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T
he nonprofit League of Conservation Voters (LCV) has 

published a National Environmental Scorecard every 

Congress since 1970, the year it was founded by leaders 

of the environmental movement following the first 

Earth Day. LCV believes everyone has a right to clean air, clean 

water, public lands, and a safe climate protected by a just and 

equitable democracy.

This edition of the National Environmental Scorecard provides 

objective, factual information about the most important 

environmental legislation considered and the corresponding 

voting records of all members of the first session of the 119th 

Congress. This Scorecard represents the consensus of two dozen 

experts on environmental, environmental justice, democracy, 

and conservation issues from across the movement who 

selected the key votes on which members of Congress should 

be scored. LCV scores votes on the most important issues 

of the year, including energy, climate change, public health, 

environmental and racial justice, worker protection, democracy, 

public lands and wildlife conservation, and spending for 

environmental programs. The votes included in this Scorecard 

presented members of Congress with a real choice and help 

distinguish which legislators are working for environmental 

protection. Except in rare circumstances, the Scorecard excludes 

consensus action on the environment and issues on which no 

recorded votes occurred. 

Dedicated environmentalists and national leaders volunteered 

their time to identify and research crucial votes. We extend 

special thanks to our Board of Directors, Accountability and 

Endorsements Committee, and Scorecard Advisory Committee 

for their valuable input.
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2025 OVERVIEW

Trump-aligned Congress harmed our environment, drove up energy 

costs, and ceded power to the president while prioritizing big polluters.

In 2025, the moment Trump and his allies in 

Congress took power, they unleashed a torrent of 

extreme anti-environment policies like never before. 

And their attacks never relented. While the admin-

istration took a wrecking ball to our federal govern-

ment, congressional Republicans followed suit. 

They passed laws, most critically their reconciliation 

budget bill (H.R. 1), which attacked clean energy, 

rewarded billionaires and the fossil fuel industry, 

and made electricity and other bills more expensive. 

Even as the biggest climate change-fueled disasters 

in 2025 like the Los Angeles wildfires and extreme 

storms and tornadoes across the Midwest topped 

$115 billion in costs—the third most costly after 2023 

and 2024—the Trump administration and congres-

sional Republicans poured more fossil fuels on the 

fire. The record number of total votes of the 2025 

National Environmental Scorecard—34 in the Senate 

and 32 in the House—reveal a year like no other with 

a Republican-led Congress that chose loyalty to the 

Trump administration and polluters while ignoring 

people, especially their pleas to make life affordable 

in our country again.  

PULLING THE PLUG ON CLEAN 
ENERGY AND CLIMATE PROGRESS 
As communities around the country faced the wors-

ening impacts of climate change and rising energy 

costs, Trump and his congressional allies led a full-

scale attack on clean energy—the fastest and most 

affordable energy to bring online. In this onslaught, 

they slashed funding for the Department of Energy’s 

energy efficiency and renewable energy programs. 

They prioritized fossil-fueled power plants over 

new clean energy projects. They eliminated previ-

ously bipartisan money-saving standards for energy 

efficiency. Most egregiously, they gutted the historic 

climate and clean energy provisions of the Inflation 

Reduction Act. 

These attacks are driving up energy costs for 

families by eliminating clean energy and efficiency 

incentives, as well as appliance efficiency stan-

dards. Families’ electricity bills rose 13% across the 

year. Communities lost major investments and over 

165,000 clean energy jobs as manufacturing and 

clean energy projects ground to a halt. 

Because the Big Ugly Bill wreaked such community 

harm and environmental destruction, we double 

scored its passage in both chambers in the 2025 

Scorecard. 

HANDING POWER TO PRESIDENT 
TRUMP AND SHUTTING DOWN THE 
GOVERNMENT
As the year wore on, families struggled with sky-

rocketing healthcare, energy, food, and other costs. 

However, Republican leadership chose to shut down 

the government rather than work with Democrats on 

solutions to the affordability crisis. Instead of using 

and protecting Congress’ power of the purse to help 

struggling families, congressional Republicans again 

chose loyalty to Trump. They reopened the gov-

ernment with a continuing resolution that empow-

ered the Trump administration to continue to block 

congressionally-approved programs and rescind 

funding. Congressional Republicans also rubber-

stamped rescissions—granting more power to the 

Trump administration to ignore previous Congress’ 

bipartisan direction. Some year-end efforts to pass 

bipartisan appropriations bills in the Senate were 

hopeful, but bore little fruit in 2025.  
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SELLING OFF OUR PUBLIC LANDS TO 
POLLUTERS
Not only did congressional Republicans prioritize 

loyalty to the Trump administration over peoples' 

wellbeing, they also prioritized big polluters. Again 

and again, the House and Senate tried to sell off 

our public lands to fossil fuel companies and other 

polluting corporations. Originally, the Republicans' 

reconciliation bill, H.R. 1, attempted to transfer half 

a million acres to big polluters. Widespread public 

outcry convinced a handful of Republicans to reject 

the plan. Nevertheless, other sell-off provisions re-

mained in the Big Ugly Bill. It cut rates for polluters 

to lease public lands, and opened tens of millions 

more acres of our public lands and waters to log-

ging, drilling, and mining. 

Over the year, the House made more attempts to 

sell our public lands to polluters, including provi-

sions that would allow large-scale logging op-

erations without public input or judicial review, 

advantage fossil fuel projects over clean energy 

projects, disregard and cut out public input and 

judicial review for dirty energy projects, and allow 

mining companies to stake claims anywhere—even 

in places without minerals to mine—and to dump 

mining waste anywhere, too. 

APPROVING EXTREME, INDUSTRY-
ALIGNED NOMINEES LOYAL TO 
PRESIDENT TRUMP
The Senate also approved large numbers of Trump 

administration and judicial appointees who showed 

loyalty to Trump, rather than qualifications for the 

job and integrity for public service. In a similar 

vein, the Senate approved nominees who said they 

would use their positions to persecute political 

opponents. Further, the nominees put in charge of 

our public lands and energy had direct fossil fuel 

industry ties. 

Senate Republicans also changed the rules to cede 

the president more power on nominations. To stack 

agencies with Trump loyalists faster, and make it 

more challenging for senators to object to or hold 

up individual nominees, the change allowed votes 

on most nominees in large groupings. 

In addition, as we have done in previous Score-

cards, we scored nominees with anti-democratic 

positions. 

UNDERMINING OUR DEMOCRACY, 
VOTING RIGHTS, AND PUBLIC INPUT
The executive branch, Congress, and Supreme 

Court advanced significant attacks on democracy 

and voting rights. The House passed the SAVE Act, 

which would make it harder for tens of millions of 

people to vote. The bill especially threatens voting 

access for married people who have changed their 

last names, and 100 million eligible voters without 

passports. As with nominations and appropriations, 

the Republican-led Congress and Supreme Court 

neglected their duty to check and balance a law-

less executive branch. They let the administration 

politicize the justice system, destroy the Depart-

ment of Justice (DOJ) divisions responsible for envi-

ronmental and voting rights enforcement, assert 

power over previously independent agencies like 

the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Feder-

al Trade Commission, Federal Election Commission, 

and Election Assistance Commission, and usurp 

congressional prerogatives, creating a dangerous 

and unconstitutional concentration of power. And in 

bill after bill, the Republican-led Congress chipped 

away at democratic processes by sidelining the 

public’s input on public lands management, review 

of federal projects, building damaging pipelines, 

and logging in our national forests. 
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SENATE DEMOCRATS FORCE VOTES 
ON AFFORDABLE CLEAN ENERGY, 
PUBLIC LANDS, ADEQUATE STAFFING
Democrats in the Senate pushed back, in an effort 

to prioritize people over polluters. They forced votes 

protecting clean energy, maintaining critical staff 

and programs that protect communities and public 

lands, and safeguarding clean air, among others. 

Some of the amendments and resolutions received 

bipartisan support, but not enough to pass. Sen-

ate Democrats also forced votes to end the Trump 

administration’s sham declaration of an energy 

emergency, which provides the administration more 

cover to give handouts to his fossil fuel cronies while 

actually causing energy shortages by trying to ban 

affordable clean energy.

***

Throughout the year, Republican congressional 

leadership prioritized polluters and loyalty to the 

Trump administration over families’ budgets, pub-

lic health, and clean air and water. Their actions 

included:

• raising people’s electricity rates by attacking

clean energy,

• selling off our public lands,

• confirming fossil fuel executives to key positions

in the Trump administration,

• making it easier for polluting pipelines and power

plants to keep poisoning us, and

• cutting the public out of decisions that affect

them and their communities.

2025 included a historic number of threats to our 

environment, our communities, and our democracy, 

as reflected in the record 66 votes we scored (34 in 

the Senate and 32 in the House). As we have for over 

50 years, we continue to document critical votes and 

where members of Congress stood so the public 

understands what is at stake and who is responsible.

Eliminating protections for our 
communities, consumers, public 
lands, and the environment

Both chambers approved numerous attacks on 

environmental protections. Congress used the 

Congressional Review Act (CRA), sometimes 

illegitimately, and passed laws and riders 

to let Big Polluters do as they please, harm 

communities and the environment, drive up 

families’ costs, and sell off our public lands to 

billionaire cronies. Congressional Republicans 

illegally expanded the CRA to undo federal 

land protections and pollution standards from 

California and other states. They also advanced 

policies to supercharge its use, such as the 

Midnight Rules Relief Act. Their illegitimate 

re-interpretation of the CRA meant that public 

lands management plans and other agency 

orders were on the chopping block too. The 

result: eliminating protections and throwing 

open the doors to destructive extraction with 

utter disregard for the science, expertise, and 

public input that went into the plans.
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2025 STATE AND TERRITORY AVERAGES

VOTING SUMMARY

SENATE

house

State/Territory       SENATE       HOUSE
Alabama 0 26

Alaska 11 0

American Samoa N/A 0

Arizona 89 33

Arkansas 3 0

California 97 78

Colorado 93 51

Connecticut 97 99

Delaware 99 100

District Of Columbia N/A 100

Florida 0 28

Georgia 93 34

Guam N/A 67

Hawaii 99 98

Idaho 3 2

Illinois 99 81

Indiana 3 22

Iowa 0 2

Kansas 0 23

Kentucky 6 19

Louisiana 0 38

Maine 63 76

Maryland 99 85

Massachusetts 99 99

Michigan 97 44

Minnesota 94 50

Mississippi 0 25

Missouri 4 25

Montana 6 2

Nebraska 3 3

Nevada 94 69

New Hampshire 93 97

New Jersey 97 73

New Mexico 94 93

New York 97 72

North Carolina 6 26

North Dakota 0 0

Northern Mariana Islands N/A 33

Ohio 3 33

Oklahoma 1 0

Oregon 99 82

Pennsylvania 40 47

Puerto Rico N/A 100

Rhode Island 97 97

South Carolina 1 14

South Dakota 3 0

Tennessee 0 10

Texas 1 31

Utah 3 1

Vermont 96 100

Virgin Islands N/A 67

Virginia 97 58

Washington 99 75

West Virginia 3 0

Wisconsin 49 25

Wyoming 3 0

AS

VI

DC

CNMI

PR

GU
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LOWEST SENATE 
DELEGATIONS

HIGHEST SENATE 
DELEGATIONS

SENATE SCORES OF 100

HOUSE SCORES OF 100

Delaware 99%

Hawaii 99%

Illinois 99%

Maryland 99%

Massachusetts 99%

Oregon 99%

Washington 99%

California 97%

Connecticut 97%

Michigan 97%

New Jersey 97%

New York 97%

Rhode Island 97%

Virginia 97%

Vermont 96%

HIGHEST HOUSE 
DELEGATIONS

Alaska 0%

American Samoa 0%

Arkansas 0%

North Dakota 0%

Oklahoma 0%

South Dakota 0%

West Virginia 0%

Wyoming 0%

Utah 1%

Idaho 2%

Iowa 2%

Montana 2%

Nebraska 3%

  SENATE SCORES OF 0
ALABAMA Britt ∙ Tuberville

FLORIDA Moody ∙ Scott, Rick

IOWA Ernst ∙ Grassley

KANSAS Marshall ∙ Moran, J.

LOUISIANA Cassidy ∙ 
Kennedy, J.

MISSISSIPPI Hyde-Smith ∙ 
Wicker

NORTH DAKOTA Cramer ∙ 
Hoeven

OKLAHOMA Lankford

PENNSYLVANIA  
McCormick, D.

SOUTH CAROLINA Scott, T.

TENNESSEE Blackburn ∙ 
Hagerty

TEXAS Cruz, T.

WISCONSIN Johnson, R.

LOWEST HOUSE 
DELEGATIONS

SENATE

house

2025 HIGH AND LOW SCORES

DELAWARE Coons

HAWAII Hirono

ILLINOIS Duckworth

MARYLAND Van Hollen 

MASSACHUSETTS Markey

MICHIGAN Peters, G.

NEW JERSEY Kim, A.

