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The Bills Used in the 1996 Environmental Uoting Record

The IEC has selected bills from both the 1995 and 1996 sessions of the 89th General Assembly for the Environmental
‘Voting Record. The bills represent a wide range of concerns including pollution prevention, waste reduction,
environmental program funding, maintenance of biodiversity, and a healthful -environment for Illinois communities.

A brief dmcripfidn of the bills used appears onjaages 2 and 3. Roll calls for the Tilinois Senate appear on pages 4 and
| 5; for the House of Representatives, on pages 6 through 9. For each legislator, a percentage of pro-environmental votes
has been computed, along with percentages published in the 1993, 1992, and 1991 JEC Environmental Voting Record.

The overall profile for the 89t"]1 General Assembly shbv#s a clustering in tlie upper-middle range of percentages. This
effect is due in part to the presence of several bills on which nearly all members voted in favor of the pro-environmental

position. IEC included these bills because they were high priorities for the environmental community. Legislators’
percentage scores should be evaluated in terms of the overall average for each chamber. In the Senate, the average of all

SENATE BILLS

SB 46: Brownfields Redevelopmént
Sponsors: Sen. Mahar/Rep. Persico
Pro-environmental vote: No

" SB 46, along with HB 544, was an industry-drafted bill that
amended the Environmental Protection Act'to allow tax
credits for voluntary remediation of coritaminated sites.

The IEC supports the idea of redeveloping brownfields, but it.

opposed SB 46 as a “polluter bailout” bill that shifted
responsibility away from the corporate polluter by removing
“joint and several” liability and laid a financial burden on the
state, i.e. the taxpayer. '

 The IEC is using the third-reading roll call from April 25,

1995 in the Senate and May 19, 1995 in the House. SB46 _

passéd both houses and was sent to Governor Edgar: Since
. there was no revenue source provided, Governor Edgar
amendatorily vetoed both SB 46 and HB 544,

!

See also the sjnopsis of action on HB 544 and HB 901,
wiiich also dealt with the brownfields issue. o

SB 300: Conservation 2000

Sponsors: Sens. Woodyard-Maitiand .
Reps. Ryder-Poe-Persico-Ackerman-Rutherford

Pro-environmental vote: Yes

This six-year, $100-million funding package was proposed
by the Edgar Administration to support programs in several
agencies. It amends the State Finance Act to create the
Conservation 2000 Fund and the Conservation 2000 Projects
Fund, to be used for natural resourcé protection, recreation,

© tourism, sustainable agriculture, and lake management.

IEC, along with a broad coalition of groups, actively
supported SB 300. The bill was signed into law.

scores was 65%; in the House, the average of all scores was 70%.

SB 1390:

SB 694: Leaf-Burning Ban

‘Sponsors: Sens. Rauschenberger-Peterson

Pro-environmental vote: Yes
The IEC backed the efforts of air quality activists on behalf

. of this bill. SB 694 would have authorized the Illinois -

Pollution Control Board to develop a statewide rule to ban
the burning of leaves and other yard waste in metropoliten
areas. The bill passed the Senate in April, 1995 but was held
in House Rules Committee and not voted on in the House.

l.eaking Underground Tanks
Sponsor: Sen. Rauschenberger
Pro-environmental vote: Yes .

This bill was amended with a proposed tax on wholesale
gasoline shipments, in order to fund cleanups of leaking
underground petroleum storage tanks. The General

. Assembly’s approval restores a measure adopted in 1994 but
 struck down in a judicial opinion for having been passed

impropery. The tax revenue allows a waiting list of people
who have paid for cleanup to be reimbursed by the state.

§B 1777: Livestock Management. Facilities Act
Sponsors: Sen. Doriahue/Rep. Myers -
Pro-environmental vote: No

This bill was generated by the Governor’s Livestock Industry
Task Force with strong backing from livestock producers.

Environmental and family farm groups opposed SB 1777

because it fell far short of the state’s need to address air and
water pollution risks from the rapidly increasing number of
large-scale livestock facilities coming into IMinois.

After passing the Senate, SB 1777 was held in House Rules

- Committee. The House and Senate later passed a similar

bill, HB 3151, with some amendatory changes and agreement
to hold surmmer field hearings on the issue.



