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INTRODUCTION

Message From The Chair

Welcome to the Maryland League of Conservation
Voters’ first Mid-Session voting chart. In the past, our
voling summaries have been released at the end of each
four-year term of the General Assembly — coincident
with election campaigns. In keeping with our goal to
hold individual legislators accountable for their votes on
environmental issues, we now plan to release the voting

chart every two years. We hope Maryland voters will

find this chart helpful in understanding their legislators’

views and in participating in the political process.

Also for the first time, we have decided to use cosponsorship of legislation in
the voting chart. Cosponsorship, an up-front commitment to back legislation in com-
mittee and floor votes, is an increasingly important tool for building support for envi-
ronmental legislation in the General Assembly. In fact, in future issues, we will con-
tinue to expand the scope of this score card to be both fair and effective. For example,

in coming years, we may begin examining votes legislators make in committee.

As the political arm of the environmental movement in the state, the League
supports candidates with outstanding environmental records and candidates willing
to make strong commitments for environmental protection. In important races, the
League makes endorsements, offers financial contributions, and provides volunteer
support. We find this voting chart is an extraordinarily useful tool and an integral

part of the League’s overall operation. We would appreciate your comments.

Qe i

Joan Seward Willey

The Board of Directors

The Maryland League of Conservation Voters is governed by a volunteer Board
of Directors consisting of top environmental leaders in the State. The Board is respon-
sible for the selection of votes in this voting chart, and the Board will decide which
candidates to support in the upcoming elections. Board members serve strictly as
individuals and not as official representatives of their respective organizations.



THE SCORECARD

How The Maryland General Assembly Voted On
The Environment, 1991-1992

The votes that constitute this chart are on bills, resolutions, or amendments
considered important because of their potential impact on the state’s environment.
The chart is also intended to reflect both fairly and accurately who is voting pro-
environment and who is not. So, these particular votes, chosen by the League’s Board
of Directors, tended to offer legislators politically difficult but environmentally clear
choices on a range of environmental issues. Making difficult choices is an elected
official’s job.

Combined, the selected votes distinguish those legislators who may simply call
themselves environmentalists from those who consistently vote for environmental
protection and do so when it really counts. For this reason, several votes, on issues
arguably more important overall to environmental quality than those selected for the
voting chart, were not included simply because they passed with no significant
opposition.

Finally, to provide for a fair comparison of all legislators, the voting chart is
based only on floor votes and cosponsorships and therefore cannot include any votes
made in a committee. (However, many issues important to environmentalists never
make it out of committee, and for this reason, future voting charts may incorporate
committee performance.)

This voting chart measure is only a simple test of a legislator's environmental
record and does not fully reflect a legislator’s overall environmental commitment.
Factors such as leadership in committee or behind-the-scenes activity on important
legislation are difficult to quantify in a chart such as this, but they will, of course, be
considered when the League decides which candidates to support.

...the selected votes
distinguish those legislators
who may simply call them-
selves environmentalists
from those who consistently

vote for environmental
protection and do so when

it really counts. ﬁ



THE SCORECARD
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Scoring

Votes for the environment are designated with a plus (+) and assigned one
point, and votes against the environment are designated with a minus (-) and
assigned no points. Excused absences are designated with an E and are not counted in
that legislator’s score, nor are votes that occurred before the legislator came to office,
which are designated with a triangle (A).

Absences, however, can sometimes help and sometimes hurt a bill. (Very simply,
if your supporters fail 1o show up for a vote, it hurts; if your opponents fail to show, it
helps.) Because unexcused absences are sometimes deliberate and often decisive, they
are being included in the scoring. If an unexcused absence is essentially pro-environ-
ment, it will be designated with an A, and count 1 point. If the absence is anti-envi-
ronment, it will be designated with an a, and count for no points.

The point totals are combined to give a percentage score. A perfect environmen-
tal voting record will earn a score of 100%.