NEW YORK Schumer

OREGON Wyden

RHODE ISLAND Reed

WASHINGTON Murray

Delaware 100%

District of Columbia 100%

Puerto Rico 100%

Vermont 100%

Connecticut 99%

Massachusetts 99%

Hawaii 98%

New Hampshire 97%

Rhode Island 97%

Alabama 0%

Florida 0%

Iowa 0%

Kansas 0%

Louisiana 0%

Mississippi 0%

North Dakota 0%

Tennessee 0%

Oklahoma 1%

South Carolina 1%

Texas 1%

Arkansas 3%

Idaho 3%

Indiana 3%

Nebraska 3%

Ohio 3%

South Dakota 3%

Utah 3%

West Virginia 3%

Wyoming 3%

Missouri 4%

ARIZONA Ansari ∙ Grijalva, A.

CALIFORNIA Brownley ∙ Cisneros ∙ 
DeSaulnier ∙ Garamendi ∙ Garcia, R. 
∙ Huffman ∙ Jacobs ∙ Khanna ∙ Min 
∙ Pelosi ∙ Rivas ∙ Sánchez ∙ Simon ∙ 
Takano ∙ Vargas

COLORADO	 Crow ∙ DeGette ∙ 
Neguse ∙ Pettersen

CONNECTICUT Courtney ∙ 
DeLauro ∙ Hayes

DELAWARE	 McBride

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA	
Norton

FLORIDA Castor ∙ Cherfilus-
McCormick ∙ Frankel ∙ Frost ∙ 
Wasserman Schultz

GEORGIA Johnson, H. ∙ McBath ∙ 
Scott, D.

HAWAII Tokuda

ILLINOIS Casten ∙ Davis, Danny ∙  
Foster ∙ Jackson, J. ∙ Kelly, R. ∙  
Krishnamoorthi ∙ Quigley ∙ 
Schakowsky ∙ Underwood

INDIANA Carson

KENTUCKY	McGarvey

LOUISIANA	Carter, T.

MARYLAND	 Elfreth ∙ Ivey ∙ 
Olszewski ∙ Raskin

MASSACHUSETTS Clark, K. ∙ 
Keating ∙ Lynch ∙ McGovern ∙ Neal ∙  
Trahan

MICHIGAN Dingell ∙ Stevens ∙ Tlaib

MINNESOTA McCollum ∙ Morrison

MISSOURI Bell ∙ Cleaver

NEVADA Titus

NEW JERSEY McIver ∙ Menendez ∙  
Norcross ∙ Pallone ∙ Pou ∙ 
Watson Coleman

NEW MEXICO Leger Fernández ∙ 
Stansbury

NEW YORK	Clarke, Y. ∙ Espaillat ∙ 
Goldman, D. ∙ Jeffries ∙ Latimer ∙ 
Nadler ∙ Ocasio-Cortez ∙ Tonko ∙ 
Torres, R. ∙ Velázquez

NORTH CAROLINA Adams ∙ 
Foushee ∙ Ross

OHIO Brown ∙ Sykes

OREGON Bonamici ∙ Dexter ∙ 
Salinas

PENNSYLVANIA Boyle ∙ Dean ∙ 
Evans, D. ∙ Lee, Summer ∙ Scanlon

PUERTO RICO Hernández Rivera

RHODE ISLAND Amo

TEXAS Casar ∙ Castro ∙ Crockett ∙  
Doggett ∙ Escobar ∙ Garcia, S. ∙ 
Green, A. ∙ Turner, S.

VERMONT Balint

VIRGINIA Beyer ∙ Connolly ∙  
McClellan ∙ Scott, Robert ∙ 
Subramanyam ∙ Walkinshaw

WASHINGTON DelBene ∙ Jayapal ∙ 
Randall ∙ Smith, Adam

WISCONSIN Pocan

HOUSE SCORES OF 0

ALABAMA Aderholt ∙  
Moore, Barry ∙ Palmer ∙ 
Rogers, M. ∙ Strong

ALASKA Begich

AMERICAN SAMOA 
Radewagen

ARIZONA Biggs, A. ∙ 
Ciscomani ∙ Crane ∙ Gosar ∙ 
Hamadeh

ARKANSAS Crawford ∙ Hill ∙ 
Westerman ∙ Womack

CALIFORNIA Fong ∙ Issa ∙ 
Kiley ∙ LaMalfa

COLORADO Boebert ∙ Crank

FLORIDA Bean ∙ Bilirakis ∙ 
Cammack ∙ Díaz-Balart ∙ 
Donalds ∙ Dunn ∙ Franklin ∙ 
Gimenez ∙ Luna ∙ Mast ∙ 
Mills ∙ Patronis ∙ Rutherford ∙ 
Salazar ∙ Steube ∙ Webster

GEORGIA Allen ∙ Carter, E.L. ∙ 
Clyde ∙ Collins, M. ∙  
Greene, M.T. ∙ Jack ∙ 
Loudermilk ∙ McCormick, R. ∙  
Scott, A.

IDAHO Fulcher

ILLINOIS LaHood ∙ 
Miller, Mary

INDIANA Baird ∙ Houchin ∙ 
Messmer ∙ Spartz ∙ Stutzman ∙  
Yakym

IOWA Feenstra ∙ Hinson

KANSAS Estes ∙ Mann ∙ 
Schmidt

KENTUCKY Barr ∙ Comer ∙ 
Guthrie ∙ Rogers, H.

LOUISIANA Higgins ∙ Letlow ∙  
Scalise

MARYLAND Harris, A.

MICHIGAN Barrett ∙ Bergman ∙  
Huizenga ∙ James ∙ McClain ∙ 
Moolenaar ∙ Walberg

MINNESOTA Emmer ∙ Finstad ∙  
Fischbach

MISSISSIPPI Guest ∙ Kelly, T.

MISSOURI Alford ∙ Burlison ∙  
Graves ∙ Onder ∙ Smith, J. ∙ 
Wagner

MONTANA Downing

NEBRASKA Flood ∙ 
Smith, Adrian

NEVADA Amodei

NEW YORK Langworthy ∙ 
Stefanik ∙ Tenney

NORTH CAROLINA Foxx ∙  
Harrigan ∙ Harris, M. ∙ Hudson ∙  
Knott ∙ McDowell ∙ Moore, T. ∙ 
Murphy, G. ∙ Rouzer

NORTH DAKOTA Fedorchak

OHIO Balderson ∙ Carey ∙ 
Davidson ∙ Jordan ∙ Latta ∙ 
Miller, Max ∙ Rulli ∙ Taylor

OKLAHOMA Bice ∙ Brecheen ∙ 
Cole ∙ Hern ∙ Lucas

PENNSYLVANIA 
Joyce, J. ∙ Kelly, Mike ∙ 
Meuser ∙ Reschenthaler ∙ 
Smucker ∙ Thompson, G.

SOUTH CAROLINA Biggs, S. ∙  
Fry ∙ Norman ∙ Timmons ∙ 
Wilson, J.

SOUTH DAKOTA Johnson, D.

TENNESSEE Burchett ∙ 
DesJarlais ∙ Fleischmann ∙  
Green, M. ∙ Harshbarger ∙  
Kustoff ∙ Ogles ∙ Rose ∙ 
Van Epps

TEXAS Arrington ∙ Babin 
∙ Carter, J. ∙ Crenshaw ∙ 
De La Cruz, M. ∙ Ellzey ∙ 
Fallon ∙ Gill ·  
Goldman C. ∙ Gonzales, T. ∙ 
Gooden ∙ Hunt ∙ Jackson, R.  ·  
Luttrell ∙ Moran, N. ∙ Nehls ∙ 
Pfluger ∙ Roy ∙ Van Duyne ∙ 
Weber ∙ Williams, R.

UTAH Kennedy, M. ∙ 
Moore, Blake ∙ Owens

VIRGINIA Cline ∙ McGuire

WASHINGTON Baumgartner

WEST VIRGINIA Miller, C. ∙ 
Moore, R.

WISCONSIN Fitzgerald ∙ 
Grothman ∙ Steil ∙ Tiffany ∙ 
Wied

WYOMING Hageman
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COMMITTEE CHAIR SCORE RANKING MEMBER    SCORE

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Boozman (AR)  3   Klobuchar (MN) 94

Appropriations Collins, S. (ME) 31 Murray (WA) 100

Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cruz, T. (TX)  0 Cantwell (WA) 97

Energy and Natural Resources Lee, M. (UT)  3 Heinrich (NM) 94

Environment and Public Works Capito (WV)  3 Whitehouse (RI) 94

Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Paul (KY)  9 Peters, G. (MI) 100

Judiciary Grassley (IA)  0 Durbin (IL) 97

Rules and Administration McConnell (KY)  3 Padilla (CA) 97

SENATE COMMITTEE LEADER AVERAGE CHAIRS  7 RANKING MEMBERS    97

COMMITTEE CHAIR SCORE RANKING MEMBER    SCORE

Agriculture Thompson, G. (PA-15) 	 0 Craig (MN-02) 97

Appropriations Cole (OK-04) 	 0 DeLauro (CT-03) 100

Energy and Commerce Guthrie (KY-02) 	 0 Pallone (NJ-06) 100

Homeland Security Garbarino (NY-02) 	 9 Thompson, B. (MS-02) 97

House Administration Steil (WI-01) 	 0 Morelle (NY-25) 91

Judiciary Jordan (OH-04) 	 0 Raskin (MD-08) 100

Natural Resources Westerman (AR-04) 	 0 Huffman (CA-02) 100

Oversight Comer (KY-01) 	 0 Garcia, R. (CA-42)* 100
Connolly (VA-11)** 100

Science, Space, and Technology Babin (TX-36) 	 0 Lofgren (CA-18) 97

Transportation and Infrastructure Graves (MO-06) 	 0 Larsen, R. (WA-02) 97

HOUSE COMMITTEE LEADER AVERAGE CHAIRS 	 1 RANKING MEMBERS 98

party leaders' scores
DEMOCRATS SCORE REPUBLICANS SCORE

Schumer (NY), Minority Leader 100 Thune (SD), Majority Leader 3

Durbin (IL), Minority Whip 97 Barrasso (WY), Majority Whip 3

Klobuchar (MN), Chair of Steering & 
Policy Committee

100 Cotton (AR), Conference Chair 3

Booker (NJ), Chair of Strategic 
Communications Committee

94 Capito (WV), Policy Committee Chair 3

Sanders (VT), Chair of Outreach 94 Scott, T. (SC), Senatorial Committee Chair 0

Baldwin (WI), Conference Secretary 97

LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 97 LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 2

DEMOCRATS SCORE REPUBLICANS SCORE

Jeffries (NY-08), Minority Leader 100 Johnson, M. (LA-04), Speaker of the House*** N/A

Clark, K. (MA-05), Minority Whip 100 Scalise (LA-01), Majority Leader 0

Aguilar (CA-33), Caucus Chair 97 Emmer (MN-06), Majority Whip 0

Neguse (CO-02), Assistant Democratic Leader 100 McClain (MI-09), Conference Chair 0

Lieu (CA-36), Caucus Vice Chair 97 Hern (OK-01), Policy Committee Chair 0

LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 99 LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 0

SENATE

HOUSE

RATING THE LEADERSHIP OF key COMMITTEES
SENATE

HOUSE

* Representative Garcia became ranking member of Oversight on June 24, 2025. 
** Representative Connolly died on May 1, 2025.
*** The Speaker of the House votes at their discretion.
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Sen. Blunt Rochester speaks at a press conference with 

Sen. Whitehouse opposing Republicans' reckless attacks 

on clean energy in the Big Ugly Bill.

CHAMPIONS OF COLOR LEADING THE WAY

TRI-CAUCUS LEADERS' SCORES
CONGRESSIONAL ASIAN PACIFIC  
AMERICAN CAUCUS SCORE

Meng (D-NY-06), Chair 97

Takano (D-CA-41), First Vice-Chair 100

Tokuda (D-HI-02), Second Vice-Chair 100

Bera (D-CA-06), Whip 97

Subramanyam (D-VA-10), Freshman Representative 100

Chu (D-CA-28), Chair Emerita 97

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS SCORE

Clarke, Y. (D-NY-09), Chair 100

Carter, T. (D-LA-02), 1st Vice Chair 100

McBath (D-GA-07), 2nd Vice Chair 100

Strickland (D-WA-01), Secretary 97

Kamlager-Dove (D-CA-37), Whip 97

Amo (D-RI-01), Member-at-Large 100

CONGRESSIONAL HISPANIC CAUCUS SCORE

Espaillat (D-NY-13), Chair 100

Soto (D-FL-09), Deputy Chair 97

Garcia, S. (D-TX-29), Whip 100

Menendez (D-NJ-09), Vice Chair of Policy 100

Torres, N. (D-CA-35), Vice Chair of Communications 97

Castro (D-TX-20), Vice Chair of Diversity  
and Inclusion

100

Salinas (D-OR-06), Vice Chair of Member 
Engagement

100

Cisneros (D-CA-31), Freshman Representative 100

* Tri-Caucus members are bolded in this section

The 2025 National Environmental Scorecard 

demonstrates the unprecedented and dangerous 

attacks by President Trump and congressional 

Republicans on affordable clean energy and climate 

action, clean transportation, public lands and waters, 

clean air and water, and our democracy. However, 

climate and democracy champions in both chambers 

defended critical clean energy investments in 

our communities and against relentless attacks 

on climate and environmental justice. Many of 

the bills and initiatives in 2025 defending climate, 

conservation, environmental justice, and equitable 

democracy were led and supported by members of 

the Congressional Asian Pacific American Caucus 

(CAPAC), the Congressional Black Caucus (CBC), 

and the Congressional Hispanic Caucus (CHC), 

collectively referred to as the Tri-Caucus.

