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We keep score for the environment

The Maryland League of Conservation Voters
is governed by a volunteer Board of Directors
consisting of conservation leaders, leading
citizens and former clected officials, The Board
1s responsible for the selection of votes m this
voting chart and it is the Board that will decide
which political candidates to endorse during
elections. Board members serve strictly as
individuals and not as official vepresentatives
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We are pleased to present the 10th Edition of the Legislative Scorecard for the 1999 and 2000
General Assembly sessions. For the past 21 years, the Maryland League of Conservation Vorers
has been “keeping the score for the environment” by recording the votes of individual stare
legislators on important conservation issues. Formed in 1979 by top conservation leaders, the
Maryland League has become a widely recognized and respected institution in the halls of the

General Assembly and in the minds of vorers.

The votes that constitute this chart are on bills, resolutions, amendments, and committee votes
considered important because of their potential impact on the state’s environment. The chart
is intended to reflect both fairly and accurately who is voting pro-environment and who is not.
These particular votes, chosen by the Maryland League’s Board of Directors, tend to offer
legislators politically difficult but environmentally clear choices on a range of conservation
issues. Making difficult choices is an elected official’s job. These selected vores distinguish
those legislators who may simply call themselves conservationists from those who vote for

strong environmental protection and do so when it really counts.

The Legislative Scorecard is based on public information from the Maryland General Assembly
records and is the authoritative source on the state’s environmental politics. Our published
vote charts include votes in committees as well as floor votes for individual state legislators

since many of the important decisions are made in legislative committees.

This voting chart is only a simple test of a legislaror’s environmental record and reflects only
one component of a legislator’s overall environmental commitment. Factors such as leadership
in committee or behind-the-scenes activity or inactivity on important legislation, while difficult
to quantify on a chart, certainly will be considered when the Maryland League decides which

candidates to endorse.

Thanks are due to Terry Harris, Dru Schmidt-Perkins, our many environmental colleagues, our

generous donors and the Board of Directors.

As citizens of Maryland, we all expect our elected officials to support sound environmental
policies to protect clean air, clean water, the Chesapeake Bay and our quality of life.

We hope you find this chart helpful in evaluating your own legislators.

Nancy Davis SusaN Brown

Chair

Executive Divector

The Maryland League of Conservation
Voters, formed in 1979 to elect conser-
vation-minded candidates to public
office, has built a solid track record by
promoting environmentally responsible
candidates and holding elected officials
accountable through our Legislative
Scorecards. As the nonpartisan politi-
cal arm of Maryland’s conservation
community, the Maryland League is
committed to makfng environmental
proteclion and restoration a top
priority for the state’s elected officials,

appointed leaders, political candidates

and voters.
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1979 — Maryland League of Conservation Voters is
formed as a statewide political action committee to help
elect conservation minded candidates to state offices



VOTERS WANT
CLEAN AIR AND WATER

Maryland voters polled in May 2000 are
movre concerned about clean air and clean

water, ranking those issues higher in

importance than Medicare, Social Security

or taxces.

1984 — Landmark Chesapeake Bay Critical Areas Law
established a 1,000 foot buffer around the Bay and its tidal
ributanies as a “critical area” in need of special protection

Votes for the environment are designated

with a plus (+) and votes against the +

environment are designated with a minus —
(—). Excused absences are designated E

with a capital letter (E) and are not

counted into the legislator's score, nor are

votes that occurred before the legislator

came to office, which are designated with a

an asterisk (*). .

Absences, however, can sometimes help or
sometimes hurt a bill. (Very simply, if your
supporters fail to vote, it hurts. If your
opponents fail to vote, it helps). Because
not voting is sometimes deliberate and
often a decisive facror, absences and
abstentions are included in the scoring.
If a non excused absence or abstention is
essentially pro-environment, it is designated
with a capital letter (A). If the absence

or abstention is anti-environment, it is
designated with a lower case letter (&).

The Maryland League also scores committee
votes. Each committee vote counts exactly
the same as a floor vore. Not all legislators
serve on committees that vote on environ-
mental legislation regularly, while some
legislators see many environmental bills in
committee. Each legislator is assigned a
percentage score based on his or her total
number of floor and commirtee votes. A
perfect score is 100%%. The votes in commit-
tee are to be shown in separate tables and
the fraction of votes for each legislator is
carried over to the main vorte charts for both
the House and Senate.

VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT
VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT
EXCUSED ABSENCE

NOT VOTING
(advantage for the environment)

NOT VOTING
(disadvantage for the envivonment)

NOT A MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE

1985 — Phosphate Ban enacted to prohibit the use of sale of
phosphate detergents in Maryland Phosphates contribute to
the nutnient pollution damaging the Chesapeake Bay



State Averages

House Average
Republicans
Democrats

Senate Average
Republicans
Democrats

Regional Averages

Western Maryland
(Districts 1-5)

Baltimore County
(Districts 6-12A, 42, 46, 47B)

Howard
(Districts 12B, 13, 14B)

Montgomery
(Districts 14A-20, 39)

Prince Georges
(Districts 21-27A)

Southern Maryland
(Districts 278-29)

Anne Arundel
(Districts 30-33)

Harford County
(Districts 34-35)

Eastern Shore
(Districts 36-38)

Baltimore City
(Districts 8,10,40-47A)

Highest Scores:

99-00 97-98 95-96

63% 47%
28% 23%
75% 57%

56% 63%

25% 35%
70% 76%
Senate

57%
24":‘::
71%

71%
47%
82%

99-00 97-98 95-96

19% 15%

63% 80%

47% 64%

63% 90%

81% 92%

47% 36%

57% 48%

16% 22%

27% 10%

74% 79%

Senate (1009): Frosh, Pinsky, Van Hollen

House: (1009 ): A. Jones, Nathan-Pulliam

’

Morhaim, Bobo, Pendergrass, Turner,

Shriver, Bronrott, Goldwarer, Kopp,
Grosfeld, Mandel, Dembrow, Menes, Moe,
Healy, Conroy, Pitkin, Griffith, Rosso,

Barkley, Gladden, Phillips

25%

85%

65%

85%

91%

1%

76%

26%

13%

95%

28%

53%

66%

82%

84%

42%

57%

61%

63%

68%

Lowest Scores:

Senate (0% ): Mooney, Haines

House: (090 ): DeCarlo, Murphy

House
99-00 97-98

15%

42%

56%

59%

76%

22%

28%

20%

1%

60%

95-96

28%

40%

67%

85%

78%

24%

47%

45%

34%

77%

MARYLANDE_RS CAST VOTE
FOR THE ENVIRONMENT

A May 2000 poll of likely Maryland
voters found that 829 of those voters
support candidates who believe we must
protect the environment and who support

strong laws and enforcement of those laws.

1988 — Robert Redford joins the Maryland
League of Conservation Voters and guests to
support pro-environment candidates



Too LITTLE TOO LATE

On the last day of the 1999 session,

the House Environmental Matters
Committee voted on HB 756, an environ-
mental priority to prohibit the dumping
of dredged materials at Site 104. On the
last day of the 2000 session, the Senate
Economic and Environmental Affairs
Committee voted on an amended version
of SB 26 on the same issue. Both of these
votes, while in the environment's favor,
were taken during the last hours of the
session all but guaranteeing no
meaningful action could be taken on

IIN’SC i’)l[)Ol'lfl)lf medasures.

1991 — Forest Conservation Act enacted. Known as
the “tree bill" this law was passed to protect Maryland's
forests from developers

Public Schools —
Integrated Pest
Management

Yes is the correct vote.

Passed by Committee 7 — 3,1 not voting

Abill to enhance legislation passed in the
previous session to include notification of
pesticide use in public schools for outdoor
applications.

The bill passed the Senate and House and
was signed into law by the Governor.

Vehicle Miles Traveled

Yes is the correct vote.
Passed by Committee 7 — 4

This bill would have required the state to
realize a 1020 reduction in per person
annual vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by the
year 2020. A reduction in VMT will reduce
air pollution, traffic congestion and sprawl
development by promoting better
transportation and land use patterns.

The bill ultimately failed on the Senate
floor.

Water Resources
Protection Act

Yes is the correct vote.
Passed by Committee 7 — 4

This legislation offered by the Governor
would have required, in locations designated
as “areas of special concern”, all new and
septic systems in need of replacement due
to major failure have nitrogen removal tech-
nology. Excess nitrogen is a leading pollu-
tant of the Chesapeake Bay and tributaries
and septic systems can represent three to
nineteen percent of the total loading in

local watersheds.

The bill, jointly assigned, stalled without
avote in the Senate Budget and Taxation
Committee.

District 1 2 3 Total
41 Blount + + + 3/3
Chair
11 Hollinger a + + 2/3
Vice Chair
6 Collins — + + 2/3
43 Conway + + + 3/3
29 Dyson — - - 0/3
16 Frosh + + + 3/3
9 Harris + - - 1/3
34 Jacobs — - - 0/3
14 McCabe + - - 1/3
22 Pinsky + + + 3/3
46 Sfikas + + + 3/3

Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program —
Termination / Repeal

Yes is the correct vote.
Passed by Committee 7 — 4

This bill repeals the termination date for the
vehicle emissions inspection program that
requires the dynamometer test for automo-
bile emissions, which is a more precise test
to spot emissions problems.

