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Synopsis of Bills

Each bill introduced in the 80th General Assembly was considered for its potential impact on the environment. Bills that received a

final vote in either chamber of the Assembly were selected for this voting analysis. Many of the bills were the object of active environ-
mentzl lobbying.

HB

184 —Flood Plain Management — Williams: Senate sponsor,
Walsh. This bill, the Flood Piain Management Act, author-
izes the Department of Transportation to designate flood
plains and regulate construction upon them, with the ap-
proval of the local agency having jurisdiction in the flood
plain area. Passed in the House, May 37 in Senate, assigned
to Local Government Comemittee; tabled June 8. IEC sup-
ported this bill.

730 — the “Borttle Bill” ~ Pierce. This bill, the Iilinois
Beverage Container Act, would have provided for a min-
imum {ive-cent deposit on all beer and soft drink cans
and bottles sold in Iilinois; a mandatory refund of de-

© posits by all dealers for all brands and sizes that they sell;

HB

HB

HB

SB

2 ban on the detachable metal “pull tab™; and 2 phase-in
to ease transition. Passed the House Environment Com-
mittee (the first Illinois “vottle bili” ever to get out of
commitiee); failed in the House on May 11. Support for
this bill was IEC’s top priority in 1977.

747 — No Penalty for Solar Energy Use — Levin; Senate
sponsor, Buzbee. This bill, which became law August 30,
1977, prohibits & public utility from considering the use
of solar energy by a customer a basis for establishing
higher rates or any other penalty. IEC supported this bill.

766 — Land Use Commission — Mugalian; Senate sponsor,
Leonard. This bill would create the Land Resources Man-
agement Study Comynission, to be composed of ten legis-
lative members ané eight public members. The Commission
would study all land uses and practices, existing and
potent‘al, and make recommendations to the General
Assembly. Passed the House May 12; failed in the Senate,
June 28. IEC supported this bill.

1593, Amendment 6 ~ Deletion of Nature Preserve Funds—
Mautino, This amendment to the Department of Conserva-
tion appropriations bill would have deleted the 1977-78
budget for the Nature Preserves Commission. The funds
were later restored by the Senate, and the House concurred
with the Senate’s action. IEC opposed the amendment.

245 — Transport of Hazardous Materials — Maragos; House

sponsor, Giglio. The Illinois Hazardous Materials Trans-
portation Act. This bill, which became law on August 26,
authorizes the Secretary of the Illinois Department of
Transportation to provide safety repulations for the
highway transport of hazardous materials. IEC supported
this bill.

SB 281 — Sulfur Dioxide Standards — Donnewald; House

sponsor, Hart. This bill would have amended the En-
vironmental Protection Act by specifying that certain
criteria for sulfur dioxide emission sources could not be
stricter than necessary to meet federal Ambient Air
Quality Standards. It also set deadlines for the Pollution
Control Board to promuigate new standards for SO,
emissions. This bill would have made possible increases
in sulfur poliution in Hinois. The bill passed the Senate
on May 17. However, Rep. Virginia MacDonald was suc-
cessful in amending the bill to, delete the part which tied
the state to federal standards. The Senate refused to
concur with the House amendment, and in a very close
vote the House agreed te drop the MacDonald amend-
ment. The bill was vetoed by Governor Thompson on
September 23. In November, the Senate voted to over-
ride the Governor’s veto. However, the House failed to
override the vote. IEC opposed this bill but supported
the MacDonald amendment. Defeat of this bill received
highest priority from IEC in the summer and fall of 1977.

SB 639 — Little Wabash River Watershed — Bruce; House

sponsor, Cunningham. This bill, which beczme law on
September 12, 1977, authorizes the Department of
Transportation to make agreements, develop and regulate
water storage, and acquire rights-offway in the Little
Wzbash River Watershed. The bill opens the door for
the construction of the Louisville Reservoir in Clay
County by making it easier for the Division of Water-
ways 10 enter into agreements with the Corps of Engin-

eers or anyone else for land condemnation and purchase.
IEC opposed this bill.

SB 944 — Solar Energy Act — Namrod; House sponsor, Geo-

Karis, The Comprehensive Sglar Energy Act of 1977.
This bill, which became law Aug. 30, 1977, makes the
Division of Emnergy responsible for instituting a varety

. of demonstration projects in both public and private

buildings; establishes incentives for construction of solar
energy systems; and provides for educational programs on
solar energy. IEC supported this bill.

