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I.EAGUE OF CONSERVATION VOTERS

317 Pennsylvania Avenue SE, Washington, D.C., 20003

(202} 547-7200

1324 Locust Street, Colonial Suite, Syivania House, Philadelphia

Pennsylvania, 19107

(215) 735-0750

51 Bayard Street, Suite 112, New Brunswick, New Jersey, 08901
(201) 246-7045

The League of Conservation Voters is a national, non-partisan political
committee formed in 1970 to help elect and re-elect conservation-minded

candidates to office.

We support candidates with outstanding environmental

records running in close elections, and endorse others who deserve recog-

nition.

The League makes cash campaign contributions and does extensive
field organizing and get-out-the-vote drives in certain races.

Every year

the committee analyzes, evaluates and published the environmental voting
records of public officials and distributes these charts to hundreds of
thousands of voters in key states and Congressional districts.

The League's decisions are made by a steering committee consisting of

Teaders from major national environmental groups.
viduals and not as representatives of their organizations.

They serve as indi-
They decide

which candidates to support and which votes to use on our charts.

STEERING COMMITTEE

Brent Blackwelder - President

Environmental Policy Center
Marion Edey - Executive Director

League of Conservation Voters
John Adams

Natural Resources Defensé Council
Richard Ayers

Natural Resources Defense Council
Pavid Brower

Friends of the Earth
Janet Welsh Brown

Environmental Defense Fund
Charles Clusen

Wilderness Society
E1izabeth Davenport

Environmental Action
Louise Dunlap

Environmental Policy Center

Membership in the League costs $18 a year.
our charts and election reports on a regular basis.

Thomas Dustin
Izaak Walton League
Brock Evans ‘
National Audubon Society
Michael McCloskey
Sierra Club
Dick Munson
Solar Lobby
Richard Poliock
Fenton Communications
Rafe Pomerance
Friends of the Earth
Douglas Scott
Sierra Club
Vim Crane Wright
Institute for Environmental
‘Studies
David Zwick
Clean Water Action Project

This entitles you to receive
Write your check

to the League of Conservation Voters and send it to our Washington, D.C.

address.

Additional copies of this chart are available for $3 each.

Special thanks to the Sierra Club for their generous help with computer services.

® Copyright 1983 League of Conservation Voters.



Explanation of Scores

Votes we consider pro-environmental are designated by a plus sign (+);
votes we consider anti-environmental are designated by a minus sign (-).
Each Member of Congress is given a score based on the votes shown. To
compute the score: divide the number of correct votes by the total num-
ber of votes actually cast (ignoring absenses). Then subtract one point
for each unexcused absence as designated with a lower case "a.” Excused
absences are official committee business, family illness or district
disaster and are designated with an upper case "A." A slash (/) indicates
that a Member was not in office at the time of the vote. An "x" in the
columns to the far right on the voting charts indicates co-sponsorship or
other support of a bill, is for informational purposes only, and is not
included in calculating the LCV score. National averages are shown at

the end of this booklet.

Explanation of Votes

We chose the votes considered most important by environmental Tobbyists

and activists in 1982. Al1l are recorded votes taken on the House and
Senate floors. We try to cover as broad a range of issues as possible,

but our choices are limited to whatever issues came to floor votes that
year. Please remember that these votes do not reflect your representative's
total record. They are the tip of the iceberg and the tip may be deceiving.

For example, 3 Senators who originally voted against us on the phony
regulatory "reform" bill (Senate vote #4) later helped us block this
very harmful measure in Congress: Cranston (D-CA), Hart (D-CO) and
Metzenbaum (D-OH). The chart score reflects only their votes and
not their even more important help later on.
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Senate Vote Descriptions

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY BUDGET The vote is on the Leahy (D-VT)
amendment to the First Budget Resolution (S Con Res 92) to add $250
million for the fiscal 1983 EPA operating budget, and $60 million more

for administration and enforcement of the toxic waste superfund. The 1982
budget cuts had already slashed EPA's real operating budget by more than 25%.
The Budget Committee wanted to freeze EPA's funding at fiscal 1982 levels,
which would have meant a further cut in purchasing power because of inflation.

The cuts coincided with a near doubling of the agency's workload, brought
about by new federal laws on toxic chemicals and wastes. The Environmental
Protection Agency now has responsibility for air and water pollution, solid
wastes, pesticides, radiation, toxic substances and hazardous wastes., A
National Wildlife Federation study showed that EPA needed to increase its
budget by two thirds to carry out duties required by Congressional legislation.

The Reagan Administration can't get Congress to weaken pollution laws, but

it has subverted these laws by refusing to give environmental agencies the
money to do their jobs. EPA enforcement actions went down 84% the first

year Reagan was in office. One career EPA Tawyer recently resigned and said
in a memo that "this program cannot continue even to tread water without
additional personnel and support." Most of the money in the Leahy amendment
was for EPA inspections, regulations and health effects research, but $100
million was for EPA grants to states, to help them carry out pollution control
responsibilities that the federal government was no Tonger willing or able

to do. Leahy amendment rejected 38-60; May 20, 1982. YES {s the pro-gnviron-
mental vote, indicated by a plus.

TOXIC WASTE CLEANUP BUDGET The vote is on the Moynihan (D-NY) amendment to

the First Budget Resolution(S Con Res 92) adding $60 million for the Superfund
to ¢lean up hazardous wastes. This increase was recommended by the Senate
Environment and Public Works Committee, which oversees this program. The Budget
Committee had frozen EPA funding for superfund at fiscal 1982 levels.

The Superfund was created to clean up the 418 worst abandoned toxic waste
dumps, but under Reagan it has begun clean up work on only Tive. Some of the
vemaining toxic dumps are already Teaking cancer causing chemicals into ground
water and contaminating wells. 87% of the $1.6 billion Superfund program

is coming from a tax on crude oil and chemicals, the sources of most toxic

" waste. Yet the Reagan Administration has dragged its feet on spending the
relatively small amounts of federal money needed to administer and enforce this
massive cleanup program, bringing it almost to a halt. Moynihan amendment
rejected 41-53; May 21, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote. Congress
eventually appropriated $20 milTion more for Superfund, but this money was taken
from other equally important EPA programs and was still grossly inadequate.

FUNDING FOR EPA RESEARCH AND TOXIC CLEANUP The vote is on the Garn (R-UT)
motion to ki1l the Moynihan/Durenberger amendment to the HUD & Independent
Agencies Appropriations bill (HR 6956). The amendment would have added $39
million for EPA research, and $30 million for Superfund. Congress had already
met President Reagan's request to cut the EPA research budget by 39% in

fiscal 1982, and was now cutting another 25% for fiscal 1983. The Moynihan
amendment would merely have kept the appropriation at 1982 levels.

(continued next page)



The Administration has frequently delayed or weakened important health and
environmental regulations, saying that it did not have adequate scientific
information. At the same time, it has virtually insured that the needed data
will not exist, by massively cutting back on the'Environmental Protection
Agency's funds for scientific research and development. The Moynihan amendment
would have added money for research on the health effects of pollutants,

their impact on crops, and many other programs. The Garn motion to kill it

was adopted 44-40; September 24, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a plus. {Later Congress did increase EPA's R&D funds by a ‘tiny

$4 million, and Superfund by $10 million.)

WRITING EFFECTIVE ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS Final passage of the Regulatory
Reform Act (S 1080)}. We depend on federal agency regulations to implement
most of the laws passed by Congress. Environmentalists support genuine

reform to make the regulatory process more efficient. But this bill would
only have made it more costly and time consuming for agencies to write
regulations. Corporate polluters backed the bill because it is in their
financial self interest to challenge and delay federal regulations at every
level. Public interest groups were united in opposing the bill. Even without
this so-called: "reform" environmentalists often have trouble getting agencies
to move ahead on issuing regulations.

The bill would have tied the hands of agencies 1ike EPA in several ways:

It gave sweeping oversight power to the White House Office of Management and
Budget, which has no expertise in highly technical environmental regulation
and is mainly interested in reducing government spending. It required
agencies to prove that the benefits of a major rule would outweigh its costs,
even though costs are simple to calculate and benefits such as better health
are not easily quantified. It shifted the burden of proof onto the agencies
to demonstrate in court that their regulations are necessary, as opposed to
the current requirement that challengers prove a rule is unfair. Bi11 adopted
94-0: March 24, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a plus.

The House Rules Committee blocked a similiar bill in the House, and efforts
to attach the Senate bill to other House-passed legislation were stymied by
objections from Senators Cranston {(D-CA), Hart (D-CO}, and Metzenbaum (D-OH).
Though all three Senators voted for the bill when it passed the Senate in
March, they deserve praise for reconsidering their positions and helping

to defeat it later in the year.