OPPOSING CLEAN ENERGY AND 
CLIMATE ROLLBACKS
This year, congressional champions of color fought 

back against the onslaught of attacks on affordable 

clean energy and climate action. From the start, the 

Trump administration and congressional Republicans 

took aim at the historic progress of the Inflation 

Reduction Act and the booming clean energy 

industry in order to redirect benefits to their fossil fuel 

cronies. Members of the Tri-Caucus pushed back, 

with dozens of amendments, floor speeches, letters, 

press conferences, and town hall meetings, including 

Rules and Administration Ranking Member Alex 

Padilla (D-CA)* and Senators Lisa Blunt Rochester 

(D-DE), Cory Booker (D-NJ), and Raphael Warnock 

(D-GA), and Democratic House Leader Hakeem 

Jeffries (NY-08), Representatives Gabe Amo (RI-

01), Nanette Barragán (CA-44), Greg Casar (TX-35), 

Jimmy Gomez (CA-34), Jahana Hayes, (CT-05), Raja 

Krishnamoorthi (IL-08), Mike Levin (CA-49), Ted 

Lieu (CA-36), Jennifer McClellan (VA-04), Robert 

Menendez (NJ-08), Luz Rivas (CA-29), and Rashida 

Tlaib (MI-12), among many others. 
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These votes, which were included in this year’s 

Scorecard, were opposed by champions of color 

in Congress at every step of the process. Senator 

Padilla led this opposition by giving floor speeches 

and leading letters condemning this illegal rollback. 

The Trump administration also withheld funds for 

critical clean transportation projects that were 

appropriated by Congress on a bipartisan basis. 

Once again, champions of color spoke out against 

these harmful executive actions. Senator Warnock 

led a letter urging the Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) to unfreeze funds for the Clean School 

Bus program. Representative Doris Matsui (CA-07) 

led a letter to the Department of Transportation 

urging them to release National Electric Vehicle 

Infrastructure funding. 

Matsui also fought to oppose the elimination of 

the federal clean vehicle standards by leading a 

letter of more than 100 members of Congress to 

the EPA. Despite these rollbacks and alongside 

Rep. Amo speaks at a press conference opposing EPA's 

efforts to rollback the endangerment finding, the legal 

foundation of our climate safeguards.

Sen. Padilla speaks out on the Senate floor against the 

CRA resolution to block California's clean cars standards.

In July 2025, the Trump administration proposed a 

rule that would eliminate the endangerment finding, 

which is the foundation for nearly every federal 

climate pollution limit. The Trump administration’s 

attempt to deny the science and people’s experience 

of devastating climate change-fueled disasters 

was met with fierce resistance. In addition to joining 

caucus-wide letters, Senator Blunt Rochester, Small 

Business Ranking Member Nydia Velázquez (NY-07), 

and Representatives Summer Lee (PA-12), Nikema 

Williams (GA-05), Yassamin Ansari (AZ-03), Pramila 

Jayapal (WA-07), Amo, McClellan, and Menendez 

led individual delegation letters detailing how 

rolling back the endangerment finding would harm 

communities in their states.

DEFENDING CLEAN TRANSPORTATION
Throughout 2025, environmental champions 

in Congress have been fighting back against 

unprecedented attacks on clean transportation 

programs. Most notably, the Congressional Review 

Act (CRA) was misused to block California and other 

states’ pollution standards for cars, trucks, and buses. 

https://x.com/SenAlexPadilla/status/1925737661458710720
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Rep. Neguse speaks at an LCV and Conservation 

Colorado solidarity hike to make clear that our public 

lands are not for sale.

discussions on surface transportation reauthorization, 

Representative Hank Johnson (GA-04) introduced 

the Stronger Communities Through Better Transit Act, 

a groundbreaking bill that would provide $80 billion 

in funding for public transit programs.

PROTECTING PUBLIC LANDS AND 
STOPPING THE SELL-OFF
This year, conservation champions in Congress 

worked hard to protect our public lands and waters 

and push back against relentless Republican efforts 

to sell them off to extractive industries. In the House, 

Representative Joe Neguse (CO-02) introduced the 

Protect Our Parks Act and the Save Our Forests Act, 

both seeking to ensure adequate staffing levels at 

land management agencies and reinstate workers 

wrongfully terminated by the Trump administration. 

Representatives Andrea Salinas (OR-06) and Ansari 

advocated for the reinstatement of the 2021 Roadless 

Rule, introducing the Roadless Area Conservation 

Act to codify the rule and protect millions of acres of 

national forest and leading a letter to the secretary 

of Agriculture demanding reinstatement of the 

protections. On the House floor, Representative 

Gabe Vasquez (NM-02) spoke in opposition to 

efforts to overturn protections for Alaska’s Arctic 

National Wildlife Refuge and Western Arctic using 

the CRA. Representative Leger Fernández (NM-03) 

also pushed back against these rollbacks and the 

importance of protecting the Arctic and public lands 

in committee speeches. 

Several members used their voices to push back 

against public lands attacks at community events 

and in videos. Neguse joined LCV and Conservation 

Colorado for a hike on public lands in Colorado 

and spoke about the urgency of pushing back 

against attacks on public lands. During the House 

Natural Resources Committee’s consideration of the 

Republican reconciliation bill, Representative Dave 

Min (CA-47) filmed a video highlighting the myriad of 

public lands attacks included in the bill text. 

SAFEGUARDING NATIONAL 
MONUMENTS
Conservation champions also worked hard to 

establish new and protect existing national 

monuments across the country. At the beginning 

of the year, Senator Padilla and Representative 

Raul Ruiz (CA-25) celebrated the designation of 

Chuckwalla National Monument by presidential 

proclamation, which followed their bills in 

each chamber to do the same. In the House, 

Representatives Vasquez and Leger Fernández 

penned a letter to the secretary of the Interior urging 

the Department to keep protections for New Mexico’s 

national monuments in place and highlighting their 

enormous cultural and economic value. In the 

Senate, Senators Ben Ray Luján (D-NM) and Martin 

Heinrich (D-NM) teamed up to introduce legislation 

to protect New Mexico’s national monuments. 

Senator Ruben Gallego (D-AZ) introduced legislation 

to protect Baaj Nwaavjo I’tah Kukveni – Ancestral 

Footprints of the Grand Canyon National Monument 

in Arizona. 
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CONFRONTING AUTHORITARIANISM
In a year filled with attacks on civil liberties, 

members of Congress pushed back against rising 

authoritarianism from the Trump administration 

while sometimes becoming targets of it themselves. 

Senator Padilla questioned Secretary of 

Homeland Security Kristi Noem about ICE raids 

and unprecedented militarization in Los Angeles 

during a Department of Homeland Security press 

conference and was tackled and handcuffed for 

doing so. Representative LaMonica McIver (NJ-

10) was arrested and prosecuted while touring an 

immigration detention facility in her district. 

OVERSEEING JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS
This year, President Trump appointed many judicial 

nominees with track records of opposing democracy, 

equal rights, and the rule of law. Judiciary Committee 

members Senators Mazie Hirono (D-HI), Booker, 

and Padilla have played a key role in calling out 

nominees’ extremist positions and pushing them 

to answer tough questions about the rule of law, 

Trump’s abuse of power, and their positions on the 

January 6 United States Capitol attack. 

PROTECTING CLEAN AIR AND WATER
This year, environmental champions in Congress 

fought to protect clean air and water because 

everyone in this country, no matter their race, income 

or zip code, deserves to live in a healthy community. 

Representative Emilia Sykes (OH-13) led efforts 

to make water more accessible and affordable 

through her introduction of the Water Preservation 

and Affordability Act and a letter to the House 

Appropriations Committee to urge funding of critical 

water infrastructure programs. Representative Tlaib, 

alongside Representative Debbie Dingell (MI-06), led 

a briefing on safe drinking water and the importance 

of upholding the EPA’s Lead and Copper Rule 

Improvements. 

Sen. Warnock speaks at a press conference reintroducing 

the John R. Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act, along 

with Sens. Padilla, Durbin, and Blumenthal.

Rep. Ansari highlighting the need for climate action and 

leadership, with Reps. Matsui, Castor, Pelosi, McClain 

Delaney, Casten, Dexter, and Huffman.

DEFENDING VOTING RIGHTS
As attacks on voting rights have ramped up this year, 

congressional champions have introduced legislation 

to defend and expand voting rights. Representative 

Terri Sewell (AL-07) joined with Leader Jeffries 

and all House Democrats to reintroduce the John R. 

Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act, an essential 

bill to restore and modernize our most effective 

civil rights law. Senators Warnock and Booker 

reintroduced the bill on the Senate side, joining with 

colleagues including members of Senate leadership. 

Representative Eleanor Holmes Norton (DC-AL) 

reintroduced legislation to grant Washington, D.C. 

statehood. 

https://www.padilla.senate.gov/newsroom/press-releases/icymi-ny-times-opinion-senator-padilla-the-trump-administration-handcuffed-me-but-i-refuse-to-stay-silent/
https://www.padilla.senate.gov/newsroom/press-releases/icymi-ny-times-opinion-senator-padilla-the-trump-administration-handcuffed-me-but-i-refuse-to-stay-silent/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2025/11/04/lamonica-mciver-trial-video-trump-dhs-new-jersey/
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Rep. Sykes speaking at the Green Room Reception, an 

event during the CBC Conference week where LCV hon-

ored her leadership on clean water and climate justice.

FIGHTING AGAINST THE WAR ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND  
THE EPA
This year, environmental champions in Congress 

fought back against the Trump administration’s 

relentless assault on the environmental justice 

movement and the EPA. In the Senate, Senator Blunt 

Rochester led her colleagues in urging the EPA not 

to terminate its grants and assistance programs. 

Blunt Rochester also joined Senators Tammy 

Duckworth (D-IL) and Booker in leading the fight to 

block the closure of the EPA Office of Environmental 

Justice and Civil Rights, which helped communities 

overburdened by pollution solve environmental and 

public health challenges. 

In the House of Representatives, Representative 

Valerie Foushee (NC-04) led the fight to stop 

the dismantling of EPA’s Office of Research and 

Development, which provides critical scientific 

research and analysis for the agency to develop 

protections for human health and the environment. 

Other members also challenged the dangerous 

rollbacks of EPA’s critical environmental safeguards. 

Representative McIver led her colleagues in urging 

EPA to uphold PFAS drinking water standards, and 

Representative McClellan took the lead on opposing 

rollbacks to the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards 

Rule to help improve air quality across the country. 

PROTECTING OUR COASTS FROM 
OFFSHORE DRILLING
This year, environmental champions in Congress 

contested the Trump administration’s efforts to open 

up our coasts to offshore drilling, which threatens our 

waters and coastal communities, while prolonging 

our dependence on dirty fossil fuels. In the House, 

Representative Salud Carbajal (CA-24) introduced 

the California Clean Coast Act, a bill to permanently 

ban future offshore oil and gas leasing off the coast of 

California. Representative Levin introduced the So Cal 

Coast and Ocean Protection Act, which would prohibit 

offshore drilling along the Southern California coast. In 

the Senate, Senator Booker took action to introduce 

the Clean Ocean and Safe Tourism (COAST) Anti-

Drilling Act, which would permanently ban offshore 

oil and gas drilling in the Atlantic Ocean. And Senator 

Padilla introduced the West Coast Ocean Protection 

Act, a bill to permanently prohibit offshore drilling 

off the coast of California, Oregon, and Washington. 

These bills would permanently protect our coasts 

from the dangers of fossil fuel drilling, which 

jeopardizes our coastal communities, public health, 

and the environment to benefit Big Oil and Gas.

Rep. Levin speaks at a press conference opposing 

President Trump's plans to expand offshore drilling.
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Rep. Grijalva speaks at a press conference along with the 
late Rep. McEachin to demand environmental justice now.

Rep. Grijalva served as the chair of the House Natural 
Resources Committee from 2019 to 2023.

of acres of public lands and waters in perpetuity. He 

also championed major investments in climate and 

ocean action through the historic Inflation Reduction 

Act and the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, 

helping direct billions of dollars toward communities 

already suffering from drought, wildfires, flooding, and 

pollution. His Ocean-Based Climate Solutions Act was 

foundational in the development of President Biden’s 

landmark Ocean Climate Action Plan. 

