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The League of Conservation Voters (LCV) has published &
National Environmental Scorecard every year since 1970, the
year it was founded by leaders of the environmental movement
following the first Earth Day. LOV's mission is to protect the
environment through political action, by helping 1o elect pro-
conservation candidates to Congress and holding legislators
accountable for their actions. LUV is different from other
environmental organizations—it is the only group that works
full-time on nationat environmental politics, as the move-
ment’s bipartisan political action arm.

This edition of the Narional Environmental Scorecard provides
objective, factual information about the voting records of the
members of the 104th Congress. This Scorecard represents the
consensus of experts from 27 respected environmental groups
who have selected the key voles on which members of
Congress should be graded.  Those who score high are
environmenfal heroes, the kind of men and women whose
runks LCV works fo increase in Congress. They chose to stand
on the side of protecting the environment on contested votes
over important issues of basic health and safety protections,
resource conservation, and environmental spending.,  The
Scorecard only mcludes votes on which Members of Congress
were faced with a real choice on whether or not to protect the
environment: it excludes some environmental accomplish-
ments that passed by voice vote or were approved with broad
consensus, because they do not help to distinguish pro- and
anti-environmental legislators.

Pedicated environmentalists and national leaders volanteered
their time to identify and research crucial votes. We extend
special thanks to our Board of Directors and Political Advisory
Committee for thewr valuable mput.

Edited by Paul Brotherton, Alisen Chase, Saundra Crune, David Lewis, and
Betsy Loviess. Published October 1996 by the League of Conservation
Voters®, All Rights Reserved. For additional copies or information about
joining, please contoct LOV, 1707 1 Streer, NW, Surle 730, Washington,
DC. 20036, Phone: (2023 783-R8083 Fax: (202) 8350491 Eopuail:
lev@leviorg; World Wide Web: http/dwww icvorg/,




A
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

The 104th Corgress is finally over, and environmentalists nationwide would like to say a collective “good
riddance™ to the gang that Yavnched an unprecedented assault on our health and safety, our natural resources, and
the laws that protect them. Never before has there been a Congress so out of step with Americans—who want
stronger environmental protections, not weaker ones. Never before has the congressional leadership tried so
hard to make the environment a polarized. partisan issue, And never before has the performance of a Congress
posed such a clear choice for our work at the League of Conservation Voters.

Fortunately for the environment, most of the congressional attacks ultimately fell short of their goals, as
the President and environmental champions in both parties heard the public outery and found their own voices
to fight back. Halfway through this congressional session, 135 members of Congress were on their way (0
compiling perfect “zeroes” with their votes against the environment. As a result of the votes cast in 1996, 44 of
those members finished the 104th Congress with an LCV zero on the environment-——an improvement but stil}
too many.

As the 104th Congress drew to a close, there were some faint hopes for reestablishing environmentai
protection as a bipartisan issue. Some of the Republican freshmen who scored very fow in 1995 began voting
for the environment to boost their reclection chances with angry constituents, But others remain unrepentant
anti-environmentalists. bent on rolling back environmental protection laws and willing to increase risks to public
health and safety and our long-term prosperity. They softened their rhetoric, but their party’s platform reaffirms
that their goals remain the same.

Will we say farewell to this anti-environment brigade in 19977 Will the 104th Congress be an anomaly, or
will the assault continue unabated? That choice is up to each of us, and LCV is working to make sure the public
is well-informed. We believe that all members of Congress should be held accountable for their votes on
environmental issues at the polls. On November 5. voters can replace enemies of the environment and reelect
strong environmentalists o Congress.  This Scorecard can help you distinguish some of the earth’s best
protectors from those in Congress who need a one-way ticket back home.

The envirenment desperately needs more defenders and protectors in Congress——not just to turn back
assaults but to enact a positive environmental agenda for the 21st century. A recent bipartisan poll by Peter Hart
Research Assoctates and Research/Strategy/Management Inc. found that by better than three to one. voters say
current laws generally don’t go far enough in protecting the environment. Thanks to a heroic outpouring of
opposition from citizens, we have been effective in playing defense and defeating numerous anti-environment
proposals in the 104th Congress. Now we must move forward to win tougher protections for the water, air, land,
wild species, and places we all share—and that requires many more advocates in Congress.

Maollie Beattie, former Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and a lifclong environmentalist, put
it best: “What a country chooses to save is what a country chooses to say about itself.” Whatever the election’s
outcome. 1t will be a historic turning point for the nation’s environment, We are the majority, but we must not
be silent. We can reward friends of the environment with our votes and ask others to make that same choice.
Help us by joining the League of Conservation Voters today.

+ b%//ﬂ@ﬁam-—ﬁ

Peb Callahan
President




OVERVIEW OF THE 10418 CONGRESS

The 1994 elections brought a sweeping tumover in Congress that caught many observers by sorprise. In
the results, some saw a huge demand for changes in policy and reform of government institutions; others noted
frustration and cynicism that had been growing for many years. There is no evidence. however. that the voters
who did want change intended to throw out the pillars of environmental health and safety protections developed
over more than two decades.

Yet that is what the new majority 1in Congress set out to achieve.

Standing before the U.S. Capltol in 1995, the Republican leadership claimed a mandate for revolution,
sealed by what they called a “Contract With America.” They began a heated and historic assault on health and
safety laws without checking with the American people. They went to war against environmental regulations,
but what they got instead was a battle with the public, which overwhelmingly supporis strong environmental
profections.

The anti-enviromment assaull that began in 1995 stalled during the second session of the 104th Congress,
due to public outery and frequent opposition from the White House.  Initially. the congressional leadership
concluded that they merely had a pubtic relations problem, that they had “mishandied” environmental issues and
only needed to change public perceptions, not their lfegislative agenda. Then they counseled Republicans w©
avoid the strident anti-environment rhetoric that had proven so unpopular and had aided President Clinton’s
public standing. They recommended that legisfators appear at tree planting or beach cleanup events on Barth
Day to look Iike environmentalists, and some did. But others continued to push the same harsh words and
policies, fike Rep. Bul Tauzin (R-LA), who bhoasted unabashedly that “there was nothing wrong with the
fenvironmental] agenda in the Contract”™ with America.

A few environmentally oriented Republicans, like Rep. Sherwood Boehlert (R-NY), worked to moderate
some anti-environment legislation and to broker some legislative compromises. By late 1996, the majority
leadership had retreated from many efforts to pass anti-environment bills and “riders.” roll back environmental
reguiations, rewrite the Endangered Species Act, and adopt other extreme legislation.

The majority leadership’s new strategy produced two important victories for the environment that
President Clinton signed into law. Bipartisan agreements brought congressional approval of both the Safe
Drinking Water Act and legislation to update the regulation of harmtul pesticides in food. These bills will aid
public safety and the environment, but this Scorecard does not list the votes on their final passage because
contentious issues were resolved earlier and the bills passed nearly unanimously. Legislators did not face a real
environmental choice.  Other pro-environmental proposals were passed without recorded votes or by over-
whelming margins, including approval for the Antarctica Protection Act {352-4 in House), enactment of hattery
recycling legislation (Voice Vote in House, Unanimous Consent in Senate), and the reanthorization of coastal
zone protection (407-0 ip House, Unamimous Consent in Senate).

These Tew eavironmental achievements were welcome, but overall the 104th Congress made very lintle
additional progress toward enhancing environmental protection. In many areas. the anti-environment assault did
continue in 1996, though less visibly, through cuis in environmental enforcement budgets and key conservation
programs. And though environmentalists ook some solace in their ability to block some assaults, the net result
is that most major environmental issues remain gridlocked. and that this congressional leadership remains hostile
to a proactive environmental agenda,

The brutsing budget battles of 1995 extended into early 1996, leaving the Environmental Protection
Agency and the Department of the Interior without full funding until halfway into the fiscal year. When Congress
could not override the President’s vetoes and threats to veto bills with anti-environment riders, it ultimately




dropped many riders and permitied the President to waive others after signing into law the bill carrying them.
which he did.

President Clinton sajd that he wanted to limit the damage caused when he signed o 1995 law expediting
“timber salvage” sales that allow togging in the ancient forests of the Northwest and throughout the Natonal
Forest System. Clinton threatened to veto attempts to extend this program beyond September 30. 1990,

Favironmentalists also beat back an attempt to open up Utah’s wilderness to developmeni when Senate
Fnergy and Natural Resources Committee Chairman Frimk Muorkowski (R-AK) tied o attach the legislation wo
a package of mostdy nonconiroversial park bills, Retiring Sen. Bill Bradiey (ID-NJ} successtully filibustered the
package and Murkowski retreated. but sensitive wilderness in Utab stll needs protection.

The congressional leadership ook other anti-environment legislation off the fast track it had been on in
1995, mindful that votes against the environment were endangering the reclection chances of many incumbents,
particularly freshmen.  Worried that unpopular anti-environment legisiation promoted by former Majority
Leader Bob Dole could endanger his presidential election prospects, Republican leaders stopped their aggressive
push for enviropmentally damaging regualatory reform and the so-called “property rights” bills he had sponsored.
although environmentalists remain alert to a resurrection of those proposals.

The leadership’s shift in strategy and its legisfative outcome are reflected in this year’s LCV scores. The
number of pro-environment votes by Republican legislators increased markedly after the first session of the
104th Congress, which scored an all-time record low on the environment with 135 LCV “zeroes.” Votes cast in
1996 left only 44 legisiators with a zero score for the {ull 104th Congress.