WATER CONSERVATION: FEDERAL IRRIGATION SUBSIDIES The vote is on the Lugar
(R-INY - Proxmire (D-WI) amendment to the Reclamation Act (S 1867). The
bi1l as written repealed the existing acreage limitations and residency
requirements for farmers who get cheap, federally subsidized irrigation
water. The Lugar amendment put some of those limits back, saying that only
small farms (up to 320 acres) could enjoy the full subsidy, while medium
sized farms {from 320 to 960 acres) had to pay half the real cost of the
water. Large farms (over 960 acres) had to pay the full cost.

The original 1902 Reclamation Act was designed to help family farmers, but
has been widely abused over the years, with the govermment paying up to
94% of the cost of providing agribusiness with water from federally funded
reclamation projects. Total irrigation subsidies over the next five years
are expected to total over $15 billion. Much of the money will go to
corporate absentee owners and foreign investors.



A General Accounting Office study found that over half this artificially
cheap irrigation water is wasted, at a time when water tables are dropping
dangerously. Envirenmentalists want the government to charge realistic
prices as an incentive for water conservation. They supported the Lugar
amendment as a realistic compromise to save water and money, and help the
small resident farmers compete with agribusiness. An Iowa State University
Study showed that resident farmers have more respect for the land. The
Reagan Administration supported the bill and opposed the amendment.

Lugar amendment rejected 39-58; July 15, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. As finally enacted by Congress, the Reclamation
Act continued subsidies to corporate farms. But it would have been even
worse without heavy pressure and a threatened filibuster from Senator Howard
Metzenbaum (D-OH), who deserves our thanks.

SOIL CONSERVATION The vote is on the Armstrong (R-CO) amendment to the Agri- -
cultural Appropriations bill (HR 7072) to stop payment of price supports, farm
loans, crop insurance and other federal farm benefits to farmers who cultivate
highly erodible land, as determined by the Soil Conservation Service. America
is losing 5 billion tons of topsoil a year, more than we did during the dustbowl.
A General Accounting Office survey found ‘that 84% of farmers were losing more
than 5 tons per acre and were hurting long range productivity. Many have aban-
doned traditional soil conservation practices. The plowing of fragile lands in
the West can also hurt adjacent unplowed lands because of dust and wind erosion.
It is silly for the government to promote soil conservation on the one hand,
and erosion on the other. Given the size of farm surpluses, we don't need to
subidize farming on fragile land. Amendment adopted 62-29; Sept. 28; 1982.

YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a plus. The Armstrong amendment
was dropped in the House-Senate conference, and not included in the final bill
which passed Congress.

HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION The vote is on the Tsongas (D-MA) amendment to the
Transportation Assistance Act (HR 6211), better known as the gas tax bill.
The amendment would have transferred $16 billion away from new Interstate
highway construction and spent it instead on repair of existing highways
and bridges. The only new Interstates effected by the amendment were those
that the U.S. Department of Transportation said were not "essential to the
completion of an interconnected Interstate highway system." Most of these
are proposed urban commuter routes which are strongly opposed by local
environmentalists, such as Westway in New York City. These commuter high-
ways increase air pollution and energy consumption, and in some cases
destroy important wildlife habitat.

These proposed Interstates also compete for funding with rail and mass

transit systems which are much better for the environment. The law allows
states to transfer their Interstate highway construction authorizations for
alternative mass transit projects. But this bill discouraged that by providing
massive new guaranteed funding for Interstate construction which was not
automatically available for alternative projects.

The public was systematically misled by the White House and other proponents
of the nickle a gallon gasoline tax into believing that 4¢ of the tax would go
to much needed road repairs, while 1¢ would go to public transit. In reality,
at least 40% of the money in the bill will go for new highway construction.
Furthermore, in his fiscal 1984 Budget proposals, President Reagan went back



on his promise to support an additional $1.1 billion for mass transit from the
gasoline tax, scaling this figure back to a piddling $30 million. Tsongas
amendment defeated 17-74; December 15, 1982, VYES is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. The gasoline tax bill became law.

MINE SAFETY The vote is on the Bumpers (D-AR) - Nickles (R-OK} amendment to the
Urgent Supplemental Appropriations bill (HR 5922), to let the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA) keep jurisidiction over 123,000 sand, gravel and
stone miners. The bill would have shifted control back to the Mine Safety and
Health Administration (MSHA) which had jurisdiction until 1981. Environmentalists
wanted MSHA to get back jurisdiction because OSHA is heavily overworked and has
neither the experience nor the people to oversee mine safety. 80% of all sand and
gravel mines are exempt from regular OSHA inspection. In its first 7 months, OSHA
made only 31 inspections, compared to 1800 by MSHA during the same period a year
earlier, and the number ‘of miners killed tripled. Environmentalists support a
safe workplace environment in the development of the nation's natural resources.
Amendment adopted 52-38; May 27, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. (An identical amendment was defeated in the House, and the
Bumpers amendment was dropped in Conference, thus returning control to MSHA.)

MORATORIUM ON FEDERAL COAL LEASE SALES The vote is on the Bumpers (D-AR)
amendment to the Interior Appropriations bill (HR 7356}, to delete $2.13
million from the Interior Department's Bureau of Land Management (BLM)

in order to delay two scheduled western coal lease sales. Though directly
affecting only these two sales, this was in effect a confidence vote on
Interior Secretary Watt's energy leasing policies. A few days before, the
House removed money for the sales, pending a Congressional investigation of
whether BLM had been mismanaging coal lease sales and failing to get a fair
market value for its coal. In the largest coal lease sale in history, BLM
sold 8 out of 11 leases without competitive bids, and received only 25% of
what comparabie coal had sold for in private sales two years earlier.

The two sales covered by this amendment involved billions of tons of coal in
Montana, North Dakota, and New Mexico, where thousands of acres of fragile,
semi-arid land will be strip mined once the coal is leased. New coal fired
power plants near the mines would also violate federal air standards. There
is now a glut of coal on the market and no need to lease any more until we can
ensure more responsible development of this public, non-renewable resource on
public lands. Amendment rejected 47-48; December 14, 1982. YES is the pro-
environmental vote, indicated by a +. (A House-Senate Conference Committee
compromised on the issue, allowing only one of the two Teases to go forward. )

illustration by Pete McDannel
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CLINCH RIVER NUCLEAR BREEDER REACTOR The vote is on the Appropriations

Commi ttee Amendment to the fiscal 1983 Continuing Resolution {HJ Res 631),

to put back money for the Clinch River breeder reactor which had been removed
by the House. For years envirommentalists have fought against this nuclear
breeder reactor, which would produce massive quantities of plutonium, one of
the most toxic substances there is. Unlike the byproducts of existing nuclear
reactors, plutonium can easily be made into nuclear weapons by terrorists or
foreign nations. Commercialization of breeder technology inevitably puts the
ingredients of nuclear bombs into every day commerce, blurring the line between
nuclear power and nuclear weapons,

Construction of the Clinch River breeder is more absurd today than ever before.
When it was first proposed in 1970, the nuclear industry and the utilities
agreed to pay more than half its estimated $400 million cost. Now the General
Accounting Office says Clinch will cost more than $8.8 billion to build and
operate, while private interests will put up less than 3% of this cost. More-
over, breeder reactors were first proposed as a way of providing nuclear power
plants with plutonium fuel, to replace the dwindling known supplies of uranium.
But recently, huge new uranium discoveries have been made, while the demand
projections for nuclear power plants have gone down almost 90%. The Washington
Post editorialized that "as for the Clinch River breeder, now severely obsolete,
the only serious case for it is that it would generate construction jobs in a
state {Tennessee) represented in the Senate by the Majority Leader (Baker)}."

Committee amendment adopted 49-48; December 16, 1982, NO is the pro-environ-
mental vote, indicated by a +. (A House-Senate Conference provided some money
for engineering and site preparation, but not for construction. We will be
trying to ki1l this project once again in 1983.)

TEMPORARY "AWAY FROM REACTOR" STORAGE OF NUCLEAR WASTES The vote is on

the Johnston (D-LA) motion to kill the Thurmond (R-SC}-Hollings (D-SC)
amendment to the National Nuclear Waste Policy Act. The Thurmond amendment,
supported by environmentalists, would have stopped the government from
providing temporary storage for nuclear wastes from private power plants.
Government "away from reactor" storage represents a major bailout of the
nuclear industry, and was a top priority for industry lobbyists in 1982.
Although the industry would pay storage costs, the federal government would
assume the risks and. financial liability involved in transporting

and storing up to 7,000 truckloads of deadly nuclear wastes at one or more
central facilities, one of them in South Carolina where it could potentially
Teak into the ground water of several southeastern states.