For reference, the scores from the 1986 and 1990 voting charts have been pro-
vided for legislators who have continued in the General Assembly.

Bl 1982-1986
[ ]1986-1990




SCORECARD SUMMARY

State Averages ey 0
HOUSE 62% 53%
Democrats 65% 54%
Republicans 47% 44%
SENATE 56% 56%
Democrats 59% 57%
Republicans 42% 50%
Regional Averages
SENATE HOUSE
1992 1990 1992 1990
Western Maryland 5% 22% 27% 44%
(Districts 1-4)
North Central 7% 32% 36% 37%
(Districts 5,34,35)
Eastern Shore 20% 13% 23% 23%
(Districts 36-38)
Southern Maryland 50% 38% 27% 44%

(Districts 28,29)

Anne Arundel County  70% 69% 60% 51%
(Districts 30-33)

Montgomery County 79% 79% 89% 88%
(Districts 14-20)

Prince Georges County  70% 75% 88% 60%
(Districts 13, 21-27)

Baltimore County 63% 65% 49% 45%
(Districts 6-12)

Baltimore City 66% 53% 68% 46%
(Districts 39-47)

Highest Scores Senate (100%):

Paula Hollinger, Howard Denis, Idamae Garrott, Leo Green, Gerald Winegrad, John Pica

House (100%):

Wade Kach, Robert Flanagan, Gene Counihan, Brian Frosh, Gilbert Genn, Nancy Kopp,
Kumar Barve, Jennie Forehand, Leon Billings, Chris Van Hollen, Henry Heller,

Dana Dembrow, Peter Franchot, Tim Maloney, Pauline Menes, James Rosapepe,

Paul Pinsky, Mary Conroy, Joan Pitkin, Carolyn Howard, Ulysses Currie, Beatrice Tignor,
Gary Alexander, James Proctor, Marsha Perry, Tony Fulton, Henry Hergenroeder,
Kenneth Montague, Cornell Dypski, Gerry Brewster, Martin Madden

Lowest Scores Senate (0%):

John Hafer, Donald Munson, Charles Smelser, Habern Freeman, William Amoss

House (0%):
Mary Louise Preis (19 delegates tied for next lowest score with 16%)



1. HB 1195 -
Economic Growth and
Environmental
Protection Act of 1992

SENATE VYVOTES

Poorly planned growth and development in Maryland not only threaten the
Chesapeake Bay, but the inefficiencies are also bankrupting local governments that are try-
ing to meet demands for infrastructure. After a bill was defeated the year before, a simplified
and scaled-back version of the legislation was introduced.

Under this bill, counties are required to update their comprehensive plans and zoning
ordinances to incorporate growth management visions by 1997, and county ordinances are
required to be consistent with comprehensive plans. State funding for capital projects is
conditional on county implementation. The bill also requires a sensitive area protection ele-
ment in local plans.

This particular vote was on a strengthened bill passed by the Senate Economic and
Environmental Affairs Committee. The final bill passed by the General Assembly did not,
however, escape damaging last-minute amendments by a joint conference committee.

YES is the correct vote. This vote carried 36 YES, 10 NO, 1 Not Voting,

2.SB 63 -
Maryland Private Land
Rights Protection Act
of 1992

There is a growing nationwide movement in the U.S. that is working to cripple envi-
ronmental programs in the name of “property rights”.

This particular bill would have placed an unreasonable burden on state agencies by
requiring the state’s Attorney General to determine whether any bill or regulation would
constitute a “taking” of private property. The Attorney General would then have to deter-
mine how much it would cost to compensate for the potential taking.

With an uphill battle in the Senate, there were attempts to weaken the bill with amend-
ments. This vote was on one such amendment to require that for a proposed regulation or
legislation to have constitutional takings implications it must result in the substantial dimu-
nition of the use of private property. The bill ultimately failed in the final minutes of the ses-
sion, as the Senate ran out of time to act on amendments placed on the bill by the House.