But this Congress still leaves a legacy of near-disaster for environmental protection safeguards and a
growing st of unaddressed conservation needs. Americans increasingly state a desire for more and better
environmental protections, not fewer. A recent bipartisan poll by Peter Hart Research Associates and
Research/Strategy/Management Inc. found that by better than three to one, voters say current environmental
faws generally don't go far enough in protecting the environment.

The election results in November will determine whether or not the 105th Congress can restore a bipartisan
consensus 1o act on this overdue agenda and move aggressively to protect our environment in the 21st century.
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VOTING SUMMARY

10471H CONGRESS NATIONAL AVERAGES

SENATE HOUSE
National Average 46 45
Democrats 84 74
Repubiicans 13 20

1047H CONGRESS REGIONAL AVERAGES
SENATE HousE

Mid Atlantic/New England 71 68
Sotheast 33 31
Midwest 52 43
Rocky Mins/Southwest 16 29
West 51 36

104TH CONGRESS STATE AVERAGES

SENATE HOUSE SENATE HOUSE
Alabama 13 25 Montana 39 64
Alaska 2 4 Nebraska 20 L8
Arizona 8 26 Nevada 87 18
Arkansus 91 29 New Hampshire 23 20
California 93 49 New Jersey 89 : 75
Colorado 15 37 New Mexico 43 38
Connecticut 89 78 New York 47 86
Prelaware 76 62 North Carolina 4 27
Florida 47 44 Nosth Dakota 74 H2
Georgia 43 32 Ohio 60 37
Hawaii 76 04 Oklshoma 8 11
Idzho 0 0 Oregon 52 39
Mliinois 85 49 Pennsylvania 34 48
Indiana 15 33 Rhode Isiand 78 96
lowa 50 i9 South Carolina 41 44
Kansas 17 24 South Dakota 45 62
Kentucky 30 25 Tennessee 13 30
Lowsiana 35 22 Texas 7 3
Maine 65 60 Utah 0 16
Maryland 95 71 Vermont 73 96
Massachusetts 97 84 Virginia 48 40
Michigan 49 56 Washington 49 29
Minnesota 49 64 West Virginia &9 53
Mississippi 0 28 Wisconsin 98 49

Missouri 6 43 Wyoming 11 0



WILDLIFE, PUBLIC LANDS, FORESTS, AND WILDERNESS

1.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

in 1995, Congress imposed a one-year moratorium on listing endangered and threatened species and critical
habitat Tor protection under the Endangered Species Act. The Fiscal Year 1996 Ommibus Rescissions and
Appropriations Bl (H.R. 3019y included language continuiag that moratorium for another year and provided no
funds for Fish and Wildlife Service staff to resume listing species.

Sen. Harry Reid (D-NV) offered an amendment, supported by Environment and Public Works Commitiee
Chairman John Chatee (R-RI), (o 1ift the moratoriom and restore funds for Histing activities. Sens. Kay Bailey
Hutchison (R-TX) and Dirk Kempthome (R-ID), supporters of the moratorium, offered a weak substitute
amendment to the Reid amendment, allowing only “emergency” listings and authorizing a single dollar for listing
aclivities.

On March 13, 1996, Sen. Reid’s motion (o table (kifl) the Hutchison-Kempthorne amendment failed, 49 - 51
YIS is the pro-environment vote.

After passing the Senate, the Hutchison-Kempthorne provision was weakened by House-Senate Conference
Committee language allowing the President to waive the moratoriam.  President Clinton signed the bill on Apri}
26. 1996, with the waiver, and the moratorium expired. However, the $4 million the committee restored to the
Fish and Wildlife Service remains inadequate fo complete listing actions for the backlog of threatened and
endangered species.

LOGGING WITHOUT LAWS

Congress attached a “rider” to the 1995 Budget Rescissions Act that allows timber companies fo purchase and log
parcels i our national forests without regard to federal environmental laws.  Logging without adequate
environmental saleguards has ravaged old-growth and healthy, green trees under the guise of “salvaging™ dead or
discased timber. It imperils fisheries, destroys habitat for endangered wildlife. degrades water quahity in streams
and rivers, and undermines conmumercial and .spurthth” mdustries.  The rider blocked all environmental
challenges to these timber sales.

FL.R. 3019, the Fiscal Year 1996 Omnibus Rescissions and Appropriations Bill, continued the dangerous precedent
set by the salvage rider, extending indefinitely the time for old-growth timber sales directed by the rider Tanguage.
Sen. Patty Murray {D-WA) offered an amendment to suspend the salvage pmv 1sion, permit environmental

challenges. allow the government to buy back timber contracts, and authorize the sale of dm(,axcd fire-damaged.
or wind-damaged trees.

On March 14, 1996, the Senate rejected the Murray amendment. 42 - 54, YES is the pro-environment vote.

On April 26, 1996, President Clinton signed H.R. 3019 into faw with the 1995 logging language intact.

GRAZING |

The U.S. government charges artificially low fees 1o ranchers who graze livestock on federa fands. This federal
subsidy encourages overgrazing, which causes severe environmental degradation of public lands and costs
American taxpavers hundreds of millions of doilars in fost revenae from below-market fees. Under the guise of
reforming grazing management, Sen. Pete Domenici {R-NM) sponsored S. 1459, the Public Rangelands



Management Act of 1995, a bill that would actually roll back existing environmental protections. continue
subsidies to the livestock industry, and block public involvement in federal land management.

During consideration of 51459, Sens. Dale Bumpers (D-AR ) and Jim Jeffords (R-VT) oifered an amendment
1 move grazing lees loward far market pl"w For large i anchin g operators, who control 60 percent of forage
on public r meiand\ (he amendment would have raised (he federal lands grazing fee o the mini,uiuhir state
tands fee. Smaller famity ranchers would have been exempt from the {ee increase,

O March 2101996, the Senate passed Sen. Domenict’s motion 1o iable (KD the Bumpers amendment, 32 -
i
47, N s the pro-eavironment vofe

4 GRAZINGH
pxcessive grazing by domestic cattle and sheep on our federal lands continues to damage fish and wildlife
populations and degrade streams and water resources. Envirenmentalists have tied for over @ decade, without
suceess, o reform rangeland management.
5. 1459, sponsored by Sen. Pete Domenict (R-NM), would ensure continuation of environmentally and
fiscally irresponsible grazang practices by maintaining wrtificially low grazing fees and hampering sound,
scientifically based protection of fish, wildiife, water. recreation. and other resowrees on national forest and
public ands,
On March 21, 1996, the Senate passed 5. 1459, 51 - 46, NO is the pro-environment vote.

5 UTAH WILDERNESS
Energy and Natural Resources Committee Chairman Frank Murkowski (R-AK) compiled more than 30 park-
related provisions into an omnibus parks bill, HR, 1296, Included in this Targely uncontested bill. at the
request of Sens. Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and Robert Bennett (R-UT), was the very controversial 8, 884——the Utith
Public Lands Management Act, The Utah legisiation would designate only 2 million acres of wildermess out
of 22 million acres of Bureau of Land Management land in the state; environmentalists support a bill
designating 5.7 million acres as wilderness. 5. 884 would create exceptions to the Wildemess Act, roil back
environmental protections, and prevent future protections of currently undeveloped lands.
To stop Chairman Murkowski from inctuding S. 884 in the omnibus parks bill. Sen. Bill Bradiey (D-NJ) began
a filibuster. Senate debate can continue indefinitely during a filbuster unless 60 senators invoke cloture to cut
off debate. On March 27, 1996, Sen. Murkowski's cloture motion farled. 51 — 49, and the bill was withdrawn
from floor consideration. NO is the pro-environment vote.
On May 1, 1996, H.R. 1296, minus S. 884, was passed by the Senate.

6. PUBLIC LANDS SELL-OFF

Unitl lust year. a budget rufe prohibited Congress from assuming that the federal deficit would be reduced by
revenues from future sales of national “assets.” such as national parks or oil and gas from the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge. The rule helped discourage misguided sell-offs of publicly held natural resources and parks.
The 104th Congress dropped the rule and began allowing this speculative practice in 1995,

Sen. Dale Bumpers (D-AR) tried to reinstate the original budget rule with an amendment to S. Con. Res. 57.
the Fiscal Year 1997 Budget Resolution. He argued that the new practice encourages selling narural resources
at a fraction of their true value, instead of conserving and profecting them for the long-term. The Bumpers
amendment would have prevented Congress from including in its budget plan any revenues from oil drilling
in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.




On May 22, 1996, the Senate approved Sen. Pete Domenici’s (R-NM} motion to table (kill} the Bumpers
amendment, 52 — 46, NO is the pro-environment vote.

FARM BILL

7.

LIVESTOCK ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS

Livestock farms raising poultry. cattle. and hogs produce animal waste runoff and create a serious water pollution
hazard. While the Clean Water Act regulates large Hivestock producers, the law exempts small and medium-sized
operators.

The Senate version of the 1996 Farm Bill, 5. 1541, created an Environmental Quality Incentives Program
(EQUIPY to provide finuncial assistance to all Hvestock producers, regardless of size, to reduce animal
waste~based poltution. In ay effort o target the funds 1o those farmers most in need of financial assistance, Sen,
Tom Harki (D-1A) offered an amendment to limit EQUIP assistance to small and medium-sized Livestock farms.,

On February 7, 1996, the Senate agreed 1o the Harkin amendment, 57 — 39, YES is the pro-environment vote.