-

HOUSE BILLS

House Res. 101: Cass County Hog Facility
Sponsor: Rep. Myers :
Pro-environmental vote: Yes

This resolution called upon the Nllincis Attomey General to
provide injuctive relief from construction of hog confinement
facilities by Land O’Lakes in Cass County. The House
passed HR. 101 on April 26, 1996.

‘The resolution was a response to the report that the
excavators had struck shallow groundwater in digging a
manure Jagoon at the site. '

HB 544: Brownfields

Sponsor: Rep. Persico/Sen.' Mahar : .-

Pro-envirorimental vote: Yes, accept amendatory veto

Like SB 46, HB 544 was an industry-backed bill to provide
. mew ¢lean-up procedures for contaminated industrial sites.
Although the IEC supports the concept of brownficld redevel-
opment, it opposed these bills because they shifted Lability
and the burden of proof from polluters to state government.

HB 544 passed the General Assembly but was amendatorily

vetoed by Govemnor Edgar on August 18, 1995. The veto
message cited problems with the altered Hability framework
. and inadequate fonding to cover cleanup costs.

Business leaders made it a top priority to override the Gover-
nor’s action in the November veto session of the legislature,
But lawmakers voted instead to accept HB 544 with the
amendatory changes. Industry then put its own brownfields
language onto a different bill (HB 901) and passedit,

For HB 544, YEC is using the House roi call of November
3, 1995 and the Sepate roll call of November 16, 1995
—both votes to sustain the veto.

1

Sponsor: Rep. Persico
Pro-environmental vote: No

" HB 901 began as a good bill to authorize a fee on wholesale

‘shipments of gasoline to replenish the state’s Leaking Under-
ground Storage Tank (LUST) Fund. In the 1995 veto _
session, the “polluter bailont” version of brownficlds redevel-
opment was included in a conference committee report to HB

-901 and passed, with the addition of language that taps the
state’ s recycling funds to pay for cleamup at hazardous waste
sites for which the polluter formerly was responsible. In
another switch, meanwhile, HB 544 became the vehicle for
the LUST fee; it was passed. IECis using the November
13, 1995 House roll call and the November 16, 1995 Senate

HB 901: Brownfields after Amendatory- Veto

_ HB 1610: lncinel;ator

zoll call on the HB 901 conference commineerrepon. In both
cases, the pro-environmental vote was no.

.HB 1523: Incinerator Subsidy Repeal
"Sponsors: Sen. O'Malley/Rep. Murphy

Pro-environmental vote: Yes -

. Repeal of the Retail Rate Law was a top priority for

environmentalists and community activists for three years.
A conference committee report to HB 1523 repealed costly
tax breaks initiated in 1987 when it was thought the state

- meeded to attract more energy development. The incentives

guaranteed profitability to trash-burning, polluting
mcineerators at the expense of the state and the taxpayers.
Both the House and Senate voted in favor of repeal on

- Januaty 11, 1996.

7 Subsidies
Sponsor: Rep. Balthis ‘ '
Pro-environmental vote: No

: ‘-HB 1610 was a proposal to let the Retail Rate Law subsidies

to mcinerator developers continue for two more years. Ttlost ~
on 3rd reading, April 27, 1995. . '

HB 3447: Soil and Water Conservation
Sponsor: Rep. Poe/Sen. Bomke
Pro-environmgnt— vote: Yes :

By amending the Property Tax Code, this bill provides a tax
break for land planted as 2 vegetated filter strip. Such strips
have been shown to reduce significantly the amount of silt

 and polluting chemicals in streams.

Supported by resource conservation, environmental and
agricultural groups, HB 3447 passed with litde controversy.

Explanation of ratings
+1.0 -“yes” on a pro-environmental bill, “no” on an anti-
environmental bill - ‘
+0.5 - “present” on an anti-environmental bill (a suppor-
-tive vote; it does not help pass an unfavorable bill)
0 - absent or not voting ) ’ '
0.5 - “present” on a pro-environmental bill (2 vote
withheld from the pro-environmental position)
-1.0 - “no” on 2 pro-environmental bill, “yes” on an anti- |-
. envirommenta] bill o :
Points were added together for each legislator. This raw
score was converted to a positive-number scale, then di-
vided by the maximum points possible to obtain a
percentage of environmentally supportive votes.
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CLAYBORNE(D-57)

