shall Senate Bill 241 passe Those in Ffavor
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will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questiony there are 39
Ayesy 16 Naysy 2 voting Presente. Senate B3ill 241 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passedes 2424 S2nator Kelly. On the Order of Senate 8ills
3rd Readingy Senate Bill 242. Read the billy Madam Secre—
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 242.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 242 1is on the issue of day-camp counselor. It
exempts individuals serving as day—camp counselors from the
minimum wage lawe I mentioned that there was an agreement
reached by the Jewish Federations, the AF of L—CI0O and the
Department of tabory and we adopted an amendment which
deletes the provisions that allowed for the waiver of a
minor*s work permits. That®’s the agreement and I don't know
of any opposition and I would appreciate your supporte.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If nots the question isy
shall Senate Bill 242 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 58 Ayesy no
Naysy lesenone voting Presente. Senate Bill 242 bhaving
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passeds 252y Senator Topinkae On the Order of Senate Bills

3rd Reading is Senate Bill 252. Madam Secretarys read ity
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please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 252.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Topinkae.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy this bill which has kind of been juggled on and off
the Agreed Bill Liste.o.it's kind of minor I think amends the
Election Interference Prohibition Act to provide equal access
to public facilities by the two leading political partiese.
It is absolutely moot onsseon parties who ares.esesare not in
caucus towns and alsos tooy if a public facilityeeeifeosin a
municipalityse.eif they don*'t want to open it up to
eithereesepolitical partys theysesthey don't have tos and
that's ite.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? If nots the question iss shall Senate Bill
252 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye
The voting is opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. an
that questiony there are 56 Ayesy no Naysy none voting
Presente Senate Bill 252 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede 253y Senator Smithe
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate 3ill 253.
Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 253.

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

SENATOR SHITH:z
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Yesy Mr. President and members of the Senatey Senate Bill
253 I'd like to have recommitted to thee.sslommittecese
PRESIDENT:

The lady seeks leave of the Body to have Senate 35ill 253
recommitted to the Committee on Public Healthe Without
objectiony leave is grantede. 1It®'s so ordered. 2554 Senator
Smithe On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 255« Read the bills Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 255.

({Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 255 does just what the Calendar readse.
It came out of committee 9 to nothing and it was passed by
the Senate last year by a vote of 59 to nothinge The purpose
of Senate Bill 255 is to enhance the Federal Volunteer Pro—
gram for Senior Citizens and the state®'s Community Care Pro—
grame The bill further attempts to save the taxpayers money
by allowing volunteers to provida some of the services that
the state finances for respite carey homemaker care or
related servicess This bill does not affect this year's
fiscal year and it's only about seventy-five thousand
dollarse I certainly ask your supporte
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy Mre President and tadies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey I'm probably going to wind up voting for this bill as
I did committee because I think the idea is basically good;

howeverys what is oftentimes good in...in idea may not work
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in the process of being repealed right now because of the
cost involved. As amendedy the cost is probably around two
hundred thousand dollars a year. Agains I do appreciate what
Senator Smith is trying to doe She is a good sponsore
PRESIDENT:

The question 1iss shall Senate Bill 255 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there
are 50 Ayess S5 Naysy 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 255 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declarad
passeds Senator Barkhausen, 258y on the top of page 5.
Senator Weavery we've only got four more pages to goe Top of
page 5 on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 258 Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 258.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Barkhausene.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and membersy Senate Bill 258 amends Article
VIII of the Uniform Commercial Code to recognize and permit
uncertificated securities and to <create a set of rules to
provide for their transfere. This was an agreed bill 1in
committeey but ite.sesthe proponents of the legislation believe
it is important just to take a brief moment to clarify a mat—
ter of legislative intente A question has arisen as to what
is included witheeoewithin the definition of wuncertificated
security which 1is contained in the new Section 8-102 (1)B.
The definition says in part that an uncertificated security

is an interest in property or an obligation of the issuer®
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the transfer of which is registered upon books maintained for
that purpose by or on behalf of the issuer® and which is "of
a type commonly dealt in on security exchanges or markets.®
My understanding and our intent with this definition is that
it does not include interest and obligations that are traded
on commodity exchanges or markets for at least two reasonse.
Firsty such interest and obligations do not have an "issuer®
as that word is commonly used in the securities industry.
Secondy interest and obligations that are traded on commodity
exchanges are not "of a typa" traded on securities exchangese.
This 1is true even for commodity interest or obligations such
as foreign currency commodity options which are similar to
interest or obligations that are traded on securities
exchanges. Futures options and options on futures that are
traded on commodity exchanges are not "securities® in common
usage or under Federal lawe They cannot as a matter of Fed—
eral law be traded on security exchanges ore.ssmarkets and
theyy thereforey, cannot be "of a type®” commonly dealt in on
security 2axchanges. I thank you for your time and ask a
favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the ques—
tion 1isy shall Senate Bill 258 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. All wvoted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questiony there are 55 Ayesy 1 Nayy
none voting Presante. Senate 3ill 258 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede 275
Senator Kustrae. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings
Senate Bill 275, Read thz billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 275.

(Secretary reads title of bill})

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
is the Regional Airport Planning Authority bill. What started
out as a noise issue for four hundred and fifty thousand
residents around O'Hare has become a much more complicatad
set of issues involving an overcrowded airports near misses,
operational errors in the skies around O’Hare. What this
bill does is create a fifteen—member regional authority with
two major purposesa First of alls to review and approva
major capital improvements of two million dollars or more at
Chicago®s major airportsy this would include new runwayss
runway extensions, terminalse I think what we must realize
as we examine this issue is that the O*Hare of 1987 is not
the O'Hare that many of you grew up with in the Chicago arca.
It has been expanding over the years; between *81 and *85
alone there was a forty percent increase in air traffice
Passenger volume is expected to increase by sixty percent in
1992. O'Hare itself projects nine hundred and twenty thou—
sand operations by the year 2020. The number of operations
today at O*Hare is seven hundred and thirty—one thousand,
which means we have to find room someplace over the next
thirty years for another two hundred thousand flights to come
in and out of 0'Hare. Right not, aloney we're doing fifty
flights per hour every hour of the daye In peak boursy of
coursey it's a lot worsee Sos I think you can understand why
we're concerned. How do you expand an airport that is
already surrounded by peopley, by homess by businesses when
you bhave to find two bhundred axtra operations? The only
answer to thaty I guesss is to condemn more landy bulldoze
more neighborhoods and create more noise and more near misses
up in the skiess The second purpose of the Regional Airport

Authority is to act as a regional planning mechanism for the
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decision on a new airports what has been called a third air—
porte Thiseesthis authority can enable the development of
that new major third airport in the Chicagoese.regions but you
don*t have to take my word for thats that isy my word for thz
need for a third airporte. Congressman Richard Ourbin of
Springfield who serves on the Transportation Subcommittee of
the Appropriations Committee in Washington has cited several
reasons for the need for a third airport in the Chicago areae.
He saidy the long—term solution to Chicago's air safety prob—
lems includes a third major airporte Or maybe you want to
hear from the head of the Federal Aviation Administration,
Admiral Donald Engen. During a recent Congressional hearingy
he said that a third major airport is definitely needed in
the Chicago areae. Congressman Cardiss Collins called O'Hare's
skies increasinglyseeunfriendly. She was referring ta the
fact that the number of near misses last year in *86 numbered
somewhere around twenty—sixe Maybe what we ought to do is
look for a moment at who®s against an airport authoritye.
Milwaukee®’s Mitchell Field*s Airport directory Barry Batemany
recently t2stified before the Chicago Association of Commerce
and Industrys and he said that Milwaukee was the logical
place for a third airport andy therefores he was going to
oppose a Regional Airport Authoritye. Well, it didn*t take
the AFL—CIO long enoughe.ssvery long to figure out what was
going on. The Sixth District Cope Organization recognized
the competition from Milwaukee and in a recent position paper
supporting this legislationy they saidy “The potential for
serious economic damage to the region is poised right on our
own state’s borders by HMilwaukee's Mitchell Field." At this
timesy they are making a strong pitch for O%Hare overflow
traffice This could have a sarious jobs impacte Ladies and
gentlemeny the evidence is overwhelming in support of a third
airporte. The guestion then isy who will plan for it and who

will begin talking about ite Hhether you live underneath the
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approaches of this airport or whether you're Interested in
safetyy I urge your Aye votee 1°'11 be glad to answer any
questions.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Question isy shall Senate 3ill 275 passe
Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting
is opens Have 3ll voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question,
there are 33 Ayesy 22 Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill
275 bhaving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passede On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy
Senate Bill 276. Read the billy Hadam Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate 3ill 276.

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

Senator Hally for what purpose do you seek recognition?
SENATOR HALL:

Yesy I inadvertently made the wrong vote Hherze I'm
opposed to that bills Soy pleaseeas
PRESIDENT:

The record will so reflecte Senator Kustrae.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous HMre President. This bill is described right in
the Calendare. It limits the power of municipalities having
more than five hundred thousand people seeking to acquire
property by condemnation for airport purposes. What it says
that if you're going to go out 1into the suburbs and take
propertyy vyou have to get the parmission of the governing
authoritys I would ask for an Aye votee.

PRESIDENT:
Question isy shall Senate Bill 276 passe Those 1in favor

will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have
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all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the records On that questiony the Ayes are
35y the Nays are 224 none voting Present. Senate B8ill 2756
having failed to receive the required constitutional majority
is declared loste How ‘*bout preemption? You don*t care
about preemption? Ohseeeshould require thirty-six votes, no?
Senator Lechowiczs

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

That was the purpose of my lights I wanted to know how
many votes it requiredyeeel believe vyour ruling was abso-
lutely correcte.

PRESIDENT:

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill
29940279« Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeahe I would like to askeseis it in the billy Mr. Presi-—
dent?

PRESIDENT:

Wells what is in the.bill is what's on thee..s
SENATOR PHILIP:

esespecifically preempted in the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Welly itesciteeesit limits the power of a municipality of
more than five hundred thousand people. I meansy iteeeit’s
right on the face of it. Senator Philipe.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Yesy is it in the bill? I°'d like to see where it 1is in
the bille It doesn®t specifically do ite
PRESIDENT:

Welly aseeeas opposed to a bill like 374 where it spe—
cifically says we intend to preempty if you are taking away
the power of a municipalityy any municipality that*s a home
rule unity you are preemptings TIe.el don®t know what could

be much plainer than that. Senator Davidson.
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SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Parliamentary inquirye.
PRESIDENT:

Yesy sire
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Normally when we're looking ate..esat what®s going to take
a vote on a preemption..sin all the year®s 1I°'ve been heres
jt*'s either the quastion has been asked or it is has been
announced by the Chair prior to the taking of the vote that
this is a preemption and will take an extraordinary majority,
and since that was not asked or not stated by the Chaire I
would ask thatesethat T wouldeeseyizld to Senator Philips they
tell me.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente and I would like to refer to
Chapter 1, the general provisions, home rule units language
limiting or denying powers and it sayss "Unless there is spe—
cific language limiting or denying the power or functiony the
language specifically sat forths® andy quite franklys it does
note..e.does not do it in that bill.

PRESIDENT:

eeewelly the Chair is prepared to read the billy and it
sayse "No municipality may acquire by condemnation pursuant
to this section any real property located in another munici-
pality unless you have the approval.® Nows thee.eethe fact isy
that Chicago now has this authority and you're sayings noy
you don't have this authority. I don*t know whata...how
moree.eshow much more specific one can bes and we discussed
thisy by the way, when this bill was up 1last vyear and the
year before thate Yesy Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHONICZ:

Thank vyousy Mre President. I believe vyou made your
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rulingese
PRESIDENT:

Helly Teeeleeeleseyou knowe I'm not throwing anybody a
curve ball here. Senator Kustra was well aware that this was
preemptives Weesesyou knows thiseeesthis is not exactly new on
the horizon here. Senator Philipe.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank youy Mr. Presidente Ieeel would hope that some—
where along the line somebody would look at the Statutes and
read themy quite franklyes but w2eeeswe will be nice guyss it®s
getting 1lates but I would like to move to reconsider Senate
B8ill 275e.sshaving voted on the prevailing sidee.

