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NATIONAL_AVERAGES:

Summary Analysis

Senate

Senate Republicans

Senate Democrats

House of Representatives
. House Republicans

House Democrats

Women in House of Rep’s

Congressional Black Caucus

STATE AVERAGES: Sen./House

Alabama 19%
Alaska 14%
Arizona 26%
Arkansas 82%
California 59%
Colorado 49%
Connecticut 67%
Delaware 83%
Florida 66%
 Georgia 62%
Hawaii 60%
Idahc 0%
I1inois 74%
Indiana 53%
Towa 64%
Kansas 31%
Kentucky 53%

HIGH AND LOW SCORES:

Senators scoring 100%:
Representatives scoring 100%:

Senators scoring 0%:

Representatives scoring 0%:

33%
17%
35%
36%
59%
47%
79%
69%
51%
49%
64%
12%
56%
54%
74%
39%
41%

Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

32%
83%
70%
94%
88%
76%
28%
69%
12%
44%

5%
74%
97%
45%
72%
19%
39%

52%
36%
1%
56%
36%
68%
62%
81%

Sen./House

40%
79%
62%
82%
69%
70%
33%
56%
56%
34%
47%
72%
72%
47%
72%
44%
50%

Lautenberg (NJ) and Leahy (VT).~

Highest state delegations:
Lowest state delegations.

REGIONAL AVERAGES:

Weiss (NY) and Wolpe (MI).

VT Congressional 89%,
ID Congressional 6%, I

Chio

Oklahoma
Oregen
Pennsylvania
Rhede Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Yirginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

McClure {ID), Symms (ID) and Wallop (WY).
Hansen (ID) and Rudd (AZ). -

Sen./House

83%
36%
47%
44%
82%
40%
30%
27%
32%

8%
85%
47%
35%
52%
73%
11%

NJ Senate 97%, RI House 86%.
D Senate 0% and ID House 12%.

57%
52%
53%
62%
86%
47%
55%
45%
39%
16%
57%
33%
57%
69%
72%
26%

Senate: New England 80%, Midwest 72%, Mid-Atlantic 69%, Far West 43%, Southeast 43%,
Great Plains 36%, Southwest 34% and Mountain States 24%.

House of Representatives:

Far West 57%, Southeast 43

New England 81%, Mid-At
%, Great Plains 41%, Southwest 41% a

lantic 68%, Midwest 62%,
nd Mountain States 37%.



EXPLANATION OF VOTES

We chose votes for these charts which were considered the most important by
environmental lobbyists and activists in 1984 for the House of Representatives,
and in 1983 and 1984 for the Senate. All are recorded votes taken on the House
and Senate floors. We've tried to cover as broad a range of issues as possible,
but our choices were limited to whatever issues came to floor votes those years.
1t should be noted that the Senate Repubiican leadership, at the bidding of the
Reagan Administration, refused to allow floor votes on a number of important
pollution laws during 1983 and 1984, so relatively few votes on these issues
appear on the LCY charts. ‘

Please remember that these votes do not reflect your Senators' or Representative's
total record. Equally important is a Member of Congress' leadership in Committee,
or on floor fights. -Such leadership is not reflected in these voting charts, but
is a major factor in determining which candidates the League supports in their
re-election campaigns.

EXPLANATION OF SCORES

Votes we consider pro-environmental are designated by a plus sign {+), and 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, we
divided the number of correct votes by the total number of votes actually cast
(ignoring absences). Then we subtracted one point for each unexcused absence,
as designated by a lower case "(a)." Absences we excused were family illness,
official committee business, and state 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. The “(x)" is for
information purposes only, and is not included in calculating the LCV scores.

“What do you mean, I can't bring my car in?"



Senate Vote Deécriptions

1 TOXIC WASTE SUPERFUND

In 1980 Congress enacted a $1.6 billion, five year Superfund to clean up abandoned
toxic waste dumps. Since then only six dumps have been cleaned up. Out of 19,000
dump sites, the EPA has investigated about 2,000. More than half of these are a
potential threat to groundwater, and thus to the drinking water used by millions
of people. Although the tax on chemical manufacturers which finances most of
Superfund does not run out until late 1985, by late 1984 most of the money had
already been spent. To speed up the snails pace of toxic waste cieanup, it was
jmportant to expand the Superfund dramatically and immediately.

In 1984 the House voted a 5 year, $10 billion extension of Superfund. But the
Senate Republican leadership, under pressure from the Reagan Administration, would
not let the Superfund reauthorization legislation come to the Senate floor for a
vote. Senator Bradley tried to attach a $6 billion Superfund extension to the last
bill which passed the Senate in 1984, the so-called Continuing Resolution. Although
Bradley's proposal was not perfect, it was strongly supported by environmental
groups, and was the only way to enable a House-Senate Conference to draft any kind

of Superfund extension that year.

The vote is on whether or not Bradley would be allowed to offer his amendment to
the Continuing Resolution (technically, whether the amendment was "germane").

The Bradley Amendment was ruled non-germane, 38-59; October 2, 1984. YES is the
pro-environmenta1 vote, indicated by a +. (Amendment to 1985 Continuing Approp-
riations Resolution, HJ Res 648). The Reagan Administration opposed the Bradley
Amendment. This vote prevented Superfund extension in 1984, though some extension

is expected in 1985.

2 WATER POLLUTION FUNDING

The vote is on whether to spend about $200 million on dam construction or on
wastewater treatment plans to clean up pollution. The money js clearly needed more
for pollution control. There are over 100,000 plants and factories discharging
their wastes into our rivers, not o mention pollution from municipal sewage and
runoff from city streets and farm lands. The Environmental Protection Agency {EPA)
estimates that we need to spend $109 billion over the next 15 years to make our
rivers "fishable and swimmable" as required under the Clean Water Act. To achieve
this goal, environmentalists want to double current spending levels, which the
Reagan Administration has cut in half and wants to phase oul entirely.

By contrast, money spent on dams and canals often does more harm than good {see
vote #10 for example). Billions are spent on projects in the states of powerful
Senators, even when their benefits are outweighed by their costs. Many of these
projects destroy free flowing rivers, wetlands, and other prime wildlife habitat.
Some even increase water pollution. .

The vote is on the Moynihan amendment, which would have transferred about $200
million of the $530 in appropriations for water projects and spent the money on
sewage treatment construction grants instead. Amendment rejected 45-51; March 15,
1983. YES is the Qro-environmental vote, indicated by a *. (Moynihan amendment

to the fiscal 1983 Emergency Supplemental Appropriations bi1l, HR 1718.) The Reagan
Administration opposed the amendment. In the end, this "emergency" bill provided
$505 million for water projects, and nothing for sewage treatment construction.



3 OFFSHORE DIL LEASING - OCEAN AND COASTAL PROTECTION

At the time of this vote, the Reagan Administration had begun offering leases for
vast areas of the ocean off our coasts to oil and gas companies. These huge

Jeases could not possibly be adequately studied for environmental impacts in the
short time allowed. This greatly increased the risk of serious damage from a major
0il spiil or blowup, and put America's beaches.and fisheries in danger. Most of our
SFort‘and commercial fish spend part of their 1ives in coastal wetlands. Also, by
flooding the market when oil prices were already low, the Administrations’leasing
proposals would have given away the nation's offshore oil for biliions of dollars
less than the o0il was really worth. ' .

This vote was on the Hatfield motion, which was intended to protect a 30 mile wide
buffer zone along Florida's Gulf Coast from oil and gas drilling. The Interior
Department was planning to lease 50 million -acres here. The -swamps and estuaries
along this coast are critical nursery areas and extremely important to Florida's
fishing and tourist industries. The proposed lease would also have endangered the
manatees - huge marine mammals of which only 1,000 remain. The state of Florida and
nearly everyone in the Florida congressional delegation supported Hatfield.

Hatfield motion accepted 71-20; November 17, 1983. YES is the pro-environmental vote,
jndicated by a +. - {Hatfield motion to table the Johnston amendment to HR 3959.)