SB 1148 — Conservation Easement — Glass; House sponsor,

Katz. This bill, which became law on September 12, 1977,
specifies that an owner of real property may convey a
conservation right or .easement to any state agency, unit
of loca! government, or not-for-profit group. (Conserva- -
tion rights include preservation of structures of architec-
tural, historical, or cultural significance, land and water
areas in their natural settings, and archeological sites.) -
IEC supported this bill,




Environmental
Legislators of the Year

A total of 27 Representatives and 8 Senators have been named
Environmental Legislators of the Year on the basis of their votes on key
environmental bills. Two additional Representatives are being recog
nized for their leadership on environmental legislation rather than their
averall voting record.

The method used to determine each legisiator’s rating is explained
on page & of this booklet.

Sen. Arthur Berman (D-11) - Has continued the
pattern he established in the House of voting
for environmental bills (House ratings of 100%
in 1973, 87% in 1975); co-sponsored SB 245,
the Hazardous Maierials Transportation Act.

Sen. Farlean Collins (D-21) — New member;
one of only eight Senators 1o vote against over-
riding the Govemor’s vete of 5B 281, a bill
which would have lowered sulfur dioxide emis-
sion standards.

Sen. Bradley Glass (R-1} — The only Senater 1o
have an environmental rating of 100% in 1877;
a 1975 award winner; the first legislator in Illi-
nois to introduce & “bottle bill” (in 1973):in-
roduced another in 1975; sponsered SB 1148
establishing conservation easements.

Sen. Vivian Hickey (D-34) — An sward winner
in 1975; has not only fayored environmental
bills but has also been the prime sponsor of
legislation supporting the Nature Preserves
Comrmission.

‘Sen. Larry Leonard (D-31) — came in midterm
but has compiled an excelleni record; chaired
the Senate Ozone Hazard Study Committee,
which has solicited citizen comment on the
ozone problem in Illincis; Senate Sponsor of
the Land Use Commission bill.

Sen. Dawn Clark Newsch (D-13) — an award
winner in 1973 and 1975; a strong oppoznent
of funding for the dam on the Middle Fosk of
+the Vermilion River: co-sponscred SB 2435.

Sen. Jack Schaffer (R-33) — has improved an
already good environmental record {77% inboth
1975 and 1973); co-sponsored 5B 245.

Sen. Don Wooten (D-36) — an award winner in
1973 and 1975; provided Senate leadership to
stop funding for the Middle Fork dam in 1976;
was instrumental in getting the Water Resources
Commission to vote against funding for the
nroject.

Rep. Boris Antonovych (R-19) — New member;
cosponsored HB 730 (the Bottle Bill); con-
sistently supported sound environmental legisia-
tion as a member of the House Environment
Committee.

Rep. Woods Bowman (D-11) — New member,
co-sponsored Bottle Bill and Scenic Rivers bill
(4B 1718), and responsible for 1978 redraft of
the latter; floor leader opposing SB 6= which
facilitates construction of the Louisville - -—er-
voir; a strong veice on Environment Comm. °.

Rep. Susan Catania (R-22) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bili; has improved a consistently good
voting record to 100% support of environ-

mental issues. -

Rep. Eugenia Chapran (D-3) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bill and HB 764, the Nuclear Power
Evalnation Act; has advanced $0% support
in 1973 and 1975 to 100% this year.

Rep- L. Michael Getty (D-10) — Sponsored
HE 104, restricting the manufacture and use
of PCBs, and HB 533, regulating storage of
hazardous mzterial; cosponsored Bottle Bill;
consistent supporter on Environment Com-
mittee; introdnced IEC-backed measure to
move strip mine reclamation out of the Dept.
of Mines and Minerals.

Rep. Alan Greiman (D-15) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bill; 100% environmental voting record
i 1975 as well as 1977.

Rep. Michael Holewinski (D-17) — Cospensor
of Bottle Bill; a strong vote for environmental
and consumer positions on Public Utilities
Comnmittee; improved upon an already good
88% rating in 1975.

»

Rep. James Houlihan {D-13) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bill: strong supporter of environmental
legisiation on the House Environment Commit-
tee in 1976; consistently good voting record—
50% in 1973, 98% in 1975.

Rep. Aaron Jaffe (D-4) - Cosponsored Botile
Bill and Scenic Rivers bill; an excellent voting
record—90% in 1973, 100% in 1975 and 1977.