PRESIDENT:

That is in order. Senator Philip having voted on the
prevailing side has moved to reconsider the vote by
whicheessSenate Bill 275 was declared passed. Senator
Davidson moves to have that motion lie upon the Table. All in
favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
ite Motion toeseto reconsideressemotion to Table prevailse.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate B3ill 279.
Senator Netschy are you ready? Read the bills Madam Secre—
tarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 279.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsche.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre Presidente This bill equalized the inter—
est rate for overpayment and underpayment of sales taxes.
When we did some shuffling around last Sessiony we ended up
with the Department of Revenue having to pay a lesser amount

of interest on overpayments by a taxpayer than is accorded to
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the taxpayer who has underpaide My recollection is that we
passed an equalization bill three times last Session and it
ended up in confusion in the House and so I think it never
really got resolvede. I think it is fair to equalize the
underpayment and overpayment and this does so at one percent.
Be happy to answer any questionse.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question iss shall Senate
Bill 279 passe. Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Nayes The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questions there are 56 Ayesy 1 Nays none voting
Presente. Senate BPill 279 having received the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passedes 299, Senator
Alexandere On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 299. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 299.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Mre. Presidenty Senate Bill 299 does not create<s.e.does not
create a new publication requirement. It merely conforms
that all elections shall <clarify the law with regards to
specimen ballots and the printing for electione I ask for an
Aye vote on this bille
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If noty the question isy
shall Senate Bill 299 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the recorde On that questionsy there are 47T Ayesy 4%
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Nayses none voting Presente Senate Bill 299 having received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passede
300¢ Senator Watsone On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 300. Read the bills Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 300.

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

Senator Matsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank yous Mre President. This bill was heard in the
Elementary and Secondary Education Committee and was on the
Agreed Bill Listey and 1 really know of no opposition and
don®t know why it wasn*'t on the Agreed Bill List foreesfor
today; bute anyways this simply establishes as..ea situation
at which the present law allows and provides for in lieu of
four half days two full days which may be devoted to parent—
teacher conferences and still count as days for pupil attend—
ances This wouldesebill would make those same provisions
apply to in—service training programs for teacherse This was
brought to my attention by a regional superintendent in my
area and ae.e.a principale It would give them more flexibil-
ity in planning in—service training programse Be glad to
answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If noty the question isy
shall Senate Bill 300 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questions there are 56 Ayess no
Nayses nona voting Presente. Senate 3ill 300 having received
the required constitutional majority 1s declared passed.

310y Senator Etheredgees On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
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Reading 1is Senate 3ill 310. Read the billsy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 310.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank youy Mre. President and tadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. What this bill does is to mandate programs for those
people in our school districts around the state that have
been identified as giftedes There are several people that
have said to me this is a great idea but your timing iseesis
terribley that it would be better if implementation of the
mandate were put offy and I am certainly sensitive to
thateeothat suggestion and would be prepared to delay the
effective date to that which 1is recommended by the State
Board of Educatione. 1I'd be very happy toe..s.to respond to any
questionse
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty tha question 1isy shall Senate
Bill 310 passe Those in favor vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon
that questiony there are 58 Ayesy no Naysse none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 310 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passedes 311ls On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 311. Read the bill,
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 311.

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

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHERZDGE:

Thank yous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates Back in 1963, when we established gifted programs in
Illinoise we established a reimbursement per teacher at a
rate of five thousand dollars and that figure has not changed
since 1963. What this bill does is to increase the reimburse-
ment to eight thousand dollars per teachere. I'd be happy ¢to
respond to questionse.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If nots the question isy shall Senate
Bill 311 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questiony there are 58 Ayesy no Nayss none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 311 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Topinkae.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 314.
Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 314.

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

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yess Mre. President and tLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey the Legislative Commission Reorganization Act of 1934
is amended to provide that members of the Citizens® Advisory
Councils appointed other than to fill a vacancy shall be
appointed for a two-year term and that all members*® terms
shall expire on February 1st ofsse2ach odd numbered vyeare.
This bill has been up and down on an Agreed Bill List and

it*s basically to get more people into the systeme
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PRESIDENT:

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate Bill
314 passe Those in favor vote Ayee. Opposed vote Naye The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that
questiony there are 58 Ayesy no Nayss none voting Praesente.
Senate Bill 314 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passeds 355y Senator Posharde. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 355. Read
the billy Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 355.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yess thank youy HMre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Mr. Presidenty there are some counties in the
state who are considering a regional jail authority to accom—
modate two or more of the countizas for purposes of more cost
effective and more efficient operations in their jailse This
bill will facilitate speedier and more cost efficient trans—
portation of prisoners and so ones We did amend the bill to
accommodate the objections to the bill earliers The bill now
reads that a person arrested will be taken before the nearest
and most accessible judge in that county of the arrest except
when such county is a participant in a regional jail author-—
ity in which event such person may be taken to the nearest
and most accessible judge irrespective of the county where
such judgesesepresidese. ITeeeol would ask for favorable sup—
porte
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question 1iss shall Senate
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Bill 355 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye. The voting is opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records.
On that questiony there are 59 Ayesy no Nayss none voting
Present. Senate 8ill 355 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Samy 339
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 359.
Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 359.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yesy thank youy Mre President and members of the Senatee
Senate Bill 359 amended makes various changes relating to the
Locals.selocal Library Act and the tibrary District Act. The
language that could have resulted in a tax increase without
voter referendum with the amendment has been removade The
Taxpayers® Federation has reviewed the bill as amended
andeeehaveo..esremoved their objections to the bill and I*d
appreciate a full...favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senpator Fawell.
SENATOR FAHELL:

Thank yous very muche I just want to tell my sidey this
bill is now in good shape. Theesethere is a front-door
referendum and I would solicit your Aye vote also.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate 8ill 359 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opens. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 55
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Ayess no Nayse 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 359 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passedes 368. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 368. Read the billy Madam Secretarys please.
SECRETARY:

Senate 3ill 368.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesy thank youy Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Let me say from tha outset that this 1is ae.e.e368 is a
billessattempting to deal with some of the problems of the
homeless mentally ill and disabled. While we®'ve taken out a
lot of thee.e.objectionable language in this bill through the
amendmenty this bill is still not in the form that...that we
wish it to bes and I can assure you that we are continue
working and negotiating on the bill and if it is not an
agreement with the department nor if the money come forth to
fund the community based systems for the homeless mentally
illy we will not move this bill out of the House. Our
committee has not completed their work yety so I'm asking
that we just pass the bill to the House. It will be held
thereeeeand you have my word on ite. Sos I°'1l ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESTIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Helly thank you, Mre. Presidente 1 was going to ask the
sponsor several questions becausey as she saysy I don't
believe this bill is in the kind of order thateeseofrankly, I
don*t think it should be passed out of the Senatee. There are

still a 1lot of questions on ite There are still a lot of
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things that have to be worked out and I dontt know that we
should be in the business of passing bills out of the Senate
that need as much work on as this oney but since we have her
word that she would not move it in the Housey [ guess it's up
to every individual to decide how they want to vote on ity
but as it ise it is not a good bille.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Collins,
you wish to close?
SENATOR COLLINS:

Favorable roll calle.
PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 368 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opens. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 32
Ayese 19 Naysy 7 voting Present. Senate Bill 368 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede. 374y Senator Kustrae On the Ordzr of Senate Bills
3rd Readingsy bottom of page 5+ is Senate Bill 374. Read the
bille Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 374.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of thz bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustrae
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank vyouy Mre President and members of the Senate.
First of ally I would just like to say thate.s.e.I know the hour
is latey HMre Presidenty and I also know that I passed up this
bill on Monday and that we could have run out of time and the
reason we didn*t is because you've made a commitment to get

all the way through the Calendar again and I appreciate your
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fairness for allowing me to do thate. Secondlys this the last
timey T thinky 1I'11 be up speaking one.se.on one of my bills
and JTeesewould ask your indulgence if I could present this
bill to vyous 1it's a very important piece of legislation as
far as 1*'m concerneds I also think that it*'s a piece of
legislation that has been misconstrued in many ways and mis—
understoody and so if I mighty I'1l1l try to explain it to vyou
and thens of courses YyOoU Can answer anNYess«0r lesebe willing
to answer any quaestionse It establishes a state policy of no
smoking in public placese. The bill also allows for the
establishment of smoking areas in public places.s This billy
thereforey does not ban smoking as muchesocas much as it
restricts it to certain designated areas in public placese
There are no percentages dictated in this bille The Cancer
Societyy for exampley has offered to provide little umbrellas
which a small cafe downstatey for examples would take and
place on one table if it is its determination.eethat
restaurant®’s determination that that*s what they want to call
a no smoking area. The bill saysy "That existing arrange—
ments in a restaurant shall decide for the restaurateur,®
he*'ll decide himself, ®what®s going to be smoking and what's
going to be nonsmokinge™ It also exempts areas which would
be difficult to administers such ass factoriess warehouses,
enclosed officesy bars and taverns. The Dill is noteessit is
not an antibusiness bille. There's only one association left
that*s still formerly opposed to ity but they didn't even
testify in committee against this bille Theees IRMAe the
retail merchantsy they're neutral on the bill. The manufac-—
turerss they're neutral on the bille I even have assea
handout from Crane Chicago Business, seventy—one percent of
small— and medium—sized business executives.seseventy—one
percent said they favored this particular approache The
reason the business community no longer opposes the bill is

because it is a different bill than those that have been pre-—
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sented here before. It removes the authority of the Illinois
Department of Public Healthe That's been one of the big
hangups in the pasts that you had some bureaucracy that was
going to be able to move into some small mom and pop cafe and
start ordering around a restaurateur or ordering around a
small businessmans There's no provision in this bill for
that. This is a self—enforcing bille The only thing in this
bill that deals with enforcement is a provision at the end of
the bill which says that an injunction could be had against
repeated violations of the bille Soy why the need for the
bill? And why such an incredible overwhelming response from
the noublic? Ladies and gentlameny a Gallup Poll just a
couple of years ago found that eighty—seven percent of the
people want this bille. They want a bill that restricts
smokings doesn't ban smoking but restricts it, designates
smoking areas and designates nonsmoking areas. Well, I think
the reason for that are medical and health and that®s why I
ask for your attention because I think it*s very Iimportant.
In September of 1935y the American Cancer Society issued
results of a study which add2d conclusive proof to prior
studies that involuntary smoking can under certain conditions
cause cancere In *86...December of *86y the US Surgeon Gen—
eral issued bhis report documenting the same evidence on the
dangers of involuntary smoking. Nonsmokers exposed to
other*s heavy smoke in the same workplace absorb as much
smoke as 1f they smoked two or three cigarettes a daye. Let
me tell you Jjust briefly some of the toxic substances that
are in secondhand smoke. It's worse than firsthand smoke
because the filter on the cigarette catches the smoke if
you're smoking the cigarette yourself, but once that smoke is
out therey it hasy for exampley tary the most carcinogenic
substancey sevaenty percent more concentrated in involuntary
smoke; carbon monoxidey 245 times greaters; ammoniay

seventy—three times greater. Ladies and gentlemens forty-one
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other states have taken action such as I'm asking you to take
today. We're one of the few states that do not have any
limitationss This bill is as.e.e.reasonable approache. I even
submit to you that the day will comeesesthe day will come when
this piece of legislation will be viewed by its opponents
today as reasonabley because out there in our communitiesy
local governments are under pressure to consider ordinances,
local ordinancessy many of which are tougher than what I*'m
asking vyou to do here today. This bill has the support of
the Cancer Societys thessofedical Societysy the HMunicipal
Leaguey the Lung Associationy the Heart Association. All
we're asking for is a state policy which protects people.
people who have special problemse. I understand you've made
commi tmentss I understand what commitments are in this busi-
nessy but I suggest to yous it's very possible you may have
made a commitment to a bill that doesn*'t existe This is not
the same bill as previous bills. Seven out of ten peoples
ladies and gentlemeny do not smokee All I'm asking is that
we give them a little bit of breathing roome Yesterday or
the day befores I heard Senator Savickas talk about his child
who is asthmatice I've got a couple of those myself. They
got it from me and there®'s a lot of folks running around with
allergiess We're not just talking about adults herey, we're
talking about kids tooe What®s wrong with protecting them by
simply saying that in certain designated public places you
have to have a smoking areay and then you «can have also
nonsmoking areasi T means it*seesl should say you have to
have nonsmoking and then designate the smoking area as well.
I think this 1is a very reasonable approache I°'d be glad
toeesanswer any questionse I solicit an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Lechowicze.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Mre. Presidents how many votes aree...are needed for this
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bill? I believe itesesit puts a restriction on home rule
powerse
PRESIDENT:

‘ You are correct and the Chair is prepared to rule that
under the Illinois Constitutiony Senate Bill 374 will require
the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the members elected
for passages that 1is because it effectively 1limits the
authority of home rule units toe.eesto establish a scheme to
regulate smoking in public places which would be less
restrictive than that specified in this bille It
isesosthereforey my ruling that this bill will require the
affirmative vote of three—fifths of the Senators elected.
Senator Dunne...ohs I beg your pardon. Senator tLechowiczs had
you concluded? Senator Dunne.

SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank youy Mre. Presidents I rise in support of Senator
Kustra«. I realize that the opinions are quite fixedse I
merely point out to the Bodys the hour is getting late, that
the Surgeon General has stated quite clearly that secondhand
smoke is harmful and that*'s the reason for my supporte
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer. Senator Schaffery
pleases
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Yeahy I was thinking about the same girle. A couple of
just quick questionse. Oney we had discussed at some
pointeeel happen to thinkssel'm a nonsmoker, I don't 1like
smoke much myselfy, but I would like to see us moving in the
area of encouraging restaurants to have proper ventilation
and it would seem to me that we're better off,s, all of us.
witheesif there was an exemption from this requirement for
restaurants that havee.ssl don*t know what youseohow you
define ity positive vacuum ventilating systems that will pull

the smoke directly up and out of our lungse I was wondering
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if an exemption existss The other thing le.sea few days ago
wee on this side of the aisles had to go to one of those
wonderful political dinners that all of us have come to love
and I was sitting out watching that reasonably full room and
wondering how vyou designate a nonsmoking area in a banquet
hall where tickets are sold by table to seven or eight hun-
dred people and some smokey some don®teesl don*t know how you
enforce thatey Jeeel'messl®™m just curiouse.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator fMarovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank vous Mre President. I think opinions are pretty
well establisheds I move the previous questione.
PRESIDENT:

All righty one more speaker and then we'lle...let Senator
Kustra closee. Senator Jonesy do you wish to besesecall righte
If there®s no further discussiony Senator Kustra may closze.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Welle thank yous Mre. Presidente If I could just answer
Senator Schaffer®'s inquirye First of ally this bill.eethis
language was drawn up by the I1linois Restaurant Associatione.
This 1is their approach to this problems They have gone on
record in favor of this bille It is their language. The lan-
guage specifically says that existing ventilation and exist—
ing barriers shall determine just what and how the
restaurateur will d=2cide what 1is smoking and what is
nonsmokinge I solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question ise shall Senate Bill 374 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questiony there are 26
Ayess 22 Nayss T voting Presentes Senate Bill 374 having

failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
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declared lost. 385, Senator Posharde. 0On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 385. Read the bille Madam
Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 385.

({Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank youy Mre Presidentes HMre Presidenty this bill
is @eeea bill r2commended by the Circuit Clerk®s Association
of the State of 1Illinois to assist the circuit clerks and
those counties where a great deal of additional work is
required because a prison or a mental health center is locat-
ed 1in those countiese Those institutions directly influence
the amount of workload within the circuit clerk®'s office of
those counties and this would simply give stipends to help
them hire additional worke.o.workers to handle that workloade.
Ask for a favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If notse the question isy shall Senate
Bill 385 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Nays The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, there are 48 Ayesy 7T Naysy 1 wvoting
Presente. Senate Bill 385 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Jones on
413 We're at the top of page 6. Senator Weaver, we're
creeping up on ite On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 413. Read the billy Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 413.

{Sacretary reads title of bill}
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3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank yous Mre. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Billesoe4l3 amends the state employees®s Chicago
policey Chicago firefighters®y Chicago municipal employees®,
Chicago laborers®'s downstate firefighters®' Article of the
Pension Codes It allows a State Policeman to retire after
twenty—five vyears of service regardless of age 1if the
redrawal from service is a result of stress related medical
condition. It increased the retirement formula to 1.5 with
the final compensation for cover the employees and two per-—
cent for uncovered the employcess It provides for a three
percent automatic annual increasee. It provides for a payment
of credit interest on refunds or contributions to members who
withdrawe For the Chicago police it provides a widow®s annu—
ity to those who were married after the policeman withdrew
from service or had worked until age sixty—three if their
marriage occurred at least onz year prior to the policeman's
deaths It requires an audit of the funds at least once a
year by independent certified public accountant and authorize
the board of trustees to make their investments under the
prudent pension rulee. For downstate firefighters will
require the revenue collected from the firefighters® pension
tax to be levied by a municipality before or directly to the
treasurer of the board of trustees within thirty business
days of receipt of such fundse
PRESTDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank vyous Mr. President. This is the lasty I believe,
in the series of jumbo pension billse This one has the great-

est impact on the state systeme It calls for anm increase 1in
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the wunfunded accrued 1liability of three hundred and sixty—
five million dollarsy annual cost of forty—one million
dollars and has all these other pension systems,y Chicago
polices Chicago firemeny Chicago municipals Chicago laborers
and the downstate firemen all comingled into this great,
wonderful Christmas package.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Jones,
you wish to close?
SENATOR JONES:

Thank vyouy HMNre President. I just ask for a favorable
vote on this legislative process bille
PRESTDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 413 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. 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. Oon
that questionsy there are 27 Ayesy 5 Naysy 25 voting Present.
Senate B8ill 413 having failed to receive the required con—
stitutional majority is declared loste. 422y Senator Karpiel.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 422.
Read the bill, Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 422.

(Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Karpiele.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous i4r. President. I would 1like to turn the
explanation of this bill over to...to Doctor Etheredge.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Etheredge, Senate Bill 422.
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END OF REEL
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REEL #9

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank vyous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the ground water bill which we talked about
extensively the other day on 2nd readingy and it is identical
to the bill that we passed earliery 1482y and I would ask for
a favorable roll calle.

PRESTIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 422 passe Those in favor vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye.
The voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that
questions there are 56 Ayesy no Nayssy 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 422 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passede 434. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 434. Madam Secretaryy read
the billy please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 434.

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

Senator Posharde
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank yous Mr. Presidents Mre. Presidenty this bill
would appropriate twenty—five million dollars from the Capi-—
tal Development Bond Fund for local correctional facilitiese.
There are sixty—one counties in the state presently that have
substandard jail facilities and are mandated by the Depart—
ment of Corrections to upgrade or modify those facilities and

in some <cases build completely new jailse.e The counties
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simply do not have the moneys thay can't raise the local
property taxes to do it. The Governor's Task Force on Jails
recommended the approval of this twenty—five million dollar
appropriation and I would simply ask for a favorable con—
sideratione
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yous Mre Presidents Sorrysee.ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senatey firsty I'd like to ask the sponsor if I could
be a hyphenated cosponsore.

PRESIDENT:

All right. The lady requests leave to be added as a
hyphenated <cosponsor. Without objectiony leave is granted.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

And say that this is a very major problem in the rural
areas and I would hope for your supporte
PRESIDENT:

Senator Etheredgee.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senage. I have to stand 1in opposition to thiseesto this
bille I would point out two things to youe First of all, we
are setting a new precedent via this bill because what we are
doing when we embark on this program would be providing state
dollars for projects which in the past havesooetraditionally
been funded at the 1local level. And I would suggest
thateeesalso that this request for twenty—five million dollars
in bond funds has an annual GRF impact of about two and a
half million dollarse I would further suggest that the
twenty—five million dollars is only the beginnings As Sena-
tor Poshard has talked about the problems very eloquently
that counties down in his part of tha state have hads I would

suggest to you that there are countieseseeup in my areao as a
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matter of facty the two counties that I serve would also have
an interest 1in this program. The twenty—five million
dollarsesel means once we get into this thing andesesand get
it rollinge we will find that there will be no end to ite I
would ask for a No votee.

PRESIDENT:

All rights. W2 have seven additional people that wish to
be heard on this matter. Senator Keatse.
SENATOR KEATS:

I'11 be real fast and says well, you ain*t kiddings this
one 1is going to be an unbelievable embarrassment once we
start spendinge There was an option that tied in committee
on 4 to &4 with bipartisan support called privatization
prisons could save us a fortune, give us better prisonss, cut
out the bond <coste tremendous potentialy something we will
see again this Sessione It offers us an option with no capi—
tal cost up—front for usy no debt services no obligations in
terms of day—to—day care and a shared cost among many coun-—
tiess A fantastic 1idea done in about thirty different
statesy we're just years behind everyone else on it. Itell
be a way to save us a fortune.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Raicae.
SENATOR RAICA:

Thank yous Mre Presidentas Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

He indicatess he'll yieldy Senator Raicae Senator
Posharde
SENATOR RAICA:

Senator Poshards would you be amenable to an amendment in
the House adding Cook County in this provision?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:
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Senator Raicay any county which is currently mandated to
upgrade or renovate a jail is 1included in this provision.
There are sixty—one counties and those areas of Cook County
which are currently under the same mandate as any other
county to renovate or modify the jail are already included in
ite
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Poshard may close.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank vyouy HMre Presidents I just ask for a favorable
vote.
PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 434 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene
Have all voted whoeeewho wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that ques—
tionsy there are 38 Ayes, 18 Nayssy 1 voting Presente. Senatea
Bill 434 having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passede Senator Fawelly 438. 422y Senator
Netsche I beg your pardonsy Senator Fawell. 0Ohy you do wish
ite I thought you waved me offy I beg your pardon. OnNesson
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 438. Read
the bills Madam Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 438.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

{Machine cutoffleseyouy very muche Basically this bill
does exactly what it says in the Calendare. e have some dis—
tricts now that are coordinating the physical ed. classes

along with the health <classesy for exampley one of the
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letters that I got from District 41 sayss "when our physical
education staff teaches physical fitness ande.e.sconditioning.
they also enhance that unit by intergrading concepts and
practices pertaining to nutritionsy skeletors muscular sys—
temsy <cardiovascular respiratory systems and et cetera.”
Thiseeeby no intentione...means that we are going to displace
or take the kids out of gyme that is not the legislative
intent. We are not..owe are not talking about taking the
children out of gym to teache It is an intergraded course
and that's the way good teaching takes piace. I would
solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator #ahare.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Will the sponsor yield to a question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates she will yieldy Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Just for clarificationy Senator Fawell. Will this dimin—
ish the number of hours that statutorily we have required to
offeress2lementary schools for physical education and health?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Nos that is not the intente. The intent is that
weessWe'll be able to get some credit for this health courses
as we are teaching gyme That's the best to teach andesesand
that*s what the intent of the bill ise
PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 438 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is over.
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde« On that questions there are 38

Ayesey 17 Naysy 1 voting Presente Senate Bill 438 having
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received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede 442y Senator Netsche On the Order of Senate 8ills
3rd Readings Senate Bill 442. Read the billy Madam Secre-
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 442.

(Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre Praesidente The bill as amended would have
the purpose of establishing an air toxic program which must
be adopted by the Pollution Control Boarde. The deadlines
were all removed from the bill by the amendment that Senator
Macdonald offereds 1t is agreed toy believe it or noty by
all of the business groups and the Environmental Council and
I would strongly urge your supporte.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonalde
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank vouy Mre. President. Just to echo what Senator
Netsch saide Absolutely righty, this is an agreed upon bill
at this point and we urge your supporte.

PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate 3111 442 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the records On that questions there
are 58 Ayess no Nayss none voting Presente Senate Bill 442
having received the required constitutional majority 1is
declared passede Senator O0'Arcos 451. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 451« Read the bill,

Madam Secretarye.



PAGE 340 — MAY 22, 1987

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 451.
{Secretary rzads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D*'Arcoe.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank youy Mre. Presidents This amends the Public Aid
Code to provide that the Department of Public Aid may pay up
to eight hundreds now sixsy for funeral expenses: four hun—
dredy now threey for burials andeesesup to one fifty for an
outer container to maintain the integrity of the gravee. I
ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy HMre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey you knowe I think it's admirable what the Ffuneral
directors try to do on public aidy the cost of buriali how—
evere in my usual speechy there is a fiscal impact here of
four million dollars annually which is a forty—eight percent
increasey the cost 1is nonfederally reimbursable andy vyou
knows we Jjust keep adding up on our little calculator and I
just throw that forwarde.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Brookinse
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre Presidents I may have a conflict of
interest in this legislation but I will definitely vote my
conscience and I raise in definite support of its Today the
average cost of a funeral anywhere between twenty—two hundred
to three thousand dollarse If just the cost involved in that
is more than six hundred dollars with just the present fee.

Today you cannot even operate a automobile ore.eor any type
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of equipments anything at what welfare is paying those public
aid payeess HMost funeral directors handle and bury welfare
caseseeepublic aid cases at a definite loss and they do it
out of consideration for their fellow mane This is why it's
even handled andy thereforey this justify the raise 1in this
instance. PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator D'Arcos you wish to close?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Roll calle.