SUGAR SUBSIDY

Large sugar cane growing operations south of Lake Okeechobee disrupt natural water flow through the Florida
bverglades ecosystem and pollute the water with heavy applications of fertilizer and pesticides. The Department
of Agriculture’s sugar program subsidizes this destruction by artificially inflating sugar prices and imposing
quotas on imported sugar.

During debate on the Senate version of the 1996 Farm Bill, S. 1541, Sen. Judd Gregg (R-NH) offered an
amendment to ead the sugar price-support program. On February 7. 1996, the Senate rejected the Gregg
amendment, 35 - 61. YES is the pro-environment vote. (Sce House vote 8.)

INTERNATIONAL/POPULATION

9

INTERNATIONAL FAMILY PLANNING

Stabilizing hurnan population growth around the globe is crucial to environmentally sustainable development. and
the U.S. has helped fund volutary family planning programs fo achieve this goal. While opponents of such
programs raise concerns over funding for abortion, 1LS. Taw prohibits the use of foreign asststance funds for this
purpose.

Congress approved deep cuts in the fiscal year 1996 budget for international fanuly plunning assistance and
imposed restrictions on spending the scarce reraining funds, as part of a stop-gap funding bill to keep the
sovernment operating (HLR. 2880, 1/26/96). The $76 miltion that was appropriated constifutes an effective
reduction of 87 percent from the 19935 budget for international family planning programs.  On a subsequent
spending bill (H.R. 3019). Appropriations Committee Chairman Mark Hatfield (R-OR} added a provision to Lift
those restrictions and restore funding in cases where the President certified that the restrictions would reduce
access to family planning and increase the incidence of abortion.

Foreign Operations Appropriations Subcommittee Chairman Mitch McConnell (R-KY) and Senate Majority
Leader Bob Dole (R-KS) offered an amendment o strike the Hatfield language. On March T4, 1996, the Senate

rejected the amendment, 43 — 52, NO is the pro-environment vote.

On April 26, 1996. President Chinton signed H.R, 3019 into law.
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SPENDING BILL K
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13 FUNDING ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS

g

el

5. Con. Res. 57, the Fiscal Yeur 1997 Budget Resolution. made significant cuts 1o President Clinton’s proposed
six-year budget for environmental programs, putting at risk essential environmental and conservation programs
administered by the Department of the Interion. Forest Service, Eavironmental Protection Agency (FPA), and other
agencies,

Sens. John Kerry (D-MA), Frank Laustenberg (13-NB, and Barbara Boxer (D-CA) offered un amendment to add
back 7.3 l ithien to the six-year budgets for EPAL the Nationa! Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the
National Park Service. restoring funding levels contained in President Clinton’s fiscal year 1997 budget proposal,

On May 2201996, Sen, Pete Domenict's (RENM) motion to able (kill) the Kerrv amendment was agreed to. 35 - Al
45, N 18 the pro-environment vote.
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LIEBERMAN NG 89 L TTHIO0L 90 0 1 + 1 = + 1 + 1 20 +f - 7+ - +] +

~ DELAWARE

BIDEN (INE 96 % 921100 86§ + | + | + |+ +| + - 1+t + 7 +0 +] +
ROTH, W. Ryg56E 62508520 +1 ~ |+t +] i -] -+l +] +] +] -1 -

FLORIDA

ORAHAM, B. (Dyf 89§ 7711008 806 + ) + 1 + L+ + 1 +1 1 -1 + 1] - +| -] +
MACK My 48 OF 78 70 -b -0 - b e b e oo o
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+ = Pro-enviromment action

= m ART-CRYIFORTENE action

7 ADSCRCE foount. as negative

I = lnelioible to vore

PSen. sheits Frabun was appoioed o £
t 5 308 [ j

GEORGIA
COVERDELL
MUNN

HAWAI

AKAKA
INOUYE

{DAHO

CRAIG
KEMPTHORNE

ILLINOIS
MOSELEY-BRAUN
SIMON

[NDIANA

COATE
LUGAR

{OWA
GRASSLEY
HARKIN

KANSAS

DOLE
FRAHM"
KASSEBAUM

KENTUCKY
FORD, W,
McCONNELL

4}%%

(B}
3

D)

(D)

®R)
(R}

(&)
D)

(B
(&)
(®)

(D)
(®)

85
&7

85
85

19
11

SENATE VOTES 1996

&5
77

77
69

23
5

15
&5

16

15

86

57

93
100

]

LA
<@

72
66

17

4

90

34

48

?

had o3
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KEY SENATE VOTES 1996

+ = Pro-environment action

- = Anti-enviromment action

? = Absence {counts as negative)

1 = Ineligible to vote

LOUISIANA

BREAUX myf33islwjast - -F-+{+b+-]-1-1-1-|+
JOHNSTON, B. e 37 g 311435418 -1 -] +|-1-~- [ S R R I R
MAINE

COHEN (RITTOB AT 7L A9 - | - | w1+ |+ +] +| +] ]+ ]| +] -
SNOWE (R 59 54} 64 S N N N
MARYLAND _

MIKULSK] (Mg B9 E 9218679 +] +] 4+ |+ +1 +] +1 +1 +1| - +] ] +
SARBANES (DY ICORI00EI00E 90 8 + 1 + | + 1 + ]+ +| +1 +| + |+ +| +]| +
MASSACHUSETTS

KENNEDY, E. MYl 931 8511005 93] + | + ] + |+l +] 1 #] +] 21| «| +[ +
KERRY, 1. ONPI100F 1001008 97 F + | + | + 5 + | + 1 ] +| +]L ] +7 +] +] +
MICHIGAN

ABRAHAM ®F a8 o017 R N U I A T D A A T
LEVIN, C. O 93Easl100] 79} + 1+t 4|+l w4 +F -]+ +]+| -]+

MINNESOTA

GRAMS 31 IR IR N TR TP [ T I A R I S R R S A
WELLSTONE D O3 8500 9T + 1 + | # [+ [ +7 +| 4+ -7 +1 -] +| +] +
MISSISSIFPI

COCHRAN @bofolol 3 -|-1-1-1-1-1-1-i-]-1-1-]-
LOTT @iotojpol 3t - -(-1-{-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-
MiSSOURI

ASHCROFT Rypt1g23yo e N e I ™ I I e DR B
BOND ®lbogojoijwi-|-1i-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-
MONTANA

BAUCUS (HE 78§ 691861700 + |+ -1 -+ +! +} -]+ -] +] +1 +

BURNS @boflololsb-1-1-|-Vt--|-]-1-1-1-1-]-



SENATE VOTES 1996

+ = Pro-environment achon

« m ARIRENVIremeni acion

Ao e

= Absence tconnm as nogative)

i = Incligible 1o vote

MEBRASKA

HXON
- KERREY, B,

MNEVADA

BRYAN
REID

NEW HAMPSHIRE

CGREGG
SMITH, R,

NEW JERSEY
BRADLEY
- LAUTENBERG

NEW MEXICO

BINGAMAN
DOMENICT

NEW YORK
D AMATG
MOYNIHAN

NORTH CAROLINA

FAIRCLOTH
HELMS

NORTH DAKOTA

CONRAD
DORGAN

(D}
)

(D)
()

(R)
(B)

(D}
(D)

(1)
(®)

(R)
(D)

(R)
(R)

D)
Ly

&
)

89
85

30
15

78
100

78

89

67
81

149
160

85
77

38
23

77
100

69

54
69

100

86
79

93

83

21

79

86

69
76

34
¢

93
o7

62
1G

14
€3

PUCT |

ey

- m e
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KEY SENATE VOTES 1996

4+ = Pro-envirenment action

C = = Anti-environment action
¥ = Absence (counts us negative)
i = Ineiigible to voie

“Sen, Ron Wyden was elected by special
clection end svorn in Pebmary 6, 1995
1o fill the vacancy creared by Sen. Bob
Packwood's resignation.

OKLAHOMA

INHOFE ®)F 4§0]7 A I U U A R R
NICKLES VRIS BEH R2R IST' T NS R (NN U (A R (IS R B S N R
OREGON

HATFIELD @I sy 7 348 - - -1-] 212 +]-1+]-1-
WYDEN? (g 9218 92 S I S S T T T B T AR S S B S
PENNSYLVANIA

SANTORUM ®F 151317 0} N (P (S S P N R G R S R R
SPECTER RFS2IS4]50045 ) + | - |- [ e+ L] +1-]-1-]-

RHODE ISLAND

CHAFEE Ryg7OEB 13T 79+ + L+ 1+ - 48+ 4|+ +1 +] -
PELL (DY 85 F 85§86 | 90§ + |+ + |+ |+ +| +| +] +1 71 7] +1 +

SOUTH CAROLINA

HOLLINGS 5 IR I8 B3 I3 B S B (N DU (O O S B SO S SR
THURMOND @lobtololb st -1-1-1-1-1-1V.].-71-

SOUTH DAKOTA

DASCHLE g 853 6011001605 + | +1 - [+ + 1 4+ +1 -] +[ -1 -7 +]+
PRESSLER @i afsbol 3t Lottt +1-b-i-1-1-1-
TENNESSEE

FRIST ®E 71500 IER I IR AT A R T RO A B R S B
THOMPSON, F. ®E9l3tf 7 S I T R D I D T
TEXAS

GRAMM Ryg 7 8 7 3 -0-4t-1-1-1- /20 U 0 TS I RS R
HUTCHISON @RI 78150 0f0f-]-1-1-F-1-|-1+]-1-1+]-1-
UTAH

BENNETT @iofotol7h-i2]-1-1-1-4v-1-1o2]-1-1]-1-

HATCH ®EoFgofi o0 74-[-1-1-1-1-7-1-1-1-1-1-1-



KBy SENATE VOTES 1996

4w Pro-environment acfion

= Ant-environment action
= Absence reoonnts as pepnlive)