The Reagan Administration opposed the Hatfield amendment, but in the end, Florida's
Gulf Coast buffer zone was kept intact. - ) '

4 scriING COAL ON FEDERAL LANDS: MORATORIUM #1 |

Federal law requires the government to get a fair market value for-coal mined on
public lands, and to balance coal development against other natural resource values
before deciding which tracts to lease for mining. Under -Interior Secretary Watt,
the Reagan Administration ignored these restrictions. In 1983 a study by the:
General. Accounting Office (GAQO) showed that the Administration sold coal rights to
jndustry for $100 million less than they were worth in the Powder River Basin lease
sale. In addition, the lease sale may have violated air gquality .rules in Wyoming
and Montana, and may cause severe water pollution problems for the region's ground-

water and for the beautiful Tongue River.

In response to the GAO report, Senator Bumpers offered an amendment to prohibit new
coal leasing for the rest of the fiscal year, (about three and a half months}, to
give Congress time to look into the Interior Department's management of the coal
Jeasing program. The Department had announced its intention of immediately leasing
millions of acres in the Fort Union area of North Dakota. The amendment would have
halted that lease sale, which could have damaged thousands of acres of critical

~ wildlife habitat, hurt endangered species, and marred scenic vistas in the Theodore
Roosevelt National Memorial Park. R I '

Bumpers amendment rejected 48-51; June 14,.1983.. YES is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. {Bumpers amendment to'fisCa],1983,Supplementa].Appropriations
biTl, HR 3069.) The Reagan Administration opposed the amendment. Although the
amendment lost, the Fort Union sale was stopped by the actions of a House Committee
and a lawsuit by environmentalists. .~ - .- R




5 SELLING COAL ON FEDERAL LANDS: MORATORIUM #2

In 1983 Congress did set up a special commission to review the Reagan Administration's
coal leasing policies. Many of the Administration's massive coal lease sales were
environmentally destructive  and could not be justified economically. Coal demand
was way down and the previously leased federal coal reserves were already a glut

on the market. Yet the Reagan Administration proposed to lease as much coal in 15
months as previous Administrations had leased in 63 years. From an environmental
standpoint, they chose some of the worst possible tracts. Some were next to National
Parks. Others would have violated the Clean Air Act, or would have diverted and
polluted scarce water resources. Some Jeases would have ruined habitat for thousands
of wild animals, including bald eagles, bears and mountain lions. Some of the great
treasures of the West could have been destroyed, from important dinosaur fossils to

ancient Indian ruins.

The vote is on the Bumpers amendment to ban all further coal leasing on federal lands
after October 1, 1983, until 90 days after the special commission created by Congress
had completed its report. This would give Congress an opportunity to review the
program before any more federal coal giveaways took place.

Bumpers amendment approved 63-33; September 20, 1983. YES is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. (Bumpers amendment to fiscal 1984 Interior Appropriations
bi11. HR 3363). 1Ihe Reagan Administration opposed the amendment, but the moratorium
passed Congress and took effect. The commission's report criticized many aspects of
the existing leasing program and made 30 recommendations for administrative action
and six suggestions for changes in the law. After the moratorium was 1ifted,

new Interior Secretary Clark suspended all coal leasing until new environmental

impact statements could be prepared.

© CLARK NOMINATION FOR SECRETARY OF INTERIOR

James Watt resigned as Secretary of the Interior in the fall of 1983, after public
outrage over the latest of his i11-considered remarks. President Reagan's advisors
wanted to replace him with someone calm, quiet, and nonconfrontational who could
make voters forget the controversy over Watt , without changing most of Watt's
policies. They found their man in William Clark.

Environmentalists opposed Senate confirmation of William Clark as the new Secretary
of Interior, for several reasons. First, Clark had virtually no experience in
environmental matters, and lacked the expertise necessary to fulfill his respons-
ibilities as manager of most of the nation's public lands.- As an Associate Justice
of the California Supreme Court, he participated in 17 important environmental cases,
and each time he sided with developmental interests and against environmental pro-
tection. During his confirmation hearings, Clark refused to commit himself to
changing any of Watt's disastrous and sometimes illegal policies (see next vote}.

Clark confirmed as Secretary of Interior, 71-18; November 18, 1983, NO is the pro-
environmental vote, indicated by a +. The Reagan Administration of course supported

confirmation. No House action was required.




7_ RESOLUTION TO REVERSE WATT'S POLICIES

It is the Constitutional responsibility of the Senate not only to approve or
disapprove Presidential appointments, but to "adyise" the President about such
appointments as well. Some Senators who were not willing to vote against the
confirmation of William Clark to replace James Watt as Interior Secretary were
still concerned about the substance of Watt's disastrous environmental policies.
William C]ark.rEpeated1y refused to commit himself to changing any of these -
policies. Therefore some Senators felt it was important to advise the President
of their view that many of Watt's actions did not "conform with the express will
of Congress," and that such-policies should be reversed by the new Secretary of
- Interior. S Lo ' '

The vote is on whether to kill the Johnston amendment, which was supported by
environmentalists and expressed the "Sense of the Senate" that many of Watt's
policies should be reversed. The amendment called for an end to energy leases
in areas being considered by Congress for wilderness protection, the sale of
millions of acres of public lands, and the intensified commercial .development
of wildlife refuges. The amendment advised the new Secretary to resume the -
purchase of park and recreational lands (which had been halted under Watt) and
to lease 0il, coal and other public mineral resources only "under. conditions of
careful environmental protection.” - R

Hatfield motion to kill the Johnston amendment agreed to 48-42; November 17, 1983.

NO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Hatfield motion to table the

Johnston amendment, S Res 277, to the fiscal 1984 Supplemental Appropriations bill,
HR 3959.) The Reagan Administration supported the motion. . Clark was confirmed

and no "advice" was given to the President‘regarding thernOmination.i

8 BURFORD APPOINTMENT - - R R
_ Anne Gorsuch Burford resigned as director of the'Environmenta].Protéction—Agency,
in 1983, amid allegations of mismanagement, political manipulation and possible
conflicts of interest in EPA's hazardous waste cleanup program. The House had
cited her in contempt of Congress for refusing, on President Reagan's orders, to
turn over EPA documents which had been subpoenaed. -.During her first two years
on the job, enforcement at EPA dec]ineﬂ;more_than=50%,-rNeverthe]ess, on July 30,
1984, President Reagan appointed. Burford to chair the National Advisory Committee
. on Oceans and Atmosphere {NACOA). - Burford has no background in this area whatever.

Although the appointment did not reguire Senate. approval, Senator Kennedy proposed

a resolution supported by many Democrats and Republicans alike, urging the President
to withdraw’ this appointment. .It;saidwthat,Burford,had,"abandonedjthe.non-partiSan
approach to the environment shaped by;Repub]ican,andiDemocratic‘Administratjons for
two decades.” o SRR RN o R

_ This vote was on the Abdnor‘motioh,to;kill»the-Kennedy Resolution. Motion rejected
18-75; July 24, 1984.  NO is the ro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. “(Abdnor
motion to.table Kennedy amendment To Treasury Appropriations bill, HR 5798.)
Although both the House and Senate passed resolutions urging the President to with-
draw his appointment, he ignored them until Burford herself resigned the day before
she was to be sworn in. o
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SOIL CONSERVATION - SODBUSTING

America is losing about 5 billion tons of topsoil a year - more than we did in

the dustbowl year of 1934. In the short term the effects of this erosion can be
masked through heavy use of fertilizers, but the long run implications are very
frightening. The government spends millions on soil conservation programs, but

also spends millions on subsidies to farmers who cultivate marginal, highly

erodible land - a practice known as sodbusting. The plowing of fragile lands in

the West can not only ruin those lands, but damage adjacant unplowed land through
dust and wind erosion. Government subsidies to "sodbusters” inciude price supports,
farm loans, crop insurance and other farm benefits.