PRESIDENT:

The question iss shall Senate B8ill 451 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 45
Ayesy 11 Nayss 1 voting Presente Senate Bill 451 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 455y Senator Alexander. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readings Senate 3ill 455. Read the billy Madam
Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 455.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESTIDENT:
Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDZR:

Thank yous Mre. President. This is the bill I think many
of you have been waiting for and have been receiving letters
from your retailers and businesspersons throughout your dis—
tricte The bill says merely that an 2mployer shall be pro-
hibited from requiring or demanding that current employees
and particular employz2es submit to taking a polygraph test.
I*'m reading from the Illinois 3usinass Advocate which did a

bill analysis on Senate 3ill 455, and I shall remain with
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this document which is in opposition to my positiony because
I feel sinceraly that I can answer their concerns and theair
carese Why they say they need the lie detector test that is
an essentialy personal tool used for screening applicants for
internal investigations. The financial institutions are com—
plaining that they do sensitive work involving many things
and they should have the right to have polygraph tests. The
amendment what's was placed on Sz2nate Bill 455 adequately
covers their concerns with regards to financial institutions
and institutions that handle monies.e..and anything of value,
stocks and bonds. The Drug Enforcement Administrationy DEA,
says that over five hundred thousand to one million doses of
drugs are stolen annually by employees of pharmacies and
wholesale drug manufacturers and distributors. Thate toos
has been answered by the amendment which is now a part of the
bille. In checking furthers I learned that questions were
raised and asked of mes what about law enforcement persons,
would they be required to take the test? Some of you who are
in the field of law and particular thise.sc.aspect of it should
know that there is and there is a ruling in ninety-six Illi-
nois Second 298 which was passed and heard in April 1983, by
our Illinois Supreme Court which prohibits the testing of law
enforcement agent persons in the State of Illinoise And
those of us who are law and order persons know that our
Supreme Court 1is the 1law of the State of Illinois as they
have presented their opinione I have shown this opinion to
many of the legislators who expressed concern about it.
There are some states, howzvers that can demand testings of
their Federaly state and local county law enforcement agents
but Illinois is not one theme. There are cer—
taineesexemptionss prohibitations in the present bill of 455,
I think, that should adaquately and most assuredly satisfy
the busfness communitye Employers who use polygraph tests

are saying to theire...employees that they don*t trust them,
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they have poor employze—employer relations and they want to
low the cost of bounding or binding their employees. Many of
our larger retail stores do not use this avenue, JoCe Penney
and Sears and Roebucks are among the many big retail stores
which do not require polygraph tests. For those of you who
do not know further that our own State of Illinois in their
collecting bargaining agreement gives the privilege to our
state employees not to be bound or to take 1lie detector
testse All this bill is doing is saying that if I should go
to McDonald's today to apply for a jobs I should not have to
take a polygraph test in a place 1like HcDonald's. The
limitations as to those persons who would be handling money,
how much and where they would be required to take the test.
T sincerely hope that you will give this bill consideratione.
It is a tool that is being used that are keeping many persons
who in these manye.eeminimum paying jobs from getting jobs and
staying off our welfare rollse I respectfully ask an Avye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? There are at least three 1lightse Senator
Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Mrs. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senates I
speak against this bille I can just vision someone going to
work for aeeea girls®' school who's been a child molester. I
can just envision someone who has been very good 1In jewel
thievery applying for a Jjob at a jewel store. I can just
envision anyone who has a very bad background getting by with
murder so to speake I thinkeeael don*tes..believe that it
isessa complete test but it's better than having no test at
ally and I think when you have sensitive positionssy youtve
got to take some precautions and that's why I speak against
this bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}
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Further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank youy Mre. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This measure was debated at some length the other
day on 2nd readinge I voiced some objections to it at that
time and those objections still stande. Now Senator
Alexandery I thinks has made an effort to put in in her
amendment to this bill some exemptions to the polygraph test—
ingey but it seems to many of us that no amandment language
being offered 1is acceptable because it's.s..it really is
unfair and impossible to pick and choose which industries
should be exempt and which should not be exempts As a matter
of facty It’'seaeit®s discriminatory and Ie.sesI think the fact
that Senator Alexander has in her amesndment cited five
different situations where the polygraph would be permitted
to be used indicates that there are situations where it is an
essential toole My point is that there are not only five but
there are probably fifty more situations where the polygraph
is a legitimate toole Now what about a private security
guardy for example? He®ve talked about security personnel in
the public sectory police and all. I think they'ree.secovered
by law casesy but I'm talking about a..ea bank security
guardy for examples who is watching over millions of dollars
and nothing I see in this proposed legislation would permit
such a prospective employee to be given a polygraph test.
And I think it's needed and if weeeoif we go this routey it
seems to me that what we’re doing is sending another signal
to our businesspeople in Illinois that maybe this isn*'t the
state that it should be as far as the businessman 1is con—
cerneda I think it®s a poor time; situations being what it
is in our statey it®*s a poor time to send this message out to
our businesspeoples So I would urgee.ese! would urge each and
every one of you to think hard about this and I would further

urge that you vote Nos I think it*s a piece of legislation
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that®s not neededy and beyond thaty I think iseeesends a bad
message to business in Illinois and,y pleases, vote No on this
thinge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I just want tos I thinks cor-—
rect an impression that was left by the sponsor regarding the
Supreme Court case in ninety—six Illinois Second 298« Sena—
tory I have a copy in front of me andesesand while you're cor—
rect that it does prohibit tha giving of a test to police
officers once they're police officersy nothing in this opin—
ion prohibits police departments from screening applicants
for the police department with polygraphe Howevers your bill
would prohibit them from screening applicants as well as a
security guard situationy and wunder thaty I don*t think
it*seessacceptable.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yesy thank yous Hdre Presidents 1 have a question of the
SPONSOra
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates she will yields Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senators I have aessesomewhat of a problem wWitheseeothe
analysise. It says it prohibits.es.our analysis states that
this bill would prohibit a person from requiring or solic—
iting a 1lie detector test as a condition ofe.ese0f employment
or continued employments Is thatee.eois that a correct assump—
tion Oreseoreecesanalysis?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Alexandere.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:
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Senators in many instancesy if I would go and apply for a
job todays 1 would have to take a lie detector testy and if
my demeanor or my answers were not.seproper to the person who
I'm seeking employment fromy I could be denied that employ-—
mente Does that answer the question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Noy Senatore. Requiring ise.seis one thing and soliciting
is anothere. 1I'm just wondering ifeeeyou knows I would agree
with the requiring part of ity but I'm not sure whether I
would agree with whether you should be able to be asked.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thesssas I understand the billy and I understand ite that
a personessif 1 wanted to voluntarilys.eesif I was an employee
seeking foree.ethe bill does not prohibit mes the employees
from taking a test if I voluntarily want to do so in the
interest of the employar, but it's...merely says that I shall
not as a condition of my employment have to take a lie detec—
tor test.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycze.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

So the intent of the legislation is that iteseif someone
asks yousy you can agree and you would take ite Thisesssthis
would not prohibit them from asking you to take the exam or
theesesthe polygraph exam?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:
That 1is corrects It would not prohibit an employer from

asking me to take the testy but it also would not be a bar if
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I am already employed there or cause for my unemployment or
termination of my employmente.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR OEMUZIO)
Senator Dudycze.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Helly in that casey 1 stand in support of this legis—
lations Senatore. Personallys, in 1971s I was ae.eeas a Chicago
police officery I was required to take a polygraph exami-
nation and due to my nervousnessy I failed that exam the
first time and it took me six months of pleading and begging
andesesandeessand fighting the system to retake the polygraph
examination with the same companyy different examiner and I
passed the same questionss S0 I could see where there is a
big discrepancy onseeand they were trying to discipline me
seriously way back then for infraction I did not commite So
I stand in support of thise
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)}

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise 1in support of this and Senator Dudycz is
absolutely corrects You knows sometimes that.eeyou're forced
to take these tests and you may fail thems vyou knowe that
they aren*'t always correcte You Kknowy Jeeel wonder if
theyeesfinally if we keep passing all thesey that every
legislator is going to have to take oneeseso I tell you what
could happen around here is that I read the paper the other
day where they took a test ofeesurine of a horse and they
found out he had AIDSe. So you can*t tell what might be going
on around herey so I strongly support this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Alexander may

closee

SENATOR ALEXANDER:
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Thank youe HMre. Presidente. May I say to this Body who
sometimes may have assesadessesfought one way and were able to
changesy but in the Congress of our United Statesy there is a
bipartisan group of over a hundred sixty members of that
House who 1isssscosponsoring and advocating the E€mployee*s
Polygraph Protection Acte Many of these steps or whatever
that are being charged to employees can be and are being
caused by customers coming into a storey you know that as
well as I doe. If it was notsy there would be no need
toseeshire security persons to walk around like they are a
customer watching you as you do your shoppinge Employers who
need to protect their company assets can do so effectively
without a polygraph test by good record keepings attractive
discountsy a healthy organizational clienty a loss prevention
system that protects their assets without abusing their
employeess good managementy senior management that is honest
in the dealing with both their employees and with their cus-—
tomerse I ask you to pass this bill that we may continue to
hire persons who want to worke Thank youe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 455 passe Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed will vote Naye The
voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questiony the Ayes are 16y the Nays are 39, none voting
Presentes Senate Bill 455 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority is declared 1loste. Senate
Bill 456+ Senator Dagnane. On the Order of Senate 3ills 3rd
Reading is Senate Billsss456¢ Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 456.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Degnane.
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SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank youy Mre. President. Senate 8ill 456 as amended
creates the Oietetic Practice Acte. As suggested by the
committeey we have amended a bill with.eeto take out the
Weight Watcher*'s and Diet Center's objectionse I believe
there is no objection now to the bill, be happy to answer any
questionse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre President. Senator Schaffer issesis out
of the Chamber; if we hurrys I think we can pass this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question ise shall Senate Bill 456 passe. Yhose in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye. The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish?..e.take the record. On that questions the
Ayes are 554 the Nays are 2jyese2 voting Presente. Senate Bill
456 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passede Senator Lechowicz, for what purpose do vyou
arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I Jjust want to know if Senator Schaffer is getting
weighed in?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senate billeeesSenate bills 3rd readingy Senate Bill 478,
Madam Secretarye Read the billy please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 478.

{Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)
Senator Etheredgee.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
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Thank vyous HMre Presidenty, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This 1is the rewrite of the Podiatric Medicine
Licensing Acte It has been the subject of extensive discus—
sions between representatives of the profession and the
Department of Registration and Educatione. I believe everyone
is 1in agreement that this is a good bills I wouldessI'm not
aware of any oppositione I would ask for a favorable roll
calle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? 1If noty the question iss shall
Senate Bill 478 passe. Those in favor wil} vote Ayes Those
opposed Naye. The voting is opens Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde. On that questions the Ayes are 58y the Nays are
noney none voting Present. Senate Bill 478 bhaving received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passede.
Senate bills 3rd readingsy Senate Bill 484, HMadam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 484%.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Posharde.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank youy Hre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. This bill is the vehicle bill for the rewrite of
the Unemployment Insurance Act that sunsets this year. Those
negotiations are still going on andsy hopefullyy by the end of
Juney they®'ll be completede The bills have to cross Houses
now because thees.e.obviously the negotiations were not com—
pleted by todaye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Discussion? Senator Hudsone.

SENATOR HUDSON:
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Thank yous Mre. Presidente The other day we discussed the
workers® compe Senator Poshard has stated this correctlye.
It is a vehicle billy came out of committee with that under—
standinge. I would suggest to my members perhaps that they
vote Present on this. There®s been noe.e.«.no agreement reached
yety so I think that would be a judicious vote perhaps at
this time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

The question isy shall Senate Bill 48%4e+e.passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 40,
the Nays are 2y 17 votedso.esvoting Present. Senate Bill 4-8-4
having received the required constitutional majority Iis
declared passede Senate bills 3rd reading is Senate 3ill
487y Madam Secretary. Read the billy please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 487.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Karpiels.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous Mre Presidents First of ally let me say that
Senate Bill 487 does not do what it says in our Calendar. It
does not prohibit the wuse of gas stoves and gaslights and
that type of thinge 1It did as originally drafteds but that
part has been completely taken oute. Senate Bill 487 is a
JCAR bill and the rest of the bill just changes some of the
different parts of the Energy Assistance Acty and I can read
to you the changes if you're interestedy but I know that the
Democrat analysis has it pretty well spelled out as does

ourse The only thing I do want to say that I know that in
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the Democrat analysis is not so is that the ICC is not
opposed to the bill nor are theees.is the community action
groupse Theeeea couple of attorneyssesesand an ICC commis—
sioner came to my office and we worked out an amendment
whicheeseSenator Alexander put on in committeey and I also
worked...we also worked out a...an amendment to take care of
the problems that the community action groups hade. And, at
this points I know of nos.esopposition to this bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZTIO)

Discussion? Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yous Mr. Presidente The remarks made by Senator
Karpiel arecee.esare correcte. The Illinois Action Commission
are in support of this bille T know of no opposition either.
I would urge this side of my aisle to support this fine piece
of legislatione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If notey the question iss shall
Senate Bill 487 passe Those in favor will vote Ayes Those
opposed will vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recordes On that gquestionsy the Ayes are 57y the Nays
are nonesy none voting Present. Senate Bill 4—-8-7 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 496,y Senator Savickase 509yeesall righte On the
Order.<.on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill
496« Madam Secretarys read the bille.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 496.

({Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZID)

Senator Savickase.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy basicallyy it is a vehicle bille I wasn't going to
move ity but people with thessethe RTA evidently 1lost their
other bill and arese.and they asked that I move ity so I'd
like to move it out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All righte. Senator Savickas has made it very cleare.
Senatoress.discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Welly Mre President,y, a greatessgreat explanationeesit did
pass out of our committee oOn aese0n a partisan roll call
and.s.s.and a problemy from what I understand in the past and
this 1is my first time of being on the Transportation Commit—~
teesssbut what I understand is that the RTA avery year comes
and does the same blessed thinges They come in on June 30th
or June 29th or July 1st or whatever and slap down on us what
theireesewhat their agenda ise. They don't go through the
committee processy they just totally ignore itese.the commit—
tee process. Sos anyways I think a Present vote or a No vote
would be appropriate and let®*s just kill all the RTA billse.
If they don*t have a vehicle out theres let's just kill them
alle HWhy not? Let?s do ite
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Further discussion? Senator Savickasy do you wish to
close?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yeahy wellyees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

eeel think we should kill all vehicle bills thensesothat's
alle you knows what®seceethat®sesethat?seeekill them allyeseor
votee.esouty onz of the two.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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The question isy shall Senate Bill 496 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nayes The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questions the Ayes are 36y the Nays are 18y 4 voting
Present. Senate Bill 496 having received the required con-—
stitutional majority 1is declared passede. 509, Senator
Barkhausens Senate bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 509,
Madam Secretaryy read the bille.

SECRETARY:
Senate 3ill 509.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and memberssy Senate Bill 509 does three or
four different thingssy all relating to the Criminal Code.
Ity first of allsy provides that aggravated assault shall be a
Class 3 felony when in the process of committing the assault
the defendant discharges a firearm. Amendment No. 1 then
added caseworkers and other employees of child welfare agen—
cies or child care institutions licensed by DCFS to the pro-—
tection for aggravated assault. And the Amendment No. 2
embodies a.s.ethe recommendation of the Greylord Commission
prohibiting courthouse hustling and provides a business
offense as opposed to a Class A misdemeanor as the Greylord
Commission recommendation had included. Andy then, Amendment
Noe 3 makes the penalties for failure to provide disclosure
for judges the sama as the penalties that apply to us legis—
latorse Nould be happy to answer anyeesquestions and would
otherwise ask for a favorable roll calle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Bermanes
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SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank yous Mre. President. I was worried that we would
have to go home and I would have wound up siding with
Barkhausen on that bill we passed together a couple of hours
agoe Buty thank yous Senator Barkhausen. This is a terrible
bille There are two provisions in here. The first part was
fine and then he wanted to add some of this stuff that
dealssesecither with an area that we have no control over and
that 1is the enforcement of a Supreme Court rule that regards
the disclosure of (interest by 3judgese Nows ladies and
gentlemeny the Supreme Court is totally competent of enforc—
ing its own rules and this amendment has no power whatsoever.
On the third item regarding the solicitation of businessy I'm
not sure it's going to be enforceable at alle I°'d Jjust urge
a No vote on this bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? Senator Keatse.
SENATOR KEATS:

A clarificatione The Supreme Court does not have
enforcement powerse. The U.Se. Supreme Courty the State
Supreme Courty in turns of removalsy et cetera that action is
not granted to a courte..e.we have to remember that and to say
that the branches can®t work togethers the Supreme Court has
told us to do things on more than one occasione. I can remem—
ber one time here in particular where the Supreme Court ruled
that our rules couldn't be donesy ruled our rules unconstitu-
tional a few years ago. 1It®s not a gquestion of statement,
ites simply sayingy Arthure youtre wrongs old friende.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Discussion? Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen may
close.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
Mre Presidenty just to quickly answer the point about

whether it is us or the Supreme Court that should be provid—-
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Article XIII of the Constitution and I*1l read ity it*s just
one sentences PAll candidates for or holders of state offi—
ces¢® which presumably includes judgesy "created by this Con—
stitution shalle.eshall file a verified statement of their
economic interest as provided by law.®” Helly this 1is that
law or at least a recommended portion of ity and then Chapter
127 of the 1Illinois Revised Statutes Section 604—A—101 in
Subparagraph Ey "Holders of and candidates for nomination or
election to the office of judge or associate judge are
defined as persons required to file disclosure of economic
interesta.® Soe.eethat 1is the law and we're merely adding to
it to a very slight extent. I believe theseethe recommenda—
tion with regard to courthouse hustling comes fromeee.comes
from a highly respected group mada up of some of our leading
citizens in the Chicago arza who looked into the Greylord
matter ande.ssand made this recommendation and this is even a
watered down version of...of what they recommended. So I
think it*s reasonable and ask for a favorable roll calle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question ise.esethe question iss shall Senate Bill 509
passe Those in favor will vote Ayes. Those opposed Naye. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questiony the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 15y 10 voting
Presente Senate Bill 509 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority 1is declared loste. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 515, HMadam
Secretaryy read the bille.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 515.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D?ARCO:

Thank vyouy Mrs. President. This bill provides consumers
direct access to physical therapists without requiring
theiressereferral from a physicians dentist or podiatristes It
requires a physical therapist to refer to a physicians den—
tist or podiatrist any patient whoe.s.e.any patient whose condi—
tion calls for treatment which is beyond the scope of their
practices It clarifies the Act so that physical thearpy does
not include chiropractic techniquey and I would ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO}

Discussion? Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Mre Prasidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey may I
ask the sponsor just a couple of questions?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOI)

Sponsor indicates he will yizlds Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

All rights First of ally do physical therapists now have
hospital privileges?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Senator D*Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I believe they doe. Noy they don'tesehold iteseno they
don'tsy they don®t have hospital privilegess noe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Two other questions, but they're very briefe Doeesare
they covered under Medicare reimbursement so if someone does
go to them they’re not going to have to pay out of pocket?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator D'Arcoe.
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SENATOR D*ARCO:

Yesy they are.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinkas
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I'meeesl’mMesstrust what you says you knows but I don't
know that I necessarily agree with that second oney and the
third thingy has this been negotiated out now where vyou've
removed the objections of the Medical Society to it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator D'Arcoe.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

I understand they®re no longer opposed to ity you knows
but whoeeawho knows?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR D®ARCO:

I meanyees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

eeenNOy wait a minute. Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Helly againy Jeeel would trust what you say but JTeesl
think I might question it also. Thank youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator 3erman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Merely for a point oOness.of legislative intent. There's
an amendment here dealing with the privilege of the CPAs and
as the sponsor of the original billy this is merely a
restatement of the legislative intent whan we passed the CPA
Licensure Act several years ago. Thank yous Mre President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If noty Senator D'Arco may closes

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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Thank yous Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. This is a
good bill any I would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 515 pass. Those in
favor will vote Ayes. Those opposed Naye The voting is openes
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes
are 59, the Nays are noney none voting Present. Senate 8ill
5—1-5 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 0On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 519..eall righty skip ite Page 7y 535y Senator
Smithe On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings top of page
7+ is Senate Bill 535, Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)
Senate B8ill 535.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR DFMUZIQ)
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 535 talks in terms of Hope School which
was founded in 1957 as an alternative to the institutional
placement for mentally retarded children with additional dis—
abilities such as blindness and/or deafness are nationally
and internationally recognized for its quality services. The
school®s adult unit was established to furnish care to those
persons who became adults while at Hopes. According to the
schooly these adults would have been institutionalized and
left there if the adult unit had not been created there at
Hopee« The purpose of Senate Bill 535 as amended is merely to
increase the “adicaid reimbursement of the adult unit at Hope
Schools Currently,y, the Department of Public Aid reimburs=s

Hope School at sixty—three dollars a day for children and
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thirty—eights.esonly thirty—eight dollars a day for adults.
I'd like very much to have your consideration on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Davidsone
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre. President and members of the Senatey [ rise in sup—
port of this bille If you want to realize how fortunate you
arey I would recommendessyou go out and pay a visit to Hope
Schoole. It happens to be located here in Springfieldy Illi—
noise There's only one of its kind in the nation founded by
parents of a blind, multiple handicapped childe It is the
only facility in Illinois and the only one in the nation that
has both blind and multiple handicapped requirement to ba a
resident. The people prior to this school sat somewhere in
an institution and was a vegetable. I urge you all to vote
for thise It will amount to a hundred and twanty—eight thou—
sand dollars a year buty presentlys very shortly because the
amount of money that has been contributed is not keeping up
with the additional «costs that it*s taking to operate this
facilitye.sothe state or the parents or whoever contribute do
not come near paying the cost of individual cares ®cause each
client there has a two to three employee ratio to that one
person and 1 would ask you all to put a Yes vote upy and if
there's any one thing extra we can afford this year is the
hundred and twenty-~three thousand annual cost for this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank yous very muche I wonder if the sponsor would yield
for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: { SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Sponsor indicates she will yield.
SENATOR FAWELL:

I have about five of these facilities in my countye. 1
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have an Illinois Deaf-38lind School and you are talking about
multihandicappedy these children are not only blind and deaf,
several of them have cerebral palsy and other problemse. I
also have in wmy county the Mark Lund Home which is a
profoundly handicapssewe also have the Elaine Boyd Kress Home
which 1is also for the profoundly handicappedssementally
handicappede 1Is thiseeesis this bill limited to just the Hope
School ore.ssyou knowy because myesesfranklys my people are
looking for help too?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mr. President. Senator Fawelly thiseeothis
bill is limited to Hope Schooly but it*s limited to the adult
not the childrene. These are adults that grew up there as
childrz2n as multiple handicaps and they were getting the same
amount of money as children were gettings but after they
reached the age of twenty—oney they could no ways could throw
those people out of that homee.esthat nursing homes no wavye.
So in order to keep thems they have to care for themy but
they reduced their pay for taking care of theme They only
get half and it®'s very difficult to try to take care of an
adult and so this is merelye<sosthis money is only being con—
fined to the adults who have grown up thare as children and
they are multiple handicapse they cannot help themselves. I
have been therey I've szen it with my own two eyese.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Okaye
SENATOR SMITH:

And what they people are doing there is a tremendous Jjob
with what they have to work witha
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMNUZIO)

Senator Fawelly your time has almost expirede Senator

Fawell.
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SENATOR FAWELL:

Helly, you knowsy Iseethat®s exactly what I?%ve goteeeMark
Lund Home children are now twenty—twos twenty—threesy twanty—
foursy I have a twenty—two—year—-old with a six-month mentality
and T*'Meseyou knNoWseseI®ve got to find anothar home for tham
and I'm justeeel’meeeI*m in all seriousness I'm asking if
thiseseseyou knowy if I can get under thise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smithe.

SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Fawelles I tell you whate If vyou help me with
this legislation todays I'1l1l guarantee you I'1l1l do everything
in my power to help you in your plights I promise. Please
help me today and let us pass this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? The question isy shall Senate Bill
535 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony the Ayes are 58, the Nays are nones none
voting Present. Senate Bill 535 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 550y Senator
Marovitze. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 550y Mr. Secretary. Read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (H4Re. HARRY)

Senate Bill S50.