A single urban transport accident resulting in a major nuclear spill could
cost thousands of lives. Current models of nuclear waste shipping casks

have never been physically tested; only obsolete models containing a far

less explosive form of nuclear fuel were "crash tested" for a government
public relations film. Environmentalists believe that the nuclear industry
should bear the full risks involved in the disposal of its own wastes.

At a time of massive budget cuts for alternative energy sources, we don't
need another subsidy for nuclear power. Johnston motion adopted 46-43;

April 29, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote. indicated by a +.
{Government "AFR" storage was included in the final bill passed by Congress.)




12

13

ROLE OF STATES IN NUCLEAR WASTE SITING DECISIONS The vote is on the McClure

TR-1D) motion to ki1l the Cannon (D-NV) amendment to the National Nuclear
Waste Policy Act (S 1662). The bill as written set a 1987 deadline for
finding a permanent nuclear waste site. The bill allowed a state to object
to a federal decision to put a nuciear waste dump-within its borders if it
could get one House of Congress to agree. The Cannon amendment said that a
state objection would prevail unless both the House and the Senate voted to
override it, thus strenthening the hand of Tocal residents who are most
deeply affected by a siting decision. No safe and permanent way to dispose
of nuclear wastes has yet been found. The federal government has repeatedly
tried to locate disposal sites in places whose safety was questionable, only
to back off when public resistence increased. Environmentalists wanted to
strengthen the hand of the states because they fear that the federal
government will rush into a premature siting decision without adequate study,
in its eagerness to declare the nuclear waste problem "solved." McClure
motion passed 52-40; April 29, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
shown by a +. (Senator Proxmire, D-WI, Tater got the Cannon Tanguage
included in the final version of the bill.)

MILITARY USE OF CIVILIAN NUCLEAR REACTORS The vote is on the Hart (D-CO}-
Simpson (R-WY) amendment to the NucTear Regulatory Commission Authorization
bi1l (S 1207). The amendment banned the reprocessing of civilian spent
nuclear fuel for use in making nuclear weapons. The miliarty use of commercial
nuclear power plants would give the nuclear industry another subsidy and a
"nationdl security” rationale. It would also mean that several million cubic
feet of nuclear wastes could be transported from power plant to bomb plant

via trucks on U.S. highways. The spent nuclear fuel rods would then be
converted into a 1iquid form which is more unstable and more dangerous. Until
now, the U.S. commercial nuclear program has always been carefully kept separate
from the military. The Hart amendment intended to keep it that way. It set

a good example for other nations and was an important victory in the fight
against nuclear weapons proliferation. The amendment was opposed by the
Administration and the leadership of the Armed Services Committee, yet it
passed 88-9. March 30, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated

by a +. (The amendment was kept in the final bill which passed Congress.)

The following bills did not reach_the Senate floor for a vote. Their
sponsors are listed for information purposes only, and sponsorship is
not a factor in calculating LCV chart scores.

OIL AND GAS DRILLING IN WILDERNESS AREAS. Jackson Wilderness Protection Act
of 1982 (S 280). 1his bill would permanently ban drilling for pil, gas and
most minerals in federally designated wilderness areas. It would also ban

such drilling on public lands being studied for possible wilderness designation
unless Congress decides otherwise. Cosponsors of this bill are noted by an X.
Cosponsorship is not considered in calculating the LCY scores.

Only 1% of the land in the lower 48 states is wilderness, most of it in the

‘West. Mineral leasing is permitted on 94% of our public lands, and only 3%

of the nation's undiscovered oil and gas lies beneath lands covered by this bill.
Technically, exploratory drilling in wilderness areas has been legal during

several past Administrations, but no Secretary of the Interior ever considered
such leases until James Watt came to office. When Watt granted drilling rights



in the E1 Capitan Wilderness in New Mexico and indicated that more leases would
follow, there was such a public outcry that Watt backed off and said he would
postpone leasing until the end of 1982. But in the meantime, the Interior
Department pushed to process 1,000 leasing applications covering 3 million acres.
The Jackson bill was blocked by Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee
Chairman McClure, but a similiar House measure was attached to the fiscal 1983
Interior Appropriations bill. But that ban expires in September, and would
lTeave Watt with a three month "window of opportunity” to inflict untold damage
before the end of that year. Thus the Senate must grapple with this issue

again in 1983,

NUCLEAR WEAPONS FREEZE  The Kennedy (D-MA) - Hatfield (R-OR) Weapons Freeze
Resolution called on the U.S. and the Soviets to negotiate an immediate,
verifiable freeze on the testing, production and deployment of nuclear weapons
as a first step toward arms reduction. Freeze advocates believe that an
immediate freeze is essential to prevent deployment by both sides of new, "first
strike" weapons that would destabilize the nuclear balance and make a nuclear
holocaust far more 1ikely. The Resolution is opposed by President Reagan.
Cosponsors are noted with an X on the far right of the chart. Cosponsorship does
not affect a Senator's score. Even where this issue came to a vote, in the
House, we included it for information purposes only. Nuclear war is surely the
ultimate ecological disaster. Yet the great moral and practical gquestions
involved in arms control go beyond the scope of most environmental groups. Some
national conservation organizations supported the Freeze, while others took no
position, believing that basic military policy questions went beyond traditional
conservation issues.
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Senate Votes
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STATE NAME 12 314
A1abama Denton (R) --- -
Heflin (D) - -

Alaska Murkowski (R} - - - -
Stevens (R) - -

Arizona DeConcini (D) -+ a -
Goldwater (R} - - - -

Arkansas Bumpers (D) + + 4 -
Pryor {D) + 4+ -

California Cranston (D)  + + + -
Hayakawa (R) - - a-

Colorado Armstrong (R) - - - -
Hart (D) ++ + -

Connecticut Dodd (D) ++a -
Weicker (R) 3 - - -

Delaware Biden (D) ++a-
RO'”"(R) - -3 -

Florida Chiles (D) + 4+ -
Hawkins (R) + 4+ 4 -

Georaia Mattinaly (R) - - - -
: Nunn (D) - - -

Hawaii Tnouye (D) + 4+ + 3
Matsunaga (D) @ + a -

Idaho McClure {R) - -
Symms (R} - - - -

I11inois Dixon (D) - - - -
Percy (R) - - -

* The "x" indicates co-sponsorship of bill;
not used in calculating LCV score.
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included for informational purposes only,
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31 34
13 12
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STATE NAME 1234 5 6 7 B9 10111213 8¢
Indiana Lugar (R) ---- ++ 4+ - -4 54 31 30
Quayle {R) ----  F+ - bt -+ 86 32
Towa Grassley {(R) ---- ++ - - -+ 44 8 31
Jepsen (R) - - - + 4+ - - - -+ -4 31 26 41
Kansas Dole (R) - - - - T 23 13 49
Kassebaum (R} - -~ -+ - a- ++ -+ 32 2?25 48
Kentucky Ford (D) A S SRR 54 50 33
Huddleston (D) +a-- -- - ++ - --+ 32 8 19
Louisiana Johnston (D) - -+ - -+ - -+ - - -4 31 26 13
Long (D} -++a -+ - -4+ -3-+% 43 6 7
Maine Cohen (R) ++ + - e AR 69 72 82
Mitchell (D) ++ + - + + - ++ 44+ 85 72 69
Maryland Mathias (R) ++a - -+ - +3 - - -+ 43 71 62
Sarbanes (D) + 4+ + - ++ 0+ ++ ++ a3+ 9] 88 85
Massachusetts Kennedy (D) ++ A - ++ o+ ++ o+ 4+ + o+ 92 97 77
Tsongas (D) + + + - + 4+ + at ++ -+ B2 84 82
Michigan Levin (D) AR 2 T I S R S S 92 94 80
Rieale (D) R I S S 92 86 96
Minnesota Boschwitz {R) e S e 46 44 67
Durenberger (R) + + + - + + - a- +aat+ 67 63 75
Mississippi Cochran (R) -=-=-2 == =~ 4= --4++ 16 6 19
Stennis (D) +-a- == @ == --+4% 25 19 0
Missouri Danforth (R) --a- ++ - - - .-+ 24 31 48
Eagleton (D) R I T Y B 2 S A 74 89 46
Montana Baucus (D) ++ 4+ = -+ - o+ 4+ 4+ 69 75 78
Melcher (D) +3a- -+ - -+ +a++ 57 52 44

* The "x" indicates co-sponsorship of biil; included for informational purposes only,
not used in calculating LCV score.
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STATE

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio
0k1abhoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode 1sland

The “x" indicates co-sponsorship of bill; included for informational purposes only,

NAME

Exon (D)
Zorinsky (D)

Cannon (D}
Laxalt (R}

Humphrey (R)
Rudman {R)

Bradley {D)
Brady (R)

Domenici (R)
Schmitt (R)

D'Amato (R)
Moynihan (D)

East (R}
Helms (R}

Andrews (R)
Burdick (D)

Glenn {D)
Metzenbaum (D)

Boren {D)
Nickles (R)

Hatfield (R)
Packwood (R}

Heinz (R)
Specter (R)

Chafee (R}
Pel1l (D)

— Funding EPA

™ and

not used in calculating LCV score.

w Toxic Cleanup

= Setting Effective Regs.