The vote was over how severe federal sanctions ought to be for sodbusting. The
Armstrong amendment would have cut off federal farm benefits for crops grown on
acreage which was found to be highly erodible by the Soil Conservation Service.
Environmentalists supported the tougher sanctions in the Melcher substitute, which
cut off federal benefits for all of a farmer's crop if any part of that crop was
produced on highly erodible land.

The Melcher substitute was adopted 62-34; August 9, 1984. YES is the pro-environ-
mental vote, indicated by a +. {Melcher substitute to the Armstrong amendment to

The fiscal 1985 Agriculture Appropriations bi11, HR 5743.) The Reagan Administration
supported the Melcher substitute. The bill died in Conference, but sodbuster
legislation is likely to come up again in 1985. :

GARRISON DIVERSION WATER PROJECT

Environmentalists have been fighting Garrison for years, as one of the most

wasteful and destructive water projects in the country. At the time of the vote,

the project would have cost over $1 billion, and would have flooded nearly as much
productive farmland as it would irrigate, providing an $800,000 subsidy to each farm
that benefited. It would have caused more damage to the National Wildlife Refuge
system than any other project in history, destroying or damaging 12 wildlife refuges.
Many of these are major breeding grounds for water fowl and an important part of

the Mississippi flyway for migratory birds. The project would also have destroyed

a2 ot of native prairie and prairie wetlands, and polluted rivers flowing into

two other states and into Canada. The Canadian government claimed that the project

violated the U.S. - Canadian Boundary Waters Treaty.

The vote was on the Hatfield motion to kill the Humphrey amendment: The Humphrey
amendment would have eliminated the $22.3 million in construction money for.

‘Garrison in fiscal -1984.

Hatfield motioﬁ-éjreedato, 62-35: June .22, 1983, NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. (Hatfield motion to table Humphrey amendment to the fiscal 1984

Energy and Water Appropriations bill, HR 3132.) The Reagan Administration supported

-the Hatfield motion. Aithough this money was appropriated, Congress later set up
a special commission to-study less costly and extensive versions of the project.

The Administration has now accepted the commission's compromise plan, which
dramatically reduced the scale and the environmental damage done by the project.
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GOVERNMENT DAM POWER RATES

The federal government constructed several huge dams in the West in the 1930s
and has been selling the water and electrical power generated by these dams at
depression era prices ever since. Now the 50 year contracts for this:incredibly
cheap water and power are starting to expire. The prices-charged in the future

-will have a tremendous impact on energy and water conservation practices in the
. West. -Artificially low electrical rates for federal power will discourage-energy

conservation and create pressure for more fossil fuel and nuclear power plants

and power generating dams. ~The combination of cheap prices for water and for
electricity also makes irrigation unrealistically cheap and encourages the waste
of precious western water resources by agribusiness.

The Senate debated a bill to extend the current Tow price of power from the.
Hoover Dam for another 30 years. Senator Metzenbaum offered an amendment .to
extend these pricing policies for only 18 months, to aliow time for hearings
and a study as to what the price of this federal power should be and which
customers should have -access to it. IR B R

~ The vote is on the Cranston mdtion'to ki1l the Metzenbaum amendment. - Motion agreed

12

to 56-38; July 26, 1984, HO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +.

(Cranston motion to table Vetzenbaum amendment to Hoover Dam Power Allocation
Muthorization, S 268.) The Reagan Administration supported the Cranston motion,
and Congress passed a 30 year extension for power rates at:the Hoover Dam.. .
Decisions on other federal dams must be made by Congress in the next few years.

HOME ENERGY CONSERVATION

- Energy conservation is one of the cheapest, quickestrand cleanest ways to meet
‘the:pation's energy needs. It reduces our dependence on foreign imports, cuts

" down on pollution, conserves natural resources and reduces environmental damage

from mining, drilling, and other forms of energy development.

The vote is on the Packwood motion to end the current 15% income tax credit for
energy conservation,improvements;in the.home:i:This'tax‘credit'is‘very,small
compared to the massive tax write-offs given to energy:producers. Residential
conservation improvements save homecwners money on' fuel costs in-the long run,
but there is a high initial investment which many people could not afford without
the. 15% tax credit. —~ - : ST e T S ‘ '

The Department of -Energy agrees that tax credits are a cost-effective way.to

. reduce energy consumption, costing $10 per barrel of oil equivalent saved, compared

- boost to the state's economy." . .

to the nearly $30 cost of purchasing a:barrel of oil. A'study qf'Ca1iforhia's‘40%"
solar energy and energy conservationjtax”credit,cpncluded,that,nt‘prov1dednﬂ§" '

packwood motion rejected 38-55; April.12, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +.- (Packwood motion to: table Cohen amendment to Dole amendment 1o
HR 2163, the Miscellaneous Tarriff, Trade and Customs bill). The tax credits
therefore survived in 1984, but they will expire automatically on October 1, 1986
unless they are extended by Congress. o o L
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SYNTHETIC FOSSIL FUEL SUBSIDIES

Unless and until new pollution control technologies are invented, the commercial
development of synthetic fuels from coal and oil shale will create massive
environmental problems. These include air pollution, groundwater contamination,
and huge toxic waste disposal problems. A single commercial plant for synfuels
could generate from 20 to 60 thousand tons of solid waste a day. Yet in & frantic
response to the oil crises in the 1970s, Congress appropriated $17.7 billion

not for research, but for the immediate commercial development of synthetic fuels.

Despite the huge subsidies available, private industry has become less and less
interested in developing synthetic fuels, because they cannot be produced cheaply
enough to compete with other energy SOUrces in the forseeable future. Unfortunately
the Synthetic Fuels Corporation (SFC), which was set up by Congress to spend the
money, has responded by indiscriminately funding the few remaining synfuel proposals,
regardiess of merit. By providing up to $3 billion for a single synfuels technology,
the SFC is promoting far larger projects, with far greater environmental damage,

than are needed to test their technical and economic feasibility.

This vote was on the Bradley-Nickles amendment to eliminate $9 billion of the

SFC's remaining $13.3 billion spending authority. After the House had cut $5
billion from the SFC, the synfuels industry agreed to a similiar cut in the Senate.
But Bradley and Nickles joined environmental groups in urging that another $4
bil1ion should be cut. Under this amendment, the SFC would have been left with
$4.3 billion, which is still a much larger subsidy than the federal government

provides for conservation and renewable energy resources.

The Bradley-Nickles amendment was rejected 37-60; October 3, 1984. YES is the
pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Bradley-Nickles amendment to the

fTscal 1985 Continuing Appropriations bill, HJ Res 648.) The Reagan Administration
opposed the amendment. In the end, Congress cut about $5.4 billion from the SFC.

SYNTHETIC FUEL TAX CREDITS

The environmental and economic problems of synthetic fuel production are noted
above. Environmentalists favor continued research on synthetic fuels, but oppose
big subsidies for commercial development until these problems have been solved.
Shortly after Congress passed the $17.7 biliion subsidy to be administered by the
Synthetic Fuels Corporation, it let the special 10% investment tax credit for
synfuels expire. But in 1984 there was a move in the Senate to restore this tax
credit. Senator Bradley, with environmentalist support, offered an amendment to
stop projects which were taking money from the SFC from also taking advantage of
the 10% tax credit. This vote was on the Wallop motion to ki1l the Bradley amendment.

Allowing synthetic fuel companies to "double dip" at the public trough would indeed
be ridiculous, especially in a time of huge federal deficits and cuts in social and
environmental programs. Support from the Synthetic Fuels Corporation, along with
other tax breaks, has made the synthetic fuels industry one of.the most heavily
subsidized in the nation. Double dipping would have cost-taxpayers about $170
million in the years 1984 - 1987, and even more thereafter. : :

Wallop motion agreed to 52-43; April 11,°1984. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. (Wallop motion to table Bradley amendment to Dole Amendment to
Miscellaneous tariff, Trade and Customs Matters bill, HR 2163.) Although this bill
to restore the synfuels tax credit passed the Senate, it died in the House-Senate

Conference.



