State Legislative Scorecard
2011 Session

Environment North Carolina, a statewide, citizen-based environmental advocacy organization,
NORTH CAROLINA monitors the voting records of North Carolina’s state legislators. Do your legislators support
T environmental protections? Their votes on key environmental issues are shown below.

ENVIRONMENT |

Clean air. Clean water. Open spaces.

SENATE

1. Land Conservation Funding. Pro-environment vote: No. H-200, the state
R | Austin Allran 2 | - - 0% 50% budget, cut land conservation funds by 85% and prevented the Clean Water
Fund from acquiring land. The bill became law despite the governor’s veto.
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‘ Senator Dist.

R | Tom Apodaca 48 N N N N N N N N N - | 0% 47%
D | Bob Atwater 18 |+ | -+ x| s |+ | - | - | T0% | 83% 2. Promote Drilling and Fracking. Pro-environment vote: No. S-709 called
R I— ; 809 887, for drilling off the state’s coast and set the stage for drilling onshore using
+ + + - + + + + + - ", . " .
oug serger ° ° fracking” The bill passed and was vetoed.
R | Phil Berger 26 | - | - - - - 0% 35%
3. Veto Override of Onshore and Offshore Drilling. Pro-environment vote:
R | Stan Bingham B - - 20% | 5T% No. S-709 was vetoed, but overridden by the Senate 31-17. The House did not
R | Harris Blake 2 [ |- --|-1e|l-|-]-|-|ow |[a3% override the veto.
D | DanBlue L B O e I B I N R I (R (1) 4.  Overturn River Protection. Pro-environment vote: No. H-62 overturned
= | Androw Brock " % 259 special protections for Boylston Creek, a pristine trout stream in Western
ndrew Broc S (N I () R A I I I § ’ North Carolina. The bill passed and became law without the governor’s
R | Harry Brown 6 Sl - 0% 37% signature.
R | PeteBrunstetter | 31 | - | - | E | - | - | - | - |- |- E/|0% 43% 5. Damage Beaches. Pro-environment vote: No. S-110 allowed terminal groins,
R | Debbie Clary w | - oo oo ew 49% which science s_hows damages ecology and increases erosion, 051 the state’s
beaches. The bill passed and became law without the governor’s signature.
D | Dan Clodfelter 37 + = + = + + + + A - | 67% 1%
R | w Daniel " % 0% 6. ProtectJordan Lake. Pro-environment vote: Yes. Sen. Stein's amendment to
arren Danie S ) M A A A A I ° H-119 allowed Jordan Lake restoration rules to stay in tact without weakening
D | CharfieDannelly |38 | + | + | « | - | - |E |+ | - | -|-|4a% |65% changes. The amendment failed.
R | Jim Davis S e T e e B B R L 0% 7. Weaken Environmental Laws. Pro-environment vote: No. H-119 weakened
R | Don East ao | ool om 38% buffer rules a.round the Tar-Pam and Neu§e Rivers, delayed part gf the Jordan
Lake restoration rules, and weakened toxic clean-up rules. The bill passed both
R | Jim Forrester 41 R N N T B I T N R 1) 40% chambers and became law without the Governor’s signature.
) ) _ | 9 9 . ) ,
D | Linda Garrou 2 | : il I =) || e 8. Promote Fracking. Pro-environment vote: No. Sen. Rucho’'s amendment to
R | Thom Goolsby 9 I N P A A 0% H-242 promoted a risky form of gas drilling called “fracking.” The amendment
passed.
D | Malcolm Graham | 40 + + + - + | A |+ + - - | 67% 78%
R | Rick Gunn PR O 0% 9. Weaken Toxic Cleanup Standards. Pvro-enwronment vote: No. S-181
weakened clean-up standards for leaking underground petroleum storage
R | KathyHarrington |43 | - | - | - | - | - | - | - |- |- |- |0% 0% tanks and required polluters to pay less to clean up their leaks. The bill passed
the Senate.
R | Fletcher Hartsell 36 - - - - - - - - - - | 0% 55%
R | Ralph Hise P2 [ IR I IR IR (A IR (R U (R 173 0% 10. Rollback Environmental Safeguards. Pro-environment vote: No. S-781
prohibited state agencies from adopting environmental rules more stringent
R | Neal Hunt ol - |- | 30% | 60% than federal rules and initiated the repeal of existing clean air and water rules.
R | Brent Jackson P I e 0% The bill became law despite the governor’s veto.
D | Clark Jenkins 3 + |- |lE|-|-|E|+|-|E|E]|~ 73% HOUSE VOTES (ON REVERSE)
D | Ed Jones 4 e e e e e -] - | 80% | T0%