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE TRAILBLAZER
Long before environmental justice was part of the 

congressional conversation, Representative Grijalva 

helped bring it to the forefront. Alongside his friend 

and colleague, the late Representative A. Donald 

McEachin, he co-led the first congressional summit 

on environmental justice and spearheaded the 

Environmental Justice for All Act, groundbreaking 

legislation to remedy the disproportionate 

REPRESENTATIVE RAÚL M. GRIJALVA'S ENDURING LEGACY

“When we protect our public lands and waters, 

we aren’t just safekeeping the nation’s natural 

resources, we are protecting our stories, our 

memories, and a legacy for our children and 

grandchildren.” 
— Representative Grijalva,  

on accepting the Ansel Adams award

Last year, the climate and environmental justice 

movement lost a giant. For more than two decades 

in Congress, including a decade as co-chair of the 

Congressional Progressive Caucus and another 

decade as top Democrat on the House Natural 

Resources Committee, Representative Raúl M. 

Grijalva stood unapologetically for clean air and 

water, Tribal sovereignty, the protection of public 

lands, and the fundamental belief that every 

community deserves a healthy, dignified future. 

LCV and Chispa Arizona honor his leadership, which 

profoundly reshaped the environmental debate in 

Congress and helped build a movement that will 

carry his work forward for generations.

A TRANSFORMATIONAL LEADER ON 
NATURAL RESOURCES
As chair of the House Natural Resources Committee 

from 2019 to 2023, Grijalva built a new and visionary 

national platform for climate action, environmental 

justice, and Indigenous rights. During his tenure, the 

Committee confronted the realities of the climate 

crisis with urgency and clarity, centering the voices 

of those most impacted and holding the fossil fuel 

industry to account.

Among his many accomplishments, then-Chair 

Grijalva led passage of the Great American Outdoors 

Act into law, a generational conservation win that 

included permanent funding for the popular Land 

and Water Conservation Fund and protected millions 
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burden of pollution on low-income communities 

and communities of color. Always keeping 

underrepresented voices as his compass, the 

legislation was drafted through a first-of-its-kind 

and extensive public input process.

STANDING WITH INDIGENOUS PEOPLES 
AND PROTECTING SACRED SITES
Representative Grijalva’s steadfast commitment 

to our public lands and waters was deeply rooted 

in the belief that the country’s First Americans 

should have a leading role in the stewardship of our 

natural resources. In addition to championing Tribal 

co-management legislation and the protection of 

Indigenous sacred sites, like Bears Ears and Chaco 

Canyon, Grijalva led efforts to standardize and 

codify Tribal consultation requirements through his 

RESPECT Act.

In a historic win for Native nations in Arizona and 

beyond, Grijalva’s leadership was instrumental in 

the designation of the Baaj Nwaavjo I’tah Kukveni—

Ancestral Footprints of the Grand Canyon National 

Monument, permanently protecting nearly one 

million acres of sacred and culturally significant lands 

from uranium mining. He also consistently stood 

with Native nations to protect Oak Flat and other 

threatened sites.

Recognizing the devastating legacy of hardrock 

mining on Native nations and communities across 

the West, Grijalva was a foremost proponent of 

comprehensive mining reform. He consistently 

led legislation to modernize the 1872 Mining Law, 

hold mining companies accountable, uphold 

Tribal sovereignty, and protect communities from 

toxic contamination. He also held the first-ever 

congressional hearings on other issues important 

to Indigenous communities, including Missing and 

Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls, Indian 

boarding schools, and the U.S. government’s history 

of Native land dispossession, among others.

A LEGACY THAT CARRIES FORWARD
LCV, Chispa Arizona, and the environmental 

community at large remember Representative Grijalva 

as a champion who led not only with policy expertise 

but with humility and heart. He welcomed young 

advocates into his office and mentored rising leaders, 

believing deeply in the power of youth voices—

especially those speaking out about climate change 

and environmental justice.

Today, Representative Grijalva’s legacy endures 

through protected landscapes, historic progress on 

environmental justice and Tribal sovereignty, and in 

the next generation of leaders he helped inspire. LCV 

and Chispa Arizona are honored to continue the work 

he devoted his life to: standing up for communities, 

protecting our public lands and waters, and working 

toward a future that ensures justice and prosperity  

for all.

Rep. Grijalva joined President Biden, Secretary Haaland, 
Native leaders, and other Arizona officials for the 
designation of the Baaj Nwaavjo I’tah Kukveni —Ancestral 
Footprints of the Grand Canyon National Monument in 
2023.

Rep. Grijalva meets with LCV and Chispa AZ staff.
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2025 SENATE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

1. ZELDIN CONFIRMATION (EPA ADMINISTRATOR)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Lee Zeldin to serve as adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The EPA is tasked with protecting human 
health and the environment, and leading efforts to ensure Americans have access to clean air, safe 
water, and a healthy environment. As a member of Congress, Zeldin voted against the Inflation 
Reduction Act (IRA), the largest investment in climate action in history. He opposed legislation 
to secure our democracy, expand voting rights, and protect public lands, our air and water, and 
more—all reflected in his abysmal 14% lifetime score on LCV’s National Environmental Scorecard. 
Given his lack of relevant experience and his track record voting against actions that safeguard 
our environment, it was clear his priorities would not protect our families, especially those living 
on the frontlines of pollution and the fossil-fueled climate crisis—disproportionately communi-
ties of color. Instead of ensuring everyone has clean water to drink and air to breathe, Zeldin has 
committed to Trump’s anti-climate, anti-environment, pro-polluter agenda. On January 29, the 
Senate confirmed Lee Zeldin to be administrator of the EPA by a vote of 56–42 (Senate roll call 
vote 24). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

2. BURGUM CONFIRMATION (SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Douglas Burgum to serve as 
secretary of the Interior. Under the leadership of the secretary, the Department of the Interior 
(DOI) is responsible for protecting the country’s most iconic and treasured public lands while 
working with local and Native communities. Billionaire Doug Burgum helped organize the April 
2024 oil and gas executives dinner, during which then-candidate Trump reportedly asked oil and 
gas executives for $1 billion toward his campaign in exchange for rolling back environmental 
protections. As the head of DOI and leader of the newly-formed National Energy Council (NEC), 
Burgum has carried out Trump’s unpopular and dangerous dirty energy agenda. Burgum’s track 
record of putting polluters over people and public lands is an alarming indication of his willing-
ness to ignore the interests of the American people, to the detriment of our natural and cultural 
resources that he is charged with stewarding. On January 30, the Senate confirmed Douglas Bur-
gum to be secretary of the Interior by a vote of 80–17 (Senate roll call vote 26). NO IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

3. WRIGHT CONFIRMATION (SECRETARY OF ENERGY)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Christopher Wright to serve as 
secretary of Energy. The Department of Energy (DOE) is charged with overseeing the country’s 
energy and environmental policy with a focus on transformative science and technology solu-
tions. Wright most recently was the CEO and chairman of the world’s second largest fracking 
company and is overseeing his own industry. He has no government experience and has been 
a staunch advocate for fossil fuels despite their devastating health and environmental impacts. 
Wright has questioned the validity of climate science and stoked misinformation. He attended the 
April 2024 oil and gas executives dinner, during which then-candidate Trump reportedly asked 
oil and gas executives for $1 billion toward his campaign in exchange for rolling back environ-
mental protections. On February 3, the Senate confirmed Christopher Wright to be secretary of 
Energy by a vote of 59–38 (Senate roll call vote 30). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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4. BONDI CONFIRMATION (ATTORNEY GENERAL)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Pam Bondi to serve as attorney 
general. As the nation’s top law enforcement agency, the Department of Justice (DOJ) is respon-
sible for defending and enforcing laws that ensure justice, safety, a healthy environment, and our 
civil and constitutional rights. As Florida attorney general, Bondi prioritized polluters’ bottom 
line and restricted voting rights. After leaving that office, she worked as a corporate lobbyist with 
ties to a foreign oil monarchy, held millions of dollars of investments in Trump’s social media 
company, represented Trump in his first impeachment, and helped Trump try to overturn the 
2020 election. As U.S. attorney general, Bondi has politicized and weaponized the Justice Depart-
ment against political opponents and dissenters, defied federal courts, and sought to purge civil 
servants who investigated crimes related to the insurrection on January 6th, 2021. She has deci-
mated the Justice Department divisions responsible for environmental, civil rights, and voting 
rights enforcement. On her first day in office, she ordered the termination of all environmental 
justice programs, offices, and jobs. On February 4, the Senate confirmed Pam Bondi to be at-
torney general by a vote of 54–46 (Senate roll call vote 33). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

5. VOUGHT CONFIRMATION (DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Russell Vought to serve as direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget (OMB). OMB plays a critical role with the White 
House overseeing federal agencies and the federal budget. Vought is a self-proclaimed Christian 
nationalist and principal architect of the Project 2025 agenda, a sweeping federal policy agenda 
and blueprint to radically restructure the federal government and gut critical programs, including 
those that protect our environment and lower costs for working families. As OMB deputy director 
and acting director during the previous Trump administration, Vought proposed extreme anti-
environmental budgets, including 31% cuts to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). He 
also sought to illegally impound, or block, funding approved by Congress. Relatedly, he believes 
the Impoundment Control Act to be unconstitutional despite numerous court decisions to the 
contrary, and in his confirmation hearings he refused to commit to following the law even if he 
disagrees with it. Vought is the central figure behind the administration’s efforts to hollow out 
the federal government’s ability to help our communities, including illegally firing thousands of 
career civil servants and wanting to traumatize those who remain. On February 6, the Senate 
confirmed Russell Vought to be director of OMB by a vote of 53–47 (Senate roll call vote 37). 
NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

6. REINSTATING FIRED FEDERAL LAND MANAGERS
Senator Michael Bennet (D-CO) sponsored an amendment to S.Con.Res. 7, the FY25 Senate Bud-
get Resolution, to reinstate federal employees that Elon Musk, leading the so-called Department 
of Government Efficiency, illegally fired at the Forest Service, National Park Service, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, and Bureau of Land Management. This amendment would reinstate the thou-
sands of federal employees that the administration fired in February 2025 and would restore the 
ability of federal bureaus to complete their duties to safeguard our nation’s natural and cultural 
resources. At a time when our public lands are stressed by climate change-driven disasters and 
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suffering from inadequate funding, the loss of federal employees ahead of peak visitation season 
proved devastating. Restoring these positions would increase visitor safety, preserve natural and 
cultural resources, and ensure adequate maintenance of natural and built infrastructure. On Feb-
ruary 20, the Senate rejected the Bennet amendment by a vote of 48–52 (Senate roll call vote 68). 
YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

7. ENSURING FUNDING FOR VETERANS EXPOSED TO TOXIC CHEMICALS 
Ranking Member Richard Blumenthal (D-CT) sponsored an amendment to S.Con.Res. 7, the 
FY25 Senate Budget Resolution, which would ensure full and uninterrupted funding for the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs (VA) health care and benefits provided by the Sergeant First Class 
Heath Robinson Honoring our Promise to Address Comprehensive Toxics (PACT) Act of 2022. 
This would block the administration from cutting or delaying funding for veterans exposed to 
toxic chemicals, such as chemical weapons burn pits, while serving our country. Exposure to 
these toxic chemicals can cause or worsen cancer and asthma, and lead to a variety of permanent 
impairments and health problems. On February 21, the Senate rejected the Blumenthal amend-
ment by a vote of 47–52 (Senate roll call vote 83). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

8. BLOCKING CRITICAL SAFEGUARDS
Chair Mike Lee (R-UT) sponsored an amendment to S.Con.Res. 7, the FY25 Senate Budget Reso-
lution, to establish a deficit-neutral reserve fund highlighting legislation that would require both 
chambers of Congress to affirmatively approve all significant new agency actions to protect the 
environment, workers, consumers, and public health before they take effect. This legislation, the 
so-called Regulations from the Executive in Need of Scrutiny (REINS) Act, would be a tool for 
polluters and other corporate interests to scuttle new health and environmental safeguards that 
the public needs and supports. In addition to being harmful, this legislation is redundant given 
that Congress establishes the agencies, funds them, provides their authority, passes the statutes 
they implement, and retains oversight power and appropriations authority. The REINS Act would 
effectively delay or even shut down the implementation of existing laws, which could mean more 
premature deaths, illnesses, and other health impacts from polluters dumping toxins into our air 
and water. On February 21, the Senate approved the Lee amendment by a vote of 53–47 (Senate 
roll call vote 85). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved S.Con.Res. 7, as 
amended, on February 21, and the House took no action on this legislation in 2025.