15 cLincH RIVER NUCLEAR-BREEDER REACTOR

For years environmentalists fought against this very dangerous nuclear power
project, and in 1983 we. finally won. Nuclear breeder reactors produce massive
amounts of plutonium, one of the most toxic substances known. -Unlike the by-
‘products- of existing nuclear reactors, plutonium can be used by terrorists or by
foreign nations to make nuclear bombs. ' Commercialization of nuclear breeder
technologies could put the ingredients of nuclear bombs into every day commerce,
and speed up the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Moreover, the core of the
breeder generates tremendous heat and is usually cooled with 1iquid sodium, which

_can explode or burn on contact with air or water.

The vote is on the Humphrey motion to kill a last ditch effort to continue federal
support for the Clinch River breeder. When Clinch was first proposed in 1970, the
nuclear industry agreed to pay more-than half its estimated cost of $400 million.

- But as costs escalated into the billions, they cut back their pledge to'a mere 3%.

16

In 1983 the Senate Appropriations Committee tried to provide $2.5 billion in con-
struction money for the Clinch River breeder, under a bogus "cost sharing plan."
Private interests were to put up $1 billion and government would supply the rest.
But in reality, the private financing would have been entirely underwritten and
guaranteed by Uncle Sam, in- such a way that government, through lost tax revenues,
would still have paid for nearly everything. S B

Humphrey motion agreed to 56-403 October 26, 1983, YES is-the pro-environmental
vote. . (Humphrey motion to table the Senate Appropriations Committee amendment to
The fiscal 1984 Supplemental Appropriations bill, HR-3959.)  The Reagan Adminis-
tration opposed the Humphrey motion. This along with a similiar vote in the House

killed federal support for the Clinch River nuclear breeder.

NORTHWEST NUCLEAR UTILITY BAILOUT |
Environmentalists are very concerned about the risks of nuclear accidents and the
unresolved problem of what to do with deadly nuclear wastes. Not all of them .
oppose nuclear power, but they do oppose massive subsidies to the nuclear industry
1ike the one in this vote. - By disguising the true costs of nuclear power, such

- subsidies: discourage utilities from investing in:sqferuandf;heaper‘energy,sources.

This is a vote to throw good money after bad and float $1 billion or more in bonds
to finish construction of -two nuclear.plants in the :Pacific Northwest. The bonds
were intended to bail out what was already one of the biggest nuciear subsidies

ever proposed for a single region. The Washington Public Power Supply System

(WPPSS) is pronounced "whoops" by friend and foe alike. It had already defaulted .
on $2.5 billion in bonds and had to scrap two ‘of the five nuclear .plants it.origi-
nally intended to build, because of a power surplus in the Northwest. Unable to

sell the bonds to finish two other plants, WPPSS - now wanted more help from Uncle Sam.

~ Under thefnew-bfbposdf; the Bbhﬁevﬁ1ié;Péwef"AdminiStfationf(BPA) would have guar-

-anteed at least $1 billion in high .interest WPPSS bonds. - But:BPA already owes the

U.S. Treasury $8 billion in Tow interest loans. and is-way ‘behind. schedule in paying
this money back. -Since the new WPPSS bond holders were to get preference over the

* Treasury in repayment of loans, the bailout scheme could have further delayed pay-

ment of the $8 billion and cost the taxpayer millions of dollars.

The vote is on whether the WPPSS bailout could be considered by the Senate. ‘Ruting.
of the Chair rejected 40-57; August 3,7 1983. YES is the pro-environmental vote.
(Judgement of the Senate on the Chair's ruling that azn Appropriations Committee
amendment to the 1984 Interior Appropriations bill, HR 3363, was out of order.)
Although we lost this procedural vote, Senator McClure later withdrew his amendment
under the threat of a filibuster and the bailout scheme died.




17 NUCLEAR EXPORTS - NUCLEAR WEAPONS PROLIFERATION

The export of nuclear power plants to foreign countries can create even more serious

environmental threats than nuclear power development in the United States. Most
other countries have much weaker safety standards than the U.S. and some reactors
in the third world are being built in volcanic areas. The most serijous problem
of all is the increased risk of nuclear weapons proliferation.

As a signer of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, it is U.S. policy to prevent
foreign countries from using our nuclear exports to build bombs. Under the
Nuclear Nonproliferation Act, any nation receiving nuclear fuel or nuclear
technology from the U.S5. must agree not to use them to build nuclear weapons, and
must accept international safeguards and inspections of their nuclear facilities.
But the Reagan Administration has taken advantage of loopholes in the law to
approve exports of nuclear components, spare parts, and technology to nations which
refuse to follow these restrictions. These countries include South Africa {which
may already have nuclear weapons), Argentina, and India (which has already used
1.S. materials to construct a bomb).

The Humphrey-Roth amendment would have closed the loopholes which made these
actions possible. This vote was on the McClure substitute to that amendment,
which would have allowed the President discretion to continue such exports.

McClure substitute rejected 38-55; February 28, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental

vote, indicated by a +. (McClure substitute to Humphrey-Roth amendment to the
Export Administration Amendments, S 979.) The Reagan Administration supported the
McClure substitute. Although both Houses of Congress voted to close these loop-

holes, the bill died in a House-Senate Conference, thus allowing the loopholes to

continue.

18 nuCLEAR EXPORT AGREEMENTS

As discussed in vote #17, the Reagan Administration's lax enforcement of the
Nuciear Nonproliferation Act has increased the risk that U.S. nuclear exports will
be used by foreign nations to make nuclear bombs. Recently some public interest
groups and Members of Congress brought a Jawsuit against the President for signing
an agreement with the Swiss and the Norwegians which allows them to "reprocess®
fuel from the U.S. for 30 years without any further American review.

This vote was on the Proxmire amendment to require Congressional approval of any

such international nuclear cooperation agreement. The Nuclear Nonproliferation Act
had originally allowed Presidentially negotiated agreements to be overturned by the

Congress, but the Supreme Court recently ruled that such "legislative veto".
provisions were unconstitutional. The Proxmire amendment would have restored
Congressional invelvement by making Congress review these agreements, subject to 2

veto by the President.

Proxmire amendment adopted 74-16; February 29, 1984. YES is the pro-environmenta]
vote, indicated by a +. (Proxmire amendment to the Export Administration Act
Agreements, S 979.) The Reagan Administration opposed the Proxmire amendment.
Although both Houses of Congress voted for this provision, the bill died in a
House-Senate Conference, allowing Reagan's policies to continue.




ACID RAIN LEGISLATION COSPONSORS.

Acid rain is a national environmental problem in need of immediate Congressional
action. Countless scientific reports, including those from the National Academy
of Sciences, the Environmental Protection Agency and the White House Office-of
Science and Technology Policy have documented the widespread damage and potential
threats to our forests, rivers, lakes, drinking water, Crops, soils and buildings.
Acid rain has already wiped out the Fish in hundreds of lakes in New York and-

New England, and the problem is fast spreading to other parts of the country. The
scientific community has now. clearly established that sulfur dioxide pollution from
coal-fired power plants and other man-made sources is the chief cause of acid rain.

Environmentalists supported both the Mitchell and‘the Stafford acid rain:bi1ls as
reasonable alternatives for dealing with the problem. Stafford would reduce sulfur
dioxide emissions by 12 million tons within a 15 year period, whi]e-Mitche11 would

reduce such emissions by 10 million tons over 12 years. =

Cosponsors of the pro-environmertal Stafford bill, $ 769, and/or the Mitchell bill,

S 145, to control acid rain are indicated on the chart with an "X".. Cosponsorship is
T5ted for information purposes only and is not a factor in cajculating LCV scores.
The Reagan Administration opposes 5cid rain control legislation and to date none

has been enacted into law. :

NUCLEAR wEAPONs'FhEEiE SUPPORTERS .

