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FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS

TWO YEARS AGO, we reported that fundamental public health
and environmental protections were under attack in the 112th
Congress. The situation has remained largely the same to date
in the 113th Congress. In 2013 and 2014, the U.S. House of
Representatives has voted to block federal agency progress
in all of Clean Water Action’s priority campaign areas, 2=
including restoring Clean Water Act protection to
streams and wetlands and cleaning up toxic coal
ash. Similar measures have not been able to pass
in the U.S. Senate.

Clean Water Action tracks key votes and compiled
this Scorecard to help members and others
assess the votes of U.S. Representatives and Senators on policies related to clean
water, clean air, public health, climate change and energy. The upcoming 2014 mid-
term elections are an opportunity to hold Members of Congress accountable for
their votes.

SCORING

Clean Water Action tallied 14 U.S. House votes and 9 U.S. Senate votes for each
Representative and Senator in Clean Water Action states. To earn a perfect “100%”
a U.S. House Representative would need to have voted “No” on 12 of the 14
scored House anti-environment measures and a “Yes” on two of the scored House
proposals; in the Senate, four “Yes” votes and five “No” votes were required.
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2013-2014 U.S. SENATE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

KEY SENATE VOTES IN 2013

Federal Budget 2014

Senator Patty Murray’s (D-WA) amendment forced a vote on House Budget Committee Chair Rep. Ryan’s (R-WI)
alternative budget, which included drastic cuts to health and environmental protections and billions of dollars in subsidies
and tax breaks for Big Oil. [March 21, 2013; defeated 40-59]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Promoting Dirty Oil Project (Hoeven Amendment)

Senator John Hoeven [R-ND] sponsored this non-binding Resolution attached to the 2014 Federal Budget Resolution
signaling support for the controversial Keystone XL pipeline, a project which threatens water resources and promotes
reliance on dirty oil. [March 22, 2013; passed 62-37]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Toxic Air Pollution from Power Plants (Coats Amendment 2812)

Senator Dan Coats’ (R-IN) amendment to the Federal Budget Resolution creates loopholes in programs meant to reduce
mercury and other toxic pollution from power plants. [March 22, 2013; rejected 46-53]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Blocking Action on Climate (Inhofe Amendment 359)

Senator James Inhofe’s (R-OK) amendment to the federal budget resolution would cut funding for federal agency
programs to reduce pollution causing climate change. [March 22, 2013; defeated 47-52]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Choosing Dirty Water (Barrasso Amendment 868)

Senator John Barrasso’s (R-WY) amendment to the Water Resources Development Act would have blocked U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers efforts to restore Clean Water Act protections to
streams and wetlands, including headwater streams providing drinking water to over 117 million people. [May 14, 2013;
defeated 52-44]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Confirmation of Gina McCarthy

After 100 days of delay and intense scrutiny from Senate Republicans, the Senate voted on President Obama’s nomination
of Gina McCarthy to lead the Environmental Protection Agency. [July 18, 2013; passed 9-40]

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote.

KEY SENATE VOTES IN 2014

Limiting Influence of Money in Politics (S.J. Res. 19)

Constitutional Amendment would reduce the influence of money in politics. The Senate voted not to move forward on
consideration on this important issue. [September 11, 2014; defeated 54-42]

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote (60 votes needed for passage).

Promoting Clean Energy (Wyden Amendment 3060)

The Expiring Provisions Improvement Reform and Efficiency (EXPIRE) Act, H.R. 3474, would have extended clean energy
tax credits and other programs to promote renewable energy sources and energy efficiency. [May 15, 2014; defeated
53-40]

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote (60 votes needed for passage).

Promoting Energy Efficiency (S. 2262)

The bipartisan Energy Savings and Industrial Competitiveness Act of 2014 would have promoted energy efficiency
innovation and saved consumers money. [May 12, 2014; defeated 55-36]

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote (60 votes needed for passage).



STATE

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Florida
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Massachusetts
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Pennsylvania
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Texas

Virginia

KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote;

2013-2014 U.S. SENATE SCORECARD

To earn a perfect “100%” four “Yes” votes and five “No” votes were required.