Rep. Timothy Johnson (R-3 2) — New member;
cosponsored Bottle Bill; active floor support to
defeat SB 639, which facilitates construction of
the Louisville Reservoir.




Rep. Douglas Kane (D-50) — Great improvement
since 1975 in environmental voting record; a
strong voice on the Appropriations Committee
in oppesition to funding for the dam on the
Middle Fork of the Vermilion River.

Rep. Robert Kelly (D-9) — Cosponsor of Bottle
Bill and Scenic Rivers bill; consistently fine
voting record — 93% in 1973 and in 1975.

Rep. Ellis Levin (D-12) — New member; co-
sponsored Bottle Bill and Nuclear Power Eval-
uation Act; served on Puble Utilities Commit-
tee; sponsored over 23 bills aimed at reforming
utiiities and Commerce Commission activities;
major sponsor of HB 747 (no surcharge for solar
use). ’ 4

N

Rep. Robert Mann (D-24) — cosponsored Bottle
Bill and Nuclear Power Evaluation Act; excetlent
record on environmental votes—90% in 1973,
97% in 1975.

Rep. William Marovitz (D-12) — Cosponsered
Bottle Bill; strong voice on the Public Utilities
Committee for consumer and environmental
legislation; introduced many bills to reform
public utilities and promote consumer protec-
tion.

Rep. J. Theodore Meyer (R-28) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bill; strong supporter of sound legisla-
tion on the Environment Committee; proposed
two good bills—HP 36 for the construction of
canoe bypasses around dams on Illincis’ streams,
and HP 37 for protection of archasological sites.

Rep. Richard Mugalian (D-2) — Main sponsor of
Nuclear Power Evaluation Act (764) and Land
Resources Comunission (766); sponsored 1975
bottle bill; the leading voice for land use plan-
ning and examination of nuclear power in
the House: upped a 97% rating in 1973 and
1975 to 160%.

Rep. Daniel Pierce (D-32) — Former chajrman
of the House Environme® Committee and a
steady supporter of respgnsible legislation on

Rep. Helen Satterthwaite (D-52) — Consis-.

tently strong supporter of environmental legis-
lation; spoke on the floor in support of many
environmental bills backed by IEC.

Rep. J. Glenn Schneider (D41) — Sponsored
HB 1718 (Scenic Rivers bill); cosponsor of
Bottle Bill and Nuclear Power Evaiuation
Act; supported consumer and environmental
bills on the Public Utilities Committee; 100%
rating in 1973, 1975, and 1977.

Rep. Calvin Skinner (R-33) — Very helpful on
the House Appropriations Commiitee in delet-
ing funding for the Middle Fork Reservoir in
1976; a fine environmental voting record over
the years.

Rep. Terxy Steczo (D-9) — New member; co-
sponsor of Bottle Bill and Nuclear Power Evai-
uation Act; a strong voice for envircmmental

- and consumer bills on the Public Utilities Com-

mittee; chief sponsor of HB 1287 (no rate
hikes (for utilities failing to meet environmental
standards).

Rep. Arxthur Teleser (R-12) — Cosponsored
Bottle Bill; improved already good 1973 and
1975 ratings.

Rep. Anne Willer (D-6) — Cosponsor of Bottle
Bill; advanced from a 75% rating in 1975 to
100% in 1977.

Rep. Jacob John Wolf (R-17) — New member;
cosponser of Bottle Bill; strong opposition to
SB 281 and lowered sulfur dioxide standards.

»
that committes; sponsor of HB 730 (Bortle

SPECIAL AWARDS: For their leadership and initiative on environmen-
Bill} in 1977 and a similar bill in 1975; a consis

tal legislation, the following two Representatives deserve recognition.

tently fine rating—100% in 19735.

Rep. David Robinson (D-50} — New member;
cosponsored Bettle Bill; served on the Public
Utilities Committee and was a main supperier
of environmental and consumer legislation.

Rep. Elroy Sandquist (R-13) — New mem-
ber; cosponsor of Bottle Bili (730).