?
b = Ineligible 1 vore

VERMONT

JEFFORDS (Byd 56 046 [ 640830 1 20 w4 - | - -0 -t +b- ] -1+
LEAHY My 93 ] 8511000 97 |+ e k| e - ] ] -+
VIRGINIA

ROEB (DHe 898 77100 728 + 1 + | +] + | +1 +| - | -~} #] +1 4] - | +
WARNER. _ &b 788 7ty -f-1+t-1-07-1-1-1-1-1-1-]-
VWASHINGTON

GORTON @t afsiof2tf - -4-1-1-bV-1+i-01-1-1-1I-
MURRAY (D) 93 1 85j100] 86§ +| + 1t +f+ 1+ | +| 41 -+ +]| +| - +
WEST VIRGIMIA | |
BYRD i gt 77i8si 62t ] - |+ |+ #F+] -~ T+ -]+ +
ROCKEFELLER () 96 8 G2 11000 83§ + | # | + [ + |+ +1 +| - +1 ] #] +| +
WISCONSIN

FEINGOLD (D 100510071008 97§ + [ + | + 1+ | +{ +{ +| +| + | +] +} +| +
KOHL Ml 96 921000 790 + ¢ + | + 1+ |+ +] +] +| + ]+ +] -] +
WYOMING

SIMPSON 31 IREE B3 IRT JRTcH TP D A A (R RV IR BN S B B AR B
THOMAS, C. (Ryg 11§ 8|14 N R I T T U s B D R e B

Editor’s note: A Member’s score for the 104th Clongress is caleulated as a percentage of all the Scorecard
votes for both 1995 and 1996, rather than as an average of cach year’s scores.




WILDLIFE, FORESTS, AND REFUGES

L

ANTEENVIRONMENT RIDERS T

Much of the 104th Congress’s assabit on the environment has been pursued through “miny uucr\ attached
to spending and revenue bifls necessary 1o ku,p the government opernting. On December 18, 1965, President
Clinton vetoed the Fiseal Year 1996 Interior Appz(_)pnai ons Bl HLR. 1977, in par E because of anti-
enviroamental riders attached to it Among the most controversial werer (1) a moratoriom on listing for
protection any additional threatened and msdanmu& species: (23 o tmber plan aflowing excessive Jogging of

Alaska’s Tongass National Forest, one of the world’s few remaining temperate ram forestst (3) an effort
nullity pom(ms of the California Desert Pm fection Act by stripping away management of the Mojave National
Preserve from the National Park Service; and (4) restrictions on energy efficiency and conservation programs,

To override a presidential veto. the House and Senate must each pass the vetoed legistation by a two-thirds
majority of present and voting members, On Janvary 4, 1996, the met, of Represematives fatled to overnide
the President’s veto of HLR, 1977, 239 — 177, NO is the pro-epvirenment vote,

These provisions reswrfaced in 3018, the Fiscad Year 1996 Omaibus Rescissions and Appropriations Bill,
§ PrUE

but they were either dropped during the House-Senate Conference or the President was given authority o
watve them.

ANTI-ERVIRONMENT RIDERS I}

President Clinton vetoed several fiscal year 1996 appropriations biils because they contained deep budget cuts
and anti-environmental provisions, known as riders. In March, five months into the fiscal year, the House
Appropriations Commitiee merged outstanding appropriations bills into H.R. 3019, making minor
modifications but leaving most of the anti-enviromment riders intact. The new ommbus bill contained riders
to eliminate the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) role in protecting wetlands, restrict energy
efficiency and conservation programs, and prevent additional threatened and endangered species from
receiving protection. In addition to these and other environmentally harmfol provisions, the omnibus bill also
cut funding for environmental programs, including an almost 10 percent reduction in EPA's budget from 1993
levels,

On March 7, 1994, the House of Representatives passed H.R. 3019, 209 — 206, NO is the pro-environment
vole.

After continued presidential veto threats, the House-Senate Conference Commitiee « fropped restrictions on
EPATs review of wetlands permits, restored EPA funding to 56.5 billion. and gave the President authority 1o
waive other anti-environmental provisions. On Axpnl 26, 1996, the Pressdent signed H.R. 3019 and exercised
the warvers.

WILDLITE REFUGES

Wildlife conservation has been the primary purpose of the National Wildlife Refuge System sinee its creation
in 1903, but. unlike other agencies, the ULS. I*is and Wildlife Service operates under a variety of laws and
executive orders rather than a unified organic act. While touted as that organic act by its sponsor, House
Resources Commmittee Chairman Don Young (R-AK), FLR. 1675 would actually weaken conservation-oriented
management of refuges and increase risks to wildlife and habitat. H.R. 1675 would establish hunting and other
wildlife recreation uses as purposes of the Refuge System, equal in importance to wildlife conservation.




Hunters. &.E‘ai'-\tsa.xgh =‘=':L'- purchase of duck stamps. and other wildlife enthusiasts have long \'np’)(}i“i'cd acquisition of

langt tor the system, even when hu maa g was limited to o few refoges. © miuﬂiy 90 percent of the Refuge Svstem
ACTEREE IN 0PN 10 5 unting and fishing, bur managers. most famibiar with the needs of each refuge. deternine
fible with wildiif ervalion on o cage-by-case basis. HUR. 1675 would iostead create a
}*-‘—‘l"“li‘f“i¥‘a%'%()=1 that hunting and othey witdbfe recreation are always compatible, The bill would fac 1 e cx_;_v;mde:d

ity aperaions on refuges by W“swwg: compatitt iy cqum Tenis fOr xunh activities. H.R, 1673 would slso
make it difficult w add new land to refuges. Tequiring a special act of {‘ mgress for most new 1 iu s, and would

allow the transfer of federal refuges 1o the sintes,

which uses ure cony

On April 24, 1996, the House pagsed FLRL 1675287 - 138, NGO i< the pro-environment vote.

M

FEDERAL LAND ACQUINITIO

£y

o

RUTY (‘cp{mi?"' over SO00 milllon in revenue
5 for federal purchase of covironrmentally stgnilicant | i Owww{ma‘ 'qmmm FRESTRES fm.n
Fund may be vsed w acquire privaiely held fands within nacon: paniw forests, or wildiife refuges. Congress
ance in Jw fund and a tengthy list of deserving parcels

h:m reduced ;* srehases inrecent veurs despite a growing

offered for sale by willing owners.

Rep. Sam Parr (D-CA) offered on amendment to HEL 3662, the Fiae LJ Year 1997 Interior Appropriations Bill, to
. ] . - : o . T ~ . - -
inerease appropriations from the Land and Warer Conservation Pund by 5135 2 willion, restormg funding o 1995

fevels, The fund increase would be offset by an equivaient reduction i fessil energy research and developrment
SO s not 1o ncrease the budget deficit,
Onl 149, 1696, the House rejected the Farr amendment, 183 - 235, YES 4 the pro-envirennient vole.

REDWOODS AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

.

The Headwarers Forest on California’s north coast holds the lurgest remaining privately held stands of ancient
redwood trees and destgnated critical habitar for an endangered sm’n d. the marbied murrelel.  With only a few
thousand murrelews lefr, proper conservation measures, including designation of critical habital, are ]]Ltt‘&.‘uu}/ t0
cisure the species’ survival,

Rep. Frank Riggs (R-CA) attuched lanouage to FLR. 3662, the Fiscal Year 1997 Interior A ;'Bpa'upf“&{im'ik; Bill,
prc_ vepting enlorcement or desienation of critical habitat for the murrelet on private binds n California under the
Endangered Species Act (ESAL The Riggs amendment would give 2 special ESA exemption o the Pacific
Lumber Company, which seeks to log the redwoods. Riges's provision put at risk the Taw, the redwoaods. the
mrrelet. and endungered cohio sabmon with critical habitat i the forest streams.

On-dune 19, 1996, the House nf‘ C;‘%i. entatives approved Rep, Norm Dicks’s (D-WA) amendment to strike the
Kiges provisien from the bill, 237 - 164, YES s the pro-envirenment vote,

LOGOGING WITHOUT LAWS

{"“m gress attached a rider to the 1995 Budget Rescssions Act 1o permit tmber companies o purchase and log
parcels in our mﬁ wal forests without regard 1o federal envirenmental faws, Logging withour adequate
environmenial safeguards has ravaged old-growth and healthy, o trees under the vui.&;e of Usaivaging” dead or

diseased Eiézahcl, !u iﬂt_)LEsL frsheries, destroys habiiat for endingered wildiife, depre
and rivers. and undermines commereial and sportfishing indusiries. The ride 'pmmmed i

valer guality i streams
gat challenges to these

miher sales.

1945, the House

{See Senate vete 1)

he Furse amendment, ”f)‘?