NAME/Party

Boxer [D]
Feinstein [D]
Bennet [D]
Udall [D]
Blumenthal [D]
Murphy [D]
Nelson [D]
Rubio [R]
Cardin [D]
Mikulski [D]
Warren [D]
Cowan [D]

Ed Markey [D]
Levin [D]
Stabenow [D]
Franken [D]
Klobuchar [D]
Shaheen [D]
Ayotte [R]
Booker [D]
Menendez [D]
Casey, Jr.[D]
Toomey [R]
Reed [D]
Whitehouse [D]
Cornyn [R]
Cruz [R]
Warner [D]
Kaine [D]

“_n

Federal
Budget
2014

I+ + + + + + +

+ + + o+

+ 4+ + o+ o+

n/a

Promoting
Dirty Oil
Project

+

Toxic
Power Plant
Air
Pollution

+ 4+ + + o+ o+ +

= anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote;

Blocking
Action on
Climate
Change

+ 4+ + + o+ o+ +

ur _

Choosing
Dirty
Water

I o+ + + 4+ + +

+ o+ o+ o+

+ 4+ + + o+

n/a

Confirm
Gina
McCarthy
as
EPA Admin.

+ 4+ + + o+ o+ +

Limiting
Influence
of Money
in Politics

+ 4+ + + + o+ + + + I+ + + o+ o+ o+ +

+

Ju

+ o+

Promoting
Clean
Energy

+ 4+ + + + + o+

<

>
> *

+ 4+ + Y o+ + + + + +

+

Promoting
Energy
Efficiency

I+ + + + 4+ + o+

<

>
> *

+ + + + + + + + o+ o+

+ o+

SCORE
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100%
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100%*
100%
89%
0%
100%
100%
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100%

Representative did not vote on every bill scored. For those absent for a
vote but who are in office, a percent has been recalculated based on a ratio of points for positive votes divided by points for votes at which they are present.



2013-2014 U.S. HOUSE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

KEY HOUSE VOTES IN 2013

Federal Budget 2014 (H. Con. Res. 25)
Rep. Paul Ryan’s (R-WI) budget included
drastic cuts to agencies responsible for
protecting health and natural resources
and billions of dollars in subsidies and
tax breaks for Big Oil. [March 21, 2013;
passed 221-207].

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Protecting All Water (Moran
Amendment 1)

Rep. James Moran’s (D-VA) amendment
would have reversed Energy and
Water Agencies spending bill

language to block U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) work with the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
to restore Clean Water Act protections
to streams and wetlands. [July 9, 2013;
rejected 177-236)

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote.

Mountaintop Removal Coal Mining
(Moran Amendment 2)

Rep. James Moran’s (D-VA) amendment
would have reversed Energy and Water
Agencies spending bill language to
block the Corps from strengthening
water protections from pollution
resulting from destructive coal mining
practices. [July 9, 2013; rejected 188-
226]

Pro-environment vote was a YES vote.

Dirty Water and Energy Spending Bill
(H.R. 2609)

The 2014 Energy and Water
Development and Related Agencies
spending bill included language
blocking important clean water
protections, continuing subsidies for Big
Oil and cuts to clean energy programs.
[July 10, 2013; passed 227-198]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Toxic Coal Ash (H.R. 2218)

The Coal Residuals Reuse and
Management Act of 2013 would
prevent EPA from moving forward to
regulate coal plant waste, the largest
waste stream in the nation responsible
for spills like the one into the Dan River
in North Carolina in 2014. [July 25, 213;
passed 265-155]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Blocking Health, Water & Air
Protections (H.R. 367)

The Regulations from the Executive

in Need of Scrutiny (REINS) Act is

a recurring anti-regulatory effort
intended to delay new health and
environmental protections by requiring
redundant approval by Congress for all
new programs. [August 2, 2013; passed
232-183]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Blocking Protections from Oil & Gas
Drilling (H.R. 2728)

Rep. Bill Flores’ (R-TX) Protecting States’
Right to Promote American Energy
Security Act would have blocked
protections and research related to
hydraulic fracturing oil and gas drilling.
[November 20, 2013; passed 235-187]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

KEY HOUSE VOTES IN 2014

Less Toxic Waste Clean-Up (H.R.
2279)

Rep. Cory Gardner’s bill (R-CO) would
weaken health protections from

toxic waste sites, reduce community
clean-up and put the cost of clean-up
on taxpayers rather than polluters.
[January 9, 2014; passed 225-188].
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Blocking Climate Progress (H.R 3826)
Bill introduced by Rep. Ed Whitfield
(R-KY) to block EPA regulation of power
plants, the largest source of global
warming pollution that threatens public
health and contributes to a changing
climate. [March 6, 2014; passed 229-
183]

Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Undermining Environmental Reviews
(H.R. 2641)

The “Responsibly and Professionally
Invigorating Development (RAPID)