9. UNDERMINING PRESERVATION OF MARINE CULTURAL HERITAGE
Senator John Kennedy (R-LA) sponsored S.J.Res. 11, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) reso-
lution of disapproval, which repeals the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management’s (BOEM) rule 
protecting marine archaeological sites, including those culturally and historically significant to 
Native nations and to the descendants of enslaved Africans forcibly brought to this country. The 
CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress 
who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, 
and natural heritage. The rule required oil and gas operators to report potential harms to ma-
rine archaeological sites and cultural heritage before receiving approval to drill for oil and gas 
in U.S. waters. It was developed in consultation with the federally recognized Mashpee Wam-
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panoag Tribe, as part of the federal government’s commitment to strengthen its government-
to-government relationships with Native nations. By undoing this rule, oil and gas companies 
can proceed unchecked and put hundreds of significant sites at risk of irreparable damage. On 
February 25, the Senate adopted S.J.Res. 11 by a vote of 54–44 (Senate roll call vote 92). NO IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The House approved S.J.Res. 11 on March 6, and the president signed 
it into law on March 14. 

10. TERMINATING THE SHAM ENERGY EMERGENCY
Senator Tim Kaine (D-VA) and Ranking Member Martin Heinrich (D-NM) sponsored S.J.Res. 10, 
a joint resolution that would end President Donald Trump’s energy emergency declaration. 
Trump’s declaration is undermining American jobs, driving up costs, eroding U.S. economic 
competitiveness, taking away clean energy choices, and harming the environment. The U.S. is the 
largest producer and exporter of oil and gas, and was in the midst of an affordable clean energy 
boom at the beginning of President Trump’s current term thanks to historic clean energy invest-
ments made by the Inflation Reduction Act (IRA). This energy emergency declaration is a thinly-
veiled attempt to ban cleaner and cheaper forms of energy and gut environmental protections 
alongside the many other anti-clean energy actions of this Congress and administration, all just 
to further enrich big oil and gas executives at the expense of our communities and clean air and 
water. On February 26, the Senate rejected S.J.Res. 10 by a vote of 47–52 (Senate roll call vote 95). 
YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

11. ROLLING BACK THE METHANE POLLUTER FEE
The Senate considered Representative August Pfluger’s (R-TX) H.J.Res. 35, a Congressional Re-
view Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(EPA) rule implementing the Methane Emissions Reduction Program’s Waste Emissions Charge, 
better known as the methane polluter fee. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used 
by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for 
our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Rolling back implementation of 
this cost-saving program would increase energy waste, endanger public health, especially in low-
wealth communities and communities of color living on the frontlines of oil and gas operations, 
and imperil America’s position as a global leader on reducing methane pollution. On February 
27, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 35 by a vote of 52–47. (Senate roll call vote 97) NO IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on March 14. 

12. PROTECTING COLLECTIVE BARGAINING RIGHTS FOR FEDERAL EMPLOYEES
Senator Angela Alsobrooks (D-MD) sponsored an amendment to H.Con.Res. 14, the Senate Bud-
get Resolution, to establish a deficit-neutral reserve fund that protects federal employees collec-
tive bargaining agreements and the right to organize. The right to organize and bargain collec-
tively is integral to ensuring that federal workers maintain fair, safe, and equitable workplaces. It 
also ensures that federal programs and services are effectively and adequately staffed to best serve 
the public interest. On April 4, the Senate rejected the Alsobrooks amendment by a vote of 48–51 
(Senate roll call vote 175). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
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13. REITERATING IMPORTANCE OF FEDERAL AID FOR DISASTER SURVIVORS 
Ranking Member Alex Padilla (D-CA) sponsored an amendment to H.Con.Res. 14, the Senate 
Budget Resolution, to reiterate the importance of the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) and its continued role in providing immediate and long-term relief to all disaster survi-
vors. This amendment was offered in pushback to the Trump administration applying a political 
lens to FEMA and threatening to disband the agency. FEMA provides critical and immediate 
disaster response to communities and helps build their resilience to future severe weather events. 
As climate change continues to increase the frequency and exacerbate the impacts of extreme 
weather events across the country, the fiscally responsible decision is to support the recovery and 
resiliency of our communities. On April 4, the Senate rejected the Padilla amendment by a vote of 
48–51 (Senate roll call vote 177). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

14. PREVENTING PUBLIC LANDS SELL OFF
Senator John Hickenlooper (D-CO) and Ranking Member Martin Heinrich (D-NM) sponsored 
an amendment to H.Con.Res. 14, the Senate Budget Resolution, to prevent Congress from using 
the proceeds from public land sales to reduce the federal deficit and pay for billionaire tax cuts. 
Efforts to sell and privatize public lands to benefit extractive industries and real estate develop-
ers is a direct threat to people’s access to nature, clean air to breathe, clean water to drink, and 
to safeguard their culture and history. The sell off of public lands would forever alter the na-
tion’s landscape, devastate wildlife and biodiversity, and risk nearly 400,000 jobs and over $45 
billion in direct economic output. It would also jeopardize the larger outdoor recreation economy 
which supports over 5 million jobs and generates $1.2 trillion. On April 5, the Senate rejected 
the Hickenlooper-Heinrich amendment by a vote of 48–51 (Senate roll call vote 181). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

15. BLOCKING COST-SAVING WATER HEATER EFFICIENCY STANDARDS
The Senate considered Representative Gary Palmer’s (R-AL) H.J.Res. 20, a Congressional Review 
Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Department of Energy’s (DOE) energy 
conservation standards for gas-fired tankless water heaters. The CRA is an extreme and blunt 
tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently 
strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. This 
resolution blocks new money-saving efficiency standards, forces customers to rely on outdated, 
inefficient technology, and stalls innovation towards better, more efficient products. Gas appli-
ance efficiency standards can relieve stress on pipelines, gas supplies, and already tight water sup-
plies. The standards also support the energy efficiency industry that employs millions of people 
in nearly every county and lead to improved indoor and outdoor air quality and public health, 
particularly in low-wealth communities and communities of color disproportionately impacted 
by air pollution. On April 10, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 20 by a vote of 53–44 (Senate roll call 
vote 207). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on May 9.
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16. ROLLING BACK CLEAN AIR ACT PROTECTIONS
Senator John Curtis (R-UT) sponsored S.J.Res. 31, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) resolution 
of disapproval, which would repeal the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) rule under 
the Clean Air Act that places tighter pollution control requirements on facilities emitting large 
quantities of seven of the most hazardous air pollutants. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool 
that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip 
away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. The rollback 
of these Clean Air Act protections will lead to vast increases in emissions of the most dangerous 
air pollutants, harming the public health of communities closest to polluting facilities, which are 
disproportionately low-income communities and communities of color. On May 1, the Senate 
approved S.J.Res. 31 by a vote of 52–46 (Senate roll call vote 229). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. The House approved S.J.Res. 31 on May 22, and the president signed it into law on June 20.

17. ROLLING BACK SAFEGUARDS IN THE GLEN CANYON RECREATION AREA
The Senate considered Representative Celeste Maloy’s (R-UT) H.J.Res. 60, a Congressional Re-
view Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which nullifies the National Park Service’s (NPS) rule 
that protected the ecology and visitor experience in the Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 
(NRA) by managing vehicle use. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-
environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our 
environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. NPS carefully crafted the Glen Canyon 
rule to balance vehicle use with protecting the treasured desert landscape and natural and cultural 
resources that span from sandstone cliffs outside Canyonlands National Park to the shores of Lake 
Powell. The rule limited off-highway vehicles and all-terrain vehicles on 25 miles of the NRA’s 
most delicate terrain. Managing vehicle impact—from direct landscape impact to sounds and 
wildlife disruption—improves the shared experience of all users, protects the cherished canyons 
and mesas of this NRA, and reflects the mission of the NPS to responsibly steward shared natural 
landscapes for all users. On May 8, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 60 by a vote of 50–43 (Senate roll 
call vote 239). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on May 23. 

18. BLOCKING STATES’ CLEANER CARS STANDARDS
The Senate considered Representative John Joyce’s (R-PA) H.J.Res. 88, an illegitimate Congres-
sional Review Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval which repeals the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (EPA) state preemption waiver for California’s Advanced Clean Cars II rule. The CRA 
is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who 
want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and 
natural heritage. Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office (GAO) and 
Senate parliamentarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver because it is an 
agency order specifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. Elimi-
nating this waiver issued under the Clean Air Act blocks California and other states from imple-
menting these pollution cleaner cars standards that drive down fuel costs, safeguard clean air, 
protect public health, and reduce climate pollution. The elimination of this waiver would stymie 
the marketplace for fuel-efficient and tailpipe pollution-free vehicles that provide crucial benefits 
to clean air and the climate. On May 22, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 88 by a vote of 51–44 (Sen-
ate roll call vote 277). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it on June 12.
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19. BLOCKING STATES’ CLEANER TRUCKS STANDARDS
The Senate considered Representative John James’s (R-MI) H.J.Res. 87, an illegitimate Congres-
sional Review Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval which repeals the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (EPA) state preemption waiver for California’s Advanced Clean Trucks rule. The CRA 
is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who 
want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and 
natural heritage. Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office (GAO) and 
Senate parliamentarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver because it is an 
agency order specifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. Elimi-
nating this waiver issued under the Clean Air Act would block California and other states from 
implementing these standards for cleaner trucks and buses that drive down fuel costs, safeguard 
clean air, protect public health, and reduce climate pollution. The elimination of this waiver would 
stymie the expansion of the marketplace for fuel-efficient and tailpipe pollution free vehicles, and 
curtail crucial benefits to clean air and the climate. On May 22, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 87 
by a vote of 51–45 (Senate roll call vote 279). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president 
signed it on June 12.

20. BLOCKING STATES’ LIFE-SAVING TRUCK POLLUTION LIMITS
The Senate considered Representative Jay Obernolte’s (R-CA) H.J.Res. 89, an illegitimate Congres-
sional Review Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval which repeals the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (EPA) state preemption waiver for California’s Heavy-Duty Vehicle Omnibus pollution 
rule. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of 
Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, 
wildlife, and natural heritage. Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office 
and Senate parliamentarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver, because 
it is an agency order specifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. 
Eliminating this waiver issued under the Clean Air Act blocks California and other states from 
implementing these cleaner trucks and buses standards that safeguard clean air, protect public 
health, and reduce climate pollution. On May 22, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 89 by a vote of 
49–46 (Senate roll call vote 281). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it 
on June 12.

21. PROTECTING CLEAN ENERGY MANUFACTURING JOBS
Senator Raphael Warnock (D-GA) sponsored a motion to commit (MTC) H.R. 1, the so-called 
One Big Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA), to the Committee on Finance with instructions to revise 
their section of the bill to ensure the protection of American clean energy manufacturing jobs. 
H.R. 1 cut incentives that have driven hundreds of billions of dollars in investment and hundreds 
of thousands of jobs in solar manufacturing, electric vehicles, advanced batteries, and other clean 
energy technologies produced in America. This amendment would prevent H.R. 1 from stymying 
one of the fastest-growing sectors of the economy. On July 1, the Senate rejected the Warnock 
MTC by a vote of 48–51 (Senate roll call vote 359). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
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22. MAINTAINING WIND AND SOLAR CREDITS
Senator Jacky Rosen (D-NV) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 1, the so-called One Big Beautiful 
Bill Act (OBBBA), which would maintain existing wind and solar tax incentives. These incentives 
have brought hundreds of billions of dollars in investments to clean energy facilities over the past 
three years, creating hundreds of thousands of good-paying jobs, driving down electricity costs, 
and boosting reliability. Removing these incentives would stymie the growing clean energy indus-
try and result in higher energy costs for working families. On July 1, the Senate rejected the Rosen 
amendment by a vote of 47–53 (Senate roll call vote 364). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

23. SUSTAINING THE RESIDENTIAL CLEAN ENERGY TAX CREDIT
Senator John Hickenlooper (D-CO) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 1, the so-called One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA), which would extend the phase-out period for the residential clean 
energy tax credit, allowing more households to more affordably purchase and install solar panels 
and backup batteries. Extending the tax credit would help households save on their energy bills 
and reduce strain on the grid while protecting good-paying manufacturing and installation jobs 
in the U.S. solar industry. On July 1, the Senate rejected the Hickenlooper amendment by a vote 
of 48–52 (Senate roll call vote 365). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

24. MAINTAINING ENERGY SAVING TAX INCENTIVES
Ranking Member Jeanne Shaheen (D-NH) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 1, the so-called One 
Big Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA), which would restore four bipartisan tax incentives focused on 
energy efficiency and clean energy that help lower energy costs for families, make housing more 
affordable, and support U.S. jobs. Preserving these credits would soften the blow of higher energy 
prices caused by the underlying bill, encourage upgrades to more efficient technologies, and sup-
port the continued growth of the clean energy economy. On July 1, the Senate rejected the Shaheen 
amendment by a vote of 49–51 (Senate roll call vote 366). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