7. LOGGING ROADS
Loggimg roads open up wild forests o development, The roads ihemselves result in eros] T sirearn silfation,
and harin o fish and wildlife, vet the federal government continues (o subsidize logaing road construction for
the benefit of timber companies.
Dring consideravon’of LR 3660, the Fiscal Year 1997 Interior Appropriations Bill, Rep
(-8AY Johm Bdward Porter (BT, Pan Mitior {-FL) David "ﬁ I !
Klug (R-Who and John H M;_Hiez (R INY offered an emendment to el
construction of now loog i national forests. The Lii"}‘?("?i'%}'l‘u;‘s";.? contin | ;
existing losgmye roads, i“m i ;eqnwed grzher companies 10 shovider more of the Costs asociaied with new
road o Imm by reducing the Forest Service's road consiractic :

wh the Kennedy amendment i miiv passed by a margin of one vore, the House reversed 1tselt on o

second vote miuww d by Rep. limn Kolbe (R-AZ} on fune 20, 1996, and the Kennedy amendment alimately
failed on a tie vote, 211 - 211 YES 18 tlk pro-environment vote.

.

FARM BILL

Y oTTON R T OF 1T

8. SUGAR SUBSIDY
Large sugar cane growing operations wuih ut fake Okeechebee disrupt naturad water flow throu g} the Florida
5‘.@“ HJades ecosystem ind pollute the waler with heavy a;mhummnk of fertilizer and pesticides.  The
"kpmlmuﬂ <‘fom scubture’s sugar program auhwd tzes this destruction by arttficially inflating sugar poices and
mpesing quotas on imported sugar.
Rep. Dan Miller (R-FL) offered an amendment to the 1996 Farm Bill. H.R. 2854, which would phase out the
sugar support program over a five-year period. On | @h‘wn‘y 8. 1996, the House ic‘;u.ud the Miller
amendment, 208 - 217, YES is the pro-environment vote. {See Senate vote 8.

. . .,

AIR AND WATER
- \ - A

9. CLIMATE CHANGE RESEARCH
scientists around the world warn that global warming poses serious consequences. The earth’s atmosphere is
heating up and disrupting weather patterns, lasgely due 1o the bur ning of fossl fuels ;md Suhsequem butldun
of carbon dicnade in thc ALMOosp he-:rt‘ The Ommbus Civilian Science Authorization Bt H.R. 3322 imtroduced
by House Science (ﬂmmniu Chair Robert Walker (R-PA). would have pmhihitcd the bBnvironmenial
Protection Agency {EPA) from spending any funds to research changes in global elimate. The bill would have
cut EFA research on now ucozimrm} wmhf)ds for reducing energy consumption and improving energy

efliciency, conducted as part of the government’s interagency Chmate Chapge Action Plan,

Drving floor consideration of HLR. 3322, Rep. Yoe Lofgren (1-CA) offered an amendment 1o strike the ban
on BPA's climate change research pmgmm funding.  Omn May 30, 1996, the Houose defeated the Loferen
amendment, 197 - 2110 YES is the pro-environment vote.

i, PORK BARREL WATER PROJECY

Enmeshed in controversy since its conception in 1968, the Bureau of Reclamation’s Anfmas-La Plata water
project would use hydropower from other federal dams 1o pump water from the Animas River in southwestern
Colorado uphill 1.000 fectinto an adjucmt watershed to irrigate marginal agricuitural land. The project would
destroy wetlands, threaten fish and wildhife, deplete water flows m the Animas and San Juan Rivers, and
devrade water aualitv in New Mexico. at a total cost of $714 mitlion.




Reps. Tom Pewi (R-WI and Peter DeFazio (D-OR) proposed an amendment to H.R. 3816, the Fiscal Year 1997
Energy and Water Appropriations Bill. o cut all $10 mithion in 1997 funding for the Animas-la Plata project. On July
24,1996, the House adopred the amendment. 221 - 200, YES is the pro-environment vore. (See Senate vote 10.)

HAZARDOUS WASTE
H. SUPERFUND
The Superfund reqothorization Bill, VLR 2500, introduced by l” . Michael (‘}x ey {R-OH3, would authorize
paymenis out of the program’s appropriations to partics liahie for {lcil nup of contaminated sites—in essence
paving polluters who da 'ieft %%“w :*—*w*f‘ st and public health, Rep. Bdward Markey {,)r?v.‘i.f-, :
' HR. the Frseal Yeur 1997 VA-HUD Appropristions Bil. ©
nding 1
On Fane 26, 1996, the House rejected the Markey armendment, 142 - 274 YES s the pro-environment vote.
ENERGY
12. SUBSIDIZING NUCLEAR POWER
The U8, nuclear power industry still faces serious economic; safety, and environmental problems, despite huge
government subsidies over nrany years, No new nuclear reactor has been ordered in nearly a generation, yet the
industry continues to seck federal funding for rescarch and development of new types of reactors.
The Deparanent of Frergy's Advanced Light Water Reactor (ALWR) program has received nearly $295 million
i federal funds over the past five vears, H*m funds subsi fa/L Lorpumtmm invoived with the construction and
export of reactors overseas. mereasing the threat of nuclear weapons proliteration.
Reps. David Obey (D-W1 and Mark Foley (R-FL) offered an amendment to the Fiscal Year 1997 Energy and
Water Appropriations Bill {H.R. 3816) 1o eliminate the $17 million budgeted next vear for ALWR. '
On July 25. 1996, the House rejected the Obey amendment, 198 - 211 YES is the pro-environment vote. (See
senate vote 1)
13, RENEWABLE ENERGY RESEARCH

Last vear Congress reduced federal spending for research on clean sources of renewable energy — wind, solar,
seothermal, and biomass—-by 29 percent, 10 $275 mithon, The Fiscal Year 1997 Energy and Water ;\ppmpri:ﬁiofas;
Bifl, H.R. 3816, would have reduced that funding another 16 percent.

Reps. Dan Schaeter (R-CO). Scou Klug (R-W1H, Karen Thurman (D-FL), Vie Fazio (D-CAY. David Minge (D-
MN), and Mait Salmon (R-AZ) offered an amendment to HL.R. 3816 to restore $42. 1 million for rencwable Ciergy
research and development, to be paid for by cuts to the Central Arizona Project.

O

3
g

Hy 25, 1996, the House adopted the Schaeler amendment, 279 - 135, YES i3 the pro-environment vote
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KEY
+ = Pro-environment action
- Anti-environment action
T = Absence {counts as negative)
I = mmeligible to vote
P = Voted present to avoid a
possible conflet of interest
ALABAMA
1 CALLAHAN (i)
2 EVERETT (R)
3 BROWDER (4
4 BEVILL (D)
5 CRAMER )
6 BACHUS (R)
7 HILLIARD o)
ALASKA
YOUNG, D. R)
ARIZONA
I SALMON R)
2 PASTOR D)
3 STUMP (R}
4  SHADEGG (R}
5 KOLBE ®)
6 HAYWORTH 30 |
ARKANSAS
1 LINCOLN ()
2 THORNTON {3
3 HUTCHINSON (R)
4 DICKEY (R)
CALIFORNIA
1 RIGGE ®)
2 HERGER (R)
3 FAYIO 18)]
4 DOOLITTLE (R}
5 MATSUI (1)
& WOOLSEY (D
T MILLER, G. (D)
8 PELOSI 3]

35
31
31

63

27
88

12
15
12

27
65
12

2.3

6%

96
88
92
88

HOUSE VOTES 1996
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23

. 38
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- 34

T

23
23
23

106
92

33
38
23

69

100

[o-T - I o B e

46
69

O
i

160
85
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+ = Pro-environment action

= = Anti-envirommnent action

T = Absence (counis as negative)
I = Ineligible to vote

P = Voted present to avoid a

possible conflict of interest

' Rep, Tom Campbell was slected by 2
special election and swora in December
15, 1995 to fill the vacancy created by
Rep. Norman Mineta's resignation.

* Rep. Juanita Millender-McDonald was
elected by special election and swors
in Aprit 16, 1696 1o fill the vacancy
created by Rep. Walter Tucker’s
resignaton.

9 DELLUMS @)
10 BAKER, B. (R)
11 POMBO R)
12 LANTOS (D)
13 STARK (D)
14 ESHOO (D)
15 CAMPBELL, T (R)
16 LOFGREN 49))
17 FARR (D)
18 CONDIT ()
19 RADANOVICH (R)
20 DOOLEY 165y
21 THOMAS, W. (®)
22 SEASTRAND R)
23 GALLEGLY (R)
24 BEILENSON §9)}
25 McKEON (R)
26 BERMAN 5)
27 MOORHEAD R)
28 DREIER ®R)
20 WAXMAN )
30 BECERRA (D)
31 MARTINEZ @)
32 DIXON )
33 ROYBAL-ALLARD (D)
34 TORRES o)
35 WATERS (D)
36 HARMAN (D}
37 MILLENDER-McDONALI? (D)
38 HORN ®)
39 ROYCE (R)
40 LEWIS, JERRY ®)
41 KM R)
42 BROWN, G. (D)

88
85
100
85
92
96
31

35
12
12

100

92

160
a1
65
92
56
92
92

o 38 EZ

12
31

HOUSE VOTES 1996
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Pro-environment aclion