YES is the correct vote. The amendment failed with 15 YES, 29 NO, and 1 Not Voting,

3.SB 284 -
Air Quality -
Motor Vehicle Emissions
Certification

Program of 1992

Maryland has some of the worst air quality in the United States. Automobile emis-
sions are the leading source of the precursors to ozone pollution. This bill would have
required new motor vehicles (starting with the 1998 models) to meet more stringent emis-
sion standards identical to those used in California.

The bill faced tough opposition from auto dealers, auto manufacturers and oil compa-
nies. Although this “clean car” bill never reached the Senate floor for a vote, Senators were
given credit for demonstrating early support by co-sponsoring this bill.

There were 10 co-sponsors in the Senate.

4.SB 224 -
Forest Conservation
Act 1991

Also called the “tree bill,” this bill protected forests from developers. Under the
bill, developers have to submit a plan to minimize the number of trees cut, replace the
trees that are removed, or pay into a fund for their replacement.

This vote was on Senator Freeman’s amendment that would have significantly
reduced both the amount of forest a developer must protect on a development site, and
the amount of cleared forest the developer must replace.

NO is the correct vote. The amendment failed with 10 YES, 32 NO, and
5 Not Voting.

5.SB 205 -
Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program 1991

This bill strengthens Maryland’s vehicle emissions inspection program in accor-
dance with new federal Clean Air Act requirements. The bill required adoption of an
enhanced vehicle emissions program which provides a more stringent and more accu-
rate test of tailpipe emissions. The bill also expanded the number of counties in
Maryland required to conduct emissions inspections, and increased the repair waiver to
$450 from $75.

This vote was on the third reading. YES is the correct vote. The bill carried with a vote
of 32 YES, 14 NO, and 1 Not Voting, 5



DISTRICT
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SENATE VOTES

SENATOR

John Hafer (R)
Donald Munson (R)
John Derr (R)

Charles Smelser (D)
Larry Haines (R)
Michael Collins (D)
Norman Stone, Jr. (D)
Thomas Bromwell (D)
F. Vernon Boozer (R)
Janice Piccinini (D)
Paula Hollinger (D)
Nancy Murphy (D)
Thomas Yeager (D)
Christopher McCabe (R)
Laurence Levitan (D)
Howard Denis (R)
Mary Boergers (D)
Patricia Sher (D)
Idamae Garrott (D)
Ida Ruben (D)

Arthur Dorman (D)
Thomas O'Reilly (D)
Leo Green (D)
Decatur Trotter (D)
Albert Wynn (D)
Gloria Lawlah (D)
Thomas V. Mike Miller, Jr. (D)
James Simpson (D)
Bernard Fowler (D)
Gerald Winegrad (D)
Phillip Jimeno (D)
Michael Wagner (D)
John Cade (R)

Habern Freeman (D)
William Amoss (D)
Walter Baker (D)
Frederick Malkus, Jr. (D)
J Lowell Stoltzfus (R)
Larry Young (D)
Ralph Hughes (D)
Clarence Blount (D)
Barbara Hoffman (D)
John Pica, Jr. (D)
Julian Lapides (D)
Nathan Irby, Jr. (D)

American Joe
Miedusiewski(D)

George Della, Jr. (D)
+ = Voted with the environment

- = Voted against the environment
E = Excused absence
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A = Unexcused abscence (advantage for environment)
a = Unexcused absence (disadvantage for environment)

A = Not a member at time of vote

1990 1986

20 25 22

60 100 89
40 75 64
60 38 36
80 ~ 88 54

100 100 78
40 17 67
80 88 82

60

60 50 55
100 100 91
80

75

100 100 100

80 100 56
60 88 55
20 13 18
100 75 91

80 88 100
80 75 78
80 71

80 88 36
40 0 45
60 75 82
100 100 100

40 63 67
60 25 36
80 88 64
0

0 13 36
20 25 18
20 13 27
20%

60 33 89
60

80 100 55
80 63 32
100 13 27
80 100 100
60 25 27

40 71 33
40 13 36

* Total score includes 2 votes while in the

House of Delegates.