25. BLOCKING FUNDING FOR ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL DEREGULATION AND 
ILLEGAL IMPOUNDMENT
Senator Chris Van Hollen (D-MD) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 1, the so-called One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA), which would strike $100 million in additional funding for the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) on top of their annual appropriations. If not removed, the 
funding would be used to support OMB Director Russell Vought’s anti-environmental deregula-
tory efforts and his illegal withholding of funds appropriated by Congress to clean up our air and 
water. Vought’s actions undermine checks and balances between Congress and the administra-
tion and the implementation of critical federal environmental protections. On July 1, the Senate 
rejected the Van Hollen amendment by a vote of 50–50 (Senate roll call vote 368). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
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26. RAISING ENERGY COSTS AND PROVIDING POLLUTER GIVEAWAYS TO CUT 
TAXES FOR BILLIONAIRES
The Senate considered Chair Jodey Arrington’s (R-TX) H.R. 1, the so-called One Big Beautiful Bill 
Act (OBBBA), also known as the Big Ugly Bill, which is raising household energy costs for work-
ing families, killing hundreds of thousands of clean energy jobs, and selling off our public lands to 
corporate polluters, all to provide tax breaks to billionaires and polluters. The bill eliminates his-
toric clean energy tax credits enacted in the Inflation Reduction Act (IRA) that lower energy costs 
for working families, reduce dependence on fossil fuels, and power the American manufacturing 
resurgence. It eliminates the penalty for fossil fuel companies that fail to reduce their dangerous 
methane pollution and car companies that fail to produce cleaner, more efficient, money-saving 
cars while cutting funds to monitor, enforce, protect, and improve air and water quality. It allows 
polluters to pay for permitting shortcuts and limits harmed communities from having a say in the 
process. In addition to cutting programs that lower costs, the bill specifically reduces assistance 
to those who need it most, including critical lifelines for millions of people like Medicaid and 
SNAP. It also directs billions of dollars to turbocharge mass deportations, militarize the border, 
fund immigration raids in schools and other community spaces, and tear families apart. On July 
1, the Senate approved H.R. 1 by a vote of 51–50 (Senate roll call vote 372), with Vice President 
J.D. Vance’s tie-breaking vote. NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The House approved H.R. 1, 
as amended by the Senate, on July 3, and the president signed it into law on July 4. 

H.R. 1, the Big Ugly Bill, wreaks massive damage on our communities, clean energy future, and 
environment, and it eliminates the transformational investment in climate solutions and environ-
mental justice in the IRA, which was double scored in 2022. As a result, LCV has made the decision 
to double score this vote, a rarely used practice employed only for particularly consequential bills. 

27. RESCISSION OF INTERNATIONAL CLIMATE AND EMERGENCY ALERT 
SYSTEM FUNDING
The Senate considered Majority Leader Steve Scalise’s (R-LA) H.R. 4, the Rescissions Act of 2025, 
which rescinds over $9 billion in congressionally appropriated funding to international aid pro-
grams and public broadcasting. The bill cuts nearly half a billion dollars in funding that was pre-
viously appropriated with bipartisan support to help other countries recover from climate-fueled 
disasters and build clean energy projects around the world. Additionally, by cutting funding for 
public broadcasting, a pillar of the free press and a healthy democracy, this bill defunds lifesav-
ing emergency alert systems that are essential tools during climate change-fueled natural disas-
ters, especially in rural communities and when internet and cellular service is unavailable. These 
partisan rescissions cede U.S. global leadership on climate action and undermine congressional 
checks. On July 17, the Senate approved H.R. 4, as amended, by a vote of 51–48 (Senate roll call 
vote 411). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The House concurred with Senate amendments 
to H.R. 4 on July 18, and the president signed the amended H.R. 4 into law on July 24.
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28. BOVE CONFIRMATION (3RD CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Emil Bove III to serve as a judge 
of the United States Court of Appeals for the 3rd Circuit. The 3rd Circuit is one of the nation’s 
most powerful courts, with jurisdiction over New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and the US 
Virgin Islands. Federal judges serve for life and the laws that protect our environment and democ-
racy need judges who will uphold and enforce them. In his tenure at the deputy attorney general’s 
office in 2025, Bove allegedly engaged in multiple unprecedented abuses of power. He reportedly 
led an effort to identify and purge FBI agents and federal prosecutors involved in cases regarding 
the January 6th insurrection. Bove allegedly pushed a “bargain” to extract public policy conces-
sions from the mayor of New York City in exchange for dropping a corruption prosecution that 
could be resumed later, leading to resignations in protest by senior Department of Justice (DOJ) 
attorneys in both New York and Washington. Bove dismantled DOJ environmental justice pro-
grams and policies, and was likely involved in weaponizing the criminal justice system against 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund recipients. Shortly before his confirmation, a DOJ whistleblow-
er wrote that Bove plotted for the government to defy, circumvent, and lie to federal courts re-
garding illegal deportations. In all three of these recent and well-documented cases, Bove’s alleged 
conduct demonstrates a disqualifying degree of bad faith toward the Constitution that all lawyers 
and all government employees swear to protect. On July 29, the Senate confirmed Bove to be a 
judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the 3rd Circuit by a vote of 50–49 (Senate roll call 
vote 448). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

29. ARTAU CONFIRMATION (SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA)
The Senate considered President Donald Trump’s nomination of Edward L. Artau to serve as a 
judge of the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida. Federal judges serve 
for life and the laws that protect our environment and democracy need judges who will uphold 
and enforce them. As a state court judge in 2025, Artau failed to disclose that he was seeking 
a Trump nomination nor recused himself while working on a defamation case that President 
Trump personally brought against members of the Pulitzer Prize Board. Instead, Artau ruled 
in Trump’s favor while citing Trump’s own rhetoric, and Trump subsequently nominated Artau 
for a federal judgeship. Before his initial judicial service, Artau litigated to allow pollutants to be 
discharged into environmentally sensitive areas, seeking to undermine both EPA authority and 
the public health of people living near the Everglades. Artau’s deeply questionable ethics and his 
anti-environment record demonstrate that he cannot be trusted to honorably enforce environ-
mental protections and safeguard the people’s freedoms, as all judges must. On September 8, the 
Senate confirmed Artau to be a judge of the United States District Court for the Southern District 
of Florida by a vote of 50–43 (Senate roll call vote 504). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

30. REMOVING PUBLIC LANDS PROTECTIONS ON CULTURALLY AND 
ECOLOGICALLY SIGNIFICANT LANDSCAPES
The Senate considered Representative Nick Begich’s (R-AK) H.J.Res. 106, a Congressional Re-
view Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) Central Yukon Resource Management Plan (RMP). The CRA is an extreme and blunt 
tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently 
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strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Using 
the CRA on an agency RMP is unprecedented and inconsistent with CRA statute and the stable 
practices of developing and revising management plans across both Republican and Democratic 
administrations. This RMP guides land management and protections for 13.3 million acres of 
interior and Arctic Alaska, including habitat for caribou, Dall sheep, polar bears, and many other 
species, along with subsistence areas critical to local and Native communities. The RMP for some 
of the most culturally significant landscapes in the U.S., this plan was developed over a decade 
with careful consultation with Native nations and other stakeholders. Rather than going through 
the established agency consultation and update process, this CRA circumvents public input and 
illegitimately invalidates this RMP. It also potentially keeps BLM from issuing any other RMP like 
it in the future, restricting public lands protections across these unique and sacred landscapes and 
risking further mining and drilling. On October 9, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 106 by a vote of 
50–46 (Senate roll call vote 560). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it on 
December 11.

31. UNDERMINING AN ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT RECOVERY STRATEGY
Senator John Kennedy (R-LA) sponsored S.J.Res. 69, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) resolu-
tion of disapproval, which would reverse the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Barred Owl Manage-
ment Strategy. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental 
members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, 
communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. The Barred Owl Management Strategy was created to 
help recover the Northern Spotted Owl, a species listed as threatened under the Endangered Spe-
cies Act (ESA). The best available science demonstrates that removal of barred owls from spotted 
owl habitat is a highly effective tool for stemming the decline of the spotted owl and allowing them 
a chance to recover. This resolution would undermine the ESA, and could permanently block 
similar efforts to save the Northern Spotted Owl in the future. On October 29, the Senate rejected 
S.J.Res. 69 by a vote of 25–72 (Senate roll call vote 597). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

32. REVERSING LAND MANAGEMENT PLANNING & SAFEGUARDS FOR DRILLING 
IN ALASKA’S WESTERN ARCTIC
Senator Dan Sullivan (R-AK) sponsored S.J.Res. 80, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) resolu-
tion of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) 2020 Inte-
grated Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision (ROD) for the Western Arctic. The CRA is an 
extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want 
to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural 
heritage. This IAP guides land management for the entirety of the Western Arctic, the largest 
contiguous unit of public land in the United States, and provides safeguards to protect wildlife 
and natural resources from oil and gas drilling. Spanning nearly 23 million acres, the Western 
Arctic includes habitat for caribou, polar bears, and many other species, along with subsistence 
areas critical to local and Native communities. The plan for this critical ecosystem was developed 
through a public process and with the input of hundreds of thousands of comments from out-
door recreation, energy development, subsistence, and conservation interests. Rather than going 
through the established process to update the IAP for the Western Arctic, this CRA circumvents 
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public input and overrides science and careful planning in order to open this sacred landscape to 
drilling. It also potentially keeps BLM from issuing a similar IAP in the future, throwing our land 
management system into chaos by hamstringing the agency’s ability to issue management guid-
ance. On October 30, the Senate approved S.J.Res. 80 by a vote of 52–45 (Senate roll call vote 599). 
NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The House approved S.J.Res. 80 on November 18, and the 
president signed it into law on December 5.

33. REVERSING PUBLIC LANDS PROTECTIONS TO PROMOTE WYOMING COAL 
DEVELOPMENT
The Senate considered Representative Harriet Hageman’s (R-WY) H.J.Res. 130, a Congressional 
Review Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (BLM) Buffalo Field Office Resource Management Plan (RMP). The CRA is an extreme and 
blunt tool that is being used by anti-environment members of Congress who want to permanently 
strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Using the 
CRA on an agency RMP is unprecedented and inconsistent with the CRA statute and the practices 
of developing and revising management plans across both Republican and Democratic adminis-
trations. Not only would this resolution of disapproval open up over half a million acres of public 
lands to coal mining, it also sets a dangerous precedent that could prevent federal land manage-
ment agencies from adopting any land use plans for any activities included in previous plans, 
throwing our land management system into chaos by undermining agency ability to issue man-
agement guidance. On November 20, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 130 by a vote of 51–43 (Senate 
roll call vote 623). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it on December 11.

34. REVERSING LAND MANAGEMENT PLANNING TO OPEN THE ARCTIC REFUGE 
TO OIL AND GAS DRILLING
The Senate considered Representative Nick Begich’s (R-AK) H.J.Res. 131, a Congressional Review 
Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management’s 
(BLM) 2024 Record of Decision (ROD) for the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’s Coastal Plain 
oil and gas leasing program. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-
environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our 
environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. The Arctic Refuge is one of America’s 
wildest and most ecologically important places. It is home to critical habitat for caribou, polar 
bears, wolves, migratory birds, and many other species, along with subsistence areas vital to local 
and Native communities. The Coastal Plain of the Refuge is one such area, and provides critical 
calving ground for the Porcupine caribou herd, an important resource for the Gwich’in people. 
The Record of Decision (ROD) for the Coastal Plain leasing program was developed through a 
public process and protects 1.2 of the 1.6 million acres of the Coastal Plain from harmful oil and 
gas development. The Trump administration has already taken action to reverse many of the safe-
guards in the 2024 ROD and open the Coastal Plain to drilling. This CRA goes beyond that by also 
potentially keeping BLM from issuing any similar ROD in the future, throwing our land manage-
ment system into chaos by hamstringing the agency’s ability to issue management guidance. On 
December 4, the Senate approved H.J.Res. 131 by a vote of 49–45 (Senate roll call vote 632). NO IS 

THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on December 11.