The bill passed the Senate and House and
was signed into law by the Governor.

Baker (Chair), Green, Colburn, Ferguson,
Mitchell, Hughes, Forehand

Haines, Jimeno, Mooney, Stone



Public Schools —
Integrated Pest
Management

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill passed the Senate 37 — 7

A bill to enhance legislation passed in the
previous session to include notification

of pesticide use in public schools for out-
door applications. The bill passed the Senate
and House and was signed into law by

the Governor.

Vehicle Miles Traveled

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill defeated by the Senate 15 — 32

This bill would have required the state to
realize a 10%5 reduction in per person annual
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by the year
2020. A reduction in VMT will reduce air
pollution, traffic congestion and spraw!
development by promoting better trans-
portation and land use patterns.

Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program —
Termination / Repeal

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill passed the Senate 37 — 10

This bill repeals the termination date for the
vehicle emissions inspection program that
requires the dynamometer test for automo-
bile emissions, which is a more precise test
to spot emissions problems. The bill passed
the Senate and House and was signed into
law by the Governor.

+ VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT

Electric Utility Industry
Restructuring —
Frosh Amendment

Yes is the correct vote.

E EXCUSED ABSENCE

NOT VOTING
\ndlrmfage Jor the environment)

Amendment failed 11 — 34, 2 not voting
a NOT VOTING

Electric utility industry restructuring was
one of the most complex and controversial *
issues of the 1999 General Assembly. Many
large industries in Maryland were pushing
to “deregulate” the electric urilities and allow
market competition. Unfortunately, this
“restructuring,” while likely to result in
savings for large industrial consumers,
carries a high price tag for the environment
and consumers. The Frosh amendment
would have set up a public benefits fund

to provide energy efficiency and renewable
energy programs.

Electric Utility Industry
Restructuring

No is the correct vote.
Bill passed the Senate 34 — 13 on the
conference committee report

This bill proposed to deregulate the electrici-
ty utility industry in the state, however, it
offered little to no protections for the envi-
ronment, no energy efficiency or renewable

energy programs, and minimal disclosure

L )
requirements. The bill passed the Senate = =

and House and was Signed into law b)’ Championing the Cause of Nature's Critiers

the Governor.
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1994 — For its 15th anniversary, the Maryland League
of Conservation Voters honors retiring State Senator
Gerald Winegrad, a champion for environmental protection

VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT

(disadvantage for the environment)

NOT A MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE



CLEAN AND GREEN

Extra credit to the House and Senate for Task Force to StUdY Transportation _—
their overwhelming support of SB670 and Mosquito-Borne PUbliC Priority Funding Areas,
HBzo, Maryland Clean Energy Incentive Health Hazards Forehand Amendment
Act sponsored by Senator Van Hollen and Yes is the correct vote. No is the correct vote. In a tie vote, the
Speaker Taylor. This landmark bill will help Bill passed the Senate 27 — 20 amendment failed 21 — 21, 5 not voting
reduce air pollution by providing financial This bill would have established a task force HB 1189 is the companion bill to SB 731.
incentives for energy cfficient products and to study mosquito-borne illnesses and The Forehand amendment sought to
appliances and the production and sale appropriate responses to determine a pubic dramatically restrict the bill by exempting
lectri b health emergency. Currently, the MD currently planned projects such as the Inter
of electric power from rencwable sources Department of Agriculture determines the County Connector and other controversial
such as wind and solar. existence of a public health emergency and highway projects, from assessment.

corresponding protective measures without
any guidelines or input from public health
professionals. The bill was defeated in the

House Environmental Matters Committee.

Mass Transit Services —
Costs and Revenues

Yes is the correct vore.
Transportation o Bill passed the Senate 29 — 16
Priority Funding Areas This bill lowers the farebox recovery require-

. ment (25 of operating funds that must come

Yes is the correct vote. . . .

. from fares) of transit systems statewide

Bill passed the Senate 39 — 8 .
from 50% to 40°. Lowering it will help to

This bill requires the MD Department of encourage new transit service and provide
Transportation to establish measurable more choices for Maryland commuters.
long-term goals for: increasing the system- The bill passed the House along with the
wide share of trips by mass transit, high Senare companion bill SB 811 and was
occupancy vehicles, bicycling and walking; signed into law by the Governor.

and decreasing levels of congestion and to
report annually to the legislature. The bill
passed the Senate and House and was
signed into law by the Governor.