Nuclear war would surely be the ultimate environmental disaster, yet the great moral
and practical questions involved in arms control go beyond the scope of many environ-
mental organizations. Some national conservation groups supported the "freeze,"
while others took no position. Likewise, the League's own membership 1is split on
the question of whether the freeze should be considered an environmental. issue.

The freeze resolution calls on the U.S. and the Soviets to negotiate an immediate
verifiable freeze on the testing, production and deployment by both sides of new
nuclear weapons. Freeze advocates believe this is critical to preventing deployment
of "first strike" weapons that could destabilize the nuclear balance and make nuclear
holocaust far more likely. o S e , : AT

Baker motion to kill the Nuclear Freeze Resolution adopted 55-42; October 5, 1984.
‘Those voting against the Baker motion are indicated on the chart with an "X".

This vote is provided for information purposes only, and is not a factor in cal-
culating LCV scores. (Baker Motion to table the Kennedy Amendment.to the Debt

Limitation bill, H J Res'654.)7 The'REann;Adminiitraticn supported the Baker-Mdtion.
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Senate Votes
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House Vote Descriptions
1 TOXIC WASTE CLEANUP - SUPERFUND

In 1980 Congress created a $1.6 billion, five year Superfund to clean up abandoned
toxic waste dumps. Since then, only six dumps have been cleaned up. Out of

19,000 reported dump sites, the EPA has investigated about 2,000, and found that
more than half of these threatened to contaminate groundwater 'used for drinking

by millions of people. The tax on chemical manufacturers which finances most of
the Superfund does not run out until Jlate 1985, but by the end of 1984 most of the
money had already been spent. To speed up the snail's pace of toxic waste cleanup,
jt was important to expand the Superfund dramatically and immediately.

In 1984, the House debated a bill designed to provide another $10.2 billion for the
Superfund. More than two thirds of the money would come from a special five year
tax on the oil and chemical companies. The vote is on the Conable amendment which
would have ended the industry tax after one year, thus drying up a lot of the
future revenues for the Superfund.

Conable amendment rejected 142-205; August 10, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. (Conable amendment to the Superfund Extension, HR 5640.)
The Reagan Administration supported the Conable amendment. The Superfund Extension
passed the House, but died in the Senate.

2 SUPERFUND - VICTIMS COMPENSATION

Contrary to popular belief, the Superfund does not give any money to the victims
of toxic waste. Those who suffer severe medical or property damage must usually
seek compensation through the courts, which is extremely difficult, especially in
the case of the abandoned toxic waste dumps covered by the Superfund. Even if
the victim can prove who was to blame, there are still long delays and tremendous
legal costs. :

The vote is on the Levitas amendment to the Superfund extension bill. It would
allow the Superfund to pay toxic waste victims for out of pocket medical expenses,
alternative drinking water supplies, relocation expenses, lost wages, and buriais.
Individuals would have to demonstrate that exposure to a toxic dump had probably
contributed to their illness or other Toss. Suits against the companies causing
the damage would still be encouraged, and any future compensation awarded by the

courts could be tapped to reimburse the Superfund.

'Levitas amendment rejected 159-200; August 10, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. (Levitas amendment to the Superfund Extension, HR 5640.)
The Reagan Administration opposed the amendment. The bill died in the Senate.
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3 SUPERFUND - CITIZENS RIGHT TO FORCE TOXIC CLEANUP

As noted above, the government has been incredibly slow about cleaning up even:a
tiny fraction of the thousands of abandoned toxic waste dumps in America. When
Anne Burford was running the Environmental Protection Agency, decisions about which
dumps to clean up were often made on the basis of political considerations rather
than. the greatest need. Under Ruckelshaus and-Thomas these decisions have been
more objective. But even now, citizens have very little to say about cleanup

priorities and no authority to make EPA act in a timely manner -as the law requires.

The House Superfund extension bill contained a new provision giving citizens the
right to sue EPA to perform any duty under the Superfund law which it had failed
to perform. The provision gave EPA-ample opportunity to respond to complaints
before a.case could actually go to court. Suits for cleanup-would be-limited to
situations posing "imminent and substantial danger."" S o

 The Sawyer amendment to delete this new provision was rejected 141-248; August
10, -1984. NO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. {Sawyer amendment
to the Superfund Extension, HR 5640.) The Reagan Administration supported: the
Sawyer amendment. The Superfund Extension passed the House but died in.the Senate.

4 SUPERFUND - FEDERAL COURT DAMAGE SUITS

~As noted in .vote #2, it is often difficult if not impossible for victims of toxic
wastes to recover damages from those responsible. Often several companiés share
the same dump, or one company pays another to dispose of its wastes. - Although
victims can sue in state courts, many states have legal rules making-it very hard
to prove who is legally liable for damages. Moreover, some states require that
any suit for damages be brought within three years of the injury, although medical
problems associated with toxic chemicals often take many years to become serious.

The House Superfund Extension bill therefore created a new right for toxic waste
victims to sue in federal court, where the rules are more sympathetic to the victim.
This vote is on the Sawyer amendment to remove that new provision. Sawyer amendment
adopted 208-200; August 9, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by
& t. (Sawyer amendment to Superfund Extension bill, HR 5640.) -The Reagan Admini-
stration supported the amendment. The bil11 passed the House but died ‘in the Senate.

5 SAFE DRINKING WATER ACT

Although the Safe Drinking Water Act was passed a decade ago, it has failed to
achieve its goal. ‘A recent EPA survey found that more than 25% of all city water
- systems were contaminated by toxic chemicals. - The government has been very slow to
~set standards for.these toxic contaminants, -let alone to clean them up. '

The vote is on the Waxman motion to pass new legislation strengthening the Safe
Drinking Water Act. It contained several important new provisions: (1) it estab-
lished timetables.for EPA to use in setting contamination standards; (2) it.gave
EPA more power to get compliance with these standards; and (3) it created a new
program to protect groundwater, which supplies half the nation's drinking water and
is very difficult to clean up once contaminated. S : o '

Waxman motion to pass the Safe Drinking Water Amendments adopted 366-27; September
18, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Waxman motion to
suspend the rules and pass HR 5959.) The Reagan Administration opposed the motion.
The bill died in the House-Senate Conference Committee.




© IRISH WILDERNESS IN MISSOURI

The vote is on a compromise bill to designate 16,500 acres as fTederally protected
wilderness in the Mark Twain National Forest in Missouri. Although this was one
of the smailest of the many wilderness bills to pass Congress in 1984, it was also
one of the most controversial. The St. Joe Mining Company wanted to mine lead
deposits in the area. The company, the Reagan Administration and the Tocal Cong-
ressman all opposed the bill.

Des1gnat1on of the Irish Wilderness was first recommended by the U.S. Forest
Service in 1949, and another Forest Service review in 1979 considered it the most
1mportant potent1a1 wilderness area in the.state. The Irish Wilderness contains
unique geological features including springs, sink holes and caves, and good hab-
itat for many kinds of wildlife including wild turkey and black bear. It also has
historical importance as the site of an early Irish settlement.

Conference Report establishing the Irish Wilderness adopted 254-142; May 2, 1984.
YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Adoption of the Conference
Report, S 64.) President Reagan opposed the Conference Report, although he signed
the bill into law after it passed Congress.

7 CALIFORNIA WILDERNESS ACT

This was the largest of all wilderness designations passed by Congress in 1984. It
permanently protected 1.8 million acres of wild National Forest land in California
from mining, logging, or other deve]opment In memory of the late photographer,

it created the Ansel Adams Wilderness in his beloved Sierra mountains. It also
designated 1.4 million acres of National Park land as wilderness, increasing pro-
tection for parts of Yosemite National Park and Sequoia-Kings Canyon National Park.