SENATE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)

 

28	 LCV 2025 National Environmental Scorecard | │lcv.org/scorecard

⓭
2

0
2

5

11
8

th
 C

o
n

g
re

ss

L
if

e
ti

m
e

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 P

re
se

rv
at

io
n 

o
f M

ar
in

e
  

C
u

lt
u

ra
l H

e
rit

ag
e

 #
9

2

Z
el

d
in

 C
o

nfi
rm

at
io

n 
(E

PA
 A

d
m

in
is

tr
at

o
r)

 
#

24 B
u

rg
u

m
 C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n 

(S
e

cr
et

ar
y 

o
f t

he
 

In
te

rio
r)

 #
26

W
rig

ht
 C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n 

(S
e

cr
et

ar
y 

o
f 

E
ne

rg
y)

 #
30

B
o

nd
i C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n 

(A
tt

o
rn

ey
 G

e
ne

ra
l) 

#
33

V
o

u
g

ht
 C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n 

(D
ire

ct
o

r o
f t

he
 O

ffi
ce

 

o
f M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 a
nd

 B
u

d
g

et
) #

37
R

e
in

st
at

in
g

 F
ire

d
 F

e
d

e
ra

l L
an

d
 

M
an

ag
e

rs
 #

6
8

E
ns

u
rin

g
 F

u
nd

in
g

 fo
r V

et
e

ra
ns

 E
xp

o
se

d
 

to
 T

ox
ic

 C
he

m
ic

al
s 

 #
8

3

B
lo

ck
in

g
 C

rit
ic

al
 S

af
e

g
u

ar
d

s 
#

8
5

Te
rm

in
at

in
g

 t
he

 S
ha

m
 E

ne
rg

y 
 

E
m

e
rg

e
nc

y 
#

9
5

R
o

lli
ng

 B
ac

k 
th

e 
M

et
ha

ne
 P

o
llu

te
r F

ee
 #

97
P

ro
te

ct
in

g
 C

o
lle

ct
iv

e
 B

ar
g

ai
ni

ng
 R

ig
ht

s 
fo

r F
e

d
e

ra
l E

m
p

lo
ye

e
s 

#
17

5
R

e
ite

ra
tin

g
 Im

p
o

rt
an

ce
 o

f F
e

d
e

ra
l A

id
 fo

r 
D

is
as

te
r S

u
rv

iv
o

rs
  #

17
7

LCV SCORES

ALABAMA

Britt R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tuberville R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

ALASKA

Murkowski R 20 13 20 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Sullivan R 3 0 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

ARIZONA

Gallegoa D 86 83 93 ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

Kelly, Mark D 91 96 93 ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

ARKANSAS

Boozman R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Cotton R 3 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖

CALIFORNIA

Padilla D 97 92 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Schiffb D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

COLORADO

Bennet D 94 96 91 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hickenlooper D 91 96 94 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

CONNECTICUT

Blumenthal D 97 100 98 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murphy, C. D 97 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

DELAWARE

Blunt Rochesterc D 97 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

Coons D 100 92 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

FLORIDA

Moody R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, Rick R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

a	 Senator Gallego served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
b	 Senator Schiff served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress. He entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call 

vote 632, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
c	 Senator Blunt Rochester served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
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ALABAMA

Britt R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tuberville R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

ALASKA

Murkowski R 20 13 20 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Sullivan R 3 0 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

ARIZONA

Gallegoa D 86 83 93 ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

Kelly, Mark D 91 96 93 ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

ARKANSAS

Boozman R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Cotton R 3 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖

CALIFORNIA

Padilla D 97 92 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Schiffb D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

COLORADO

Bennet D 94 96 91 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hickenlooper D 91 96 94 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

CONNECTICUT

Blumenthal D 97 100 98 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murphy, C. D 97 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

DELAWARE

Blunt Rochesterc D 97 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

Coons D 100 92 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

FLORIDA

Moody R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, Rick R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

a	 Senator Gallego served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
b	 Senator Schiff served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress. He entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call 

vote 632, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
c	 Senator Blunt Rochester served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.



SENATE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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LCV SCORES

GEORGIA

Ossoff D 94 96 96 E E % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

Warnock D 91 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

HAWAII

Hirono D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Schatz D 97 96 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

Crapo R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Risch R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

Duckworth D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Durbin D 97 92 90 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

INDIANA

Banksd R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Young R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

IOWA

Ernst R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Grassley R 0 4 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

Marshall R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Moran, J. R 0 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

KENTUCKY

McConnell R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖

Paul R 9 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

Cassidy R 0 8 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Kennedy, J. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

d	 Senator Banks served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
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GEORGIA

Ossoff D 94 96 96 E E % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

Warnock D 91 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

HAWAII

Hirono D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Schatz D 97 96 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

Crapo R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Risch R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

Duckworth D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Durbin D 97 92 90 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

INDIANA

Banksd R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Young R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

IOWA

Ernst R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Grassley R 0 4 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

Marshall R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Moran, J. R 0 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

KENTUCKY

McConnell R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖

Paul R 9 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

Cassidy R 0 8 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Kennedy, J. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

d	 Senator Banks served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.



SENATE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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LCV SCORES

MAINE

Collins, S. R 31 8 52 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

King I 94 88 92 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MARYLAND

Alsobrookse D 97 N/A 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Van Hollen D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

Markey D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warrenf D 97 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

MICHIGAN

Peters, G. D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Slotking D 94 97 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

Klobucharh D 94 96 93 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

Smith, T.i D 94 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %

MISSISSIPPI

Hyde-Smith R 0 4 10 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

Wicker R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖

MISSOURI

Hawley R 6 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Schmitt R 3 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖

MONTANA

Daines R 6 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Sheehy R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

e	 Senator Alsobrooks was absent for roll call vote 279 due to a medical emergency.
f	 Senator Warren entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 623, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
g	 Senator Slotkin served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
h	 Senator Klobuchar entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 623, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
i	 Senator Smith was absent for roll call vote 411 due to a medical emergency.
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MAINE

Collins, S. R 31 8 52 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

King I 94 88 92 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MARYLAND

Alsobrookse D 97 N/A 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Van Hollen D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

Markey D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warrenf D 97 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

MICHIGAN

Peters, G. D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Slotking D 94 97 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

Klobucharh D 94 96 93 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? %

Smith, T.i D 94 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %

MISSISSIPPI

Hyde-Smith R 0 4 10 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

Wicker R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖

MISSOURI

Hawley R 6 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Schmitt R 3 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖

MONTANA

Daines R 6 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Sheehy R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

e	 Senator Alsobrooks was absent for roll call vote 279 due to a medical emergency.
f	 Senator Warren entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 623, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
g	 Senator Slotkin served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
h	 Senator Klobuchar entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 623, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
i	 Senator Smith was absent for roll call vote 411 due to a medical emergency.



SENATE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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LCV SCORES

NEBRASKA

Fischer R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Ricketts R 3 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

NEVADA

Cortez Mastoj D 94 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %

Rosen D 94 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Hassan D 94 96 97 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Shaheenk D 91 88 95 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

NEW JERSEY

Bookerl D 94 100 95 E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Kim, A.m D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW MEXICO

Heinrichn D 94 100 94 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Luján D 94 100 97 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

Gillibrand D 94 100 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Schumer D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

Budd R 3 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Tillis R 9 0 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

Cramer R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hoeven R 0 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

j	 Senator Cortez Masto was absent for roll call vote 560 due to a family emergency.
k		 Senator Shaheen entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 632, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
l	 Senator Booker was absent for roll call votes 24 and 26 due to a medical emergency.
m	 Senator Kim served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
n	 Senator Heinrich entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 277, 279, and 281, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. He was absent due to a family emergency.
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⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜ ㉝ ㉞
NEBRASKA

Fischer R 3 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Ricketts R 3 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

NEVADA

Cortez Mastoj D 94 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %

Rosen D 94 96 96 % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Hassan D 94 96 97 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Shaheenk D 91 88 95 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

NEW JERSEY

Bookerl D 94 100 95 E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Kim, A.m D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW MEXICO

Heinrichn D 94 100 94 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Luján D 94 100 97 % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

Gillibrand D 94 100 96 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Schumer D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

Budd R 3 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Tillis R 9 0 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

Cramer R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hoeven R 0 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

j	 Senator Cortez Masto was absent for roll call vote 560 due to a family emergency.
k		 Senator Shaheen entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 632, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
l	 Senator Booker was absent for roll call votes 24 and 26 due to a medical emergency.
m	 Senator Kim served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
n	 Senator Heinrich entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 277, 279, and 281, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. He was absent due to a family emergency.
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KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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LCV SCORES

OHIO

Husted R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Moreno R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

Lankford R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Mullin, M. R 3 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖

OREGON

Merkleyo D 97 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Wydenp D 100 100 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

Fetterman D 80 90 84 ✖ ? ? ✖ % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ? %

McCormick, D. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

RHODE ISLAND

Reed D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Whitehouse D 94 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

Graham R 3 4 14 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ?

Scott, T. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

Rounds R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Thune R 3 4 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

TENNESSEE

Blackburn R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hagerty R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

TEXAS

Cornyn R 3 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Cruz, T. R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

o	 Senator Merkley entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 277, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
p	 Senator Wyden was absent for roll call vote 504 due to a medical emergency.
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OHIO

Husted R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Moreno R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

Lankford R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Mullin, M. R 3 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖

OREGON

Merkleyo D 97 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Wydenp D 100 100 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

Fetterman D 80 90 84 ✖ ? ? ✖ % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ? %

McCormick, D. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

RHODE ISLAND

Reed D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Whitehouse D 94 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

Graham R 3 4 14 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ?

Scott, T. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

Rounds R 3 4 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Thune R 3 4 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

TENNESSEE

Blackburn R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hagerty R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

TEXAS

Cornyn R 3 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Cruz, T. R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

o	 Senator Merkley entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 277, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
p	 Senator Wyden was absent for roll call vote 504 due to a medical emergency.



SENATE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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LCV SCORES

UTAH

Curtisq R 3 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Lee, M. R 3 8 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

Sanders I 94 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Welch D 97 100 95 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

VIRGINIA

Kaine D 97 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warner D 97 100 92 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WASHINGTON

Cantwell D 97 100 94 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murrayr D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

Capito R 3 4 16 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Justice R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

Baldwin D 97 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Johnson, R. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WYOMING

Barrasso R 3 0 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Lummis R 3 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

q	 Senator Curtis served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
r	 Senator Murray was absent for roll call votes 175, 177, and 181 due to a family emergency.
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⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜ ㉝ ㉞
UTAH

Curtisq R 3 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Lee, M. R 3 8 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

Sanders I 94 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %

Welch D 97 100 95 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

VIRGINIA

Kaine D 97 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warner D 97 100 92 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WASHINGTON

Cantwell D 97 100 94 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murrayr D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

Capito R 3 4 16 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Justice R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

Baldwin D 97 100 97 % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Johnson, R. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WYOMING

Barrasso R 3 0 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

Lummis R 3 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

q	 Senator Curtis served in the U.S. House of Representatives during the 118th Congress.
r	 Senator Murray was absent for roll call votes 175, 177, and 181 due to a family emergency.
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2025 HOUSE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

1. STIFLING PUBLIC INPUT AND ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW ON NATIONAL 
FORESTS
Chair Bruce Westerman (R-AR) sponsored H.R. 471, the so-called Fix our Forests Act, which, 
under the guise of addressing wildfire concerns, would open millions of acres of federal land for 
logging without thorough scientific review and community input. The bill would roll back bed-
rock environmental laws, remove Endangered Species Act (ESA) consultation requirements, and 
circumvent National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) processes on millions of acres of federal 
public lands. It would stifle public input and also diminish the public’s rights to judicial review 
for potentially damaging projects, including shortening the review period after public notice to 
just 120 days. On January 23, the House approved H.R. 471 by a vote of 279-141 (House roll call 
vote 25). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The full Senate took no action on this legislation 
in 2025.

2. TAKING A SLEDGEHAMMER TO ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONS
Representative Andy Biggs (R-AZ) sponsored H.R. 77, the so-called Midnight Rules Relief Act, 
which would amend the Congressional Review Act (CRA) to allow dozens of regulations final-
ized near the end of a presidential term to be disapproved using a single joint resolution. The 
CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress 
who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, 
and natural heritage. H.R. 77 would make it easier for narrow majorities of lawmakers to repeal 
large numbers of safeguards that have each gone through extensive legal and scientific review 
and public comment. These repeals have long-lasting impacts because, under the CRA, future 
administrations cannot issue new rules that are substantially the same, which significantly con-
strains agencies’ authority to carry out their statutory missions to protect our environment and 
our health. On February 12, the House approved H.R. 77 by a vote of 212-208 (House roll call vote 
41). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025.

3. ROLLING BACK THE METHANE POLLUTER FEE
Representative August Pfluger (R-TX) sponsored H.J.Res. 35, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Environmental Protect Agency’s (EPA) rule imple-
menting the Methane Emissions Reduction Program’s Waste Emissions Charge, better known 
as the methane polluter fee. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-
environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our 
environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Rolling back implementation of this 
cost-saving program increases energy waste, endangers public health, especially in low-wealth 
communities and communities of color living on the frontlines of oil and gas operations, and 
imperils America’s position as a global leader on reducing methane pollution. On February 26, 
the House approved H.J.Res. 35 by a vote of 220-206 (House roll call vote 52). NO IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 35 on February 27, and the president signed 
it into law on March 14. 
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4. BLOCKING COST-SAVING WATER HEATER EFFICIENCY STANDARDS
Representative Gary Palmer (R-AL) sponsored H.J.Res. 20, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Department of Energy’s (DOE) energy conservation 
standards for gas-fired tankless water heaters. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being 
used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protec-
tions for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. This resolution blocks 
new money-saving efficiency standards, forces customers to rely on outdated, inefficient technol-
ogy, and stalls innovation towards better, more efficient products. Gas appliance efficiency stan-
dards can relieve stress on pipelines, gas supplies, and already tight water supplies. The standards 
also support the energy efficiency industry that employs millions of people in nearly every county 
and lead to improved indoor and outdoor air quality and public health, particularly in low-wealth 
and communities of color communities disproportionately impacted by air pollution. On Febru-
ary 27, the House approved H.J.Res. 20 by a vote of 221-198 (House roll call vote 53). NO IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 20 on April 10, and the president signed 
it into law on May 9.