Phelo Dave Harp f chesapuakephiolas com

Photo: Chie=apeko Bay Foundation
Pheta Chiesapezks Bay Foundation

1997 — Qutbreaks of toxic pfiestena found in Maryland waters 1997 — Smart Growth and Neighborhood
caused massive hsh kills and the closure of parts of the Pocomoke Revitalization Act passed to help curb damaging
River The Governor and legislature responded by passing the Water sprawl development. Maryland loses over

Quality Improvement Act to reduce nulnent pollution i our waters 30,000 acres of land a year to sprawl
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John J. Hafer (R) +
Donald F. Munson (R) +
Alex X. Mooney (R) -
Timothy R. Ferguson (R) -
Larry E. Haines (R) —
Michael J. Collins (D) —
Norman R. Stone (D) +
Thomas L. Bromwell (D) -
Andrew P. Harris (R)
Delores G. Kelley (D)

Paula C. Hollinger (D)
Edward J. Kasemeyer (D)
Martin G. Madden (R)
Christopher J. McCabe (R)
Jean W. Roesser (R)
Brian E. Frosh (D)

Jennie M. Forehand (D)
Christopher Van Hollen (D)
Leonard H. Teitelbaum (D)
Ida G. Ruben (D)

Arthur Dorman (D)

Paul G. Pinsky (D)

Leo E. Green (D)
Nathaniel Exum (D)
Ulysses Currie (D)

Gloria G. Lawlah (D)
Thomas V. Mike Miller (D)
Thomas Middleton (D)
Roy P. Dyson (D)

John C. Astle (D)

Phillip C. Jimeno (D)
James E. DeGrange (D)
Robert R. Neall (D)
Nancy Jacobs (R)

J. Robert Hooper (R)
Walter M. Baker (D)
Richard F. Colburn (R)

J. Lowell Stoitzfus (R)
Patrick J. Hogan (R}
Ralph M. Hughes (D)
Clarence W. Blount (D)
Barbara A. Hoffman (D)
Joan Carter Conway (D)
Clarence Mitchell IV (D)
Nathaniel J. McFadden (D)
Perry Sfikas (D)

George W. Della (D)
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Com 99-00 97-98 95-96 91-94
22% 16% 29% 0%
44% 21% 29% 8%
on 0%

i 30% 0% 0%

0/1 0% 0% 10% 8%
2/3 75% 83% 85% 83%
on 60% 61% 90% 58%

56% 47% 1% 50%
1/3 17%
89%  100%  100% 92%
2/3 75%  100% 85% 92%
44% 71% 71%
63%  100%  100% 100%
1/3 33% 21% 23% 67%
44% 89% 100% 90%
3/3 100%  100% 100%  100%
N 56% 96% 80%  100%
100%  100% 100%  100%
78% 95% 85% 90%
67%  100% 86% 75%
78%  100%  100% 83%
3/3 100%  100% 92%  100%
11 89% 90%  100% 100%
89%  100% 100% 80%
78% 89% 86% 80%
56% 84% 100% 75%
63% 88% 71% 75%
44% 47% 43%

0/3 33% 25% 31%
67% 37% 57% 50%
0/1 50% 70% 90% 58%
56%
56% 47%
0/3 8% 16% 17%
22%
1M 50% 17% 15% 8%
171 20% 9% 15%
1% 4% 8% 10%
33% 42% 43%
LA 90% 74% 100% 75%
3/3 75% 92% 85% 67%
63% 74% 86% 67%
3/3 83%  100% 100%
11 70%  100% 83%
56% 89% 100%
3/3 92% 96% 100%

67% 26% 86% 33%

a NOT VOTING
(disadvantage for the environment)

% NOT A MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE



“A” FOR EFFORT

Extra recognition to Delegates Jim Hubbard
and Leon Billings for carrying the banner
for the environment on many controversial
conservation issues in the House

Environmental Matters Committee.

1998 — Plrank the Pfisleria Pfish, the Maryland
League mascot tells voters about the environmental
records of candidates during the 1998 election

Environmental Permits —
Violations — Prohibition
of Transfer

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill failed in Committee 6 — 15

This bill restricted the holder of a major
environmental permit from renewing or
transferring that permit if the facility was in
violarion or was in formal proceedings with
the Department of Environment regarding
the permit.

Consumer Protection
& Electric Utility
Restructuring Act of 1999

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill failed in Committee 7 — 14

The conservation and consumer friendly
version of utility restructuring thar would

have promoted the use of renewable energy.