- = Apti-environment action 7 /
7 = Abszence (counts us negative) :
I = Ineligible to vote
P = Voted present to avoid a
pussible conflict of interast
i_'i. i;] 1:'1 12
43 CALVERT 2} U3 B30 D00 EEE NN NN R S R U U B B HU S DA
44 BONO ®i 4 elo A D O A A AU S P I N
45 ROHRABACHER (R)[ ISF31 J ¢ 113 J- |- |- - - |-l &+ -|«@-1+1-
46 DORNAN b sl g bobr -1 |- A A A T
47 COX ' e:3% BE:3N IDETN BRI I Y A N R B IS S R S A A DT B B
48 PACKARD By 4 4 3 & 7 - - - - - - - + - - - - -
49 BILBRAY (R) | 46 | 652 | 31 R A R A T s FE I T I T
50 FILNER (DY§ 88 & 77 {100 | 88 +f o+ |+ e + 4 - + - + 0 o+ ] -
51 CUNNINGHAM (R E 19531 F 8 [ 15 |- |- - |+l - | -1~ |- {+]-[|+]+
52 HUNTER @wiolotoioe bo o -ttt bob oo ooty
COLORADO
| SCHROEDER b fssfwooios o+ ]+l el e ]+ ] R SR R
Z  BEAGGS (g 88 8 77 100 ¢ 91 + + + - + + + |- - + 1+
3 McINNIS 3] DR AR IR TN I B N ™ A A R B S R I I
4 ATLARD SRR B 8 8 20 - - - - - - - - - - - - e
5 HEFLEY . (R CONN B LN S AU I R N A RO S T B T
6 SCHAEFER ®Eg g gt i- N U S N A A A T R s
CONNECTICUT
1 KENNELLY @92 fssfloors |+ |+ [ R IR R R SV VR VI R T
2  GEIDENSON Dt 95 §100¢ 92 | 89 + + + + 1 + + + + +
3 DeLAURC DYFI00J100§100 {91 b+ |+ [+ | + 1+ |+ |+ [ +] +]+ +
4 SHAYS @issi7miwotor 1 i - b+l s+l + s+t v -0+ 4
¥ FRANKS G AR IR K I I R 20 DN R A DV B (U B B S
& JOHNSON, N, REsabas 162 150 §- - 1+ -1 s |4t -1 twl a1t
DELAWARE
CASTLE 1538 N BN 73R k50 A N N U A B VIR P U R (R BRI RS
FLORIDA
SCARBOROUGH (R): 35854 [ 15 | A A D O O D D A B
Z PETERSON, P (g 42 8 15 | 69 € 59 + + - 7 ¥ i Vi - 7 - 9 7 7
3 BROWN, C. 5] IELE IS T B e B e A e T T T T T e o
4 FOWILER (RyE & 15 & 206 F - - - . . - - - - - - .




REY HOUSE VOTES 1996

+ = Pro-environment action

= = Anti-environment action

7 = Absence (counis a5 negative)

I = Ineligible to vote

P = Vouwed present w avoid a =

possible confHet of brerest
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KEY HOUSE VOTES 1996

+ = Pro-environment action

Anti-environment action

il

Absence (counts as negative)

Ineligible to vote

H]

Ry e
H

Voted present to avoid a
possible conflict of interest

* Rep. Jesse Jackson Jr. was elected by
special election and swom in Aprii 25,
1966 to fill the vacancy created by
Rep. Mel Reynold's resigaation.
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4+ = Pro-environment action

= Anti-environment action
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KEY HOUSE VOTES 1996

+4+ = Pro-environment action

- = Anti-environment action
P = Absence {counts as negative)

T = Ineligible to vote

P = Voted present fo avoid a
possible conflict of interest

*Rep. Elijah Cumnmings was elected by
special election and sworn in April 25,
1894 fo 1ill the vacancy created by
Rep. Kweisi Mfume’s resignation.
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+

HOUSE VOTES 1996

= Anti-environment action

? = Absence (counts as negative)
I - Ineligible to vote
P = Voted present to avoid a _ iy
possible conflict of interest f i
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+ = Pro-environment action

- = Anti-environment action

? = Absence (counts as negative)

I = Ineligible to vote

¥ = Voted present to avoid a
possible conflict of interest

* Rep. Bill Emerson died Jane 22, 1996,
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+ = Pro-environment action

- = Anti-environment action

? = Absence (counts as negative)

I = Ineligible o voue

P = Voted present to avoid 2

possible conflict of interest
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KEY HOUSE VOTES 1996

= Pro-environment action

+
!

Apti-enviropment acHion

Absence (counts a8 negative)

Ineligible to vote

s T e ISR
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Voted present to avoid a
possible conflict of interest
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+ = Pro-environment action +
- = Anti-environment action OR / -
7 = Absence (counts as negative) ?
I = Incligible to vote i
P = Voted present to avoid a 2 _jff P
possible conflict of interest
 Rep. Earl Blumenzuer was clected by b ; ‘/ :
special election and sworn in May 30, & i ; .
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Editor’s note: A Member’s score for the 104th Congress is caleulated as a percentage of all the Scorecard
votes for both 1995 and 1996. rather than as an average of cach year’s scores.




MEMBERS OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE 104TH CONGRESS

SENATE LCV SCORE'S FOR THE 104TH CONGRESS

Abraham, Spencer (R} MI
Akaka, Daniel (D) HI
Asheroft, John (R) MO
Baucus, Max (D) MT
Bennett, Robert (R) UT
Biden, Joseph (D) DE
Bingaman, Jeff (D} NM
Bond, Christopher (R) MO
Boxer, Barbara (ID) CA
Bradiey, Bill (D} NI
Breaux, John (DY LA
Brown, FHank (R) CO
Bryan, Richard (DD} NV
Bumpers, Dale (1) AR
Burns, Conrad (Ry MT
Byrd, Robert {D) WV

Campbell. Ben Nighthorse (R) CO

Chafee, John (R} RI
Coats, Dan (R} IN
Cochran, Thad (R) MS
Cohen, William (RYy ME
Conrad, Kent (D) ND
Coverdell, Paul (R) GA
Craig, Larry (R) ID

D Amato, Alfonse (R) NY
Daschle, Tom (D) 5D
DeWine, Mike (R} OH
Dodd, Christopher (D) CT
Dole, Robert (R) KS
Domenici, Pete (RY NM
Daorgan, Byron (D) ND
Exon, James (D) NE
Faircloth, Lauch (R) NC
Feingold, Russeil (D) Wi
Feinstein, Dianne (1)) CA
Ford, Wendell (D) KY
Frahm, Sheila (R) KS
Frist, Bl (R TN
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Glenn. John (D) OH
Gorton, Slade {R) WA
Graham. Bob (I FL
Gramm, Phil (R) TX
Grams, Rod (R) MN
Grassley, Charles (R) 1A
Gregg. Judd (R) NH
Harkin, Tom (DY TA
Hatch, Omin (Ry UT
Hatfield, Mark (R) OR
Heflin, Howell (1) AL
Helms, Jesse (RY NC
Hollings, Ernest (D) SC
Hutchison, Kay Bailey (R} TX
Inhofe, James (R) OK
Inouye, Danicl (D) Hi
Jeffords, James (R} VT
Johnston, J. Bennett (I LA
Kassebaum, Nancy (R} KS
Kempthorne, Dirk (R) ID
Kennedy, Edward (D) MA
Kerrey, Robert (D) NE
Kerry, John (D) MA

Kohl, Herb (D) WI

Kyl Jon (R) AZ
Lautenberg, Frank (D) NJ
Leahy, Parrick (1) VT
Levin, Carl (D) MI
Eicherman, Joseph (D) CT
Lott, Trent (R} MS

Lugar, Richard (R} IN
Mack, Connie (R} FL
MecChan, John (R)Y A7
McConnell, Mitch (Ry KY
Mikulski. Barbara (D) MD
Moseley-Braun. Carol (D) IL

Movnilian, Daniel Patrick (D) NY

Murkowski, Frank (R) AK
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74
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56
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Murray, Patty (D) WA
Nickles, Don (R OK
Nunga., Sam (D) GA

Pell. Claibome (D) RI
Pressler, Larry (R) SD
Pryor, David (1) AR
Retd, Harry (D) NV
Robh, Charles (I3) VA
Rockefeller, John (D) WV
Roth, William (R) DIz
Santorum, Rick (R) PA
Sarbanes. Paul (D) MD
Shelby, Richard (R) AL
Simon, Paul (D) 11,
Simpson, Alan (R) WY
Smith, Robert (R) NH
Snowe, Olympia (R) ME
Specter. Arlen (R) PA
Stevens, Ted (RY AK
Thomas, Craig (R) WY
Thompson, Fred (R) TN
Thurmond, Strom (R) §C
Warner, John (R) VA
Wellstone, Paui (D) MN
Wyden, Ron (D) OR
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MEMBERS OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE 104TH CONGRESS

House LCV SCORES FOR THE 104TH CONGRESS

Abercrombie. Neil (13) Hi-1
Ackerman, Gary {12) NY-3
Allard, Wayne (R} CO-4
Andrews, Robert (1) NI-|
Archer. Bill (Ry TX-7
Armey, Dick (R TX-26
Bachus, Spencer (R) AL-6
Baesler, Scony (D) KY-6
Baker. Bill (R CA-10
Baker, Richard (R) LA-6
Baidaccs, Tohn (1) ME-2
Ballenger, Cass (R} NC-10
Barcia, Jumes (D3 MI-3
Bars, Bob {R) GA-T
Barrett, Bill {(R)Y NE-3
Barrett, Thomas (D) Wi-3
Bartlett. Roscoe (R)Y MD-6
Barton, Joe (RYTX-6