This was a compromise bill which cut almost half a million acres from the original
House proposal. It was opposed by some members of the California House delegation
because it prevented development of the Tuolomne River and Mono Lake.. The bill
stopped a dam on- the Tuolomne, which is one of the four finest whitewater rivers in
the country according to the U.S. Forest Service. It also protected Mono Lake

from logging and geothermal development. This lake contains one of America's most
unique and spectacular geological format1ons Unfortunately the lake is still
threatened by water diversion. ‘ ‘ ‘

This vote was on whether to forb1d weakening amendments to the compromise bill
supported by environmentalists. Rule to consider the bill without amendments
adopted 295-112; September 12, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated
by a +. (Adopt1on of the Rule, H Res 573, providing for consideration of the
California Wilderness Act, MR 1437.) The Reagan Administration opposed the ru19,
but the compromise bill was passed by Congress and signed by the President.:




- 8 OREGON WILDERNESS ACT

The vote is on a compromise wilderness bill agreed to by timber interests and
environmentalists. It protected 945,000 acres of National Forest land by desig-
nating it as wilderness, while it opened up an even larger area which had been
temporarily closed to Togging. The bill also protected some 8,900 commercial and
Indian fishing jobs by preserving the upstream and coastal watersheds on which
the salmon depend. Nonetheless, Oregon's two anti-wilderness Congressmen still
opposed the bill (most of the wilderness was in their districts).

The bill contained extensive wilderness expansions and designations in places

like the Middie Santiam River 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 in eastern Oregon. Some wilderness areas had
virgin old. growth timber with trunks up to eight feet in diameter.

Seiberling motion adopted 281-99; June 6, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. ({Seiberling motion to suspend the rules and accept the Senate
amendment to the Oregon Wilderness bill, HR 1149.) President Reagan opposed the
Seiberling motion, but he did sign the bi1]1 after it passed Congress.

Q INTERIOR DEPARTMENT FUNDING

The vote is on an amendment to cut funding for the Interior Department by 3% or
$240 million. Over the previous three years the Reagan Administration had already
made huge cuts in important Intérior Department programs, especially those designed
to protect, rather than commercialize, our natural resources. Most of the programs
in.the bill were supported by environmentalists. - These included the operating
budgets for the National Park Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, and Office of
Surface Mining; the urban parks program; historic preservation grants; and the Land
and Water Conservation Fund, which is used to buy new parkland, wildlife refuges
and National .Forest land. President Reagan wanted to eliminate-some of these
programs: entirely. o T .

McDade amendment to cut Interior Department funding\acceptédu212-181;‘AugustHZ,‘
1984. No is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. {McDade amendment to
the fiscal 1985 Interior_Department-Appropriations [, HR 5973.) The Reagan
Administration supported the McDade amendment, which cut $240 million. $90 million
of this was restored by the House-Senate Conference Conmittee, so the final cut
was $150 million. - ,

10 CONSERVATION JOBS: THE AMERICAN CONSERVATION CORPS ~

The. vote is on whether to pass a bill creating an American Conservation Corps to
provide conservation jobs and job training to unemployed youths on public and o
Indian lands. Many of our National Parks and Forests are suffering major resource
damage -and deterioration from heavy use and lack of maintenance. The same is
true of state and local recreation areas, wildlife refuges, and fishery facilities.
With massive budget cuts at both federal and state levels, the backlog of needed
conservation work keeps growing. 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. Similiar but limited programs have been highly
successful in 14 states. ' S T

- The bill authorized spending $225 mf]lion over fﬁ?éé yeérs. It was scaled down 7
from a more ambitious program passed in 1983, perhaps in the hope of avoidina a
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veto. 1t would have provided summer jobs for 50,000 youths and year round work
and training for 35,000 more. This is many more jobs per dollar than most federal

programs provide.

Seiberling motion to authorize the American Conservation Corps agreed to 296-75;
October 9, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Seiber-
ling motion to concur in the Senate amendment to HR 999.) The Reagan Administra-
tion opposed the Seiberling motion. Although the bill easily passed both House
and Senate, it was vetoed by President Reagan after Congress adjourned. Thus
Congress had no opportunity to override the veto.

STRIPED BASS CONSERVATION

The vote is on the Bateman amendment to weaken a bill intended to conserve the
striped bass. These fish have been suffering a severe population decline along
the Atlantic coast. In the Jast ten years their population has been cut by more
than half, due to overfishing and pollution of their spawning areas by toxics
such as PCBs. Striped bass have traditionally been a major sport and commercial
fish from Maine to North Carolina. Their decline is estimated to have cost the
Northeast about 7,000 jobs and $220 million in 1980.

The bill required each state to reduce its catch by 55%. Failure to do so would
result in a complete moratoriumon striped bass fishing in that state. The Bateman
amendment would have given the Secretary of Commerce the power to drop this
penalty, thus allowing states to apply political pressure to get off the hook on
this important wildlife conservation requirement.

Bateman amendment rejécted798-307; October 4, 1984. NO is the pro-environmenta]
vote, indicated by a +. (Bateman amendment to the Atlantic Striped Bass Conser-

vation bi11, HR 5492.) The Reagan Administration took no position on the amend-
ment. The bill was signed into law without the Bateman provision.

ORGANIC FARMING

The vote is on passage of the Agricultural Productivity Act, which authorized
$10.5 million over five years to promote ecologically sound farming practices
which conserve energy, water and plant nutrients, control soil erosion, and
increase productivity without degrading the land. - Most. of the money would be
spent on pilot research projects on farming methods such as crop rotation and
biological pest controls. The bill would also help farmers-learn to do "inter-
cropping” -- the practice of planting soil conserving crops between rows of cash
crops 1ike corn, wheat and soybeans. Finally, the bill would have established.-
an.extension program to help farmers understand such farming systems. '

The U.S. Department of Agriculture has.almost no organic farming program. Even
with the money in this bill, less than half of one percent of the Agriculture . -
Research Service budget would have been spent on organic farming. Pesticide use
has increased tenfold in the last thirty years, but crop losses to insects have
doubled as insects grow more resistent to the poisons over time. ' Organic farming
can help farmers break this vicious cycle and protect their lands from nutrient
depletion and soil erosion. It also protects. public health, by reducing the .pest-
icide residues which are now found in almost everything we eat or drink.

The Agricultural Productivity Act passed 206-184; January726,71984.: YESfiﬁ the
pro-environmenta] vote, indicated by a +. The Reagan Administration opposed the
bill, and i1t died -in the Senate. - ' : o . , el
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QOREGON INLET WATER PROJECT

The vote is on whether to transfer lands within the Cape Hatteras National Seashore
and Pea Island National Wildlife Refuge to the Army Corps of Engineers. The Corps
wanted to construct some environmentally destructive jetties at Oregon Inlet,
between two islands off the North Carolina coast. The project would remove up to
150 acres of land from a National Park and National Wildlife Refuge, and cause ser-
jous erosion along miles of beaches. It would degrade the area's scenic value and
the wildlife habitat of several species, including the threatened loggerhead turtles.
Surf fishing in the area, which now attracts 100,000 visitors a year, would also
suffer. The project is intended to increase ocean access for larger fishing boats,
but it is very doubtful whether these alleged benefits would outweigh the costs, or
whether the jetties could withstand the powerful ocean currents in .this area. Con-
tinued channel dredging is an alternative which would cost less and would not have
the severe environmental 1mpacts of jetty construction..