1.SB 63 -
Maryland Private Land
Rights Protection Act
0f 1992

HousE VOTES

There is a growing nationwide movement in the U.S. that is working to cripple
environmental programs in the name of “property rights”.

This particular bill would have placed an unreasonable burden on state agencies by
requiring the state’s Attorney General to determine whether any bill or regulation would
constitute a “taking” of private property. The Attorney General would then have to deter-
mine how much it would cost to compensate for the potential taking.

This particular vote revived the bill, which had initially failed in a vote taken two
hours earlier. The previous vote had failed to achieve a favorable majority because nearly
a quarter of the delegates refrained from voting. Proponents of the bill rallied their col-
leagues to get the bill reconsidered. The bill passed the House with several amendments,
but ran out of time in the Senate.

NO is the correct vote. The vote to reconsider passed with 75 YES, 48 NO, and
18 Not Voting,.

2. HB 762 -
Pesticides - Uniform

Regulation 1992

With increasing use of lawn care services and pesticides, several local jurisdictions
have enacted regulations on pesticide application including requirements for advance
notification and signing. Many of these regulations are tougher than weak state laws. This
bill was designed to pre-empt local jurisdiction authority by giving the state control over
local pesticide regulations.

This vote is on the third reading for passage in the House. NO is the correct vote.
The bill was killed with 52 YES, 72 NO, 17 Not Voting.

3.HB 683 -
Oil Spills - Liability and
Definitions 1992

Under this bill, the responsible party for an oil spill would have its liability limited
to $10 million. As originally introduced, the liability cap covered all costs associated with
the cleanup and any other damages to the natural and economic resources of the Bay.

This vote was a reconsideration of an earlier vote which had defeated the bill.
Although this vote allowed passage of the bill in the House, the bill died in the Senate
Rules Committee during the final days of the session.

NO is the correct vote. The House voted in favor with 72 YES, 64 NO, 1 Excused,
and 1 Not Voting.

4. HB 1227 -
Commercial Incineration
of Controlled Hazardous
Substances - Delay or
Suspension of Issuance of
Permits and Study of
Operation 1992

Rural residents from Western Maryland rose in opposition to proposals to burn
hazardous wastes in a nearby cement kiln. Citizens organized a massive grassroots effort
which culminated with the introduction of this bill that placed a moratorium on such
proposals and set up a Controlled Hazardous Substances Task Force to study the produc-
tion, use, and disposal of hazardous wastes.

This vote was on third reading for passage in the House.

YES is the correct vote. It passed overwhelmingly with 129 YES, 4 NO, and
8 Not Voting.

House Votes continued on next page



5.SB224-
Forest Conservation Act
1991

HousE VOTES

Also called the “tree bill,” this bill protected forests from developers. Under the
bill, developers have to submit a plan to minimize the number of trees cut, replace the
trees that are removed, or pay into a fund for their replacement.

This vote was on Delegate Brauns amendment to weaken the bill by allowing lot
owners to clear a certain amount of trees even if the trees were protected as part of a
developers original forest conservation plan. The amendment also threatened the bill’s
ultimate passage by [orcing uncertain legislative delays in the final hours of the 1991
session.

NO is the correct vote. The amendment failed with 44 YES, 79 NO, 2 Excused,
and 16 Not Voting,

6. HB 1082 -
Air Quality -
Motor Vehicle Emissions

Certification Program
1991

Maryland has some of the worst air quality in the United States. Automobile
emissions are the leading source of the precursors to ozone pollution. This bill would
have required new motor vehicles to meet more stringent emission standards identical
to those used in California.

This vote was on the third reading for passage in the House. The bill, however,
died in the Senate Judicial Proceedings Committee where it was kept from coming up
for a vote.