« Water Conservation

o S0il1 Conservation

+

-~ Highway Construction

o Mine Safety

w Federal Coal Leasing

—
[

Clinch River Nuclear Reactor

PAFRM

Nuclear Waste Storage

—
-

Nuclear Waste Siting

—
(]

+

Military Use of Civilian

Nuclear Fuel

—
[}

+ +

~ +

+

82

66
38

57
23

54
46

77
20

15
17

54
80

15
46

71
80

16
15

29
38

49
49

66
85

81 79-
80
38 33
12 33
37 23
19 16
38 27
32
g8 75
25 23
5 27
19
92 71
6
19 23
19
50 33
56 53
g8 71
27 6
25
44 43
25 75
50 67
39
75 87
81 65
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2 £e % 5 S 85
a b g% 5 = =, °
< 2& 5z £ 537 §ELEw
5 g5 23 8 §58& zgsE3e
= ez 5o F UE 94 E83E
5888 =3 £ £2 S E£23z2 82 81 79-
STATE NAME 1234 5 6 7 g9 10111213 &0
South Carolina Hollings (D) $H - - -+ - -4 ++++ 62 46 44
Thurmend (R) - - - == - == -1t 15 13 27
South Dakota Abdnor (R) - - - - - - - = -aa-+% 7 25
Pressler (R) -a- - -+ - a- - -++ 25 32 65
Tennessee Baker (R} - - - - - - - 4+ - -aa+ 16 13 25
Sasser (D) + + 3 - L 49 12 23
Texas Bentsen (D) --a3a- -+ - a+ +--a 27 19 3
Tower (R) . T T 0 6 11
Utah Garn (R) - - - - -+ - - - - -t - 15 31 13
Hatch (R) - - - -+ 3 - - -+ 4%+ 32 31 17
Yermont Leahy (D) +++ - ++ - 4+ + o+ 85 99 90
Stafford (R) -+ 4+ - ++ - - F- -4 54 47 71
Virainia Byrd, Harry (1) - --- +4+ - -+ ++++4 54 38 16
Warner (R) - - - - -+ - == = - =t 15 190 27
Washington Gorton (R) T T S 31 38
Jackson (D) + 4+ + - e 38 50 33
West Virginia Byrd, Robert (D} + ++ - -4 - ++ 4 -+ 4 69 75 23
Randolph (D) + 4+ - -+ -+ 4 - -4 62 56 49
Wisconsin Kasten (R) T S S 38 19
Proxmire (D) - - -+ + + +4+ o+ 4+t 69 56 93
Wyomina Simpson (R) --a- -+ - -- ---4 16 38 4
Wallop (R) ~--3a- -+ - -- -a-+4 16 25 28

* The "x" indicates co-sponsorship of bill; included for informational purposes oniy,
not used in calculating LCV scare.
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House Vote Descriptions

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY RESEARCH FUNDING  The vote is on the Scheuer
(D-NY) amendment to the HUD & Independent Agencies Appropriations bill, to
add $25 million for EPA research and development. At Reagan's request Congress
had already cut EPA's research budget by 39% in fiscal 1982, and in this bill
the House Appropriations Committee cut another 21% for fiscal 1983. Even
Scheuer's amendment represented an $8 million decrease from 1982 levels. The
funds added by the amendment would have gone for identifying cancer causing
pollutants; studying the effects of pollution on crops, oceans and natural
resources; protecting the Chesapeake Bay; helping industry develop cost-
effective ways to meet envirommental regulations; and long term research on
problems like acid rain, ground water pollution, and hazardous wastes.

The Reagan Administration has frequently delayed or weakened important health
and environmental regulations, saying that it did not have adequate scientific
information. At the same time, it has virtually assured that no such data will
exist, by massively cutting EPA's funds for scientific research and development.
Over the past two years the agency stopped collecting important pollution data,
eroding the base not only for enforcement, but for rational decisions about the
future as well. In Reagan's first year, employment of EPA scientists went
down 5.6% and many more have left since in frustration because EPA's top
political appointees won't consult them. Amendment defeated 131-263;
September 15, 1983; YES is the pro-environmental vote, shown by a +. (The
final bi1l passed by Congress cut EPA's R&D funding by $2.2 million more.)

GORSUCH CONTEMPT OF CONGRESS CITATION  Adoption of H Res 632 citing Environ-
mental Protection Adency Administrator Anne Gorsuch (now Anne Burford) in
Contempt of Congress because she refused, on the President's orders, to give

a House subcommittee thousands of subpeonaed documents regarding EPA's enforce-
ment of the Superfund toxic waste cleanup law. Congress has a constitutional
responsibility to make sure that the laws it enacts are properly carried out,
and must have access to documents to do this. There is substantial evidence of
mismanagement, conflict of interest and political favoritism in EPA's enforce-
ment of the law, some of which may be criminal.

The Superfund law was enacted in 1980 to clean up the 418 worst abandoned toxic
waste dumps over the next 5 years. In her two years in office, Gorsuch has

begun only 5 cleanups. 87.5% of the cleanup costs come from a tax on oil and
chemical companies, but the money for administration and enforcement of the

program must come directly from federal appropriations to EPA, which is so
underfunded and mismanaged that $350 million in industry tax money is now sitting
waiting in the bank. EPA is also required by law to recover cleanup costs directly
from the companies responsible for individual toxic dumps, but EPA has been

accused of making sweetheart deals with the dumpers, settling for a fraction of the
true costs and absolving them from further legal responsibility. EPA's top Super-
fund official, Rita Lavelle, was wined and dined by these companies in violation

of EPA rules. One former EPA official continued to represent private clients that
benefitted from the agency's hazardous waste regulations while he was still at EPA.
Other top officials have been accused of postponing toxic waste cleanups until
after the 1982 elections, to hurt Democratic candidates in those districts.

Administration claims of "executive privilege" over "enforcement sensitive" docu-
ments are very flimsy. The subpeonaed documents were not prepared for the
President, and were never seen by him or even by EPA's General Counsel. The
cases involved do not rely on surprise; EPA has tried to settle most of them out



of court. There are no national security issues involved. Since the citation,
EPA has shredded documents and erased computer memory banks. Resolution adopted
259-105; December 16, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, shown by a +.

AIR POLLUTION: VEHICLE EMISSIONS INSPECTION & MAINTENANCE PROGRAM  Walgren (D-PA)
amendment to the HUD & Independent Agencies Appropriations bill (HR 6956), to bar
use of EPA funds to implement the I & M program for one year. Automobile exhaust
produces carbon monoxide and ozone, which aggravate heart disease, asthma, bron-
chitis, emphysema and other lung diseases. The air in many American cities 1is
getting cleaner because of technological improvements in auto emission control
devices which the Clean Air Act requires for new cars. It is vital that these
control devices function properly if we are to keep these gains and further con-.
trol smog and other pollutants. Unfortunately, the new technology is not foolproof.
Auto emissions can increase dramatically through tampering or mechanical failure
of emission control devices, by using leaded fuels in cars designed for unleaded
fuel or through failure to keep a car properly tuned.

Thus the Clean Air Act requires urban areas which will violate smog and car-
bon monoxide health standards after December 31, 1982 to conduct vehicle inspec-
tion and maintenance programs. Such programs have been successful in New Jersey,
Portland, Oregon and elsewhere, and substantially reduced air pollution. The
Walgren Amendment would have made it impossible for EPA to enforce this require-
ment, further delaying the achievement of healthful air quality in many cities.
Amendment adopted 200-184; September 15, 1982. No_is_the pro-environmental vote,
shown by a +. (The Walgren Amendment was droppea in the House-Senate Conference,
so the vehicle I & M program remains a functioning program under the Clean Air Act.)