The vote is on the Seiberling amendment to strike the authorization of the land
transfer needed for constructing the jetties. Seiberling defeated 194-203; Septem-
ber 20, 1984. VYES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (Seiberling
amendment to strike Title 1V of the Wetlands Resources bill, HR 3082.) The Reagan
Administration was split, with the Interjor Department supporting the amendment and
the Army Corps of Engineers opposing it. ~The jetty proposal died in the Senate in
1984, but is likely to come up again. '

CROSS FLORIDA BARGE CANAL

For almost twenty years, environmentalists have been fighting the Cross Florida
Barge Canal -- one of the most grandiose and destructive projects ever dreamed up
by the Army Corps of Engineers: The proposed canal connecting Florida's Atlantic
and Gulf coasts would be 110 miles Tong and cost over $500 million. The project
had already ‘destroyed more than a third of the beautiful Oklawaha River when con-
struction was halted by President Nixon in 1971. Both Florida's Governor and state
legislature are now opposed to the canal. But its promoters in Congress are b1d1ng
their t1me, and Congress has refused to kill the project. : _

The cana] wou]d destroy one of the richest and largest wildlife areas left in this
fast growing-state, including critical habitat for the manatee in the swamps and

river bottom forests along the Qklawaha. Worse yet, for 28 miles this industrial

barge canal would cut up to 15 feet below the water ‘table of the Floridan aquifer.
This would threaten to. contaminate the main drinking water supply for millions of
people. in central Florida with -toxics and salt water. The vote is.on the Shaw
amendment to deauthorize and thus k111 the Cross F10r1da Barge Canal -

Shaw amendment rejected 201 201; June' 28, 1984 YES is the pro -environmental vote,
indicated by a +. . {Shaw amendment to the Water Resources Development Author1zat1on

biTl, HR 3678.) A]though the ‘amendment lost, construct1on is still halted. Prom-
oters are now cook1ng up a new study to try to Just1fy the prOJect o

FALMOUTH DAM

Another pork barrel prOJect this dam on' the Licking River in Kentucky would: cost.
almost twice as much to build as it would supposedly provide in benefits, accord1ng
to the Army Corps of Engineers. It would flood at least 25,000 acres, including
9,000 acres of prime farm Tland. It would also destroy a state park, ten cemeteries,
and a lot of forest. 59% of the alleged project benefits were for recreation, yet.
the Kentucky State Senate passed a resolution opposing the project and declared that
it did not 1ntend to "support recreational expend1tures in the forseeab1e future for
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a Falmouth Lake of any scope." The vote is on the Hopkins amendment, to require
the state of Kentucky to pay for a share of the project cost, something it had
already said it would not do. The dam was to be paid for entirely by the federal
government, ignoring normal cost sharing requirements.

The Hopkins amendment was rejected 148-196; June 29, 1984. YES is the pro-environ-
mental vote. indicated by a +. ({Hopkins amendment to the Water Resources Develop-
ment Authorizations bili, HR 3678.) The Senate did not act on the Falmouth Dam in
1984, but the project is expected to come up again in 1985. °

WATER PROJECT COST SHARING - NEW CONSTRUCTION

While some dams and canals are justified, others are pure "pork barrel" projects
whose costs are much higher than their benefits. 0Often these projects destroy .
free flowing rivers, wetlands, important wildlife habitat, virgin bottomland
forests and fertile flood plains. If those who benefited from these projects had
to pay a major portion of the costs, the political pressure to build many unneeded
and destructive projects would disappear. But if a local community can get a dam
built almost entirely at federal expense, the temptation to overiook alternative
ways to meet water supply or flood control needs can be very great.

The 1985 water projects authorizations bill contained some new cost sharing pro-
visions, but they were not strong enough to prevent construction of many purely
pork barrel projects. The vote is on the Petri amendment to require project
sponsors and beneficiaries to pay their share during project construction, rather
than repaying Uncle Sam at low interest rates stretched out over decades. The
amendment also raised the share required for certain types of project purposes,
and increased user fees on federally funded ports and waterways. .

Petri amendment rejected 85-213; June 29, 1984. YES is the pro-envirdnmentaI vote,

indicated by a +. (Petri amendment to the Water Resources Development Authorjzation
bi11, HR 3678.) The Reagan Administration supported the Petri amendment.. This

mammoth water project authorization bill never passed Congress in 1984.

WATER PROJECT COST-SHARING - MAINTAINANCE AND REPAIRS

The Reclamation Dam Safety bill was intended primarily for the naintenance and
repair of existing dams. But it also authorized money for new dams to replace
old ones. Much of the money in the bill was slated to build the new Cliff Dam in
Arizona, which would damage important habitat for. bald eagles. This expensive
project also took money away from other existing dams which badiy needed repair.
1t is usually cheaper to repair old-dams than to build new ones.. Once again,
cost sharing provisions are critical for stopping unnecessary projects. ~ If the
beneficiaries know they must pay a major part of the cost, they will have an
incentive to limit themselves to needed,“cost-effective‘repairs., ' ;

Environmentalists supported the Solomon amendment to require project beneficiaries
to pay 15% of the costs of construction and repair under this bill. The vote is
an the Kazan proposal to gut the Solomon amendment and go back to the status quo.

Kazan substitute adopted 194-192; March 20, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental vote,
indicated by a +. {(Kazan substitute to Solomon amendment to the Reclamation. Dam
Safety bill, HR 1652.) The Reagan Administration supported Solomon's proposal in
1983, but then changed their minds and supported Kazan's effort to kill it in 1984,
probably in order to curry political favor in the West in an election year. The
dam repair bill passed Congress without any significant cost sharing provision.
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BURFORD APPOINTMENT

Anne Gorsuch Burford resigned as director of the Environmental Protection Agency
in 1983 amid allegations of mismanagement, political manipulation and conflicts
of interest regarding EPA's hazardous waste cleanup program. During her first two
years on the job, enforcement at EPA declined by more than 50%. The House cited
her in contempt of Congress for refusing, on the President's orders, to turn over
EPA documents which had been subpoenaed. WNevertheless, on July 30 1984, President
Reagan appointed Burford to chair the National Advisory Committee on Oceans and
Atmosphere (NACOA). Burford has no background in this area whatever.

Although the President's appointment did not require Congressional approval,
Congressman D'Amours offered a Resolution on the House floor urging the President
to .withdraw the appointment. The Resolution was adopted 363-51; July 31, 1984.
YES is the pro-environmental vote, indicated by a +. (D'Amours motion to suspend

the rules and adopt H Res 555.) Although both the House and Senate passed reso-
Tutions urging Reagan to drop the appointment, he ignored them. Burford herself
resigned as chair the day before she was to be sworn in.

LOW INCOME HOME INSULATION - FUNDING LEVELS

Energy conservation is one of the cheapest and cleanest ways to meet our energy
needs. It cuts down on pollution, conserves natural resources and reduces the
environmental damage from mining, drilling, and energy development.

The vote is on the Carper amendment to reduce the funds.in the bill for helping
poor people insulate their homes from $500 million down to $200 niillion. This was
extremely "penny wise and pound foolish", considering that the government spends
nearly $2 biilion a year he1p1ng poor people pay their fuel bills. The average
poor family .spends 30% of its income on fuel in the winter. But the poor cannot
take advantage of federal tax credits given for home energy conservation because
they cannot afford the large initial investment, and because they pay little or no
federal taxes anyway. Weatherizing the 13 million remaining eligible. households
under this bill would cut their energy consumption by 30%, conserve 65 million |
barrels of 0il or other fuel, and reduce fuel costs by $3.3 billion. But under
current Tow spend1ng levels 1t could take up to 50 years to ach1eve this goal.

Carper amendment accepted‘233-142, January 24, 1984. N0:1s the,pro-env1ronmenta1
vote, indicated by a +. (Carper amendment to the Weatherization and Employment

Act, HR 2615.) The Reagan Administration supported the Carper amendment The
f1na1 author1zat1on for weather1zat1on ‘Was $191 m1111on '

LOW INCOME HOME INSULATION --FINAL PASSAGE

The environmental and economic advantages-of a strong federal program to
insulate the homes of the poor are noted above. This vote was on the final
passage of the weatherization bill, which- extended aid for the insulation of
low 1ncome homes at the current 1evels of around $200 m1111on

Weatherization and Employment Act, HR 2615, adopted 292 157; January 24, 1984
YES is the pro-environmental vote, 1nd1cated by a +. The Reagan Adm1n1strat1on

“opposed the weatherization program.. -In the end, Congress authorized $191 m1111on.
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Nuclear breeder reactors produce more fuel than they consume, but the fuel is
plutonium, one of the most dangerous substances known. Terrorists or other
nations need only a small amount of plutonium to make a nuclear bomb; yet the
commercialization of breeder reactors for nuclear power generation could put
these ingredients of nuclear bombs into every day commerce.