Dredge Spoil —
Open Water Dumping —
Prohibition

Yes is the correct vote.
Bill passed by Committee 14 — 3,
4 notvoting

This bill would have prohibited open warer
dumping of dredged materials from the
Chesapeake Bay or its tidal triburaries. The
Committee passed this bill on the last day
of session without enough time for the
House to vote.

Dredge Spoil Dumping —
Prohibition

Yes is the correct vote.
Amended bill passed by Commirtee 19 — 2

An amended and somewhat weaker version
of HB 68 that would establish a moratorium
to prohibit dumping of dredged material at
an open water site known as Site 104 for
approximately one year until after June 1,
2001. The bill passed the House but the
Senate Economic and Environmental Affairs
Committee failed to act until the final
moments of the session and the bill did

not reach the Senate floor for a vote.

Smart Codes —
Models/Guidelines —
Infill Development and
Smart Neighborhoods

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed by
Committee 18 — 2,1 not voting

Smart Codes was initiated by the Governor
to augment Maryland’s Smart Growth law
and will help remove barriers to redevelop-
ment of existing neighborhoods. The bill
passed the House and Senate and was signed
into law by the Governor.

Agriculture —
Interim Protection Act

Yes is the correct vote. Bill defeated by
Committee 6 — 14,1 not voting

- Intensive factory farming practices in

Maryland can have a harmful impact on the
environment and need to be reviewed. This
bill established an interim moratorium on
new or expanded swine operations until
October 2005 and set up certain studies

to be done regarding these practices.



District 1 2
36 Guns, Chair nv nv
6 Weir, Vice Chair - —
33 Baldwin — —
18 Billings — +
34 Boutin — —

37A Cane + +
25 Davis -— —
48 Eliiot — —
21 Frush + +
46 Hammen — —
23 Hubbard + —
18 Hurson 3 :
8 Klausmeier — —
11 Morhaim + +

7 Mohorovic - —
10 Nathan-Pulliam + +
41 Qaks — +
27B Owings — —

8 Redmer — —
37B Schisler — -
14A Sher + +
39 Stern - —
4A Stull - ——

VA /MD /DC Joint
Legislative Commission on
Interstate Transportation

Yes is correct vote (to an unfavorable
report). Bill received an unfavorable report

11 — 9, 2 not voting

Under the guise of regional transportation
planning, HJR 14 would have encouraged
sprawl development by disregarding adverse
environmental impacts and ignoring viable
alternarives.

+ Wood (Chair}, Benson, Dypksi, Bronrott,
Clagett, Mandel, Bobo, Sophocleus, Riley

— Moclntosh (Vice Chair), Parrott, Malone,
Glassman, DeCarlo, Swain, Snodgrass,
Shank, Brinkley, Paige, Kittleman

A Arnick, Dobson

+ o+ o+ + D+ + o+ + |+ 4+ + 4+

total
nv nv nv

1/6
2/6
2/3
— 3/6
— 5/6
- 3/6
— 2/6
4/6
— 3/6
5/6
3/3
2/6
6/6
3/6
6/6
4/6
3/6
-— 0/6
- 3/6
- 4/6
+ 4/6
- 2/6

+
|
|

*
»
"

+ 4+ + + + + +
+ + |

I
l

+ 4+ + + + + o+ +F o+ o+ o+
no+ 4+

1

+ o+ 4+ o+ oo+ o+ o+ + o+

+ + 4+ 4+

Mass Transit Services —
Costs and Revenues

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed by
Committee 15 - 5, 2 not voting

This bill lowers the farebox recovery require-
ment (95 of operating funds that must come
from fares) of transit systems statewide
from 509 to 409. Lowering it will help to
encourage new transit service and provide
more choices for Maryland commuters. The
bill passed the House, along with the Senate
companion bill SB 811, and was signed into
law by the Governor.

+ Healey (Vice Chair), Bohanon, Bozman,
Campbell, Carlson, Conroy, Cryor, C. Davis,

Finifter, Heller, Marriott, Phillips, Rosso,
Rudolph, Shriver

— Bartletr, Greenip, McKee, Ports, Rzepkowski

a Howard, Patterson NV Hixson (Chair)

COMMITTEE VOTES COUNT

Since many important decisions are made
in Iegistlativc committees, this Legislative
Scorecard includes committee votes as well
as floor votes in the scores. Each committee
vote counts exactly the same as a floor vote.
Each legislator is assigned a percentage
score based on his or her total number of
floor and committee votes. This year one
vote from each the House Commerce and
Government Matters and House Ways and
Means Committees were added to the other

committees scored.