HAZARDOUS WASTE REGULATION  Gramm (D-TX) amendment to exempt businesses which gen-
erate, store or transport relatively small quantities of hazardous waste from the
Resource Conservation & Recovery Act (RCRA, HR 6307). Although each such business
may produce only a small amount, taken together they are responsible for 8% of the
nation's deadly toxic wastes. RCRA is the nation's principal law governing the
management and disposal of these wastes, and was designed to avoid the creation of
additional abandoned toxic dumps like Love Canal. In 1982 the House amended RCRA
to close some loopholes in the law, loopholes that, for example, enable companies
to dump toxic levels of dioxin along roadsides. Another loophole is the current
exemption from any hazardous waste regulation for small businesses. The House bill
eased the stiff paperwork burden on small businesses, but exempted only those
companies dealing with tiny quantities of toxic waste. The Gramm Amendment would
have simply perpetuated the existing loophole in the Taw. Amendment rejected 148-
183; September 8, 1982. No is the pro-environmental vote, shown by a +. (Changes
in RCRA were not considered in the Senate, but are expected to come up again in
Congress in 1983.)

ELIMINATION OF "COMMON LAW" LEGAL RIGHTS OF HAZARDOUS WASTE VICTIMS  Dannemeyer
{R-CA) amendment to the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) reauthor-
jzation bill (HR 6307), to remove provision that preserves the right of individuals
and state and local governments to sue hazardous waste generators under the "'common
law." Unfortunately, RCRA does not cover every hazardous waste problem, and without
common law protections, victims could be left without any remedy. Common law remedies
are often the only legal recourse for aggrieved parties where EPA has not yet issued
rules, and for states seeking to stop actions by neighboring states which harm them.
The Supreme Court had ruled earlier that when Congress originally passed RCRA,
it eliminated other legal rights which hazardous waste victims had before RCRA
passage. The House bill as written restored these “common law rights." The Chem-




ical Manufacturers Association strongly opposed the provision, and passage of the
Dannemeyer Amendment was one of their top priorities. Environmentalists were joined
in our opposition to the Amendment by the National Association of Attorneys General.
Fpvironmentalists have traditionally opposed allowing federal environmental statutes
to preempt stronger, or additional, legal rights (see also vote #6 on pesticides,
below). This problem is especially serious at a time when the U.S. EPA is no

Jonger willing or able to cope with its pollution control responsibilities. Amend-
ment rejected 85-255; September 8, 1982. No is the pro-environmental vote, shown

by a +. (Changes in RCRA were not considered in the Senate, but are expected to
come up again in Congress in 1983.)

STATE RIGHTS TO REGULATE PESTICIDES Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide reauthorization bill (HR 5203) known as "FIFRA®. The vote is on

the Harkin {D-IA) amendment to restore state ability to set up pesticide pro-
grams tailored to local needs and set stricter pesticide requlations than the
Reagan Aministration does. The bill written by the House Agriculture Committee
would have crippled state regulatory programs by restricting state access to
pesticide data. States would have had to rely on information collected by EPA
and were forbidden from requiring additional data from manufacturers on their own,
Some states like California already have better pesticide programs than EPA.

Conservationists have traditionally supported state rights to set stricter
environmental protections than those of the federal government. This problem
is especially serious.when the federal EPA is no longer willing or able to cope
with its pollution control responsibilities. A recent House Agriculture Sub-
committee report said that budget cuts and increased pressure to speed up the
approval of new pesticides may be forcing EPA scientists to shortcut standard
review procedures. One of EPA's chief pesticide regulators conceded that

phony "cut and paste" EPA toxic studies are sometimes based entirely on infor-
mation provided by the chemical companies themselves. Moreaver, FPA recently
published new rules severely restricting public access to its pesticide data,
making it nearly impossible for independent scientists to determine if pesticides
approved by EPA are really safe.

EPA still allows the sale of herbicides with far higher levels of dioxin than

the dirt at Times Beach, Missouri, the town EPA bought and evacuated because

of dioxin contamination. Up to 165 million Americans may have been exposed to
dioxin from herbicides. Federal programs do not take Tocal conditions into
account. Florida groundwater is ciose to the surface and easily contaminated,
yet EPA did no groundwater studies before approving the use of "temic" in the
grange groves., The state of Florida had to impose a moratorium on this acutely
toxic poison because the EPA had done nothing. Amendment adopted 250-154;

August 11, 1982; YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. The Senate
never voted on FIERA so the law comes up again in 1983. States kept their rights.

ORGANIC FARMING The vote is on the Weaver (D-OR) motion to suspend the rules

and pass the Organic Farming Act of 1982 (HR 5618). The bill would set up six
regional centers at land grant universities to conduct research and provide
information to farmers interested in knowing more about organic agriculture.

In its purest form, organic farming is done without chemical fertilizers,
herbicides, pesticides, growth regulators or livestock feed additives. It uses
natural fertilizers like compost or manure, sophisticated rotation of crops, and
biological pest controls. Many farmers use both organic and non-organic methods.

Interest in organic farming has skyrocketed recently as growing production costs



have combined with low commodity prices to drive many farmers into bankruptcy.
Many farmers are caught in a vicious cycle of addiction to ever more costly
chemicals and soil additives. Insects grow more resistent to almost any poison
over time; pesticide use has increased tenfold in the Tast thirty years, while
crop 1osses to insects have doubled. Organic farming can help farmers cut these
costs and increase the productivity of their land by protecting it from over
cultivation, soil erosion and nutrient depletion. It is also a boon to public
health, reducing the need for the kind of toxic chemicals described in vote #6.
Most farmers don't get enough information about erganics. Often their information
sources are heavily influenced by chemical companies eager to sell products. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture recently fired its only organics research employee.
In 1982 it spent only $1 million out of a $430 million research budget on organics
and this year inténds to spend no money at all. Motion rejected 189-19@. {two
thirds vote required under suspension of rules.) August 17, 1982. YES is the
pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. We hope to try again in 1983.

WATER CONSERVATION: FEDERALLY SUBSIDIZED IRRIGATION WATER. Final Passage of the
Reclamation Act Amendments (HR 563%). The 1907 Reclamation Act provided extremely
cheap water to small western farmers, in order to settle the West and turn its arid
lands into productive family farms. But the 320 acre per couple limit on water
from federal dam projects was abused, with the federal government paying up to

94% of the costs of providing irrigation water for big corporations like oil com-
panies and railroads and foreign investors. Total federal irrigation subsidies
are estimated to reach over $15 billion over the next five years, according to the
Congressional Budget Office. Unrealistically low prices for federal water invites
waste we can i11 afford when water tables are dropping dangerously. A General
Accounting Office study found that over half of our irrigation water is wasted.

In 1976 a federal court ruled against use of reclamation water by farms larger

than 320 acres and the law began to be enforced. In 1982, however, heavy lobbying
and big campaign contributions by western agribusinesses paid off when they convinced
Congress to remove the acre limits. Environmentalists wanted to keep the limits
both to encourage water conservation and to help small resident farmers compete
with agribusiness. It is ironic that Congress and the Administration delivered this
subsidy bonanza to some of the biggest and wealthiest wheat and cotton growers in
the country at the same time that they cut farm supports and urged reduced plant-
ings as a way to cut surpluses and boost prices. Bill adopted 228-117; May 6,
1982. No is the pro-environmental vote (indicated on the chart by a +). (This
bill, with minor changes, was enacted into law in the closing days of 1882.)

SHARING COSTS OF IRRIGATION DAMS. Reclamation Safety of Dams Act {HR 3208) author-
izing $550 mitlion to repair or replace 56 federal water projects. The vote is on
the Solomon (R-NY) - Edgar (D-PA) amendment requiring those who benefit from the
work to share in the costs. Most of these projects benefit large agribusiness
interests by providing them with extremely cheap subsidized irrigation water (see
vote #8 above). The amendment was a first step toward making them pay a fair share
of the cost of the water.,and thus an incentive for water conservation. As Solomon
said on the House floor in arguing for his Amendment, “the $550 million in this
bill is simply the latest chapter in a long story of underpricing our natural
resources through Federal subsidies. I am confident that when the subsidies are
stopped, we will starting spending both natural and fiscal resources more wisely."

Cost-sharing also gives local interests an incentive to look for the most cost-
effective way to meet their water needs, which in this case meant repairing dams
rather than new construction. One state, Arizona, was scheduled to receive



10

three-fifths of the money in the bill, and was planning to use much of it to
build the new Cl1iff Dam, instead of more cost-effective repair work. In the past
Congress repeatedly turned down such cost-sharing proposals for water projects.
But in the current climate of concern over budget deficits, the Solomon-Edgar
Amendment had broad support, including President Reagan's. Amendment adopted
212-140; April 29, 1982. Yes is _the pro-environmental yote (indicated on the
chart by a +). (The dam safety bill died in the Senate where it failed to come
to the floor for a vote.)