Act” would compromise the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
leading to less opportunity for public
input, excess litigation and project
delays. [March 6, 2014; passed 229-179]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Weakening Protections from Coal
Mining Pollution (H.R. 2824)

Rep. Bill Johnson’s (R-OH) bill would
eliminate buffer zones around
mountaintop removal mining, putting
headwater streams more at risk. The
bill also weakened other protections
from surface coal mining activities.
[March 25, 2014; passed 229-192]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Moving Backwards on Clean Water
(LaMalfa Amendment 1024)

Rep. Doug LaMalfa’s (R-CA)
amendment to the Energy and Water
Agencies spending bill creates a license
to pollute for agricultural and other
activities and removes EPA’s authority
to act on activities that pose extreme
threats to water, health and wildlife.
[July 10, 2014; passed 239-182]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Gutting Water and Health
Protections & Promoting Dirty
Energy (H.R. 4923)

The Energy and Water Development
and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2015 would block an EPA/Corps
proposal to restore Clean Water

Act protections for critical water
bodies, promote dirty fossil fuels and
perpetuate climate change science
denial. [July 10, 2014; passed 253-170]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.

Choosing Dirty Water (H.R. 5078)
The “Waters of the United States
Regulatory Overreach Protection Act,
introduced by Rep. Steve Southerland
(R-FL), blocks a critical EPA/ Corps
proposal to restore Clean Water Act
protections to streams and wetlands,
including headwater streams providing
drinking water to over 117 million
people. The Obama Administration
issued a strong veto threat on this bill.
[September 9, 2014; passed 262-152]
Pro-environment vote was a NO vote.



2013-2014 U.S. HOUSE SCORECARD

STATE Federal | Protecting | Mtn.Top | DirtyWater |  Toxic Blocking Blocking | LessToxic | Blocking | Undermining | Weakening | Moving Gutting | Choosing | SCORE
District / Name / Party Budget | AllWater | Removal | &Energy | CoalAsh Health, Federal Waste Climate | Environmental | Coal Mining | Backwards | Waterand Dirty

2014 Moran Coal Spending | H.R.2218 | Water&Air | Fracking | Clean-up | Progress Reviews Waste onClean Health Water

Amdt.1 | Mining | H.R.2609 Protections | Safeguards | H.R.2279 | H.R.3826 HR.2641 | Protections Water Protections | H.R.5078
H.R.367 HR.2728 HR.2824 | HR.4923 | H.R.4923

CALIFORNIA
CA01 LaMalfa[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
CA02 Huffman [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA03  Garamendi [D] + + + + + + + ? + + + - - - 77%*
CA04  McClintock [R] - - - - - - - ? - - - - + _ 7%
CAO05  Thompson, M. [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA06 Matsui [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + - + 93%
CA07 Bera[D] + + + + + + + + + + + - - + 86%
CA08 Cook, P.[R] - - - - = = = = = - - - - - 0%
CAQ09 McNerny [D] + + + + + - + + + + + + + + 93%
CA10 Denham|[R] - - - - - = = = = - - - - - 0%
CA11  Miller, George [D] ? + + + + ? + + + + + + + + 100%*
CA12 Pelosi[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA13 Lee,D.[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%*
CA14  Speier [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA15 Swalwell [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA16 Costa[D] + - - + - + - - = = = = - - 21%
CA17 Honda[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA18 Eshoo [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA19 Lofgren[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA20 Farr[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + - 93%
CA21 Valadao [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ 0%
CA22  Nunes [R] - - - - - = = = = - - - _ _ 0%
CA23  McCarthy [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
CA24  Capps (D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA25 McKeon [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ 0%
CA26 Brownley [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + - + 93%
CA27 Chu[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA28 Schiff [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA29 Cardenas[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA30  Sherman [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA31  Miller, Gary [R] - - - - - - - - - - ? n - - 89%*
CA32 Napolitano[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA33  Waxman [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA34 Becerra[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA35 Negrete McLeod [D] + ? ? ? + + + + ? ? + + + - 89%*
CA36 Ruiz[D] + + + + + + + ? + + + + - - 85%*
CA37 Bass|[D] + ? + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%*
CA38 Sanchez, Linda [D] + + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%*
CA39 Royce[R] - - - - - ? - - - - - - _ _ 0%*
CA40 Roybal-Allard [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA41 Takano [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA42  Calvert [R] - - - - - = = = = = - - - - 0%
CA43  Waters[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA44 Hahn [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA45  Campbell [R] - ? ? ? ? ? ? - - - ? - - - 0%*
CA46 Sanchez, Loretta [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA47 Lowenthal [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CA48 Rohrabacher [R] - - - - - = = = = - - - _ _ 0%
CA49 Issa[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
CAS0 Hunter [R] - ? ? ? - - - - - - = = = - 0%*
CA51  Vargas [D] + + + + - + + + + + + - + + 86%
CAS52  Peters[D] + + + + + + + + + - + + = + 86%
CA53  Davis, S. [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
COLORADO
CO01 DeGette[D] + + + + + ? + + + + + + + + 100%*
€002 Polis [D] + ? ? + + + + + + + + + + + 100%*
€003 Tipton [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ 0%
C004 Gardner|[R] - - - - - = = = = - - - _ - 0%
€005  Lamborn [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
€006 Coffman [R] - - - - = = = = = - - - - _ 0%
€007 Perlmutter D] + + + + - + + + + + + + + + 93%
KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “=” = anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote; “*” = Representative did not vote on every bill scored. For those absent for a