Rep. Virginia MacDonald (R-3) — A long-time
supporter of emvironmental legislation; intro-
duced Scenic Rivers legislation in 1873, 1975
and 1977; led the fight in the House to amend
SB 281, and battled successfully to keep the
House from overriding the Governor's veto of
that bill

Rep. Theodore Leverenz (D-5) — Leader in the
House and on the Apprepziations Committee
in 1976 to defeat funding for Middle Fork dam;
introduced the amendment in committee which
deleted funding for the dam; in 1977 obtained
an extension for the L Prairie Path into Cook
County, largely on his own initiative,
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Glass, Bradley (R-1) s+ 0+ + 4+ o+ o+ o+ F 100% B88%
Graham, John {R-2} + ~ o+ - - = - a 3% 42%
Regner, David (R-3) a - 7 - e 2 + + 41% 38%
Nimrod, John (R-4} + + o+ - = = F + 63% 48%
Walsh, Richard (R-5) a a + - 3 a + + 63% —=—
*hoads, Mark (R-6) + + + B + 63%  ——
a1, Jaies (R-7) + - + -— a p a ¥ 50%  33%
Ozinga, Frank (R-3) + B 3 - a a + 56% 21%
Moore, Don (R-9) + D n -~ = P a + 47% 50%
Lane, Robert (D-10) v a a + a - a a + 56%  63%
Berman, Arthur (D-11) » + a + o+ o+ -+ o+ 1% BI%*
Merla, John (D-12) + a + - a - + 63% 2B
Netsch, Dawn (D-13) + 3 o+ a o+ = o+ F 81% 98%
Kosinski. Novbert (D-14) + — o+ - - - & + 300 44%
Carroll, Boward (D-15) + a + - - - a + s0% 69%
Egan. Robart (D-16) + a + - = a a + 56% 46%
Cle.. 2D-17) + + 4 a - - % + 69%  -—
Rock, Prunp (D-18) + i e - + 44% . 50%
Guidice, Richard (D-19) + + + - - - - F 50% ——
D Arco. John (D-20) + - + - — — a + 44%  53%*
Losins, Earlean (T + & + a + -+ + 81% ——
Smith, Fred (D-2. T a + 83% 30%
Daley, Richard (D-23) + a + - - 2 a a 50% 58%
Newhouse, Richard (D-24) + a + a - -~ a2 4 50% 83%
Lemke, Leruy (D-25) a + a — — @ a a 44% 52%
“ngton, Harold {D-26) + + o+ -2 . + a 63% 55%*
v, ks, Frank (D-27) a a + a - a a a 50% 52%
Hynes, Thomas (D-28) + + + - - - a + 56% 67%
Chiew, Charles (D-29) 4 3 + - a a a + 6% 63%
taragas, Samuel (D-30) + a +a a - - 69%  70% *
_eonard, Larry (D-31) + + 4 — (Morriz, + 81% —-—
Berning. Katl (R-32) + -+ -+ - a + 6% 50%
Schaffer. Jack (R-33) + + + + + - + + 8% T1%
Hickey, Vivian (D-34) + + + + + -+ + 88% 88%
Roe, John (R-35)} + _ o+ — a - + + 56% 58%
Wooten. J. Donald (D-36) + + + + + - + + 88% 88%
Shapiro. David (R-37) + 0+ 0+ @ - 2 + F 5% 46%
Grotberg, John (R-38) + P + - — - + + 53%  48%
Mitchler, Robert (R-39) + B - - - + + 50% 40%
Philip, James (R-40) + + + a - - a ¥ 63% 42%
Bowers, Jack (R-41) + + + — - a + a $3% ——
Sangmeister, George (D-42) a a a 2 - a a a Mness 755%™
Joyce, Jerome (D-43) > + & o+ = = =t 63%  67%
Hall, Harber (R-44) i + .- * - a a + + 63%  50%
Sommer, Roger (R-45) - + o+ I 63% 50%
Bloom, Prescott (R-46) + + + — - - - + 50% 60%
McMillan. Kenneth (R-47) + R - - - + + 50%  -—
Knuppel, John (D-48) + 3 +4 - - 2 + o+ 63% 46%
DeMuzio. Vince (I-49) + + + - - - * + 63%  60%
Davidson. John (R-30) R 63% 46%
Rupp, James (R-31) -+ - = =TT 50% ——
Weaver, Stanley (R-32) e 63% 46%
Coffey, Max (R-33) R T 50%  33%
Bruce, Terry (D-54) . + p o+ = = F 7 59% 65%
Donpnewald, James (D-55) a a a - - = + 38% 44%
Vadalabene, Sam (D-56) 4 4 0¥ - = - * 7 56% 67%
Hall, Kenneth (D-57) + + + - - = % + 63%  54%
Buzbee, Kenneth (D-38) + + = = = 63% 83%
Johns, Gene (D-59) + a a - -~ = ¥ a 44%  83%
* (House)