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

Senator Harovitza
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchy Mre. President and members of the
Senatee This bill has been debated. It isee.sit allows

permissively education on AIDS to be incorporated to the
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existing curriculum in the State of Illinoise It is permis—
sivey any parent that doesn*t want their child to get it, all
they have to do is file an objection and they won't get ite.
There®s a new survey that*s concluded that most adolescents
still are misinformed or confused about AIDS and many don®t
even know how the virus is transmitted or what it 1ise Only
eight percent of the teenagers that were interviewed said
that the virus could be transmitted through heterosexual
intercourse and through narcotic’s needles. The findings of
the survey came at a time when many public health officials
are warning that teenagers will be the next major risk groupe.
Officials including the Surgeon General of the United States,
Ce Everett Koops are urging a massive education program aimed
at this age group which is the next age group that they fear
will come out with explosive numbers in catching AIDS. This
is a terrible epidemicy it's a terrible probleme We can®t
put our heads in the sand about it and I think 1if we teach
what it is and how it*s transmitted to young people when they
can change their course of conduct will go a long way towards
stemming the future tide of the epidemicsy and any parent that
doesn*'t want their child to be enrolled in these courses or
learn about thate.e..they don*t have to do ite. It*s totally
permissivey but all the health care professionals and medical
professionals have saidy we must educate our people about
AIDSy continue to educate them. All this bill is is permis—
sives We've passed a lot of rather extreme bills in the
Legislature dealing with this subject mattere This is not an
extreme billy just a bill about education and it*s permissive
at that and 1 solicit your Aye votee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Discussion? Discussion? If nots the question iss shall
Senate Bill 550 passe. Those in favor will vote Ayes. Those
opposed Nay« The voting is opene Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 19,
1 voting Present. Senate Bill 550 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Razading is Senatelﬁill S6Ty Hre
Secretarys read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (idRs HARRY}

Senate Bill 567.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank yous Mre President. Senate Bill 567 creates the
Clinical ULaboratory Science Practice Acte 1It*s agreedseshas
been agreed to by Reg. and Ede.y the nursess the doctors and
Senator Schaffere. For your informations the made techs. are
those people that provide laboratory testing for AIDSs drugss
chemical analysisy hepatitis and other problems and infec—
tious diseases. The bill sets definitionseeesets forth
exemptionsey provides for the creation of a boardy registra—
tiony establishes various qualifications and levels of regis—
trationsy increases the fees and authorizes R &€ E to revoke
or suspend licenses for various reasonse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Kellyes
SENATOR KELLY:

I1'd like to ask the sponsor a question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR OEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yields Senator Kellye
SENATOR KELLY:

Okaye §enator Lufte Iees]l noticed that the issue here is
Clinical Laboratory Science Practice Act. Now what is there
in the way of research or anything andsy if soy is there any

research included in here and particularly I'm interested
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ineeesif there®s any r2search on a.eea fetus or something like
this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lufte.
SENATOR LUFT:

Noe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY::

Okays Tseel®ll just sit downe Thank yous very muche
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

As Senator Luft and [ discussed this billy we both
agreedy Ay it was a bills by it was a registration »ill;
after thatsy the agreement kind of fell aparte I would
respectfully point out that the Hospital Association and I
believe the Medical Society are in opposition to this bille
It*s another registration bills I'*m not going to belabor it
at this point in time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator friedland.
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank youy Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This legislation is similar to administration pro-
posale Senate Bill 1322. 1I°*d urge your support of it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Luft may close.

SENATOR LUFT:

Dnly to point out that Iseel didn't attempt to mislead
anyones [t's my understanding that there is no opposition;
hopefullys I'm correcte. That’s what [ was told anywaye. 1
would urge supporte

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}
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The question isy shall Senate Bill 567 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record.s On that questions the Ayes
are 46y the Nays are 1lly 1 voting Present. Senate B8ill 5-6-7
having received the required constitutional majority |is
declared passede On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 574+ Mr. Secretarys read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (}Re HARRY)
Senate Bill 574%.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator del valle.
SENATOR del VALLE:

Thank vyous Mre Presidentes This bill requires that when
an individual applying for registration in person cannot be
registered because of his failure to furnish two forms of
identificationy, the registration officer shall give the indi—
vidual form written in English and Spanish outlining require-
ments for registrations The bill also expands the number of
acceptable forms of identificatione. A list of applicants
whose registration was refused because of their failure to
present the required 1I.D0. shall be maintained for three
months and shall be open for inspection by deputy registrarse.
The bill was recommended by the AFL-CIO and was amended in
committee. As far as I knowe there is no opposition. I ask
for your favorable votee.

PRESTDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank youessMre Presidenty I have a question Ffor the
SPONSOre

PRESTIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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Indicates he will yieldy Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator del Valley while going through my analysise I had
noticed an insert here which states that thes.seto my
downstate colleaguesy this bill would require all election
authorities to print forms in Spanish and Englishy
irregardless of wherz the election would be held in the
entire states outlining the requirements for voter registra-
tion in Illinois and identifying the forms of identification
which are acceptable. Now there are election authorities in
this statessesl don't have any problems personally because I'm
from the same municipality that you ares but there are elec—
tion authorities in this state which don*t have any Hispanic
constituents and I would just like to knowe should they be
requirad to print the forms in Spanish also?

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator del valle.

SENATOR del VALLE:

As the bill is written, it does require all authoritiesy
yesa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Dudycze
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Would the election authorities be able to opt out of that
provision if they hava noesesays in a rural community, if
there are no Hispanic sp2aking voters or constituents?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All righte. Senator ©D'Arcoy for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Welly I want to answere.eesI want to answer hime.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Okaye

SENATOR D*ARCO:
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Can I answer?

PRESTIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Absolutely.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Welly you never know when vyou're going to have sone
Spanish—Americans or Mexican—Americans or Black—-Americans in
vour community. Sos you knowe you live with ite
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator D'Arcos that was wonderfulesegreateesegreat
explanatione All righte Further discussion? Senator del
Valle may answer that questione if you wish, thereessethere
are other speakerses All right. Senator Lechowiczes what's
your point?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

That's the current law nows there's nothing new about
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte. Let?sseslet?s getseeall right. Senator
Dudycze do youeeedo you wish to have aeeesask another ques—
tion? Senator Dudycze.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Welly I*d just 1like for Senator del Valle to answer my
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righteeeSenator del Vallea
SENATOR del VALLE:

Could you repeat your question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dudycze.

SENATOR del VALLE:

eesit was a long time agoe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEZMUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
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My questions Senators ise.eelet's say 1In one of our
downstate communitiesy there is nosesesmall communityeesthere
is a small community of several hundred voters and there is
no KknowneesSenatorsseSenator D*Arcoy can you hear me?eesen0O
known Hispanic vota2rs or constituents in the communityy can
they opt out from requiring the literature to be printed in
Spanish?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator del Valle.

SENATOR del VALLE:

I think that they should be able to opt oute. I think
you®ve raised a good point and I*m willing to amend it in the
House in order to allow for sections to opt oute Teeeit®s a
fair questiony but let me also say that the population Iis
growing quickly, it'se.segrowing throughout the State of I1li-
nois and I hope that people take notices because now with the
immigration reformy within a few yearss you're going to have
an increasing number of pgople that will be able to registar
to vote in many of your districtse
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Welle I*d 3just 1like to comment very quickly that in my
district and ineesand in my area the Asian population is
growing very fast and there are diffarent kindse Cambodians,
Indians andessand Japanesey Chinese and that type of thinge.
And I think if we're going to be mandating things like thisy,
we're going to be getting into a very expensive propositione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? 1If nots Senator del Valle may closee
SENATOR del VALLE:

I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 574 passe Those in
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favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the records On that questiony the Ayes are 34,
the Nays are 244 none voting Present. Senate Bill 574 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. 613y Senator Degnane 652+ Senator D*Arco. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 613, Mre.
Secretarye read the bill. (Machine cutofflesel beg your
pardone. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading 1is Senate
Bill 652. Mre. Secretarys read 6-5-2.
ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 652.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D*Arcoe.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank youy Mre Presidante Senate Bill 652 eliminates the
postelection report of campaign contributions for the General
Electiony consolidated election and nonpartisan electione It
requires political committees to file semiannual reports of
campaign contributions and expenditures due January 15th and
July 15the rather than an annuale..e.annual report which is due
July 3lste. It also clarified language regarding contribu—
tions of five hundred dollars or more which must be reported
thirty days before an electione ! would ask for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Discussion? Discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 652 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the recorde On that guestions the Ayes are 42, the Nays
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are 10y 1 voting Presents. Senate 8ill 6~5-2 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. an
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 681, ire.
Secretarys read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR» HARRY)

Senate 3ill 681.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER:= (SENATOR OEMUZIO)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

leeoejust one moments pleases Thank yous Mre President.
Senate Bill 681 is a bill indemnifying volunteers and not—
for-profit corporations and it passed out of committee on the
Agreed Bill List andessand went to the Agreed Bill Liste.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion?

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Senator Barkhausen wanted to put another amendment on and
then he withdrew that amendmente. So this bill now appears as
it did on the Agreed Bill Liste.

PRESTDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Marovitze All righte. Further
discussion? The question iss shall Senate Bill 681 passe
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nays. The voting
is opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question,
the Ayes are 58y the Nays are noney none voting Presente.
68lessSenate B8ill 6—8-—-1 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passeds. On the Order of
Sepate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 697, Mr. Secretary.
read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: [(HR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 5697.
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({Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the biile.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank yous HMre President. Senate B8ill 697 as amended
applies only to dental plans and provides that proof of loss
shall be payable within thirty days after receipt and.e.safter
that thirty days elapsesy it would b2 at nine percent inter—
este Ieeethis has been worked out with the health insurance
industry. I know of no oppositiony I ask your favorable
votee
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? If note the question is, shall
Senate Bill 697 passe Those in favor will vote Ayece Those
opposed Naye The voting is opens Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recordae On that questions the Ayes are 58+ the Nays are
noney none voting Presents Senate Bill 697 bhaving receivaed
the required constitutional majority is declared passede. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 719, Hre
Secretarys read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)
Senate B8ill 719.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank yous HMr. Presidents This is theessethe bill that
was worked out between the beer distributors and the brewers.
It puts a limit on outside signs and the limit is increased
from five hundred to six hundred dollarss eliminates the two

hundred dollar limit on inside signs and raises the
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windowpaning trim from two hundred to eight hundred and fifty
dollars. As I saidy it was worked oute I*d ask for vyour
favorable consideratione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Sanator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Will the sponsor yield for a question or two?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

seohe indicates he will yields Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Senatory is there still a limit on inside signs of some
kind?

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joycee
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

essyeSe Let?¥s seeeeel can't figure outesesohy here it ise
Interior signs raised from four hundred to eight hundred and
fiftye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOG)

Senator Hawkinsone.

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Andseseandy secondlys this is not a vehicle and it won't
become a no limit bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank youe Just a question to the sponsors andeeeand I'm
not particularly opposed to this billy but T was surprised
when this bill came in the committee. What we're doing here
iSeseis increasing the limit that beer companies can spend on
signs and things that they put into tavernse. Andy I guess,
my question isy Whyeseewhy are we even in this businessy Sena—
tor Joyces do you know?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Joyces.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

I think we're in it long before I got here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator SchunemaneseSenator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Wellyeseobviouslyy it was before I got here toos but
Ieoel really don*t understand why it is we stay in ite Some—
how we're controlling what beer companies can give to their
salesssetheir retail sales peopley we don't do that in any
other industry that I know about and it seems as though it's
something we ought to get out of. Justeesjust a point of
conversation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Joycey you wish
to close? Senator Joycee
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Welly Teeel would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question ise shall Senate B8ill 719 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nays The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that questions, the Ayes
are 57y the MNays are ly 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 719
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passede On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 722, Mr. Secretarys read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (#MRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 722.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Joycee.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
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Thank youy Mr. President. Senate Bill 722 as amended
updates the capital component reimbursement rate for long-—
term care facilities by increasing but not removing the ceil-
ing on the <capital reimbursementas The existing capital
component ceiling has not been changed since July lst, 1981l.
This bill requires that the reimbursement rate be indexed
annually wusing the dodge regional construction inflater with
the Julyseewith July ly 1981 as the base. Senate Bill 722
will become effective upon becoming law and the projected
cost of this bill as amended according to both the industry
and the Department of Public Aid is approximately 13.1 mil-—
lion foree«FY *89 and approximately 1.3 million each vyear
thereafter. 1°'d be happy to try and answer any questionse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yess Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey just a note from your friendly accountant who keeps
looking at those taxes comingees.upey you knows and this has a
fiscal impact this yeareessin *'83 rather of fourteen million
with 45 million annually thereafters ThesssDepartment of
Public Aid continues to be opposeds just a point of conversa—
tione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Ifeeeif noty Senator Joyce may
closee
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy thank vyous I might point out that the fiscal note
says it's 13.1 million and 1.3 million thareafter and this
capital component reimbursament is only provided
toeeefacilities providing to Medicare recipients. Additional
capital is necessary in order to assure the continued quality
of care for long—term care residents and JI'd ask for your

favorable support.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 722 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Naye The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Taka the records. On that question, the Ayes are 31,
the Nays are 264 2 voting Presents Senate 3ill 722 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passedes Senator Karpiels for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Verify the roll call, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZTO)

Theesathe affirmative?..everify those toosy vyou want to
start with those? All righte TheeeeSenator Karpizl
haseeshas requested a verification of the affirmative roll.
All members will be in their seatsy the Secretary will read
the members who voted in the affirmative.

ACTING SECRETARY: (R« HARRY)

The following voted in the affirmative: Alexandery
Bermany Brookinse Carrollsy Collinse D*Arcos Degnany del
Valles Demuzios Thomas Dunny Hally Holmberge Jacobsy Jones,
Jeremiah Joycey Jerome Joycey Kellyy Lechowiczy Luft,
Marovitzsy Netschy Newhouses 0O'Danialsy Poshardy Savickasy
Severnsy Smithy Vadalabenes Welchy Zitos HMr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiels do vyou question the presence of any
member?