vote but who are in office, a percent has been recalculated based on a ratio of points for positive votes divided by points for votes at which they are present.



2013-2014 U.S. HOUSE SCORECARD

STATE Federal | Protecting | Mtn.Top | DirtyWater |  Toxic Blocking Blocking | LessToxic | Blocking | Undermining | Weakening | Moving Gutting | Choosing | SCORE
District / Name / Party Budget | AllWater | Removal | &Energy | CoalAsh Health, Federal Waste Climate | Environmental | Coal Mining | Backwards | Waterand Dirty
2014 Moran Coal Spending | H.R.2218 | Water&Air | Fracking | Clean-up | Progress Reviews Waste onClean Health Water
Amdt.1 | Mining | H.R.2609 Protections | Safeguards | H.R.2279 | H.R.3826 HR.2641 | Protections Water Protections | H.R.5078
H.R.367 HR.2728 HR.2824 | HR.4923 | H.R.4923
CONNECTICUT
CT01 Larson,J.[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CT02 Courtney D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CT03  Delauro [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CT04 Himes [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
CT05 Etsy[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
FLORIDA
FLO1  Miller,J.[R] - - - - - ? - - - - _ _ _ _ 0%*
FLO2  Southerland [R] - - - - - - = = = - - - - - 0%
FLO3  Yoho[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ 0%
FLO4 Crenshaw [R] - - - - - = = = = - - - - - 0%
FLO5  Brown [D] + + + + ? + + + + + + + - + 92%*
FLO6  DeSantis [R] - - - - = = = = = - - - - _ 0%
FLO7  Mica[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
FLO8  Posey|[R] - - - - - = = = = - - - - - 0%
FLO9  Grayson [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
FL10  Webster [R] - - - - - - = = = - - - - _ 0%
FL11  Nugent [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
FL12  Bilirakis [R] - - - - — = = = = - - - - _ 0%
FL13  Young, B.[R], Jolly [R] - ? ? - ? ? ? ? ? ? - _ _ _ 0%*
FL14  Castor [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%*
FL15  Ross[R] - - - - - - - - _ - _ 0%
FL16  Buchanan|[R] - - - - - - = = = - - - _ _ 0%
FL17  Rooney [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
FL18  Murphy,P.[D] + + + - + + + + + - + + = + 79%
FL19  Radel [R], Clawson [R] - - - - - - ? - ? ? ? - _ _ 0%*
FL20  Hastings [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + - 93%
FL21  Deutch [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
FL22  Frankel [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
FL23  Wasserman Schultz [D] ? + + + + + ? + + + + + + + 100%*
FL24  Wilson [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + - + 93%
FL25 Diaz-Balart[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ 0%
FL26  Garcia [D] + ? ? = + + + + + + + = = = 67%*
FL27  Ros-Lehtinen [R] - - - - - - - - ? - - - _ _ 0%*
MARYLAND
MDO1 Harris [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
MD02 Ruppersberger [D] + + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%*
MDO03 Sarbanes [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MDO04 Edwards, D. [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MDO5 Hoyer [D] + ? ? + + + + + + + + + + + 100%*
MDO06 Delaney [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MDO7 Cummings [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MD08 Van Hollen [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MASSACHUSETTS
MAO1 Neal [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAO2 McGovern [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAO3 Tsongas [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAO04 KennedyIll, J. [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAQ5 Markey, E. [D], Clark, K. [D] + + + + ? ? + + + + + + + ? 100%*
MAQ6 Tierney [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%*
MAO7 Capuano [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAOQ8 Lynch[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MAQ9 Keating [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MICHIGAN
MIO1  Benishek [R] = = = - - - - = = = ? = - - 0%*
MI02  Huizenga [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
MIO3  Amash [R] + - - + - - = = = = - - n - 21%
MI04  Camp|R] - - ? - - - - - - - ? - - - 0%*
MIO5  Kildee [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MIO6  Upton [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
MI07  Walberg [R] - - - - = = = = = - - - - _ 0%
MIO8  Rogers, M. [R] - - - ? - - - - - - - - - _ 0%*
KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “=” = anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote; “*” = Representative did not vote on every bill scored. For those absent for a