NOTE: Few major environmental bills were voted on by the fuil Senate. As a consequence, the ratings for the
Senate have less significance than those of the House, which voted on many envitonmentally important bills
and thereby made possible a more sensitive evaluation.
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1 a a a a 44% 80% Dyer, Giddy (R41) a - +
+ + + - + 78% 60% Hudson, George (R-41) - - p
- + - - + 56% —— Schneider, J. Glenn (D41)  + + +
+ + + + +  100% 75% Davis, Jack (R42) + - 4
- + - - + 61% 53% Leinenweber, Harry (R<42) + - P
a L - + 61% 57% Var Duyne, LeRoy (D-42) p - +
- + - a3 a 50% 63% Christensen, Ray (D-43) + - +
- + - - + 56% —— Ryan, George (R-43) + - +
- a 2 - + 31% 55% McBroom, Edward (R-43) a - +
P - - - a 58% 72% Bradley, Gerald (D-44) + - a
+ + + - + 33% 7T0% Deavers, Gilbert (R-44) - - a
a + * + + 89% 9T% Lauer, John (R-44) - - +
a a a a 2 Ilness 60% Anderson, Donald (R435) - - D
- a a a a 31% 58% Luft, Richard (D-45) - - +
- + - - a 44% 60% Von Beeckman, James (D-45) + - a
P + + p + 83% - Mudd, Foseph {D~46) + - a
- + - - + 356% 50% Sumner, Mary Lou (R48) - - -
- + - - + 50% 57% Tuerk, Fred {(R-46) - - -
a + + - + 67% 62% McGrew, Samuel (D-47) + - +
a a +* a + 61% 635% McMaster, A. T. {R-47) - * +
a + - a + 7% 6&3% Neff, Clarence (R-47) - + -
a + - - + 61% 53% Kent, Mary Lou (R-48) - - a
a + - - + 53% 1% MeClain, Michael (D48) - - +
+ + + a + 89% 63% Schisler, Gale (D-48) a - a
a + - a + 47% 62% Bartulis, A. C. (R49) - - +
a a - a a 44%  60% Reiily, Jim (R-49} - - +
- + + - - 56% 57% Sharp, John (D49 + - +
a + + a + 56% 47% Jones, I. David (R-50} p - +
- - - - + 50% —— Kane, Douglas {D-50) + + +
- + - a 44% 33% Robinsen, David (D-50) + + +
LA -t 67% 43% Bennett, Allen (R-51) + - a2
a a + p +  50% 67% Dunn, John (D-51) - + -
o+ o+ + v T8% 87% Tipsword, Rolland (D-31)  + -+
+ a + - +- 8§7% T0% Johnson, Timothy (R-52) + + a
a + + + + 94% 100% Satterthwaite, Heien (D-52) + + +
+ + + + + 83% &7% Wikoff, Virgil (R-52) - - a
a o+ - -+ 5% 47% Campbell, Charles (R-53) - -  +
+ + + + + RN% 80% Edgar, Jim (R-53) - - *
+ o+ o+ o+ a  T0% 4% Stuffle, Larry (D-53) - -
+ + + - + 87% T3% Brummer, Richard {D-54) - * +
2 + * P a 47% — Cunningham, Roscoe (R-54) - - -
+ + + - + 56% 43% O'Daniel, William (D-54) - - +
+ + - + 56% —— Brummet, Don (D-55) - - a
- + - + 44%  60% Byers, Harold (D-55) P - +
+ + - + + 87% 37% Friedrich, Dwight (R-55) - + +
- + + P + 53% 63% Lucco, Joe {D-56} - - +
- + - - * 33% 2% McPike, Jim (D-56) - - +
- + + - + 44% S55% Steele, Everert (R-56) - - +
- + - p + 3% 57% Flinn, Monroe (D-37) - - +
- + - - * 44%  65% Stiehl, Celeste (R-57) - - a
a a - a + 44%  47% Younge, Wyvetter (D-57) + - +
- + - o + 53% —— Birchler, Vincent (D-58) jd - +
- - + a a 447 37% Dunn, Ralph (R-58} - 2 a
- + + - + 429 Richmond, Bruce (D-38) D - -
e+ -+ 15% 13% Harris, William (D-59) -+ a
- + - - * 56% —— Hart, Richard (D-5% p + +
+ a a a a %% 61% Winchester, Robert (R-59) P + +
a a + - + 67% 67%
+ + + a + 72% 73%
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+ + + + + 75%  43%
- - + - a + 31% 35%
- + + + - + 100% 100%
- a + - + + 56% 353%
a a + + + + 70% 83%
a a + - - + 47% 73%
+ - + a - + 61%
- + + + a3 + 72% 30%
- a2+ = =+ 44% -
+ a + - - + 56% 65%
a ~ + - a + 39% 50%
_ - a — — + 28% 30%
- - + - - a 1%% 50%
2 - + - - + 33% 48%
+ - + - - a 44%  63%
+ - a - p + 33% 68%
- - p - - + 14% ——
a - + - - a 2% 47%
+ - + - a + 61% 65%
- - + - - + 56% 37%
- + + - + + 56% 45%
- + + - - + 39% $3%
+ + + - + P 58% 67%
a a + - a + 50% 58%
- a + - - a 33% ——
+ + + + - + 67% —=
+ + + - p p 6% 6%
¥ a a - - 2 42% 50%
- + + + + + 89% 43%
+ + + + + + 1% -
a P + p P a 38% ——
P - + p - + 56% 58%
p - + - - + 47% 40%
a + + + o+ + 89% ——
+ + + + + +  100% 83%
- + a 3 - + 39% ——
a _ + - - + 33% 47%
a + + + - + 61% wom
+ - + - - + 445 —~
+ - + - - + 56% ——
- - + - - + 2% 43%
- - + - - + 33% 43%
a - +- - a + 39% 53%
+ + + + + a 5% T1%
- - + - - + 44% 33%,
+ - + - - + 44%  62%
+ - + - - + 44% ——
- + + - - + 445 47%
— - + - - + 33% 53%
- + + - - + 39% 47%
+ a + - - + 61% 355%
- - + - - + 47% 47%
a * + - - + 30% 33%
+ - + - - + 46% 53%
+ - + - - - 50% ——
+ - + - 3 + 64% 40%
- a + - - " a 47% 43%
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Katz. Harold (D-1} 2 a + a a o+ o+ o+ 7T 3% Madison, Jesse (D-21) a - a a
Keats, Roger (R-1) - - p a - + + - + 42% w— Molloy, Vincent (R-21) + - + +
Porter, L.E. (R-1} - - + + a a + + + 67% 70% Shumpert, Walter (D-21) + - + +
Friedland, John (R-2) + - = + + + - p a  Bl% 60% Catania, Susan (R-22) + o+ 4