COLLINS (D).
MAITLAND (R44) .
MOLARO (D-12)
ODANIEL (D-54)

LUECHTEFELD(R-58)

HAWKINSON (R-47)
. MADIGAN (R-45)

HENDON(D-5)

BARKHAUSEN (R-30) °
FITZGERALD (R-27)
GARCIA (D-1)
GEO-KARIS (R-31)
HASARA (R-50)

BERMAN (D-5)
BURZYNSKI R-35)

BUTLER (R-28)
KARPIEL (R-25)
LAUZEN(R-21).
MAHAR (R-19)

# KLEMM CR-BZ}

JACOBS (D-36)

DEANGELIS (R-40)
DELEO (D-10)
DUNN, R. (R-58)
DUNN, T. (D-43)
FARLEY (D-17) -
FAWELL (R-20)

" JONES (0-14)

CULLERTON(D-6)
DELVALLE(D-2)

BOMKE (R-50)
BOWLES (D-56)
CARROLL(D-9)
CRONIN (R-39)
DEMUZIO (D-49)
'DILLARD (R-41)
DONAHUE (R-48)
DUDYCZ®R-T)
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PALMER (D-13). + + + NNV NV NV + 78% | 78% | 100% 10_0%'
PARKER (R-29) = . - + + + - + - + ¥ |e1% £ * =
PETERSON (R26) ; + + - + o+ e |15% | 8% | o%
PETKA (R-42) - + - £ - e + + | s6% | 63% | 57% | as5%
PHILIP (R-23) - o+ -+ s w4 e 6% | 15% |27
RAICA (R-24) + + + - + + v+ + |78% | 6% | 5% | ss%
RAUSCHENBERGER (R-33)| + + + + -+ - + + [78% |63% | = =
REA (D-55) - + - + - + . . + lam |79 | 509 | esm
# SEVERNS (D-51) 4 + + NN s+ - NV NV | 80% | 8% | 9a% | 7%
SHADID (D-46) N+ N - + - : + | 56% x = x
SHAW (D-15) + + NGNS o+ & N o+ | 78% | 50% | 79% | 65w
SIEBEN (R-37) -y - e + - + o+ |sen | &% | 29% | 20%
SMITH (D-3) + + NV + - 4 - NV + 67% 63% | 25% | €2%
SYVERSON (R-34) - .+ - + - + - + + .56% 47% = *
TROTTER (D-16) 4 NV + - + o+ - + | 2% | 78% | $6% | %
VIVERITO (D-11) . + + 1 - + - + + |61 x x x|
‘WALSH (R-22) - + + - + - s + e | = s %
WATSON (R-55) - ¥ ; v - % + o+ | sem |38% | 75% | as%
WEAVER (R-52) . + +. + - + + |em | so% | ssm |30%
 WELCH (D-38) + + - + - + r N e | 729 8% | 3% | 68%
WOODY ARD (R-53) - 4 P + - + - + +. 1 s8% | s0% | 75% | 52%
9 50th District: The rating for Sen. Karen Hasara is figured on three votes
' She was replaced by Larry Bomke, whose score is figured on six votes.
57th District: The rating for Sen. Ralph Dunn is figured on three votes. .
, He was replaced by David Luechtefeld, whose score is figured on six votes. '
58th District: The rating for James Claybome, who replaced Sen. Kenneth Kall, is figured on eight votes.

Sen. Hall is recorded a5 “not voting” on the nixith bill, SB 300.

# Sen Severﬁs and Sen. Klemm each had four excused absences for illness. Scores for each'are computed on five votes.
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JOHNSON, TOM R-50)

JONES, J R-107)
* JONES, L (D-5)
KLINGLER (R-100)

KOTLARZ (D-20)

HOLBROOK (D-113)
HOWARD (D-32)
HUGHES (R-63)

" JOHNSON, TIM (R-104)

I..ACI-INER'(R—SQ)
LANG (-16)

KRAUSE (R-56)
KUBIK (R-43)

KASZAK (D-34)
KENNER (D-24)

JONES, 8 (D-6)

HASSERT (R-83)
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HANRAHAN (R-57)
- HARTKE (D-108)
HOEFT (R-66)