1. Land Conservation Funding. Pro-environment vote: No. H-200, the state
D | Ellie Kinnaird 23 |+ |+ |+ | s s s+ s+ - |90% |95% budget, cut land conservation funds by 85% and prevented the Clean Water
Fund from acquiring land. The bill became law despite the governor’s veto

D | Eric Mansfield 21 + + + = = + + + = - | 60% 60%

D | FloydMokissick |20 | + | - |+ | + | A |+ |+ |« |+ | - |78% |83% 2.  Promote Drilling and Fracking. Pro-environment vote: No. 5-709 called
for drilling off the state’s coast and set the stage for drilling onshore using

R | Wesley Meredith | 19 | - | - | - | - | + |« | - | - | - | - | 20% | 20% “fracking”” The bill passed and was vetoed. The Senate overrode the governor’s
veto.

D | Martin Nesbitt L O T e e I O O R B N i ¢ 47

R | E.S. (Buck)Newton | 11 O I R O I ) N R R 73 0% 3. Promote Offshore Wind. Pro-environment vote: Yes. Rep. Harrison’s
amendment to S-709 required the promotion of offshore wind and other clean

R | Louis Pate 5 0% 0% energy sources in addition to oil and gas drilling. The amendment failed.

R | Jean Preston 2 = = = = = = = = = - | 0% 46%

4. Balance Energy Council. Pro-environment vote: Yes. Rep. Luebke’s
D | Bill Purcell 25 |+ |+ |+ | | s | s+ |+ |+ | - |80% 7% amendment to S-709 added representatives of clean energy and
environmental interests to the bill’s energy council to counter representatives

f N I 9 9 " -
R | BillRabon g Lt Z0LN 120 of dirty energy sources. The amendment failed.
D | Gladys Robinson | 28 + + + - - + + + - - | 60% 60%
5. Prevent High-Speed Rail Money in NC. Pro-environment vote: No. H-422
R | David Rouzer L e e e I I I R R (R B ) 21% stalled high-speed rail development by requiring the Department of
R | Bob Rucho o T Transportat}on toget th_e Generz.al Assembly’s approval before spending funds
related to high-speed rail. The bill passed the House.
R | Dan Soucek 45 = = = = = = = = = - | 0% 0%
5 | Josh Stei 16 0% 82% 6. Overturn River Protection. Pro-environment vote: No. H-62 overturned
+ - + - + + + + + - . . POy B
osh stein ° ° special protections for Boylston Creek, a pristine trout stream in Western North
R | RichardStevens | 17 | - | - | = | - |+ |+ | + | - | - | - |30% |60% Carolina. The bill passed and became law without the governor’s signature.
R | Jerry Tillman 20 | - - B 0% N% 7. Damage Beaches. Pro-environment vote: No. S-110 allowed terminal groins,
R Tommy Tucker as | oo« 10w [10% which science s_hows damages ecology and increase erosion, on,th.e state’s
beaches. The bill passed and became law without the governor’s signature.
D | Don Vaughan 27 + + + + + - - + + - | 70% 75%
- 8. Rollback Environmental Safeguards. Pro-environment vote: No. S-781
D | Michael Walters 13 + = = = = = = = = - | 10% 29%

prohibited state agencies from adopting environmental rules more stringent
D | Stan White 1 PO O N e e e 60% than federal rules and initiated the repeal of existing clean air and water rules.
The bill became law despite the governor’s veto.

9. Veto Override of Rollback of Environmental Safeguards. Pro-environment
KEY: vote: No. S-781 was vetoed, but the House and Senate overrode the veto and
: the bill became law.

+ = pro-environment vote n/a = not in office at time of votes

- = anti-environment vote A = did not cast a vote 10. Weaken Environmental Laws. Pro-environment vote: No. H-119 weakened
. buffer rules around the Tar-Pam and Neuse Rivers, delayed part of the Jordan

~ = present or in office for less than E = excused absence

Lake cleanup rules, and weakened toxic clean-up rules. The bill passed and
half of votes became law without the governor’s signature.
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KEY:
+ = pro-environment vote
- = anti-environment vote

~ = present for less than half of vote
n/a = not in office at time of votes

E= excused absence

A= did not cast a vote

* = House Speaker traditionally
votes only in the event of a tie.

Environment North Carolina

112 South Blount Street, Suite 102 - Raleigh, NC 27601
(919) 833-0015 phone « (919) 839-0767 fax
Info@EnvironmentNorthCarolina.org
www.EnvironmentNorthCarolina.org