GARRISON DIVERSION WATER PROJECT The vote is on the Conte (R-MA) amendment

to the Continuing Appropriations bill ({H J Res 631) to block funds for the
Garrison Diversion. This project would ultimately cost over $1 billion, and
would flood nearly as much productive farmland as it would irrigate, providing
an $800,000 subsidy to each farm that benefitted. It would cause more damage
to the National Wildlife Refuge system than any other prgject in history,
destroying or damaging 12 such refuges, many of them major breeding grounds

for waterfowl and an important part of the flyway for migratory birds. It
would also destroy large areas of native prairie and prairie wetlands, and
nollute rivers flowing into two other states and Canada. The Canadian govern-
ment claims that the project violates the U.S. - Canadian Boundary Waters Treaty.

Amendment adopted 252-152; December 14, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated on the chart by a plus. (Money for Garrison was included in the Senate
Appropriations biil, and retained by the House-Senate Conference Committee.
Environmentalists will try again to kill the project in 1983).

Drawing by Ross;
. ® 1976 The New Yorker Afagazine. Inc.

“Your wife's on the phone. The azaleas are oul.”
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O'NEILL IRRIGATION PROJECT The vote is on the Bonior (D-MI) - Evans {(R-DE)
amendment to the Continuing Appropriations bil1l (H J Res 631) to block funds

for the construction of this project on the Niobrara River in MNebraska. The
0'Neill project would destroy the Nature Conservancy's largest preserve at

the biological crossroads of North America, a place where many northern, southern,
eastern and western species meet and reach the extreme limit of their range.

The project threatens the habitat of whooping cranes and bald eagles, both
endangered species.

This $364 million project would cost taxpayers $2,800 an acre to irrigate

77,000 acres, while destroying another 30,000 acres of farmland outside the
irrigation district. The objective of the project is to grow more corn in a
state where farmers in 1982 plowed under 400,000 acres of corn because there

was a surplus and prices were too low. The beneficiaries of the project will

pay back only 25% of the totat cost, and only after 100 years. Amendment adopted
245-144; December 14, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by

a plus. The 0'Neill project was funded by the Senate, and was included by

the House-Senate Conference Committee in the bill sent to the President., Envir-
onmentalists will try again to kill this.project in 1983.

AMERICAN CONSERVATION CORPS (HR 4861)}. The vote is on the Seiberling motion

to suspend the rules and pass a bill to employ youths for conservation and
rehabilitation projects on federal, state and Indian lands. This $300 million
a year program would be funded from federal revenues from such activities as

0il and gas leasing and timber sales on public lands. The Conservation Corps
would create about 100,000 jobs -- many more jobs per dollar invested than most
federal programs. President Reagan opposed this bill, along with other proposals
for what he called "make work" jobs. But the need for the work is as clear as
the benefits to young people, 22% of whom are unemployed (for minorities, 46%}.

Many of our -national parks and forests are suffering major resource damage

and deterioration from heavy use and lack of maintainance. The same is true
of state and local recreation lands, wildlife refuges, fishery facilities, etc.
With massive budget cuts at both federal and state levels, the backlog of
needed conservation work has grown tremendously. Under this program young
people could plant trees, thin out tree stands, maintain trails, build fences
on range land, band birds, and enjoy the outdoors. Motion adopted 291-102;
June 9, 1982. VYES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (The bill
died in the Senate, where it never came up for a vote.)

COASTAL BARRIER ISLANDS PROTECTION The vote is on the Breaux (D-LA} motion

to suspend the rules and pass the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (HR 3252).
Many barrier islands are still wild places of exceptional beauty. They have
long beaches on the ocean side, and wetlands on the other protected side,
providing critical but diminishing habitat for fish and migratory birds.
They are composed of sand or other shifting materials, and are regularly
pounded by ocean storms as the first Tine of defense for the mainland. For
a1l these reasons, they are totally unsuitable for development.

The bill prohibited federal aid for barrier island development such as funding
for sewers, highways, bridges, airports, boat landings, housing loans, some
erosion control and federal flood insurance. The ban applied only to specified
islands and peninsulas that were still wild. The government has often paid
twice for barrier island development: once to subsidize development in the
first place, and again to bail out property owners hit by a hurricane or other



disaster. The bill will save the federal government about $2 billion over

the next 20 years. It does not ban private development but greatly inhibits
it by insisting that everything be financed entirely by private capital. This
bi1l was the only significant new environmental law enacted in the 97th Congress.
1t passed the House aimost unanimously and was supported by the President.
Motion agreed to 399- 4; September 28, 1982, VYES is the pro-environmental vote,
shown by a plus. The Act passed the Senate on a voice vote and became law.
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STATE COASTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT The vote is on final passage of the (Ocean
and Coastal Resources Management and Development Fund (HR 5543). The bill
would set aside up to $300 million of the estimated $10 to $15 billion in
yearly federal revenues from proposed offshore oil and gas lease sales. The
money would be used to fund state coastal resource management programs designed
to control the impact of offshore oil drilling and other coastal development.
70% of the population now lives near the coast, creating enormous development
pressures on fragile and valuable resources. Two thirds of all sport and
commercial fish spend part of their lives in coastal estuaries and wetlands,
and countless water birds depend on them as well. Beaches and dunes tend to
erode if buildings are put on them. The mayor of Miami Beach recently spent
$65 million trucking in sand because the beach had entirely washed away.

10% to 20% of the money in the Fund would go to the National Sea Grant College
Program for marine research and technical assistance. The rest would be divided
among the coast and Great Lake states in block grants. 30% of the block grant
For -each state would go towards implementing a coastal zone management plan

to identify and control activities which could harm the coast. 20% would be
earmarked for managing fisheries and marine 1ife. 40% could be spent on a
variety of state natural resource programs, and 10% would go specifically
toward reducing the damage done by offshore energy development. States like
Massachusetts are using the Coastal Zone Management Act to challenge Watt's
offshore 0il leases in court, but the states need money to assess the impacts
so they can later make their case. The bill was designed to rescue coastal
programs which the Reagan Administration wanted to terminate. Bill adopted
260-134; September 29, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated

on the chart by a +. The bill died in the Senate.

CLINCH RIVER NUCLEAR BREEDER REACTOR Coughlin (R-PA) - Wolpe (D-MI) amend-
ment to the Continuing Appropriations Resolution (H J Res 631) to remove all
funding for the Clinch River breeder. For years environmentalists have fought
against this breeder reactor, which would produce massive quantities of
piutonium, one of the most toxic substances there is. Unlike the byproducts
of existing reactors, plutonium can easily be made into nuclear weapons by
terrorists or foreign nations. Commercialization of breeder technclogy
inevitably puts the ingredients of nuclear bombs into every day commerce,
demolishing the wall between nuclear power and nuclear weapons.

Construction of the Clinch River reactor is more absurd today than ever before.
Wher it was first proposed in 1970, the nuclear industry and the utilities
agreed to pay more than half its estimated $400 million cost. Now the federal
General Accounting office says Clinch will cost more than $8.8 billion to build
and operate for 5 years, while private interests will have put up less than 3%
of the cost. Moreover, breeder reactors were first proposed to provide
plutonium fuel to nuclear power plants to replace the then dwindling known
supplies of uranium. But recently, huge new uranium discoveries have been made,
while demand projections for nuclear power plants have decreased by 90%. The
Washington Post recently editorialized that "as for the Clinch River breeder,
now severely obsolete, the only serious case for it is that it would generate
construction jobs in a state (Tennessee) represented in the Senate by the
Majority Leader (Howard Baker)." Amendment adopted 217-196; December 14, 1982.
YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. {A House-Senate Conference
Committee provided money for continued site preparation and engineering
activities but not for any new construction. Environmentalists will be trying
again to kill this project in 1983.)
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ROLE OF STATES IN NUCLEAR SITING DECISIONS Broyhill (R-NC) - Fuqua (D-FL)
amendment to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (HR 3809). The bill as written
allowed a state to veto its selection as a permanent nuclear waste repository.
Only a vote by both the House and Senate could override such a state vete.

If Congress took no action, the veto would stand. The Broyhill amendment
reduced the power of the states by saying that a state could not veto a

site unless it could get either the House or Senate to vote to agree. If
Congress took no action, there was no veto.

No safe and permanent way to dispose of nuclear wastes has yet been demonstrated
by either industry or govermment. The federal government has repeatedly tried
to locate disposal sites in places that turned out not to be competely safe,
only to back off as public resistence increased. The bill provided only

limited safeguards for local residents 1iving near a nuclear waste site. Envir-
onmentalists wanted to strengthen the hand of the states, because they fear

that the federal government will rush into a premature siting decision without
adequate study, in its eagerness to declare that the nuclear waste problem is
nsolved". Amendment adopted 213-179; November 29, 1982. NQ is the pro-environ-
mental vote, indicated by a +. The Senate passed identical language, but
Senator Proxmire got it removed in the Conference Committee.