YES is the correct vote. The bill passed the House with 75 YES, 59 NO,

3 Excused, 4 Not Voting.



DISTRICT
1A
1B

2A
2B
2C
3A
3B
1A
4B
5A

5B

10

11

12

DELEGATE

George Edwards (R)
Kevin Kelly (D)
Betty Workman (D)

Casper Taylor, Jr. (D)
Peter Callas (D)
John Donoghue (D)

D. Bruce Poole (D)
James McClellan (D)
J. Anita Stup (R)

Thomas Hattery (D)
George Littrell, Jr. (D)
Donald Elliott (R)

Richard Dixon (D)
Richard Matthews (R)
Lawrence LaMotte (D)

Leslie Hutchinson (D)
E. Farrel Maddox (D)
Michael Weir (D)

John Arnick (D)
Louis DePazzo (D)
Connie Galiazzo (D)

Joseph Bartenfelder (D)
James Ports, Jr. (R)
Alfred Redmer, Jr. (R)

John Bishop (R)
Gerry Brewster (D)
Martha Klima (R)

Robert Ehrlich, Jr. (R)
A. Wade Kach (R)
Ellen Sauerbrey (R)

Leon Albin (D)
Theodore Levin (D)
Richard Rynd (D)

Thomas Dewberry (D)
Kenneth Masters (D)
Louis Morsberger (D)

+ = Voted with the environmment

HOUSE VOTES
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- = Voted against the environment

L = Excused absence

A = Unexcused abscence (advantage for environment)
a = Unexcused absence (disadvantage for environment)
A = Not a member at time of vote

1990
29
43
57
29
43

86
14

100
14
29
71
71
43
57
57
14

43

71

29

29
100
14

57
43
57

67
29
29

1986

33

33
56

44

56
44

56
33
78

56
22

11

22

67
22

89

44
22



DISTRICT

13A
13B

14A

14B

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

10

DELEGATE

Virginia Thomas (D)
Martin Madden (R)
John Morgan (R)

Joel Chasnoff (D)
Robert Flanagan (R)
Robert Kittleman (R)

Gene Counihan (D)
Jean Roesser (R)
Richard LaVay (R)

Brian Frosh (D)
Gilbert Genn (D)
Nancy Kopp (D)

Kumar Barve (D)
Jennie Forehand (D)
Michael Gordon (D)

Leon Billings (D)
John Hurson (D)
Chris Van Hollen (D)

Henry Heller (D)
Carol Petzold (D)

Leonard Teitelbaum (D)

Dana Dembrow (D)
Peter Franchot (D)
Sheila Hixson (D)

Tim Maloney (D)
Pauline Menes (D)
James Rosapepe (D)

Anne Healey (D)
Richard Palumbo (D)
Paul Pinsky (D)

Mary Conroy (D)
Joan Pitkin (D)
Charles Ryan (D)

Joanne Benson (D)
Nathaniel Exum (D)
Carolyn Howard (D)

+ = Voted with the environment

HOUSE VOTES

+ + +

+ o+

+ >

- = Voted against the environment

E = Excused absence

A = Unexcused abscence (advantage for environment)
a = Unexcused absence (disadvantage for environment)
A = Not a member at time of vote
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+ + + + 100

1990
100

86
71
71

86
100

100
100
86

100
71

86
86
100

100
100
86

29
86
86

57
86

57
100
57

29
75

1986
100

33

67

56

78

78
100

89

78
100

67

89

67

33



DISTRICT DELEGATE
25 Michael Arrington (D)
Ulysses Currie (D)
Beatrice Tignor (D)
26 Rosa Lee Blumenthal (D)
Christine Jones (D)
David Valderrama (D)
27 Gary Alexander (D)
James Proctor, Jr. (D)
Joseph Vallario, Jr. (D)
28A Stephen Braun (D)
Michael Sprague (D)
28B John Wood, Jr. (D)
20A George Owings, I1I (D)
29B J. Ernest Bell, 11 (D)
29C John Slade, I11 (D)
30 Phillip Bissett (R)
John Astle (D)
Michael Buscn (D)
31 Joan Cadden (D)
Ray Huff (D)
Charles Kolodziejski (D)
32 Tyras Athey (D)
Patrick Scannello (D)
Victor Sulin (D)
33 John Gary (R)
Marsha Perry (D)
Elizabeth Smith (R)
34 Rose Mary Bonsack (D)
David Craig (R)
Mary Louise Preis (D)
35A Donald Fry (D)
James Harkins (R)
35B Ethel Ann Murray (D)
36 ) Ronald Franks (R)