Bass, Charles (R) NH-2
Bateran, Herbert (R) VA-1
Becerra, Xavier (DY CA-30
Beilenson, Anthony (I CAL24
Bentsen, Ken (D) TX-23
Bereuter, Doug (R} NE-1
Berman, Howard (D) CA-26
Bevill. Tom (D) AL-4
Bifbray, Brian (R) CA-49
Bilivakis, Michael (R) FL-9
Bishop., Sanford (D) GA-2
Bliley, Thomas (R) VA7
Blomenaver, Ead (D) OR-3
Blute, Peter {R) MA-3
Boehlert, Sherwood (R NY-23
Boehner. John (R) OH-8
Bonilla, Henry (R) TX-23
Bonior, David (1)) MI-10
Bono, Sonny (R) CA-44
Borski, Robert (D) PA-3
Boucher, Rick (D) VA-D
Brewster, Bill (1) OK-3
Browder, Glen (D) AL-3
Brown, Corripe () FL-3
Brown, George (D) CA-42
Brown, Sherrod (DY OH-13
Brownback, Sam (R} K&-2
Bryant, 5d (R} TN-7
Bryant, John (D) TX-3
Bunn, Jim (R)Y QOR-5
Bunning. Hm (R} KY-4
Burr, Richard (Ry NC-3
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Burten, Dan (R) IN-6

Buyer, Steve (R} IN-5
Callahan, Sonny (R} Al-1
Calvert, Ken (B CA-43

Camp, Dave (R)y Ml-4
Campbeli, Tom (R) CA- 15
Canady, Charles (R) FL-12
Cardin, Benjaran (D) MD-3
Castle, Michael {R) DE-AL
Chabot. Steve {(R) OH-1
Chambliss, Suxby (R) GA-8
Chapman, Jim (D3 TX-1
Chenoweth, Helen {R) 1D-1
Chrstensen, Jon (R)y NE-2
Chrysler, Dick (R MI-8

Clay, William (1) MO-|
Clayton, Eva (1) NC-1
Clement, Bob (£2) TN-3
Clinger, William (R) PA-3
Clyburn, Jumes (D} SC-6
Coble, Howard () NC-6
Cobura, Tom (R) OK-2
Coleman, Ronald (Dy TX-1
Collins, Barbara-Rose (D) ! MI 13
Colling, Cardiss (D) [L-7
Collins, Mac (R) GA-3
Combest, Lamry (R) TX-19
Condit, Gary (D) CA-18
Conyers, John (D) Mi-14
Cooley, Wes (R) OR-2
Costello, Ferry (D) H.-12

Cox, Christopher (R} CA-47
Coyne, William (D) PA-14
Cramer, Robert “Bud™ (D) Ai-5
Crane, Philip (R) [L-%

Crapo. Michaei (R} ID-2
Cremeans, Frank (R} OH-0
Cubin, Barbdm (IR) WY-AL
Curmings, Elijah (D) MD-7
Cunningham. Rdﬂd}; Ry CA-5I
Danner, Pat (1) MO-6

Davis, Thomas (R) VA-11

de la Garza, E.
Deal, Nathan (R} GA-9
DeFazio, Peter (D) OR-4
Delauro, Rosa (1) CT-3
Delay, Tom (R) TX-22
Dellums, Ronald (D) CA-Y
Dreutsch, Peter (D) FL-20
Diaz-Balart. Lincoln (R) FL-21

“Kika™ (1) TX-15
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Dickey, Jay (R AR-4
Dicks, Norm (IDy WA-6
Dingcll. John (1) MI-16
Dixon, Jubag 13y CA-32
Doggetr, Lloyd (1D TX-1)
Dooley, Cal (D} CA-20
Doolittle. John (RY CA-4
Doman, Roberr (R)Y CA-46
Dovie, Mike {I3) PA-18
Dreter, David (RY CA-28
Duncan, John (R) TN-2
Dunn, Jennifer (Ry WA-8
Durbin, Richard (I3} 1L-20
Edwards, Chet (D) TX-11
Fhlers, Vernon (RY MI-3
Fhrlich. Robert (R) MD-2
}‘mu‘\‘nn Bill (RY MY
Engel. Eliot (I NY-17
I,.nghsi'l, Phii (R) PA-21
Ensign, JTohn {R) NV
Eshoo, Anna (13 (‘Af!-’L
Evans, Lane (D) IL-
Everett, Terry (R)AI ?
FEwing, Thomas (Ry .-
Farr, Sam (1)) CA- !7
Fattah, Chaka (D) PA
Fawell, Harmris (R) IL AH
Fazio, Vie (D) CA-3
Fields, Cleo (D) LA-4
Fields, Tack (R) TX-8
Filner. Bob (1)) CA-30
Flake. Floyd (I NY-6
Flanagan, Michael (R) 11.-5
Foglietta. Thomas (I2) PA-1
Foley, Mark (Ry FL-16
Forbes, Michael (R} NY-1
Ford, Harold (D) TN-9
Fowlu, Titlte {R) P-4
Fox, Jon (R) PA-13

Frank, Barney (D) MA-4
Franks. Bob (R) NJ-7
Franks, Gary (RY CT-5
Frelinghuysen, Rodney (R) NJ-11
Frisa, Damel (R)y NY-4
Frost, Martin (1) 1T3-24
Funderburk, David (R} NC-2
Furse, Elizabeth (D) OR-1
Gallegly, Elton (Ry CA-23
Ganske. Greg (R} [A-4
Gejdenson, Sam (D) CT-2
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HOUSE LCV SCORES FOR THE 104TH CONGRESS

Ciekas, George (R) PA-17
Gephardt, Richard (D) M(3-3
Geren, Pete (D) TX-12
Gibbons, Sam (D) FL-11
Gilchrest, Wayne (R) MD-1
Gillmor, Paud (R) OH-5
Gitman, Benjamin (R) NY-20
Gingrich, Newt (R) GA-6
Gonzalez, Henry (D) TX-20
Coodiatte. Robert (R} VA-4
Goodling, Bill (R) PA-19
Gordon, Bart (I) TN-6
CGioss, Porter {R) FL-14
Grabam, Lindsey (R) SC-3
CGreen, Gene (D) TX-29
Creene, Enid (R) U2
Greenwood, James {R) PA-8
Cunderson, Steve (R)Y WI-3
Cterrez, Luis (I 114
Gutknecht. Gil (R) MN-}
Hall, Ralph (ID) TX-4

Hail, Tony (133 OH-3
Hamilton, Lee (D) IN-Q
Hancock, Mel (10 MO-7
Hansen, James (R) UT-L
Harman, Jane (I3) CA-36
Hustert, Dennis (R) [1.-14
Hastings, Alcee (D) FL-23
Hastings, Richard “Doc™ (R) WA-4
Hayes, Jimmy (Ry LA-7
Hayworth, 1D, (R) AZ-6
Heflev, Joel (R} CO-5
Hefner, W.G. “Bill”™ (D) NC-§
Heineman, Fred (RY NC-4
Herger, Waily (R} CA-2
Hilleary, Van (R) TN-4
Hilliard, Barl (D) AL-7
Hinchey, Maarice (D NY-26
Hobson. David (R) OH-7
Hoekswa, Peter (R) MI-2
Heke, Martin (R) OH-10
Holden, Tim (D) PA-G

Horn, Steve (R) CA-38
Hostettler, John (R) TN-§
Houghton, Amo (R NY-31
Hover, Steny (D) MD-3
Hunter, Duncan (R) CA-52
Hutchinson, Tim (R) AR-3
Hyde. Henry (R -6
Inglis. Bab Ry §¢C-4
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Istook, Ernest (R OK-3
Jackson Ir, Jesse (1) [L-2
dackson Lee, Shetla (D3 TX-18
Tacobs, Andrew (D) IN-10
Jefferson, William (DY LA-2
Johnson, Eddie Bernice (I3 TX-30
Johnson. Nancy (RY CT-6
Johsson, Sam {(R) TX-3
Johngon, Tim (D) SI>-AL
Johnston, Harry (D) FL-19
Jones, Walter (RY NC-3
Kanjorski, Pawd (D) PA-13
Kapiur, Marcy (D) OH-9
Kasich, John (R) OH-12
Kelly, Sue (R) NY-19
Kennedy. JToseph (1) MA-8
Kennedy, Patrick (1) RE-1
Kennely, Barbara (D) CT-1
Kildee, Dale (D) ML9

Kim. fay (R) CA-41

King, Peter (R} NY-3
Kingston, Jack (R) GA-]
Kleczka, Gerald (D) Wi-2
Klink, Ron (D) PA-4

Klug, Scott (R) WI-2
Knollenberg, Joe (R) Mi-11
Kolbe, Jim (R} AZ-5
LaFalce, John (D) NY-20
LaHood. Ray (Ry1L-18
Lantos, Tom (DY CA-12
Largent, Steve (Ry OK-1
Latham, Tom (R) [A-5
LaTourette, Steven (RY OH-19
Lauvghlin, Greg (R TX-14
Lazio, Rick (R) NY-2
Leach, Jim (R) 1A-1

Levin, Sander (1) MI-12
Lewis, Jerry (R) CA-40
Lewis, John (D) GA-5
Lewis, Ron (R) KY-2
Lightfoot, Jim (R) 1A-3
Lincotn, Blanche Lambert (DY AR-1
Linder. John (R) GA-4
Lipinski, William (D) 11.-3
Livingston, Robert (R) LA~
LoBiondo, Frank (R) NJ-2
Lofgren, Zoe (D) CA-16
Longley, James (R) ME-|
Lowey, Nita (D) NY-18
Lucas, Frank (R) OK-6
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Luther, Bill (D) MN-6
Maloney, Carelyn (D) NY-14
Manton, Thomas (D) NY-7
Munzulle, Dopald (R) IL-16
Markey, Edward (D MA-7
Martiner, Matthew (D} CA-3]
Martint, Bill (R) NI-§
Mascara, Frank (D) PA-20
Matsui, Robert (D) CA-3
MecCarthy., Karen (D) MO-3
MeCollum. Bill (R) FL-8
McCrery, Jim (R) LA-3
MeDade, Joseph (R) PA-10
MeDermott, Jim (D) WA-7
McHale, Paul (D) PA-15
McHugh. John {R) NY-24
Melnnis, Scott (R) CO-3
Mchnosh, David (RYIN-2
MeKeon, Howard (Ry CA-25
McKinney, Cynthia (D) GA-11
McNulty, Michael (DY NY-21
Meehan, Martin (DY MA-3
Meek, Carne (D) FL-17
Menendez, Robert (I3) NF-13
Metealf, Tack {R) WA-2
Meyers, Jan (R} KS-3