ENVIRONMENTAL SAFEGUARDS FOR DISPOSAL OF MILITARY NUCLEAR WASTE Nuclear
Waste Policy Act (HR 3809). The vote is on the Markey {D-MA} amendment to
make military nuclear waste subject to the same environmental, health and
safety regulations that apply to civilian nuclear waste under the Act. The
Act was supposed to provide a comprehensive solution to the nuclear waste
disposal problem, but it did not cover about 90% of the wastes, which are
military and are now unregulated. Residents 1iving near a defense nuclear
facility will suffer the same health consequences as those 1iving near a
civilian facility if there is an accident or leakage of radioactive material.
Letting the military and the Congressional Armed Services Committees set the
rules for this waste would probably not solve the probtem, since the military
has been extremely lax in its handling of nuclear wastes in the past. At
Hanford, Washington, high level military nuclear wastes have a history of
leaking into the ground water and the Columbia River. The DOE Inspector
General reported that practices at Hanford needed "wholesale overhaul." The
Markey amendment would still have allowed the military to develop and run
their own waste sites separate from civilian waste sites, but the federal
standards to protect the public and environment would be the same. Amendment
rejected 105-281; December 2, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote
indicated on the chart by a plus. The final Act to pass Congress said that
military and civilian wastes would be disposedof at the same site, unless the
President decided otherwise.

MILITARY USE OF CIVILIAN NUCLEAR REACTORS The vote is on the Stratton (R-NY)
motion to ki1l a provision of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission authorizations
bi11 (HR 2330) which banned the reprocessing of spent civilian nuclear fuel for
use in making nuclear weapons. The military use of commercial nuclear power
plants would give the nuclear industry another subsidy and a new "national
security" rationale. It would also mean that several million cubic feet of
nuclear wastes would be transported from power plants to bomb plants via trucks
on U.S. highways. After that, the spent nuclear fuel rods would be converted
into a liquid form which is more dangerous. Under the bi11, the U.S. commercial
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nuclear program would continue to be kept carefully separate from the military
as it has been in the past. Defeat of the Stratton-motion set a good example
for other nations and was an important victory in the fight against nuclear
proliferation. The motion was supported by the Reagan Administration, but was
defeated 107-281; December 2, 1982. NO is the pro-envirommental vote, indicated
on the chart by a plus. The prohibition was kept in the final NRC authorizations
bill passed by Congress.

OIL AND GAS EXPLORATION IN WILDERNESS AREAS The vote is on the Young (R-AK)
amendment to the Wilderness Protection Act {HR 6542), to permit the surface

use of explosives for seismic exploration for minerals in wilderness areas,

and in areas being considered for wilderness designation by Congress. The
Wilderness Protection Act banned drilling for oil, gas and most minerals in
wilderness areas permanently, and banned such activities in "wilderness study
areas" until such time as Congress decided otherwise, The Young amendment
would have allowed serious mineral exploration in these areas, with the obvious
intention of creating economic and political pressure for granting mineral
leases wherever valuable deposits were found.

Only 1% of the land in the Tower 48 states is wilderness, most of it in the
West (mineral leasing in Alaska was not covered by this bill1). Mineral leasing
is permitted on 94% of America's public lands, and only an estimated 3% of the
nation's undiscovered oil and gas lies beneath Tands covered by this bill.
Technically, the original Wilderness Act did not forbid drilling leases in
wilderness areas until January 1, 1984, but no Interior Secretary ever con-
sidered such leases until James Watt came to office. When Watt granted drilling
rights in the E1 Capitan Wilderness in New Mexico and indicated that more
leases would follow, there was such a public outcry that Watt backed off and
said he would postpone leasing until the end of 1982. But in the meantime, the
Interior Department got ready to quickly process 1,000 Teasing applications
covering 3 million acres. In response, the House overwhelmingly supported the
Wilderness Protection Act. Envirommentalists were joined by some pro-Watt
Congressmen under pressure from constituents who didn't want their hunting,
fishing and recreational areas disturbed. Young amendment rejected 115-281;
August 12, 1982. NO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. This

Act never came to the Senate floor, but its provisions were attached to the
fiscal 1983 Interior Appropriations bill, which expires thisiiSeptember., Thus
Watt will have the last 3 months in 1983 for leasing unless Congress blocks him.

OREGON WILDERNESS ACT (MR 7340) Seiberling (D-0OH) motion to suspend the rules

and pass the bill to designate as federally protected wilderness 1,006,000
acres of Oregon national forest land, and designate another 112,000 acres for
further wilderness study. This bill represents cne of the most extensive
wilderness proposals to come before Congress since the 1980 Alaska Lands Act.
It would have created 19 new wilderness areas and expanded 7 others. Included
were extensive additions 1ike the Middle Santiam in the spectacular Cascade
Mountain Range; the north fork of the John Day river, the largest remaining
spawning stream for wild salmon; the first and only wilderness in the lush
temperate rain forest in the Coast Mountain Range; and huge areas of forest
land in eastern Oregon. Some areas included virgin old growth timber with
trunks up to eight feet in diameter.

The Act was the product of 6ver two years of hearings and negotiations.
Although it called for only about half the acreage originally proposed by
conservationists, and affected less than 5% of the U.S. Forest Service's pro-
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posed timber harvest in the state, it was strongly opposed by Oregon's power-
ful timber interests. Motion rejected 247-141 (a two thirds majority of those
present is required to pass a bill under suspension of rules). December 15,

1982, YES is the pro-environmental vote, shown by a +.

IRISH WILDERNESS AREA (S 1964). The vote is on the adoption of a Rule

(H Res 628) to bring to the House floor a bill designating 17,562 acres of
federally protected wilderness in the Mark Twain National Forest in Missouri.
Designation of the Irish Wilderness was first recommended by the U.S. Forest
Service in 1949, and was considered the most important potential wilderness
area in the state by the Forest Service in a 1979 review. The Irish wilderness
contains unique geological features including springs, sink holes and caves,
ahd .good habitat for many kinds of wildlife including wild turkey and black
bear. It also has historical and cultural importance as the site of an early
Irish settlement. The Irish Wilderness Act had broad bipartisan support from
the two Missouri Senators, the Governor and a majority of the Congressional
delegation. But two Missouri Congressmen, with the support of the Reagan
Administration and the St. Joe Mining company, blocked the bill because it
would prevent mining of lead deposits. Rule rejected 186-191; December 16,
1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indiciated by a plus.

PADDY CREEK WILDERNESS ACT (S 1965) Seiberling motion to suspend the rules

and pass the bill to designate as federally protected wilderness 6,888 acres
in the Mark Twain National Forest in Missouri. The area contains many winding
valleys and deep hollows, divided by sharp rocky ridges with a multitude of
caves, crevasses and fissures, The crystal clear forks of the Paddy Creek are
filled with beaver pools which provide habitat for a wide variety of animals.
Under normal circumstances, the Paddy Creek wilderness would have passed without
opposition, The bill passed in Committee unanimously, and was one of only 3
wilderness designations initiated by the Reagan Administration. However, a
group of anti-wilderness zealots succeeded in using the Paddy Creek vote to
stir up opposition against "locking up" any additional public lands to develop-
ment. Although a slightly weaker version of the bill was eventually approved
by Congress, the distorted claims of its opponents created a climate which
contributed to the defeat of the Irish wilderness (vote #21 above}. Motion
rejected 250-143; (a two thirds majority is required to pass a bill under
suspension of rules). December 15, 1982, YES is the pro-environmental vote.

MINE SAFETY The vote is on the Rousselot (R-CA) amendment to the Urgent
Supplemental Appropriations bill (HR 5922), to allow the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA) to keep jurisdiction over 123,000 sand,
gravel and stone miners. The bill would have shifted control back to the Mine
Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) which had jurisdiction until 1981,
Environmentalists wanted MSHA to get back the jurisdiction, because OSHA is
heavily overworked and has neither the experience nor the people to oversee
mine safety. 80% of all sand and gravel mines are exempt from regular OSHA
inspection. In its first 7 months, OSHA made only 31 inspections, compared to
1800 by MSHA during the same period a year earlier. The number of miners killed
tripled. Envirommentalists support a safe workplace environment for the
development of the nation's natural resources. Amendment rejetted 186-220;

May 12, 1982. No is the pro-environmental vote. {An identical amendment passed
the Senate, but was dropped in Conference. MSHA got the jurisdiction back.)
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INTERSTATE HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION The vote is on the Weiss (D-NY} amendment

to the Transportation Assistance Act (HR 6211), better known as the gasoline

tax bill. The amendment would have removed a provision setting aside more

than $300 million sach year for construction of "high cost" interstate highways.
It is precisely these highways, 1ike Westway in New York City, that are being
fought by local environmentalists, because they increase air pollution and

energy consumption, in some cases destroy valuable wildlife habitat, and take
money away from rail and mass transit systems that are better for the environment.
Most of them are commuter highways that the U.S. Department of Transportation

does not consider "essential to the completion of an interconnected Interstate

Highway System."