Ronald Guns (D)
R. Clayton Mitchell (D)

HOUSE VOTES
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1992

83
100
100

83
83
83

100
100
66

50
33
16

16
20
33

66
75
83

50
66
16

50
50
50

33
100
60

33
16

33
16
33

16
50
50

1990

71

86

43

100

29

57

43

50

43
43

43
57

57
43
57
14

29
100

14

43
43

1986

78

67

44

44
56

67

43

44
33

33

44

11

33
22
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HoOUsE VOTES
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DISTRICT DELEGATE 1 2 3 4 5 6 1992 1990 1986
37 Samuel Q. Johnson, I1I (D) - - - + + + 50 0 33
Kenneth Schisler (R) - - - + A - 33
Robert Thornton, Jr. (D) - - - + - - 16
38 Bennett Bozman (D) - - - + : - 16
Norman Conway (D) - - - + - 16 29
Charles McClenahan (R) - + - + A A 50
J. Lowell Stoltzfus (R) A A A A 5
39 Elijah Cummings (D) - A + + A + 83 43 78
John Jefferies (D) + A - + A 66 17
Ruth Kirk (D) - - A + A - 50 14 78
40 Tony Fulton (D) + A + + + + 100 43
Salima Siler Marriott (D) - & A + + + 83
Howard Rawlings (D) A - - + + + 66 29 67
41 Frank Boston, Jr. (D) A + E + + 83 43
Margaret Murphy (D) A - - + + + 66 14 67
Samuel Parham (D) - - - + + 50 25
42 James Campbell (D) + + - + + 83 86 89
Delores Kelley (D) + + - a + + 83
Samuel Rosenberg (D) + + B + + 83 86 78
43 Gerald Curran (D) A + - a - + 50 57 56
Ann Marie Doory (D) + - - - A - 66 86
Henry Hergenroeder, Jr. (D)+ + + + + + 100 86 100
44 Curtis Anderson (D) + + + a + + 83 86 67
Kenneth Montague, Jr.(D) + + + - - + 100 86
Anne Scarlett Perkins (D) - + + + + + 83 71 78
45 Clarence Davis (D) - A - + - - 33 0 56
Hattie Harrison (D) - - - + A - 33 14 56
John Douglass (D) - A - + A + 66 29 22
46 Anthony DiPietro, Jr. (D) - - - 2 + . 33 14 38
Cornell Dypski (D) A + + + + o 100 57 67
Carolyn Krysiak (D) - - - + + + 50
47 Charles Avara (D) A E E a E E 50 29 22
Brian McHale (D) + - - + + + 66 67
Paul Weisengoff (D) - A - + A - 50 29 33
+= Voted with the environment A = Unexcused abscence (advantage for environment) * See score on senate vote chart.
- = Voted against the environment a= Unexcused absence (disadvantage for environment)

E = Excused absence A = Not a member at time of vote
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The
Maryland
League Of
Conservation
Voters

The Marvland League of

Conservation Voters is a
statewide, nonpartisan
political committee
organized to belp elect
conservation-minded
candidates to state offices.
Funded solely by individual
donations, the League of
Conservation Voters has
become the most widely
recognized and widely
respected organization
working to support environ-
mental candidates in
Maryland.

Maryland Leagﬁe of
Conservation Vot_ers

PO. Box 1644 .
Annapolis, Maryland 21404-1644
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