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yesy Senator Jer=miah Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce on the Floor?
SENATOR KARPIEL:

He's lost his hair.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Jeremiah Joyce on the Floor? Strike his name.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Senator Luft.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Luft is sitting in his seat.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Senator Marovitze.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz is at the back of the Chambere.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Senator Savickase.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Savickas is in the Welle.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

I see hime that's alle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty Mre Secretarye. Oon a verified roll call,
there are...on that roll call, there are 30...voting Yeasy 26
voting Nay and 2 voting Present. Senate Billeee722 having
received the required <constitutional majority is declared
passedes All right. 7324 Senator Ethearedge. Page Teeepage
8y T74+ Senator Welche Sanator Helchy you wish to call that
bill? On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 774y Mre Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 774.

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

Senator Welche
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank vyous H#Mre President. tthat this bill will do is
require the Illinois Commerce Commission together with the

Department of Energy and Natural Resources to do a study of
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the effects and the ramifications of wheeling electricity in
the State of 1Illinoise Yastarday we had a bill that cama
close to passing concerning wheeling electricity into enter-—
prise zones. One of the major contentions during that debate
was the cost to the State of Illinois and the effects on
other consumers who were not included in the enterprise
zonese After that bill failedy I put this amendment on this
particular bill to try to answer those questionse Fourteen
states in this country already wheel electricitys Hheeling
of electricity is the best hope for all of us in Illinois to
reduce consumer utility ratese The effects of wheeling would
bring competition to thz industry and competition would bring
lower pricese I'd be glad to try to answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator HMaitlande. Whoopssy I beg vyour
pardone. Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GED—KARIS:

Hillesssponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDENT:

He willy Senator Geo—Karisy he indicates.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

There was an amendment that removed all the provisions
and simply said thatee.s.what you're going to do is tos.esask
for the <commissioner toe.eeto study the feasibility of
wheeling electricity in Illinoiss. Is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Helch.

SENATOR WELCH:
That's absolutely corrects.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:
Thank yousy very muchey Mre Presidents Senatory Teesl

thinksy really this 1is a step in the right direction.
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JTeaothessoshoweaowhen is the study due? Do youeseecould you
tell us that?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
January lst of 1988.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Which is like six months from now? You knowy we really
do have aseesa philosophical difference on this issuey as you
well knows and I think weeesewe want the best for consumers
and I'meeemy only concern with this ise is six months really
long enough for the study?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Welche
SENATOR WELCH:

Welly my understandingy Senatory is that there's already
a great body of research that has been done and accunulated
by both Energy and Natural Resources and the Il1linois Com—
merce Commission. So I think that they could do ite.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland. Senator Schunemane.

SENATOR SCHUNERMAN:

Wells thank yous HMre. Presidente Tseel would like to sup—
port the billy, Senator, simply because it has been changed
now so it is strictly a study and I thinkeesosI think this
issue needs to be studiedy and Ises1 have no problem with it.
I do have a concern though about the date and I'Mecelessl
guess I would like to geteeesillicit from youeesayour response
about that short time of the studys because it seems to me
the Commerce Commission with allesswith all the problems that
they*ve got right nowy staffing problems and trying to react

to rate changes and requests for rate reviews, they might not
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be able to a credible job of this within six months.
they faily then.e.sthen what's our reaction to that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Welche.

END OF REEL

And

if
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REEL #10

SENATOR WELCH:

Welly I doubt that there would be wmuch of a reaction
weeeowe could takey Senatore. But what I would like to say is
thisey both departments have indicated that they thought they
could comply with the January lst datee.

PRESIDENT:

All rights.s.sSenator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEZMAN:

Hell under those circumstancesy I*d like to
standesesupport of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Question 1ise shall Senate Bill 774 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde 0On that questions there are 43 Ayesy,
11 Naysy 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 774 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passede.
809+ Senator Kustra. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 809. Read the bills Mre Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill B809.

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

Senator Kustrae
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous Mre President and members of the Senates. This
was the bill that was put back on recally it is the Psychol-
ogist Registration Act and it has been approved and agread by
both sides of the aisle. [ can read off the definitions and

what have vyousy but basically it endorsese.e.sembodies the
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rewrite of the Psychologist Registration Acts changes the
name to the <Clinical Psychologist Licensing Acty defines
clinical psychology ad nauseams. I solicit an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 309 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. All
voted who wish? All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 58 Ayes,
no NMNays» none wvoting Presente. Senate Bill 809 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed« Senator Savickasy 82Be. Sepator Collins, 843. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 843.
Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (/R HARRY}
Senate Bill B43.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesy thank youe This is the sealing of the misdemeanor
records after ten years. It came out of the committee 9 to
le« I have sincey on 2nd reading, put an amendment on to
respond to the objectors' concerns. I know of no other
objections and I would ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDENT

Discussion? Senator Hawkinson.
SENATOR HAHKINSO&:

Thank yous Mre. Presidents I was the one. Senators I had
two <concernsy one was that this could allowesefor sealing of
records even for somebody that bhad twenty—five or thirty
Class A misdemeanor convictionse. Has this been limited now
down to first offenders or.e..or first or second offenders?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

To my knowledge, the answer is nos but it was my under—
standing that you did the amendment. So the only objection
that T knew about was the objections of giving tha appropri-
ate law enforcementeessandeesand in the courts access to those
recordsy and the individual access to his or her own records
ifaeeeif needed.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Welly Teeel didn*t do any amendmenty but that was my
other «concern that 1law enforcement have access to the
recordsy and T see that that has happened in Amendment Noe 2.
Ifeeeand you probably don’t need my support to pass thiss but
would you consider limiting it to some number of misdemeanor
convictions so we don't get some career criminal getting
these things sealedesssin the House?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

I thinkeeeI think whatesesby doing thaty we would have to
presuppose that the judge has no discretion at all or no
judgment at alle.e 1 don't think any judge woulds.e.o.would allow
thisey a patition would have to be filed andy ify in facty a
person 1is a constant repeatery he®s not going toee.e.going to
allow it to happen in the first places The Jjudge has some
discretiony I think that's the way we ought to leave ite
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Furthere.seslI beg your pardons Senator
Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

eeeif you'll pardon mey Ieeel think this will be the last

ones But I understood that this was written that they should
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be.esethat they shall be sealed if there's baen no subsequent
conviction which would not lzave discretion with the court.
But vyou're assuring me,y through staffy that the judge..e.even
when this period of time has elapsedy that upon presentation
of a petitiony the judge can still deny the petition?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Surey that's the whole purpose for petitionings why would
you have to petition ifeeeif it was just automatic anywhere?
PRESIDENT:

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

That doesn*t answer my question, because the reason for
petitioning is the same reason you always petition for
expungment is nothing happens automatically and you have to
file petition to have it dones But my question isy does
theeesupon the filing of a petitions, may the judge deny the
petition if in his or her opinion there are too many mis—
demeanor convictions to grant it?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

It does not say ¥shalle"” iteeeiteesit does not wuse the
language ®shall® so it doas leave some discretion.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

eeemy pointy Mre President and members, would be very
much the same as Senator Hawkinson®se. If somebodys In facty
has accumulated a substantial criminal record albeit one com—
prised entirely of misdemeanor conhvictionsy in my opinion
there should be some discretion with the judge. And
I'meesnot satisfied by the sponsor®*s comments or whateseI've

been able to find ineesin the Committee Amendment 2 which
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doesn't seem to have been satisfactorily explained
thateesothat that has been done. Andese..and for that reason, I
believe that we ought to withhold our supporte

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator D*Arcoe.
SENATOR DT*ARCO:

Thank yous Mre. President. Ye passed this bill out of
here last vyear andy you knowe the intent of the bill is to
says if you haven't committed a misdemeanor in ten vyear's
timey vyou should be able to have thase records sealedy and
when you go for aesea job or somethingsy your employere.so.the
employer shouldn®t b= able to bring up thz2 fact that you had
some prior criminal background. Nowe the problem you're
talking about with a bunch of prior misdemeanors that you may
have accumulated before this ten—-year periods we can address
that in the House 1if you wante You knowsy we can says you
knows you can only have been convicted of one or two mis—
demeanors prior to that time. That®*sessyou knowy we
don'teesobviouslyswe don*t want to allow this privilege to
somebody who has accumulated a bunch of misdemeanor convic—
tionsy that's not our intent. Our intent 1is just to say
thaty 1lookey if a guy made a mistake when he was a kid
Orese0ry you knows when he was twenty years old or eighteen
years oldy he was convicted of somethinge now he's
goingeseyou knowy he wants to be responsibley he?'s seeking
employmentseeeaten years have elapsedy we don't want this to
be on his recordy that's all.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins may closes
SENATOR COLLINS:

Just ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:
The question iss shall Senate 8ill B43 passe. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opens
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that gquestions there
are 26 Ayesy 29 Nayss 1 voting Presents. Senate Bill 843 hav—-
ing failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
declared lost. 858y Senator Savickase 868¢ Senator Dunne
On the Order of Senate 8ills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 863.
Read the bills HMr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (/MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 868.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dunn.
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank yous Mre President. Before I start on this billy
I*'d like to have permission toe.eseoto recommit 869 to the Agri-
culture Committee from whence it camee.

PRESIDENT:

All right.s The gentleman seeks leava of the Body to
recommit Senate 9ill 369 to the Committee of Agriculture.
Without objectiony lzave is granteds 1It®*s so ordered. 863,
Senator Dunne
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

eseSenator Watson and I would also like to recommit 901.
This will beeeothen 868 will be the last Kaskaskia water bill
on the Calendar.

PRESIDENT:

All right. The gentleman also seeks leave to recommit
Senate Bill 901 to the Committee on Agriculture. Hithout
objectiony leave 1is granted.s [It's so ordered.s e are now
back to B68. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readinges Sena-—
tor Dunne.

SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank yous Mre. Presidenty members of the Senate. There
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are twenty—two <cities and communities and water districts
down in about five counties along the Kaskaskia River that
have suddenly found after twenty years of using their water
from the Kaskaskia River they hadeesof course, they get the
raw water free and they process and thay sell it; in facty, I
don*t think there's a community or town that I know of in
Illinoisy including the big one on tLake Michigans that has to
pay for raw water when thay get it out of a public river or a
lake or aeselississippi River or the Illinois River or tha
Ohio Rivery but nowes..or Fox Rivery but nows all of a sudden,
the State of Illinois has decided because of an agreament
they entered into with the corps of engineers that when the
low wateresewhenseewhen and if low water evar occursy that
theseeon the Kaskaskia Rivery that they will start charging
the water users. These are communities that have been buying
watery been getting the water from the rivery s2lling it to
their customerss and now they are faced with the prospect of
being.s.-0f having to charge their customerss. This bill would
say that only during the time of an emergency when the watar
is low and when they do have to let down water from thae.e..for
the Carlyle tLakes then the communities would pay for the
wateres but then when the water was back up to level againy
then the water charges would go off. That®'s what Senate Bill
868 does. I'd consider your favorable consideration. I*'d be
glad to answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERDME JOYCE:

Helly thank youy Mre Presidente Iesel hesitate to rise
again against this bill but it isn't any better today than it
was yesterdaye. Senator Dunney I think vyou said that now
they're faced with paying for this watery but when they
signed the contract when they put Shelbyville and Carlyle

Lakes ine they said that they would pay for the watery I
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meany that was in the deal. And now they®re coming back
andeesand suddenly wheneeo.when it comes to fruition and thay
are drawing water out of ity they don't want to pay for 1it,
so they don't want to honor their contracte [eeely you knowy
I just think that*s wrongs I think all those communities had
public meetings and there was no oppositions they said they
wanted those lakes therey and as I said yesterdaye they are
beautiful lakesy any community would be very happy to have
themy and aseeand a minimal water chargey the Department of
Transportation tells me 1is fifty cents a monthy that®s six
dollars a yeare 1 think most people would be happy to pay
six bucks a vyear 1if they had ae.eesa recreational 1lake
andeseand absolutely sure that they*re always going to bhave
waters So I don®*t think that®*s too much to ask those commun-—
ities to honor their obligation and honores.sindeedy honor
their contract andeesesand pay for thise Ieeel think for the
State of Illinois to pick up the tab is juste.seit®s just not
right.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Dunn may close.

SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank yous Mre President and membders of the Senate. Up
until now the Us. Se. Corps of Engineers has not chargeds<s.nor
the state has not charged any of the water users for twenty
yearss The corps of enginesrs claims that when the state
will become responsible for about three hundred and fifty
thousand dollars a vyear if a drought occurse it hasn't
occurred in the twenty yearse There's been no charge on the
water. As far as I knows none of the communities have been
asked to paye. But all of a sudden nowsy whysthe corps of
engineers has told the state that in case of low water that
the state would be responsible for the three hundred and

fifty-two thousand dollarse. If this occurs on the Kaskaskia
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Rivery look foreeson the other rivers in 1Illinoisesefinally
the State of Illinoisy the water department...dater Division
may decide to charge you for your water. I*d appreciate a
Aye vote on Senate Bill 868.