+  VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT
—  VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT
E EXCUSED ABSENCE

A NotvoTINg
(advantage for the environment)

a NOT VOTING
(disadvantage for the environment)

NOT A MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE

nv

TRADITIONALLY NOT VOTING AS
COMMITTEE CHAIR

1999 — Governor Glendening with other newly elect-
ed state and local officials that made environmental
protection the winming issue of their successful cam
paigns in 1998



ELECTRICITY DEREGULATION

Electric utility industry restructuring was
one of the most complex and controversial
issues of the 1999 General Assembly. Many
large industries in Maryland were pushing
to “deregulate” the clectric utilities and
allow market competition. Unfortunately,
this “restructuring,” while likely to result
in savings for large industrial consumers,

carries a high price tag for the environment

and consumers.

2000 — Maryland League opens an office in down-
town Annapolis and hires first Executive Director

Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program —
Termination / Repeal

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed the
House 88 — 44, 3 not voting, 6 excused

This bill repeals the termination date for the
vehicle emissions inspection program that
requires the dynamomerer test for automo-
bile emissions, which is a more precise rest
to spot emissions problems. The bill passed
the House and Senate and was signed inro
law by the Governor.

Electric Utility Industry
Restructuring

No is the correct vote. Bill passed the
House 95 - 36, 5 not voting, 5 excused

This bill proposed to deregulate the state
electricity industry, however, it offered little
to no protections for the environment, no
energy efficiency or renewable energy pro-
grams, and minimal disclosure require-
ments. This bill passed the House and
Senate and was signed into law by the

Governor.

Dredge Spoil Dumping —
Prohibition

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed the

House 90 — 47, 2 not voting, 2 excused

An amended and somewhat weaker version
of HB 68 that would establish a moratorium
to prohibit dumping of dredged material at
an open water site known as Site 104 for
approximately one year until after June 1,
2001. The bill passed the House but Senate
Economic and Environmental Affairs
Committee failed to act until the final
moments of the session and the bill did

not reach the Senate floor for a vote.

Smart Codes —
Models/Guidelines —
Infill Development and
Smart Neighborhoods

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed the
House 122 — 14, 4 not voting, 1 excused

Smart Codes was initiated by the Governor
to augment Maryland’s Smart Growth law
and will help remove barriers to redevelop-
ment of existing neighborhoods. The bill
passed the House and Senate and was
signed into law by the Governor.

Transportation —
Priority Funding Areas

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed the

House 98 — 38, 4 not voting, 1 excused

This legislation requires the MD Department
of Transportation to establish measurable
long-term goals for: increasing the system-
wide share of trips by mass transit, high
occupancy vehicles, bicycling and walking;
and decreasing levels of congestion and to
report annually to the legisiature. The bill
passed the House and Senate and was
signed into law by the Governor.

Mass Transit Services —
Costs and Revenues

Yes is the correct vote. Bill passed the
House 93 — 43, 3 not voting, 2 excused

This bill lowers the farebox recovery require-
ment (2 of operating funds that must come
from fares) of transit systems statewide
from 500 to 40°5. Lowering it will help to
encourage new transit service and provide
more choices for Maryland commuters. The
bill passed the House, along with the Senate
companion bill SB 811, and was signed into
law by the Governor.
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George C. Edwards (R) —
Kevin Kelly (D) —

Casper R. Taylor, Jr. (D)

Robert A. McKee (R) —_

Christopher B. Shank (R)

John P. Donoghue (D) —_

Joseph R. Bartlett (R) —

Sue Hecht (D)

Louise V. Snodgrass (R) -—

David R. Brinkley (R) —
Paul S. Stull (R) —

Donald B. Elliott (R)

Carmen Amedori (R) —_
Joseph M. Getty (R) —
Nancy R. Stocksdale (R) -

Diane DeCarlo (D)

Nancy Hubers (D) —
Michael H. Weir (D) —

John S. Arnick (D)
Joseph J. Minnick (D)

Jacob J. Mohorovic, Jr. (D) —

Katherine Klausmeier (D)
James F. Ports, Jr. (R)
Alfred W. Redmer, Jr. (R)

A. Wade Kach (R)
Martha S. Klima (R)
James M. Kelly (R)

Emmett C. Burns, Jr. (D)
Adrienng A. W. Jones (D)
Shirley Nathan—Pulliam (D)

VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT

VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT
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67%

17%

40%

50%
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67%

25%

17%
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50%

17%
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29%
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20%