Mugzlian. Richard (D-2) * + + + * + + * + 100% 87% Davis, Corneal (D-22) + - + +
Stanley, Roger (R-2) + - % + a + + 3 +  78% —- McELendon, James (D-22) + -+ -
«(Chapman. Eugenia (D-3) + + + + + + + + +  100% 90% * Kozubowski, Walter (D-23) + - a +
MacDonald, Virginia (R-3)  + - P + a a + P + 67% 53% < Vitek, John (D-23) + - + +
Totten. Donald (R-3) — - P - + - . + 5% 33% Wall, John (R-23) P — a -
Jaffe, Aaron (D-4) + + + 3 + + + - +  100% 100% Caldwell, Lewis (D-24) - _ + -
Pullen, Penny (R-4) - - - - - r - + a 19% —— Epton, Bemnard {R-24) + + + a
Schlickman, Eugene (R-4)  + + - + a a + a a 18" 5% Mann, Robert (D-24) 2 + + +
Bluthardt, Edward (R-5) * - a + a + - - a 50% 3% Kornowicz, Edmund (D-25) 2 a a a
Leverenz, Ted (D-3) + - + + - + - + + 78% 68% McAvoy, Walter (R-25) - a -
Williams, Jack {D-5} + - + + - + + - + 67% 63% Terzich, Robert {D-25) + - 2 +
Boucek, Emil {R-6} + - + - + + + - + 67% —— Martin, Peggy (D-26) a a + +
Walsh, William (R-6) + - + - + a + + + 2% 68% Pouncey, Taylor (I-26) + _ + +
Wilier, Anne (D=6} + + + + + + + + +  100% 15% Taylor, James (D-26) + - + a
Klosak, Henty (R-T) + - z - + + - P a 64% 48% RBeatty, John (D-27) - - a +
Pechous, Robert (D-7} + a + - + + + + 83% — Kucharski, Edmond (R-27) a 2 a 2
Seveik, Joseph (R-7) + - a + + a P a 64% 57% Madigan, Michael (D-27) + - + +
Barnes, Jane (R-8) - - + - - + + - + 44% 40% Houlihan, Daniel (D-28) " = - +
Huskey, Herbert {R-8) a - a - - a - - + 8% ~— Jones, Emil (D-28) P - + +
Yourell, Harry (D-8) + - + + a + - - a 67% 53% Meyer, J. Theodore (R-28) + + + a
Kelly. Richard (D-9} + + a + + + + + + 94% 93% Bamnes, Eugene (D-29) . P - a a
sahar, Wiliiam (R-9) + + - + + * + - + 78% T0% Ewell, Raymond (D-29) a - + 2
Steczo, Terry {D-9} + +* + + + + + + + 100% —— Gaines, Charles (R-29) + - a a
Getty, L. Michae! (D-10) + + + + + + + + a 94%  83% Collins, Philip (R-30) P - P a
Matejek, John (D-10) +* - + - a + + + + 83% —— Dawson, Glenn (D-30) a - + +
Miller, Thomas (R-10) + - <] - - + + - + 47% 63% Giglio, Frank (D-30) a a a +
Bowman, Woods (D-11) + + + + 2 “ + + + 94 —m— Geo-Karis, Adeline (R-31) - - + +
Brady, Michael (D-11) - - + + a + - + + 2% - Griesheimer, Ronald (R-31) ~ - + -
McCourt, James (R-11) + - a + - + - - + 30% 63% Matijevich, John (D-31) - - - -
Levin, Ellis (D-12) + * + + + + + + +  100% ~-— Deuster, Donald (R-32) + — a +
Marovitz, William (D-12) + + + + a + + + + Sd4%  T0% Pierce, Daniej (D-32) + + . +
Telcser, Arthur (R-12) + + + + a + X + + 94% 80% Reed, Betty Lou (R-32) + - a +
Houlthan, James (D-13) + + + + + - + + a S4%  98% Hanzhan, Thomas (D-33) P - b +
,O'Brien, Daniel {D-13) + + + + a + + - + 83% —— Skinner, Calvin (R-33) + p + -
Sandquist, Eiroy (R-13) - + -+ + + a £2 P a 86% —— : Waddell, R. Bruce (R-33) P + a -
Abramson, Michael (R-14) - P + - - a + - - 3% —-— Giorgl, E.J. {D-34) - - + +
Brandt, John (D-14) + - 2 + a + + - a 619% 40% Ma'l:tin, Lynn (R-34) - - a -
Farley, Bruce (D-14) * - + a z + - S + 61% 57% Simms, W. Timothy (R-34) -~ - + -
Greiman, Alan (D-15) + + + + + + + + + 100% 100% Adams. Harold (R-35) - + + -
Laurino, William (D-15) a - a a - a - - a 28% 67% . Mulcahey, Richard (D-35) - + + -
Peters, Peter (R-15) p . + a + + + —- + 64% T3% Rigney, Harlan (R-35) - + - -
Capparelli, Raiph (D-16) - - a + - + - p 2 33% 67% Darrow, Clarence {D-36) - - + -
Kosinski, Roman (D-16) + - a + - + - + 50% 58% Jacobs, Oral (D-36) - - + -
McAuliffe. Roger (R-16) + - a - 3 + - - + 44%  S7% Polk, Ben (R-36) - - + -
Holewinski, Michasi (D-17) + + + + + + + + z 94% 88% Ebbesen, Joseph (R-37) - — + -+
Lechowicz, Thaddeus (D-17) + - * + -+ - -  +  56% 63% Mautino, Richard (D-37} - - * -
Wolf. Jaceb (R-17) + + p + a - + + - 86% —— * Schuneman, Calvin (R-37) - - + 2
Conti, Elmer (R-18} - + a P a + - - + 47% —m— Breslin, Peg (D-38) a - + a
DiPrima, Lawrence (D-18)  + - a + - + - - + 50% 57% Ewing, Thomas (R-38) - - + -
Doyle, Edward (D-18) + - + + - + - - - 56% —— Hoxsey, Betty (R-38) - - a v
Antonovych, Bers (R-19) + + + + + a + p + 92% Kempiners, William (R-39) + - * +
Garmisa, Benedict (D-19} + - + + - + - - a 50% 60% Murphy, Lawrence (D-39) + - + +
Nardulli, Michael (D-19) * - + a - + - P + 58% 50% Schoeberlein, Allan {(R-39) a - - -
Domico, Marco (D-20) + - + a - + - a a 50% —— Daniels, Lee (R-40) * - + +
Huff, Douglas (D-20) a - + + - F3 - a + 500 50% Hoffman, Gene (R-40) + - a a
Stearney, Ronald (R-20) P - + a 2 a + a +  58% 38% Redmond, William (D40)  + a + -
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IEC SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