Mica, John {R) FL.-7
Millender-McDonald, Juanita (10 CA-37
Milier, Dan (R) FL-13

Miller, George (D) CA-7
Minge, David (D) MN-2
Mink. Patsy (D) HI-2
Moaldey. Joe (DY MA-Y
Molinari, Susan (RINY-13
Moliohan, Alan (ID) WV-1
Montgomery, RV, “Sonny™ (D) MS-3
Moorhead. Carlos (R) CA-27
Moran. James (D) VA-8
Morella, Canstance (R) MD-8
Muriha. John (D) PA-12
Myers, John (R) IN-7
Myrick, Sue (R NC-9
Nadler, Jerrold (1) NY-8
Neal. Richard (DY MA-2
Nethercutt. George (R} WA-S
Neumann, Mark (R) WI-]
Ney, Bob (R) OH-18
Norwood, Charles (R) GA-10
Nussle, Im (Ry 1A-2
Oberstar, JTames (D) MN-8
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HOUSE LCV SCORES FOR THE 104TH CONGRESS

Obey, David (B WI-7

lver, John (1) MA-T

Ortiz, Solomon (DY TX-27
Ortom, Bl (1) UT-3

Crwvens, Major (D) NY-1 1
Oxley, Michaet (Ry OH-4
Packard. Ron (R) CA-43
Pallone. Frank (ID) Ni-6
Parker, Mike (R MS-4
Pastor, BEd (1) AZ-Z

Paxon, Bili (Ry NY-27

Payne. Donald (1)) NJ-10
Payne. LL.F. {DD) VA-5

Pelosi, Nancy (D) CA-8
Peterson, Collin (Dy MIN-7
Peterson, Pete (DY FL-2

Pewi, Tom (R) WI-6

Pickett. Owen (D} VA-2
Pombo, Richard (R) CA-H]
Pomeroy, Darl (D) ND-AL
Porter, John Edward (R) 11.-10
Portman, Roh (R OH-2
Poshard, Glenn () T-19
Pryce, Deborah (R) OH-15
Quiiien, James {R) TN-1
Quinn, Fack (R} NY-30
Radanovich, George (R} CA-19
Rahall. Nick (I3} WV-3
Ramstad. Jim (R) MN-3
Rangel. Charles (D) NY-15
Reed, Jack (1)) RE-2

Regula, Ralph (R) OH-16
Richardson, Bl (1) NM-3
Riggs, Frank (R) CA-1
Rivers. Lynn (D) M1-13
Roberts, Pat (R) KS-1
Roemer, Tim (DY IN-3
Rogers, Harold (R) KY-5
Robhrabacher, Dana (R) CA-435
Ros-Lehtinesn, fleana (Ry F1L-18
Rose. Charlie (D) NC-7

Roth, Tohy (R) WI-8
Roukema, Marge (R) NJ-5
Roybal-Allard, Lucille (D) CA-33
Royce, Ed (Ry CA-39

Rush. Bobby (I [L-1

Saho, Martin Ofav {1D) MN-3
Salmon, Mart (R) AZ-1
Sanders, Bernard (1) VT-AL
Sanford, Mark (R} SC-1
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sawyer, Tom (D) OH- 14
Saston, James (R) NJ-3
Scarborough, Joe (R) FL-1
Schaefer, Dan (R CO-6
Schiff, Steven (R) NM-1
Schroeder, Patricia (D) CO-1
Schumer, Charles (D) NY-8
Scott, Robert (£3) VA-3
Seastrand, Andrea (Ry CA-22
Sensenbrenner, F. James (Ry WY
Serrano, Jose {3 NY-16
Shadegg, John (R) AZ-4
Shaw, E. Clay (R) FL.22
Shays, Christopher (R} CT-4
Shuster, Bud (R) PA-G
Sisisky, Norman (1) VA-4
Skagps, David (I CO-2
Skeen, Joe (R)YNM-2
Skelton, The (D) MO-4
Slaunghter, Louise (D) NY-28
Smith, Christopher (R) NI-4
Smith, Lamar (R) TX-21
Smuth, Linda (R) WA-3
Sinith. Nick (R) MI[-7
Solomon, Gerald {R) NY-22
Souder, Mark (R) IN-4
Spence, Flovd (R) SC-2
Spratt, John (D) SC-3

Stark, Pete (D) CA-13
Stearns, Cliff (R FL-6
Stenholm. Charles {12y TX-17
Stockman, Steve (R) TX-9
Stokes, Louis (DY OH-1]
Studds, Gerry (I MA-10
Stump. Bob (R) AZ-3
Stupak. Bart (Iy MI-i
Talent, James (R) MO-2
Tanner, John (127 TN-8

Tate. Rundy (R} WA-G
Tawzin, W “Billy” (Rj LA-3
Taylor, Charles (R)y NC-11
Taylor, Gene (1) MS-3
Tejeda, Frank (D) TX-28
Thomas, Witham (R) CA-21
Thompson, Bennie (D) MS-2
Thoroberry, William “"Muac™ (R) TX-13
Thornton, Ray (DY AR-2
Thurman, Karen (D3 FL-5
Tiahre. Todd (R) K8-4
Torkildsen, Peter (RY MA-O
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Torres. Esteban (1) CA-34
Torriceili, Robert (1) NJ-9
Towns. Edoiphus (1) NY-10
Traficant. James (I OH- 17
Upton. Fred (R} MI-6
Velazquez, Nydia (1) NY-12
Vento, Bruce {12 MN-4
Visclosky, Petes (D) IN-{
Volkmer, Harold (D) MO-G
Vucanovich, Barbara (IO NV-2
Walker, Robert {I} PA-16
Walsh, James (R} NY.25
Wamp, Zach (R) TN-3
Ward, Mike (D) KY-3
Waters, Maxine (D) CA-35
Watt, Melvin (D) NC-12
Watts, 1.0, {R) OK-4
Waxman, Henry (11 CA-29
Weldon, Curt (R) PA-T
Weldon, Dave (R) FL- 15
Weller, Jerry (R) 1L-11
White, Rick (R) WA-1
Whitfield. Edward (R) KY-1
Wicker, Roger (R} MS-1
Willtams, Pat (D) MT-AL
Wilson, Charles (D) TX-2
Wise, Bob (1) WV-2

Wolt, Frank (R} VA-I0
Woolsey. Lynn (D) CA-6
Wyan, Albert () MD-4
Yales, Sidney (D) H.-9
Young, C.W. "Bil” (R) FL-10
Young, Don {Ry AK-AL
Zeliff, Bill (R NH-1
Zimmer, Dick (R} NJ-12
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LCV AND LCV EDUCATION FUND STAFF

Peh Callahan

Fresident

Elaine Lynch Jones

Viee President

David Lewis

Chief Operaiing Gffiver

Betsy Loyless

Poliical Direcror

Anne Suer

Chicf Financiol Officer

Beth Sullivan

Prajects Direcior

Paul Brotherton

R(’A't’{!i‘('/’i Direcior

Alson Chase

Cominunications Assoclale
Vickie Coupling

Fxeontive Assistani to the President
Jermifer Cox

Fyecutive Assistant 1o the Viee Presidem
Adam Fachberg

Rocky Mountain Field Divector
Mark Hzzel

Sowiheast Field Direcior

Burt Glass

Divecror of Press Relations
Hortense Huonter

Executive Assisiani to the Cheir
Donna fones

Receptionist

Name

LT am joining as a new member.

L.1§25

firic Kessler

Natianal Field Divector
Treacy Kirkpatrick
Membership Direcior

Mancy Marlow

Special Events Coordinaior
Victoria Masotta

Catreach Coordinator

John McComb

Nerwork Administraror
Chuck Omstead
Bevelopment Officer

Herlyth Paul

Bookkeeper

Nancy Rollman

Deputy Dircetor of Development
Michelle Shefter

Divector of Online Publishing
Wendy Sommer

Deputy Director of Developmeni
Debbie Spector

Bevelopment Assistant

Lisa Wozniak

Michivan Field Director
Ierns

faura Falk

Kristen Lentz

Alexis Sentell

Lydia Vermilye

L Fam renewing my membership.

1 Other $

Address

State Lip

SIGN ME UP! 1 want iillions of voters 1o know the score. Here's my contribution to help 1OV mobilize
the environmental majority to protect our air, water, endangered species. and remaining wild lands.

The Leagge of Conservatlon Voters is supporied by thousands of individual citizens aationwide who share the
beliet that members of Congress should be held accountable Yor how they vole on the environment.

Your contrihutions support our effective advocacy and political programs and are not tuix-deductible.
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Please > vour check payabie to the League of Conservation Vorers and return 10 with this fomm Lo
LOVOTTO7 L Streat. NW, Sute 750, Washington, DC 20036, Phone £207) 785-8683: Fax (2023 8350441,
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