PRESIDENT:

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 868 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the rzcordes On that questionsy there
are 30 Ayesy 20 Nayse 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 863 hav—
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 943y Senator Jonese. AUn the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Readings Senate Bill 943. Read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRa. HARRY)
Senate 3ill 943,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeahy thank youy Hire President and members of the Senates
Senate Bill 943 as...amended reflects the agreement between
the electrical contractors and the installers and also
increases the Private Detective and Alarm Security Board from
*'79. 1 ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question iss shall Senate
Bill 943 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye The voting is opens All voted who wish? Have all

voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.

On that questiony there are 54 Ayesy 2 Naysy none voting

Present. Senate Bill 943 having received the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passeds 976y Senator

Collinse. 9854 Senator Demuzio. 998y Senator Berman. On the
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Order of Senate 8ills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill 998. Read the
billy Mre Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR HARRY)

Senate Bill 998.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bermane.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank vyouy Mre President. This bill is similar to the
Senate B8ill 719 which represents the agreement between the
beer distributors and thee...and the brewerse. And I ask for
your favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKTINSON:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yieldy Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Why do we need two bills?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Iesel'm not surey but that's the agreement that our
handlers had worked out and everybody was in agreement on all
sidese Teaeleassl really can’t give you an answery but that's
what we agreed to.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Can vyou assure us that this one won®t become aeeea vehi—
cle to come back without any dollar limits?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Bermane.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I'meeeI®m sorrysy wouldeeoswouldeoawould not come back with
any what?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Is this the same bill that we just passed that Senator
Joyce had? I asked him ifessifeesand I*m asking you the same
questiony if this will not becom2 a vehicle to come back as a
bill without any dollar limits?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

That*s agreed.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 998 passe. Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed
vote Naye. The voting is opens All voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony there are 46 Ayesy 3 Nayss 3 voting
Present. Senate Bill 998 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede 9854 Mre. Secretarys
I inadvertently ran over that one too quicke On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 985. Read the bill.
There's an amendment filedy Senator Demuzioy do you
wisheeewithdraw the amendments thank you. Read the bill, Mre
Secretarys
ACTING SECRETARY: (HMR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 985.

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

Sanator Demuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

There 1is a large amandment that was forthcoming today
that Senator Keats and Senator Zito is aware of. This bill
has major surgery that has to.setake place in.as.in the Houses
and I would ask the members of the Senatz simply to vote in
the affirmative to send it over there to see if we can*t con—
tinue to work on a compromise.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Zitoe.
SENATOR ZITO:

Yess thank yous Mre President and members. What Senator
Demuzio said is correcty there were several attempts to reach
some kind of a compromises Senator Keats and I did not feel
that we had enough time to adequately go through the
requests. I'*m going to be voting Present on Senate 3ill 985
because I think this obviously has a tremendous impact on
thesseon this Issues and Ieeel don*'t think 985 in its present
form is ready to go anyplacey but use your own judgment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Keatse
SENATOR KEATS:

Following thaty not 1in any way disagreeing with the
chairman but in supporting Senator Demuzioy there are three
major concepts involved: the concept of mandatory sharings we
all agree should be done; some of the other provisions, I
won't kid yous thisesothis bill needs work and in present
form 1is never going anywherey but there?s no other vehiclese.
And everyone agreess wWe're going to continue working on it,
there*s no one disagreeing in terms of continuing to worke.
PRESIDENT:

The question isy, shall Senate 3ill 985 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open.
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the records On that questiony there are 50
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Ayess no Naysy S voting Prasente. Senate B8ill 985 Hhaving
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passeds 10054 Senator Jonese On the Order of S=z2nate Bills
3rd Readings Senate 3ill 1005. Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECéETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 1005.

(Secretary reads title of bill})

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joness
SENATOR JONES:

Thank youy Mre President. Senate Bill 905 sets a maxe
salary to be paid full-time court reporters to thirty—nine
thousand two hundred and fifty dollars effective January 1y
*87. This we must do by lawe Ask for a favorable votee.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If note the guestion 1isy shall Senate
B8ill 1005 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiony there are 30 Ayesy 24 Naysy 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1005 having received the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passeds 1009y Senator
Savickase On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1009« Read the billy Mre Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (/Rs HARRY)

Senate Bill 1009.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senatey Senate Bill

1009 is the rewrite of the Physician Assistant®'s Practice
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Acts It provides the five following points: a definition of
the scope of the practice of physician assistants, the educa-—
tional and national certification requirements for licensure
eligibilitys and a clarification of..e0f physician assistants
made be employed by hospitalsy nursing homes and other health
care facilities but still must be supervised by a physiciang
a mechanism for the alternate physician supervision in the
absence of the supervising physiciany and a disciplinary
section which has been significantly strengthened and
expandeds It is supported by the Illinois Academy of Physi—
ctan Assistants, the Department of Registration and Edu—
cationes the Cook County Boards the Cook County Hospital and
the Chicagowide <city collegesescitywide colleges.s I would
urge your support of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Is there any discussion? [If noty the ques—
tion 1iss shall Senate Bill 1009 passe Those in favor vote
Ayee Opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the records On that questions there are 55 Ayess no
Nayss none voting Presente. Senate Bill 1009 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passeds Top
of page 9. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readinges Senate
Bill 1010, Madam Secretary. Read the bill, please. Senator
Weavery for your hourly announcemant? Yesy sire
SENATOR WEAVER:

sesWe'resssw2’re doing pretty wellseeseprofessore I would
like toeeshaving voted on the prevailing side of Senate Bill
868y 1 would move we reconsider the vote by which it passed.
PRESIDENT:

Paranoia is rampant around here. Jesus Christe. All
rightes Senator HWeaver has moved to reconsider..o.having voted
on the prevailing side has moved to reconsider the vote by

which Senate Bill 868 was declared passed. Senator Davidson
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has moved to put that motion on the Table. All in favor of
the motion to Table indicate by saying Ayes All oppos=de.
The Ayes have ite The motion prevails. It is Tabled for—
evere Find your billy, Senator Carroll. How abouteeelOl4y we
got the rest of them? The whol2 row missing? Senator
Carrolly we®'ll get back to yous we have to send out a search
and destroy mission heres 1 got a few more on that 1list,
yeahy righty okays Top of page 9 we'll carry on ande with
leave of the Bodys get back to 1010. Apparently there's bean
a clerical misfile herey that happens in the real worlde. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 1014%.
Read the bills Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1014,

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yous Mre. President and members of the Senate. The
bill before vyou deals with how we go about job training,
retraining and education for employmant in our statee. Cur-—
rentlyy we spend over one million dollars in Illinois on job
training programse We have twelve different agencies con-
ducting twenty-six different programse. There®s plenty of
evidence to suggest that the left hand doesn't really know
what the right band is doingy and what we do or fail to do in
this area will dictate how well our unemployed and our
underemployed deal with the challenges of the job markete.
To help address and review these job training programs it is
required by Federal law to states receiving JPTA funds that
we have a job training coordinating council. The intent of
that legislation was that these councils serve as an inde—

pendent body...to serve as an independent body that is an
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oversight and review council to objectively take a 1look at
how we'reeseshow well the many programs are workinge Our Body
is in the very department that holds most of the job training
programse The Job Training Council while it should be inde—
pendent is housed in DCCA and staffed by DCCAy the very
agency that conducts the bulk of the job training programse
I think if our Job Training Council is to be truly independ-—
ent as an oversight committees it should b2 independent of
any and all existing job training agenciese And that is the
crux of the legislation before youe. Job trainings retrain—
ings and education for employment are too important to be
lost in turf battlesy for what we do or fail to do will
directly affect how well an individual or a family moves from
the welfare or unemployment rolls to a roleseea productive
role in our work forcee. I urge a favorable consideration on
this vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank yous Mre. President. As you may recall from 2nd
readinge DCCA did have several objections to this measure.
Nows some efforts have been made to remove some of those
objectionse I think a couple of them have been removed but
the independentsessthesesprovisions for an independent staff
aresesare still in therei DCCA objects to that, DCCA still
objects to the bille So I*m just informing the Body of that
facte.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yesy question of the sponsore.

PRESIDENT:
Indicates she will yieldy Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Senator Severnss I believe the only change you have made
after taking off some of the other amendments or not getting
them passedssesis the council the same as it was before?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

There are two changes that were made in the last amend-—
mentsy we conceded two additional points to DCCA. One point
that we concededy we suggestedesoI suggested that the council
should be bipartisans DCCA said they didn*'t think that was
necessarys we conceded. T suggested that the council should
not permit the state bureaucrats who run the Jjob training
programs to have votes on the councili DCCA objectedy we con—
ceded. Those are the two points...those are the two changes
that have been made in the laste...in the last amendment that
was offered yesterday. The point that still remains is that
the council be independent of DCCA and/or any job training
agency with an independent staff.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I am sorrys bute.s.the answer is that the council is the
same but you want it to be staffed differentlys correct?
Okaye Welly in your opening comﬁents you got me all excited
because youeeoyou were indicating that we're going to really
revamp this programs we’re going to solve the problems of
unemployment and so forthe You knowy if that be the case,
why don*t we amend 1into this bill that the State Board of
Education have outside independent staff? that the Department
of Mental Health have outside independent staff? that every
unit of government who currently operates with its own people
have independent staff? because after all that would give a
new perspectives The point of the matter is that the report—

ing is still theessto the same placey, and I think changing
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the composition of the staff is not going to improve any-
things This is a program that is funded by Federal dollarse
there 1is a set—aside for administrative costs andy frankly,
several years agos I was most unhaopy about the way it was
runnings; in facty, we were successful in stealing a person
from your area of Decatursy Chris Correll to come up and do
the program for uss and she did a wonderful job and currently
serves as director of Prairie State 2000, I just really
think this is not the thing to do because it*s not going to
do what you want it to do.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Severnsy you wish to close.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yous Mre President. Just one comment to Senator
DeAngelise I agree with you totally with the Prairie State
2000 leadershipsy Dre Correll and through this 1legislation,
hopefullys shes toosy will be a member of the councile. I
think the real questions of coursey is that we musteesasthis
council 1is supposed to take a look not only at the programs
under DCCA but all of theseejob training programs in Illi-
noise And 1 think that we must make it our coordinating
council and independent body not only because it*sSe<.sit was
in the original intent of the legislationy although it was, I
think we must make it an independent body because it must
objectively look at the ongoing challenges of the work forcee.
And I thinkes finally, we must make it an independent body for
the simple and fundamental reason that it's the right thing
to doe And 1 would urge passage of this legislatione.
PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 1014 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayes Opposed will vote Naye The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all

voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there
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are 35 Ayess 18 Nayss 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1014
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passeds Senator Carrolls they tell me the lost have
been founde On the order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1010. Read the bill, Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1010.

(Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank youy Hre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Senate Bill 1010 is merely to codi fy the
understandings and agreements that were reached by the late
Senator Prescott Bloom and myself when we created the I11li-
nois Health Care Cost Containment Councily divided the
membership up amongst commerce and industrys providers and
consumerse Apparently there was some error in one of the
reappointments. This is not to affect that appointment per
se but to merely codify that which was understood which was
that there is a distinction between the for—profit and not-
for—profit providers of carey each should have a interest in
how the forms are developed for them to report because their
needs are different. Ande therefores I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Discussion? If noty the question is,
shall Senates.el ba2g your pardone. Senator Weavere
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank vyouy Mre. Presidente. Well, Senator Carrolls there
seems to be some confusion heres I don't know whether there
was any agreement made but certainly you're locking in cer-

tain proprietary appointmentss you®’re noteesesyou®re not look-—
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ing at the small rural hospitals or the teaching hospitalse
I*'m not sureeeel think there®'s some confusion as to
whatesswhethereeseinitially there was concensus as to where
these appointments should come frome But what I am saying
ise I think the Governor should be free to make these
appointments from any group rather than Jjust designated
groupse Can you elaborate on that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Yesy 1 cane The agreement was made in my offices in my
presencey Senator 3loom®s presencey Senator Schaffer's pres—
ence and about thirty~seven other people. It was understood
specifically that there is a distinction between for—-profit
and not—for—profita It was suggested so that we avoid
exactly what you*re saying and that we not have to codify
thaty that weeseeverybody understood ite I don't want to say
the Governor's Office made a mistake on its recent appoint—
ment but they indicated they had no opposition to this bill
in committee in this forme They indicated they prefer not to
have to say that they probably made a mistake by not
recalling