Audubon Council of llinois
Audubon Society of
Southern [linois
Boone County
Conservation Distxict
Carbondale Garden Club
Champaign County
Audubon Society
Champaign County
Development Corporation
Champaign County Izazk
Walton League
Chicage Lung Association
Chicagoland Canoe Base
Codlition on American Rivers
Committee on the Middle Fork
DuPage Audubon Society
Elmhurst Environmental
Committee
Environmental Affairs Council
Millikin University
Environmental Association
of 1llinois
Evanston Environmental
Association
Fort Chartres Chapter
Jiinois Audubon Society
Friends of the Earth
Chicagoland Branch
Great Lakes Chapter
Sierra Club
Heart of [ilinois Group
Sierra Club
Households Involved in
Poliution Solutions
Illinois Avdubon Society
Ilinois South Project
Izaak Walton League of
America, Calumet Region
Izaak Walton League of
- America, Illinois Division
Joljet Park District
Lake/Cook Chapter, Illinois
- Audubon Society
Lake County SWCD
Madison County Citizens
Environmental Council
McHenry County Defenders
Musselman Audubon Society
National Council of Jewish
Women Evanston/Niles Twp.
Natural Areas Coalition
Open Lands Project
Piasa Palisades Group
Sierra Club
Peoria Casting Club
Prairie Club of Chicago
Praizie Group, Siesra Club
Prairie Woods
Audubon Society
Sand Ridge Audubon Society
Sangamon Valley Group
Sierra Club
Shawnee Group, Sierra Club
Sinnissippi Audubon Society
Society for the Protection of
Endangered Wildlife
Students for Environmental
Concerns, University of 1L
Student Environmental Center
Southern Illinois University
Thorn Creek Audubon Society
Urbana Park District
Vermilion County
Audubon Saciety