NOT A MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE
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11 Michael J. Finifter (D) a - + + + + in 71% 33% 50%
11 Dan K. Morhaim (D) + + + + + + 6/6 100% 92% 92%
11 Robert A. Zirkin (D) + — + + + + 83%
12A  James E. Malone, Jr. (D) - — — + ks + on 43% 16% 43%
12A  Donald E. Murphy (R} — . — — -_— — 0% 16% 17%
12B  Elizabeth Bobo (D) . + + + + + 1 100% 100% 100%
13A  Shane E. Pendergrass (D) + E + + + 100% 100% 100%

+
+
+
+

13A  Frank S. Turner (D) 100% 100% 100%

13B  John A. Giannetti, Jr. (D) ks — —_ + — + 50%

14A  Tod David Sher (D) + - + a + + 4/6 67%

14B  Robert L. Flanagan (R) — — + — — — 17% 10% 67% 90%
14B  Robert H. Kittleman (R) —_ — + o — — on 14% 10% 17% 50%
15 Jean B. Cryor (R) — e + + — + i 57% 30% 50%

15  Richard A. La Vay (R) — = + = — == 17% 10% 33% 50%
15 Mark K. Shriver (D) + E + + + + 11 100% 75% 83%

16 William A. Bronrott (D) B + + + + + M 100%

16 Marilyn R. Goldwater (D) . + - + 4 + 100% 50% 83%

16 Nancy K. Kopp (D) + E + + + + 100% 50% 80% 100%
17 Kumar P. Barve (D) B — + + + + 83% 40% 100% 100%
17 Michael R. Gordon (D) + - - + + - + 67% 20% 67% 80%
17 Cheryl C. Kagan (D) s & + + — + 83% 60% 100%

18 Leon G. Billings (D) + - + + + + 2/3 89% 88% 100% 100%
18 Sharon M. Grosfeld (D) + B + + + B 100% 100% 83%

18 John Adams Hurson (D) + — E + + + 3/3 89% 70% 83% 90%
19 Henry B. Heller (D) + —_ + + + + 1/1 86% 100% 66% 100%
19 Adrienne A. Mandel (D) + + - - + - 11 100% 100% 100%

19 Carol S. Petzold (D) + - - + — + 67% 40% 100% 80%
20 Dana Lee Dembrow (D) o+ ks + + + + 100% 100% 100% 100%
20 Peter Franchot (D) + —_ —_ + + + 67% 90% 100% 100%
20 Sheila E. Hixson (D) + — 4 + + + nv 83% 70% 100% 90%
+ VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT E EXCUSED ABSENCE a NOT VOTING

— VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT A NOT VOTING (advantage for the environment) (disadvantage for the environment)

*
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COMMITTEE CHAIR



%L" X N
& R o !
~ \(‘\0 \)'“\Q (x) & ' vfﬁ <¢
. Q M)
‘5\3 vﬁ& (;\\ A ! ‘2&&0 . ¢
& W A N C AR o W
) r’\.‘\ Q\m% \cf‘\“ o q[z\% i 0.‘\ 0:{\ B “.\'(“ &
Y9 © g o e ® S

1 2 3 4 5 6 Com 99-00 97-98 95-96 91-94
21 Barbara A. Frush (D) + + + + + + 4/6 83% 82% 83%
21 Pauline H. Menes (D) + + + + + E 100% 80% 100% 100%
21 Brian R. Moe (D) + + + + + + 100% 83%
22A  Anne Healey (D) B + + + + 11 100% 83% 83% 78%
22A  Richard A. Palumbo (D) E E e a + . 50% 16% 50% 80%
22B  Rushern L. Baker Ili (D) + S - - + + + 83% 83% 100%
23 Mary A. Conroy (D) + + - B + + 1 100% 66% 100%
23 James W. Hubbard (D) + s + - + + 5/6 92% 100% 100% 100%
23 Joan B. Pitkin (D) + + + + + + 100% 100% 100% 100%
24 Joanne C. Benson (D) + - — B ks - 11 86% 100% 71% 60%
24 Carolyn J. B. Howard (D) E - a - + E al 67% 100% 83% 100%
24 Darren M. Swain (D) + + - + + + on 71%
25 Anthony G. Brown (D) + — + + + E 80%
25 Dereck E. Davis (D) + — + . + + 3/6 67% 69% 67%
25 Melony Ghee Griffith (D) + + + 4 + + 100%
26 Kerry A. Hill (D) + — + ks + & 83%
26 Obie Patterson (D) + + + + + + a 86% 100% 86%
26 David M. Valderrama (D) + - a I3 + + 83% 83% 83% 80%
27A  James E. Proctor, Jr. (D) + - —_ - + + 67% 33% 83% 80%
27A  Joseph F. Vallario, Jr. (D) + e + + - + 83% 16% 33% 60%
27B  George W. Owings lli (D) + — + - + — 3/6 58% 31% 42% 20%
28 Thomas E. Hutchins (R) — —_ + == — —_ 17% 16% 33%
28 Samuel C. Linton (D) + - + + — - 50% 16% 17%
28 Van T. Mitchell (D) - — + + — — 33% 16% 17%
29A  John F. Wood, Jr. (D) + — - + + — 11 71% 16% 29%
298  John L. Bohanan, Jr. (D) : * — + + —_ i1 60%
29C  Anthony J. O'Donneli (R) — e + — — — 17% 16%
30 Michael E. Busch (D) + - + + - + 83% 33% 50% 70%
30 Virginia P. Clagett (D) - — + - + + 11 86% 100% 100%
30 C. Richard D'Amato (D) + — + - + + 83%
+ VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT E EXCUSED ABSENCE a NOT VOTING
—  VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT A NOTVOTING (disadvantage for the environment)