The vote is on the Ottinger amendment to cut -$43 million for research originally
designed to support the Clinch River nuclear breeder, which Congress had termin-
ated the previous year. The amendment would have returned $10 million to the
Treasury, and spent the remaining $33 miilion on developing new solar energy
technologies and research to make existing nuclear reactors safer. .These nuclear
safety programs were designed to reduce the high level nuclear wastes from power

plants by 40%, and also reduce the amount of “weapons grade" fuel produced by
research reactors. - The bill as written had $255 miliion for nuclear breeder tech-
nology, (far more than the solar budget), and almost nothing for nuclear safety.

Federa] research and development priorities play a major role in determining
America's energy and environmental future. In the long run, the safest.and per-
haps the cheapest way to meet our energy needs is through conservation and renew-
able energy sources which don’t poliute and never run out. But in the last four
years, the federal energy conservation budget has been cut by 50% and the solar
programs have been cut 70%.

Ottinger amendment rejected 171-22%; May 22, 1984. YES is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. -(Ottinger amendment to the fiscal 1985 tnergy and Water
Appropriations bill, HR 5653.) The Reagan Administration opposed the Ottinger
amendment. The full $255 million for nuclear breeder research was includéed in

the final Tegislation to pass Congress.

CUTTING SYNTHETIC FOSSIL FUEL SUBSIDIES

Unless and until new pollution control technologies are invented, the commercial
development of synthetic fuels made from coal or oil.shale will create massive
environmental problems. These include-air,p011utﬁon;“groundwaterﬁcontamination,
and toxic waste disposal. ‘A single commercial.synthetic fuels plant could praduce
from 20 to 60 thousand tons of solid waste a day. Yet in a frantic response’ to
the 0il crises in the 1970s, Congress appropriated ‘$17.7 billion not for research
but for the immediate commercial development. of "synthetic fossil fuels.

Despite the huge subsidies available, private -industry has become less and less
interested in developing synthetic fuels, because-they cannot be. produced cheaply
enough to compete with other ene.gy'sourteS‘in;theiforséeab]effutufe. " The Syn-
thetic Fuels Corporation (SFC), which was set up.by.Congress to spend the money,
has unfortunately responded by indiscriminately funding the few remaining synfuel
proposals, regardless of merit. - By providing up to $3 million for a single tech-
nology, the SFC is promoting far larger projects, with far greater environmental
damage, than dre needed to test the projects’ technical and economic feasibility.

This vote determined whether amendments to cut back the SFC's spending authority
would be permitted. Adoption of the "rule" forbidding any such amendments was
rejected 148-261; July 25, 1984. NO is_the pro-environmental vote, indicated by
a_+. (Adoption of the rule, H Res 551 providing for floor consideration of the
fiscal 1985 Interior Appropriations bill, HR 5973.) The Reagan Administration
opposed the rule. In the end Congress cut over $5 billion of SFC's authority.
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CUTTING SYNTHETIC FOSSIL FUEL SUBSIDIES

The environmental and economic problems of synthetic fuel production are noted
above. Environmentalists favor continued research on synthetic fuels, but oppose
big subsidies for commercial development until these problems have been solved.
This vote was over how large a cut should be made in the federal Synthetic Fuel
Corporation's $13.3 billion budget. Environmentalists supported the Conte-Wolpe
amendment to cut $10 billion, leaving the SFC with $3.3 billion in spending
authority. This would still be more than enough to test every proposed synfuel
technology requesting aid, and would be a far larger subsidy than the government
provides for cheaper and less destructive energy sources. Environmentalists were
opposed to the Ratchford amendment, which limited the SFC budget cut to $5 billion.

Ratchford amendment adopted 236-177; August 2, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental
vote, indicated by a +. (Ratchford amendment to the Conte-Wolpe amendment to- the

Fiscal 1985 Interior Appropriations bill, HR 5973.) The Reagan Administration
opposed the Ratchford amendment, although it later changed positions and supported
a nearly identical amendment in the Senate. In the end, Congress cut $5.375
billion of the SFC's remaining $13.3 billion spending authority.

ENERGY CONSERVATION YERSUS POWER PLANT CONSTRUCTION

In 1983 the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) voted to allow private
utilities under its jurisdiction to add 50% of the costs of new power plant
construction to their rate base when -billing customers. In effect this forced
consumers to provide interest free loans to utilities for construction work in
progress (CWIP) even if the new plants were never completed. Environmentalists
objected to this because it gave the utilities a bias. toward energy production
instead of energy conservation. The utilities could pass on the costs of new
power plants to customers, and even make a profit on the extra power sold, but
they had no similiar incentive to save energy through conservation measures, evan
when conservation was cheaper and better environmentally. I ‘

Environmentalists supported a House proposal to 1imit the CWIP arrangement to
financially pressed utilities which could not otherwise meet new construction
costs. Such utilities would also have to show that a new power plant. represented
the cheapest alternative for meeting energy needs, when compared to conservation
or solar power. | - e : ' .

This vote was on the Moorhead substitute to the bill, which would have allowed
the old FERC rule on construction work in-progress to continue unchanged.  Moor-
head substitute rejected 135-266; February 8, 1984. NO is the pro-environmental

- vote, indicated by a +. {Moorhead substitute to HR 535, the Construction Work 1in

Progress Policy Act.} The Reagan Administration supported the Moorhead substi-
tute. Even ‘though it lost in the House, the old FERC rule remains 1in effect
because the Senate failed to act on the "issue oﬁ;cqnstruction_work in progress.



INFORMATION ONLY - ACID RAIN LEGISLATION. COSPONSORS

Cosponsors of the Waxman-Sikorski bi1l (HR 3400) to control acid rain are indicated
on the chart with an "X". Sponsors are listed for information purposes only, and
sponsorship is not a factor in determing LCV scores. 1

Acid rain is an urgent environmental problem in need of jmmediate Congressicnal ) §4
action. Countless scientific reports, including those from the National Academy B
of Sciences, the Environmental Protection Agency, and the Office of Science and

Technology Policy have documented the widespread damage and future threats to our

forests, rivers and lakes, drinking water, cCrops, soils, and buildings. Acid rain

has already killed all the fish in hundreds of lakes in New York and New England,

and the problem is fast spreading o other parts of the U.S. Much of the Black

Forest in Germany is now dead because of acid rain. The scientific community has

now clearly established that sulfur dioxide pollution from coal fired power plants

and other man made sources is the chief cause of acid rain.

Environmentalists strongly support the Waxman-51korski bi1l to reduce sulfur

dioxide emissions by 10 million tons over 10 years. Cosponsors are indicated on
the chart with an X. Cosponsorshi is noted for information onl and is not & .

Factor in calculating LCV scores. i

The Reagan Administration has opposed -acid rain
control legislation, and to date no such legislation has been enacted into law.
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League of Conservation Voters Support Slate

1984 General Election Results
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Get Political

Political decisions affect the air you breathe and the water you drink . . . the land we all need
for food and open space . . . the wildlife, the forests and the flowers. Political decisions aftect
your health and your life, and that of your children and their children. It's worth fighting for!

If we really want to protect the environment, we must teach the politicians that voters support
environmental protection—and that conservationists support their friends at election time.

There is only one national environmental group working full-time to do this:

League of Conservation Voters
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To ensure that the League of Conservation Voters has the financial resources to elect strong environmental
leaders, | sm enclosing my contribution of: ;

C1$25 O $35 O$50 O $100 O $260 01 $

Name : Please make checks payable-to
the League of Conservation Vot-
Addrest ' ers and retumn to:

320 Fourth St., N.E., ¢

Washington, D.C. 20002
Pald for by the League of Conservation Voters
and not authorized by any candidate

He's tryingTo
shoot me, ai] right-- }
Do I Fnow This guy>. s
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