The Nlinois Environmental Council is a
coalition of groups and individuals in
every part of the state who are concerned
about protecting the environment and
promoting the passage of responsible en-
vironmental legislation.

The staff of the IEC wishes to thank the
following groups who aided in the financ-
ing and distribution of this Environmentat
Voting Record:

Audubon Council of [llinois
Environmental Education Association
of Illinois
Elmhurst Environmental Committee
Heart of Illinois Group, Sierra Club
Jzaak Walton League of America,
Illinojs Division
Piasa Palisades Group, Sierra Club -
The IEC staff is especially grateful to the
Ilinois Lung Association for printing the
voting records and the Chicago Lung
Association for arranging the awards
ceremony in honor of the Environmental
Legislators of the Year.

407% East Adamns St.
Springfield, iL 62701
Phone 544-5954

lllinois Environmental Council

EXPLANATION OF RATINGS

The goal of this voting record is to provide for
Illinois voters a simple and objective analysis
of their legislators’ votes on environmental
issues.

A range of points was established for the vote
on each bill: +1.0, +0.5, 0.0, —0.5, and —1.0.
A “correct” vote, either “yes” or “no” depend-
ing upon the issue, was determined for each
bill; it received a score of +1.0. The “incorrect”
vote, again either “yes” or “no”, was given a,
score of —1.0. In the General Assembly, a bill
must pass by a constitutional majority (hatf
plus one) of the elected representatives of each
chamber. Therefore, a “present” vote for a pro-
environmental bill actually was a vote against
the constitutional majority needed to pass it
and was given a score of —0.5;2 “present” vote
for an anti-environmental bill was a vote against
the constitutional meajority and was given a
+0.5. A legislator received a 0.0 if absent. The
points received for the votes on the bills were
added together and a percentage score was
derived from each legislator’s total vote score.

This Environmental Voting Record is published
for educational purposes and does not imply
endorsement of any party or legislator.

Copies are available for fifty cents apiece from
the Tlinois Environmental Council, 407% East
Adams, Springfield, 11 62701. A quantity
price can be arranged for large orders.
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