NR  NoRecord

HANNIG (D-98)

i T S T

+

GRANBERG (D-109)

sioosecs
.&. oy

20%
88%
3%
20%
20%
85%

58%

29%
-36%
40%

| 36%
43%
29%
57%

75%
69%
38%
59%
64%
70%
69%
50%
75%
63%
75%

61% -
8%
67%
78%
67%
83%
61%
EXC
94%
83%
61%
78%
C 67%

EXC EC

EXC EXC EC EC I

+
EXC EXC
3

+

®73)

LAWFER (R-74)
LEITCH (R-93)
LINDNER (R-65)
LOPEZ(D4) -
'LYONS (R47)
MADIGAN (D-22)
#MARTINEZ (D-2) °
MAUTINO (D-76)
MCcAULIFFE (R-14)
McGUIRE (D-86)
MEYER (R-82)
MITCHELL,

LAURINO (D-15)
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FRIOD HS4 HOOT HISZ HIGI0 MW7 S48 SI0 S0 | 1996 ;1993 [1992 1991
TURNER, J (R-90) + + - £ - - . + + 61% * x *
WAIT (R-68) + + - + + + - + + T8% = x E
WEAVER (R-106) + + - + + 4 -+ + 78% | 63%. | 14% | 439
WENNLUND (R-38) + + - + - + - Tk + 67% | 63% | 51% | 20%
WINKEL (R-103) + + + + + + + + + 100% ® ® x
"WINTERS (R-69) + + - +. + T4 - + + 78% * * =
WIRSING (R-70) + + - - + - + + 78% | 44% * x
" WOICIK (R-45) . + + - + + + - + a 78% | 47% | 3% | 25%
WOOLARD (D-117) + + - + + + - T+ S+ 78% 41% 29% -68%
YOUNGE (D-114) C+ NV - - + + - + NV 61% | 53% | 64% | 80%
ZABROCKI (R-37) MR N MR NR - NR - MR 3% | = * *
ZICKUS (R-a8) + + - + + + - + + 78% 81% * * .

¢ 37th District: The rating for Rep. Edward Zabrocki is figored on three votes. _
. He was replaced by Rep. John Doody, whose score is figured on six votes. . ' -

57th District: The rating for Rep. Kevin Hanrahan is figured on s:x votes.
He was replaced by Rep. Gregg Goslin, whose score is figured on three votes.

# Rep. Martinez was excused for iliness.
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| fibout the Environmental Ueting Record and the IEC

The Environmental Voting Record is published by the Illinois Environmental Council (IEC) for purposes of public
education and information. It provides a record and anatysis of votes in the Illinois General Assembly on a range of -
environmental and conservation bills to help create better-informed citizens in the state of Ilinois.

No endorsement of any party, legislator, or politicall'candidate is implied in this orin o;hel; publications and
activities of the Iiinois Envirotimental Cormcll The IEC does not make financial conmbuuons to, or receive them
from, any political party.

The Miinois Environmental Counc;l is a not-for-profit coalition of individnals and orgamizations committed to a

~ healthful environment and stewardship of natural resources. Founded in 1975, the IEC currently includes more than
seventy affiliated organizations. Governed by a statewide board of directors, the IEC works toward the goals of .
poliution prevention, waste reduction, maintenance of biodiversity, adequate funding for state environmental
programs, and citizen participation in public policy decisions. The TEC serves its membership through its advocacy
on state issues, informative publications, issue research, and networking assistance. -

The public is welcome to attend the annual conference of the Ilinois Environmental Council, scheduled each year on
the third weekend in October. This event brings together grassroots leaders, environmental professibnals students,
state government officials, and other interested individuals to hear notable speakers, participate in worksbops, and
enhance their network of contaets. :

Regular pubhcauons of the I5C include the bnnonﬂ:ly Affiliate Notes featuring issue background and current news
items, the JEC Bullenn with leglslauve 1iews, Action Alerts, and occasxonal fact sheets and special reports.

i you would like additional copms of the 1996 Envzronmntal Voting Record or vnsh to receive, membership
mformauon, please contact the office.
Ilinois Environmental Council
319 West Cook Street
Springfield, Illinois 62704
Phone: 217-544-5954 « Fax: 217. 544—5958
' e-mail: iec@eosinc.com
Internet: http://www.prairienet.org/~isen/