The.current law allows states to "transfer" Interstate Highway authorizations
for alternative mass transit projects. But the new provision which Weiss
tried to remove would have discouraged this, because the $300 milTlion was not
available to states which transferred their highway money to mass transit
projects. The White House and the Congressional proponents of this nickle

a gallon gasoline tax systematically misled the public into believing that

4¢ of the tax would go for much needed road and bridge repairs, while 1¢
would go for additional aid to public transit. In reality, at least 40% of
the money in the bill will go for new highway construction. Furthermore, in
his new fiscal 1984 budget proposals, President Reagan broke his promise to
support an additional $1.1 million for mass transit from the gasoline tax,
scaling this figure back to a mere $30 million. Amendment rejected 21-239;
December 6, 1982. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a plus.
The gasoline tax bill became law.
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Positions taken on the following bills are included for
information purposes only. They were not a factor in
calculating House Members' scores on the LCV chart.

CLEAN AIR ACT The Vento {D-MN) - Lewis {R-CA) Resolution (H Res 252)
expressing the sense of the House of Representatives that the Clean Air
Act should be maintained and strengthened. The reauthorization of the
Clean Air Act did not reach the House floor in 1982, so this year's LCV
chart does not reflect the positions of the Members on this critical
environmental law {except for the vehicle inspection program, only one
clean air issue out of many}. To show something about the House Members'
views, the sponsors of the Vento-Lewis Resolution are noted by an "X".
Sponsorship is not considered in calculating LCV chart scores.

The Resolution urges strengthening of the Clean Air Act provisions to
control acid rain and certain deadly "toxic" pollutants. Acid rain is
a growing, frightening problem that the existing Clean Air Act does not
address. It has already killed all the fish in hundreds of lakes, and
is hurting forest and crop productivity. The so called "toxic" air
pollutants mentioned in the Resolution are rare, but represent a direct
threat to human 1ife where they do exist. Any substantial weakening of
the Clean Air Act could reverse the great progress that has been made
toward achieving better air quality. Air pollution is still costing city
residents $10 billion a year in medical bills, according to an American
Lung Association study.

ENERGY CONSERVATION AND RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCES  Harkin (D-IA) -
Jeffords (R-VT) Resolution (H Res 243} urging the President not to
eliminate or reduce current tax credits for investments made in energy
conservation, solar power or other renewable energy sources. Because
there were no House floor votes on these issues this year, we are showing
with an "X" those House Members who co-sponsored the Harkin-Jeffords
Resolution. Sponsorship is not considered in calculating LCV scores.

The Resolution was a response to President Reagan's budget request to
eliminate the current 15% tax credit for home conservation investments,

the 40% tax credit for solar investments, and the 10% tax credit for
similiar investments by businesses. The giant energy companies enjoy
tremendous government subsidies to develop nuclear power and synthetic

fuels from coal. Yet this is one of the few government incentives for
conservation and the use of renewable energy sources. In the long run,

they are both safer and cheaper. They do not pollute and never run out.
They are inflation-resistent; once the initial investment is made no further
fuel costs are required. Through greater reliance on conservation and
renewables, the U.S. could reduce its energy consumption by about a third
over the next 20 vyears, save $300 billion in fuel costs, and avoid the need
for construction of 700 new nuclear or coal fired power plants -- all without
any change in American productivity or lifestyle.



NUCLEAR WEAPONS FREEZE The vote is on the Broomfield (R-MI) substitute

to the Zablocki (D-WI) Nuclear Weapons Freeze Resolution.. The Zablocki
Resolution calied on the U.S. and. the Soviets to negotiate an immediate,
verifiable freeze on the testing, production, and deploymént of new:
nuclear weapons, as the first step toward arms reduction. Freeze advocates
believe that an immediate freeze is critical to prevent deployment by both
sides of new "first strike" weapons that would destabilize the nuclear
balance and make a nuclear holocaust far more likely.. The Broomfield
substitute, which was backed by President Reagan, tied any freeze to an
actual agreement to reduce the stockpiling of existing nuclear weapons,
thus allowing both sides to continue to produce and depioy new nuclear

arms until such an-agreement is reached some time in the indefinite future.

Members who voted against the substitute Resolution and for the Zablocki
Fesolution are noted with an "X" on the far right of the LCV chart. This
vote is included for information only, and not used in calculating the

LCV chart scores. HNuclear war is surely the ultimate environmental disaster.
Yet the great moral and practical questions involved in arms control go
beyond the scope of most environmental organizations. Some national
conservation groups supported the freeze, while others took no position,
believing that basic military policy questions go beyond the scope of
traditional environmental issues. The Broomfield substitute was adopted
204-202; August 5, 1982.
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1 Edwards (R)

2 Dickinson (R)
3 Nichols (D)

4 Bevill (D)

5 Flippo (D)

6 Smith (R)

7 Shelby (D)
Alaska

1 Young (R)

1 Rhodes (R)

2 Udall (D)

3 Stump (D)

4 Rudd (R)

1 Mlexander (D)
2 Bethune (R)

2 Hammerschmidt (R}
4 Anthony (D)
California

1 Chappie (R)
2 Clausen (R)

The "x" indicates co-sponsorship of resolution,
amendment

Alabama
Arizona
Arkansas
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1 Hall, S. (D)
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4 Hall, R. (D)
5 Mattox (D)
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SUMMARY ANALYSIS

National Averages:

House of Representatives: 55% Senate: 44%

House Democrats: 71% Senate Democrats: 61%
House Republicans: 34% Senate Republicans: 30%
Congressional Black Caucus: 85% Women in Congress: 65%

" State Averages for the House of Representatives:

OF the state delegations listed below, Massachusetts (85%) and Rhode
Island (85%) scored highest, and New Mexico (14%) and Idaho (11%) scored
lowest. Bear in mind that the larger the state delegation, the more mean-
ingful the average score. Of all the states, 23 scored below 50%.

Alabama 23% Louisiana 49% Ohio 55%
Alaska 17% Maine 68% Oklahoma 43%
Arizona 25% Maryland 74% Oregon 70%
Arkansas 34% Massachusetts 85% Pennsylvania h8%
California 50% Michigan 71% Rhode Island 85%
Cclorado 58% Minnesota 55% South Carolina 34%
Connecticut 79% Mississippi 38% South Dakota 39%
Delaware 67% Missouri 44% Tennessee 41%
Florida 50% Montana 42% Texas 37%
Georgia 55% Nebraska 24% Utah 16%
Hawaii 7% Nevada 40% Yermont 30%
Idaho 11% New Hampshire 65% Virginia 19%
I11inois 53% New Jersey 78% Washington 67%
Indiana 62% New Mexico 14% West Virginia 32%
Towa 77% New York 72% Wisconsin 74%
Kansas 29% North Carolina 33% Wyoming 54%
Kentucky 43% North Dakota . 73%

High and Low Scores in the House:

These representatives scored 100%: Edwards (D-CA), Barnes (D-MD), Studds
(D-MA), Wolpe (D-M1); while these representatives scored 99%: Dellums (D-CA},
Benior (D-MI), Florio (D-NJ), Kastenmeier (D-WI}, and Obey (D-WI).

One representative scored 0%: Beard (R-TN); while one scored 2%: Taylor
(R-M0); and several scored 3%: Rudd (R-AZ), Stump (D-AZ), Roberts {R-SD)
and Cheney (R-WY).

High and Low Scores in _the Senate:
Kennedy (D-MA) 92%, Levin {D-MI) 92%, Reigle (D-MI) 92%, Sarbanes (D-MD) 91%
Tower (R-TX) 0%, East (R-NC) 0%, Denton (R-AL) 7%, Heflin (R-AL} 7%,
Goldwater (R-AZ) 7%, and Abdnor (R-SD) 7%.

House Regional Scores: New England 77%, Mid Atlantic 68%, Mid West 61%,
Far West 53%, Great Plains 49%, Mountain States 36%, South West 36% South

East 40%.

Senate Regional Scores: New England 67%, Mid Atlantic 60i, Mid West 64%,
Far West 38%, Great Plains 38%, Mountain States 34U, South HWest 20%, South

East 34%.
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