(advantage for the environment) *  NOTA MEMBER AT THE TIME OF VOTE
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31 Joan Cadden (D)
31 John R. Leopold (R)
31 Mary M. Rosso (D)
32 Mary Ann Love (D)
32 James E. Rzepkowski (R)
32 Theodore J. Sophocleus (D)
33 Robert C. Baldwin (R)
33 David G. Boschert (R)
33 Janet Greenip (R)
34 Charles R. Boutin (R)
34 Mary-Dulany James (D)
34 B. Daniel Riley (D)
35A  Barry Glassman (R)
35A  Joanne S. Parrott (R)
35B  David D. Rudolph (D}
36 Wheeler R. Baker (D)
36 Ronald A. Guns (D)
36 Mary Roe Walkup (R)
37A  Rudoiph C. Cane (D)
37B  Adelaide C. Eckardt (R)
378  Kenneth D. Schisler (R)
38 Bennett Bozman (D)
38 Norman H. Conway (D)
38 Charles A. McClenahan (R)
39 Charles E. Barkley (D)
39 Paul H. Carlson (D)
39 Joan F. Stern (D)
40 Tony E. Fulton (D)
40 Salima S. Marriott (D)
40 Howard P. Rawlings (D)

+ VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT

— VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT
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Lisa A. Gladden (D)
Nathaniel T. Oaks (D)
Wendell F. Phillips (D)

James W. Campbell (D)
Maggie L. Mcintosh (D)
Samuel |. Rosenberg (D)

Michael V. Dobson (D)
Ann Marie Doory (D)
Kenneth C. Montague, Jr. (D)

Verna L. Jones (D)
Ruth M. Kirk (D)
Jeffrey A, Paige (D)

Talmadge Branch (D)
Clarence Davis (D)
Hattie N. Harrison (D)

Cornell N. Dypski (D)
Peter A. Hammen (D)
Carolyn J. Krysiak (D)

William H. Cole IV (D)
Brian K. McHale (D)
Thomas E. Dewberry (D)

VOTED WITH THE ENVIRONMENT

VOTED AGAINST THE ENVIRONMENT
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. To VIEW THE 10TH EpITION OF THE SCORECARD ONLINE VISIT OUR WEBSITE: WWW.MDLCV.ORG



How 10 CONTACT Us

Maryland Leaguc of Conservation Voters
23 West Street, Suite B

Annapolis, MD 21401

410-280-9855

fax 410-280-9857

web wwiw.mdlcv.org

Contact your legislators to thank them or to express disapproval:

* To write your legislators, use this address:
The Honorable (legislator’s name),
James Senate Office Building (for State Senators)
or Lowe House Office Building (for State Delegates)
Annapolis, MD 214011991

* To send them an email -~ you can get their email address at
htep://www.mlis.state.md.us

e Call them at:
410-946-5000 from Annapolis/Baltimore
301-970-5000 from Washington Metro
800-492-7122 from other parts of the state

* Don't know who your legislators are?
Check on-line at htrp://www.mlis.state.md.us
or call the State Board of Elections at 800/222-VOTE
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Maryland League of Conservation Voters
23 West Sirect, Suite B
Annapolis, MD 21401
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MARYLAND
LEAGUE OF
CONSERVATION
VOTERS

Keeping score for the environment since 1979

The Maryland League of Conservation
Voters, formed in 1979 to elect conserva-
tion-minded candidates to public office,

has built a solid tm‘ck record by promoting
environmentally responsible candidates and
holding elected officials accountable
through our Legislative Scorecards. As the
nonpartisan political arm of Maryland's
conservation community, the Maryland
League is committed to making environmen-
tal prolcction and restoration a top priorit_v
for the state’s elected officials, appointed

leaders, political candidates and voters.