vote but who are in office, a percent has been recalculated based on a ratio of points for positive votes divided by points for votes at which they are present.



2013-2014 U.S. HOUSE SCORECARD

STATE Federal | Protecting | Mtn.Top | DirtyWater |  Toxic Blocking Ban LessToxic | Blocking | Undermining | Weakening | Moving Gutting | Choosing | SCORE
District / Name / Party Budget | AllWater | Removal | &Energy | Coal Ash Health, Federal Waste Climate | Environmental | Coal Mining | Backwards | Waterand Dirty
2014 Moran Coal Spending | H.R.2218 | Water&Air | Fracking | Clean-up | Progress Reviews Waste onClean Health Water
Amdt.1 | Mining | H.R.2609 Protections | Safeguards | HR.2279 | H.R.3826 HR.2641 | Protections Water Protections | H.R.5078
HR.367 HR.2728 HR.2824 | HR.4923 | H.R.4923
MI09 Levin [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MI10  Miller, C.[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
MI11  Bentivolio [R] - - - - - = = = = - - - - - 0%
MI12  Dingell [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%*
MI13  Conyers [D] + ? + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%*
MI14  Peters, G. [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MINNESOTA
MNO1 Walz [D] + + + + - ? + + + + + - + - 77%*
MNO2 Kline[R] - - - - = = = = - - - - - - 0%
MNO3 Paulsen[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ 0%
MNO04 McCollum [D] + + + + + + + + - + + + + + 93%
MNO5 Ellison [D] + + + + + + + + - + + + + + 93%
MNO06 Bachmann [R] - - - = = ? = - - - _ _ _ _ 0%*
MNO7 Peterson [D] + - - + - - - - - - - - - - 14%
MNO8 Nolan [D] + + + + - + + + + + + - - + 79%
NEW HAMPSHIRE
NHO1 Shea-Porter [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
NHO02 Kuster [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
NEW JERSEY
NJO1  Andrews [D] + + + + + + + + + ? ? ? ? - 90%*
NJO2  LoBiondo [R] = = + = = = = + + - + - - - 29%
NJO3  Runyan [R] - - - - - - + - - - - - - + 14%
NJO4  Smith, C. [R] - - + - - - = + = = + - - _ 21%
NJO5  Garrett[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
NJ06  Pallone D] + + + + ? ? + + + + + + + + 100%*
NJO7  Lance[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ 0%
NJO8  Sires D] + + + + ? + + + + + + + + + 100%*
NJO9  Pascrell [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
NJ10  Paynelr.[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
NJ11  Frelinghuysen [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
NJ12  Holt [D] + + + ? ? ? + + + + + + + + 100%*
PENNSYLVANIA
PAO1 Brady,R. [D] + + + + - + + + + + + + + + 93%
PA02 Fattah[D] + + + + + + + + + + + + - + 93%
PAO3  Kelly [R] - - - - - = = = = - - - _ _ 0%
PAO4  Perry(R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
PAO5  Thompson, G. [R] - - - = — = = = - - - _ _ _ 0%
PAO6  Gerlach [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ 0%
PAO7 Meehan|[R] - - - - - - = = = - - - - _ 0%
PAO8  Fitzpatrick [R] - + + - - - - + - - n - _ _ 29%
PA09  Shuster[R] - - - - - - ? - - - - - _ _ 0%*
PA10  Marino [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
PA11 Barletta[R] - - - - ? = = = = - - - _ _ 0%*
PA12  Rothfus [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ 0%
PA13  Schwartz D] + + + + + + + + ? ? ? + + + 100%*
PA14  Doyle[D] + + + + - ? + + + + + - + + 85%*
PA15 Dent[R] = = - . - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ 0%
PA16 Pitts[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
PA17 Cartwright [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
PA18 Murphy, T.[R] - - - - - - - - - - - n _ - 7%
RHODE ISLAND
RIO1  Cicilline [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%*
RI02  Langevin [D] + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
TEXAS
TX01 Gohmert [R] = = - - - - - = = = E = = = 0%
TX02 Poel[R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
TX03 Johnson,S.[R] - - - - - - - = ? ? - - - - 0%*
TX04  Hall,R. [R] - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ 0%
TX05 Hensarling [R] - - - - - - = = = - - - - - 0%
TX06 Barton [R] - - - - - - - ? - ? - - - _ 0%*
TX07  Culberson [R] = = = - - - - = = ? = - - - 0%*
TX08 Brady, K. [R] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0%
KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “=” = anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote; “*” = Representative did not vote on every bill scored. For those absent for a

vote but who are in office, a percent has been recalculated based on a ratio of points for positive votes divided by points for votes at which they are present.



STATE
District / Name / Party

TX09 Green,A. [D]
TX10 McCaul [R]
TX11 Conaway [R]
TX12 Granger [R]
TX13  Thornberry [R]
TX14  Weber [R]
TX15 Hinojosa [D]
TX16 O'Rourke [D]
TX17  Flores[R]
TX18 Jackson Lee [D]
TX19 Neugebauer [R]
TX20 Castro[D]
TX21  Smith, Lamar [R]
TX22 Olson [R]
TX23 Gallego [D]
TX24 Marchant [R]
TX25 Williams,R.[R]
TX26 Burgess[R]
TX27 Farenthold [R]
TX28 Cuellar [D]
TX29 Green,G.[D]
TX30 Johnson,E.[D]
TX31 Carter[R]
TX32  Sessions [R]
TX33 Veasey [D]
TX34 Vela[D]
TX35 Doggett[D]
TX36 Stockman [R]
VIRGINIA

VAO1 Wittman [R]
VA02 Rigell [R]

VAO3  Scott[D]
VAO4  Forbes [R]
VAO5 Hurt[R]
VA06 Goodlatte [R]
VAO7 Cantor [R]
VA0O8 Moran[D]
VA9  Griffith [R]
VA10 Wolf [R]
VA1l Connolly [D]

Federal
Budget
2014

I+ + o+

+ + +

+ +

2013-2014 U.S. HOUSE SCORECARD

Protecting
All Water
Moran
Amdt. 1

+ o+ +

Mtn. Top
Removal
Coal
Mining

+ o+ 1

+ o+

+ o+ +

Dirty Water
&Energy
Spending
H.R.2609

Toxic
Coal Ash
HR.2218

Blocking
Health,
Water & Air
Protections
H.R.367

Blocking
Federal
Fracking
Safeguards
H.R.2728

I+ + 1

+ + +

Less Toxic
Waste
Clean-up
HR.2279

I+ + o+

oo+ + A+

Blocking
Climate

Progress

H.R.3826

+ o |

I + o

+ + +

Undermining
Environmental
Reviews
H.R.2641

I+ ~ 1

+

+ v | +

+ + v |

+ o+ +

Weakening
Coal Mining
Waste
Protections
HR.2824

+

I+ + o

+

+ v |

+ o+ +

Moving
Backwards
onClean
Water
HR.4923

I+ 4+ o+

+ + +

Gutting
Waterand
Health
Protections
H.R.4923

Choosing
Dirty
Water

H.R.5078

SCORE

100%*
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

100%*

100%
0%
93%
0%
100%
0%
0%*
79%
%
0%
0%

23%*
69%*
93%
%
0%
93%
64%
100%
8%

0%
0%
93%
0%
0%
0%
0%
100%
0%
21%
100%

uky _

KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “-” = anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote; =

Representative did not vote on every bill scored. For those absent for a
vote but who are in office, a percent has been recalculated based on a ratio of points for positive votes divided by points for votes at which they are present.

ABOUT CLEAN WATER ACTION?: Clean Water Action is a one million member organization
of diverse people and groups joined together to protect our environment, health, economic well-being

and community quality of life. Our goals include clean, safe and affordable water; prevention of health

threatening pollution; creation of environmentally safe jobs and businesses; and empowerment of people

to make democracy work. Clean Water Action organizes strong grassroots groups and coalitions and

campaigns to elect environmental candidates and solve environmental and community problems.

CLEAN WATER ACTION

1444 Eye Street NW #400, Washington DC 20005 | 202.895.0420 | www.CleanWaterAction.org