5. UNDERMINING PRESERVATION OF MARINE CULTURAL HERITAGE
The House considered Senator John Kennedy’s (R-LA) S.J.Res. 11, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval which repeals the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management’s (BOEM) rule 
protecting marine archaeological sites, including those culturally and historically significant to 
Native nations and to the descendants of enslaved Africans forcibly brought to this country. The 
CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress 
who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and 
natural heritage. The rule required oil and gas operators to report potential harms to marine ar-
chaeological sites and cultural heritage before receiving approval to drill for oil and gas in U.S. 
waters. It was developed in consultation with the federally recognized Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe, 
as part of the federal government’s commitment to strengthen its government-to-government rela-
tionships with Native nations. By undoing this rule, oil and gas companies can proceed unchecked 
and put hundreds of significant sites at risk of irreparable damage. On March 6, the House ap-
proved S.J.Res. 11 by a vote of 221-202 (House roll call vote 61). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. The president signed it into law on March 14. 

6. MAKING VOTER REGISTRATION MORE DIFFICULT
Representative Chip Roy (R-TX) sponsored H.R. 22, the so-called Safeguard American Voter 
Eligibility (SAVE) Act, which would make registering to vote in federal elections more difficult by 
requiring onerous proof of citizenship. Voting by ineligible non-citizens is extraordinarily rare, 
election administrators are already well equipped to prevent it, and existing legal penalties for it 
are severe. Despite these facts, the SAVE Act would seize on anti-immigrant fervor to make reg-
istering to vote significantly harder for many millions of eligible voters, including citizens born in 
the United States, because it would require a hardcopy passport or birth certificate for registering. 
It would thwart online voter registration, voter registration drives, and voter registration by mail. 
A majority of all United States citizens do not have passports, many millions cannot readily ac-
cess their birth certificates, and millions of Americans, particularly married women, do not have 
birth certificates showing their current legal names. A healthy environment requires an inclusive 
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democracy in which every eligible voter can register, vote, and have their vote counted. This leg-
islation would severely undermine that right. On April 10, the House approved H.R. 22 by a vote 
of 220-208 (House roll call vote 102). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no 
action on this legislation in 2025. 

7. ROLLING BACK SAFEGUARDS IN THE GLEN CANYON RECREATION AREA
Representative Celeste Maloy (R-UT) sponsored H.J.Res. 60, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which nullifies the National Park Service’s (NPS) rule that protected the 
ecology and visitor experience in Glen Canyon National Recreation Area (NRA) by managing 
vehicle use. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental mem-
bers of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, com-
munities, wildlife, and natural heritage. NPS carefully crafted the Glen Canyon rule to balance 
vehicle use with protecting the treasured desert landscape and natural and cultural resources that 
span from sandstone cliffs outside Canyonlands National Park to the shores of Lake Powell. The 
rule limited off-highway vehicles and all-terrain vehicles on 25 miles of the NRA’s most delicate 
terrain. Managing vehicle impact—from direct landscape impact to sounds and wildlife disrup-
tion—improves the shared experience of all users, protects the cherished canyons and mesas of 
this NRA, and reflects the mission of the NPS to responsibly steward shared natural landscapes 
for all users. On April 29, the House approved H.J.Res. 60 by a vote of 219-205 (House roll call 
vote 110). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 60 on May 8, and 
the president signed it into law on May 23.

8. BLOCKING STATES’ CLEANER TRUCKS STANDARDS
Representative John James (R-MI) sponsored H.J.Res. 87, an illegitimate Congressional Review 
Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) 
state preemption waiver for California’s Advanced Clean Trucks rule. The CRA is an extreme and 
blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to perma-
nently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. 
Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office (GAO) and Senate parliamen-
tarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver because it is an agency order spe-
cifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. Eliminating this waiver 
issued under the Clean Air Act would block California and other states from implementing these 
cleaner trucks and buses standards that drive down fuel costs, safeguard clean air, protect public 
health, and reduce climate pollution. The elimination of this waiver would stymie the expansion 
of the marketplace for fuel-efficient and tailpipe pollution free vehicles, and curtail crucial ben-
efits to clean air and the climate. On April 30, the House approved H.J.Res. 87 by a vote of 231-191 
(House roll call vote 111). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 87 
on May 22, and the president signed it on June 12. 

9. BLOCKING STATES’ LIFE-SAVING TRUCK POLLUTION LIMITS
Representative Jay Obernolte (R-CA) sponsored H.J.Res. 89, an illegitimate Congressional Re-
view Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval, which repeals the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(EPA) state preemption waiver for California’s Heavy-Duty Vehicle Omnibus pollution rule. The 
CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress 
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who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and 
natural heritage. Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office (GAO) and 
Senate parliamentarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver, because it is an 
agency order specifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. Elimi-
nating this waiver issued under the Clean Air Act would block California and other states from 
implementing these cleaner trucks and buses standards that safeguard clean air, protect public 
health, and reduce climate pollution. On April 30, the House approved H.J.Res. 89 by a vote of 
225-196 (House roll call vote 112). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved 
H.J.Res. 89 on May 22, and the president signed it on June 12.

10. UNDERMINING ENDANGERED SPECIES PROTECTIONS
Representative Doug LaMalfa (R-CA) sponsored H.J.Res. 78, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which would rescind Endangered Species Act (ESA) protections for the 
San Francisco Bay-Delta longfin smelt. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used 
by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections 
for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. This resolution would directly 
undermine the recovery of the Bay-Delta longfin smelt—which the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
listed as endangered in 2024—as well as undercut the ESA’s intent to manage vulnerable species 
based on the best available science, not politics. Approval of this resolution would also set a dan-
gerous precedent by repealing a rule outside of the established review timeframe for final rules 
received by Congress. This is not only a violation of the CRA’s clear statutory language, but would 
also pave the way for future expansion and misuse of the law. On May 1, the House approved 
H.J.Res. 78 by a vote of 216-195 (House roll call vote 113). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025. 

11. BLOCKING STATES’ CLEANER CARS STANDARDS
Representative John Joyce (R-PA) sponsored H.J.Res. 88, an illegitimate Congressional Review 
Act (CRA) resolution of disapproval which repeals the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) 
state preemption waiver for California’s Advanced Clean Cars II rule. The CRA is an extreme and 
blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to perma-
nently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. 
Further, both the non-partisan Government Accountability Office (GAO) and Senate parliamen-
tarian ruled that the CRA cannot be used to revoke this waiver because it is an agency order spe-
cifically issued for one state, is not a rule, and is not broadly applicable. Eliminating this waiver 
issued under the Clean Air Act would block California and other states from implementing these 
pollution standards for cleaner cars that drive down fuel costs, safeguard clean air, protect public 
health, and reduce climate pollution. The elimination of this waiver would stymie the marketplace 
for fuel-efficient and tailpipe pollution-free vehicles that provide crucial benefits to clean air and 
the climate. On May 1, the House approved H.J.Res. 88 by a vote of 246-164 (House roll call vote 
114). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 88 on May 22 and the 
president signed it on June 12.
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12. ROLLING BACK CLEAN AIR ACT PROTECTIONS
The House considered Senator John Curtis’s (R-UT) S.J.Res. 31, a Congressional Review Act 
(CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would repeal the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(EPA) rule under the Clean Air Act that places tighter pollution control requirements on fa-
cilities emitting large quantities of seven of the most hazardous air pollutants. The CRA is an 
extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want 
to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural 
heritage. The rollback of these Clean Air Act protections will lead to vast increases in emissions of 
the most dangerous air pollutants, harming the public health of communities closest to polluting 
facilities, which are disproportionately low-income communities and communities of color. On 
May 22, the House approved S.J.Res. 31 by a vote of 216-212 (House roll call vote 143). NO IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on June 20.

13. RAISING ENERGY COSTS AND PROVIDING POLLUTER GIVEAWAYS TO CUT 
TAXES FOR BILLIONAIRES 
Chair Jodey Arrington (R-TX) sponsored H.R. 1, the so-called One Big Beautiful Bill Act (OBB-
BA), also known as the Big Ugly Bill, which is raising household energy costs for working families, 
killing hundreds of thousands of clean energy jobs, and selling off our public lands to corporate 
polluters, all to provide tax breaks to billionaires and polluters. The bill eliminates historic clean 
energy tax credits enacted in the Inflation Reduction Act (IRA) that lowered energy costs for 
working families, reduced dependence on fossil fuels, and powered the American manufacturing 
resurgence. It eliminates the penalty for fossil fuel companies that fail to reduce their dangerous 
methane pollution and car companies that fail to produce cleaner, more efficient, and money-
saving cars while cutting funds to monitor, enforce, protect, and improve air and water quality. 
It allows polluters to pay for permitting shortcuts and limits harmed communities from having 
a say in the process. In addition to cutting programs that lower costs, the bill specifically reduces 
assistance to those who need it most, including critical lifelines for millions of people like Med-
icaid and SNAP. It also directs billions of dollars to turbocharge mass deportations, militarize the 
border, fund immigration raids in schools and other community spaces, and tear families apart. 
On July 3, the House approved H.R. 1, as amended by the Senate, by a vote of 218-214 (House 
roll call vote 190). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it nto law on July 4. 

H.R. 1, the Big Ugly Bill, wreaks massive damage on our communities, clean energy future, and 
environment, and it eliminates the transformational investment in climate solutions and environ-
mental justice in the IRA, which was double scored in 2022. As a result, LCV has made the decision 
to double score this vote, a rarely used practice employed only for particularly consequential bills. 

14. RESCISSION OF INTERNATIONAL CLIMATE AND EMERGENCY ALERT 
SYSTEM FUNDING 
Chair Virginia Foxx (R-NC) sponsored H.Res. 590, which would concur with the Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 4, the Rescissions Act of 2025, which rescinds over $9 billion in congressionally 
appropriated funding to international aid programs and public broadcasting. The bill cuts nearly 
half a billion dollars in funding that was previously appropriated with bipartisan support to help 
other countries recover from climate-fueled disasters and build clean energy projects around the 
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world. Additionally, by cutting funding for public broadcasting, a pillar of the free press and a 
healthy democracy, this bill defunds lifesaving emergency alert systems that are essential tools 
during climate change-fueled natural disasters, especially in rural communities and when inter-
net and cellular service is unavailable. These partisan rescissions cede U.S. global leadership on 
climate action and undermine congressional checks on the president and future bipartisan deal-
making on government funding. On July 18, the House approved H.Res. 590 by a vote of 216-213 
(Roll call vote 203). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed H.R. 4 into law 
on July 24.

15. REMOVING PUBLIC LANDS PROTECTIONS ON CULTURALLY AND 
ECOLOGICALLY SIGNIFICANT LANDSCAPES
Representative Nick Begich (R-AK) sponsored H.J.Res. 106, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Cen-
tral Yukon Resource Management Plan (RMP). The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is 
being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who want to permanently strip away 
protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Using the CRA on 
an agency RMP is unprecedented and inconsistent with CRA statute and the stable practices of 
developing and revising management plans across both Republican and Democratic administra-
tions. This RMP guides land management and protections for 13.3 million acres of interior and 
Arctic Alaska, including habitat for caribou, Dall sheep, polar bears, and many other species, 
along with subsistence areas critical to local and Native communities. The RMP for some of the 
most culturally significant landscapes in the U.S., this plan was developed over a decade with 
careful consultation with Native nations and other stakeholders. Rather than going through the 
established agency consultation and update process, this CRA circumvents public input and il-
legitimately invalidates this RMP. It also potentially keeps BLM from issuing any other RMP like 
it in the future, restricting public lands protections across these unique and sacred landscapes and 
risking further mining and drilling. On September 3, the House approved H.J.Res. 106 by a vote 
of 215-210 (House roll call vote 225). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved 
H.J.Res. 106 on October 10, and the president signed it on December 11.

16. BLOCKING THE DELAWARE RIVER BASIN FRACKING BAN
Representative Scott Perry (R-PA) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 4553, the Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2026, which would prohibit the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission from using funds to enforce their unanimously-passed ban on 
hydraulic fracturing, or fracking, in the Delaware River Basin. Fracking for oil and gas increases 
air, water, and groundwater pollution and jeopardizes the health of communities, drinking water 
sources, ecosystems, and wildlife that depend on the river. This amendment would compromise 
the long-term health and resilience of the Delaware River, its watershed, and its residents. On 
September 3, the House rejected the Perry amendment by a vote of 195-235 (House roll call vote 
227). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
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17. DEFUNDING KEY DOE PROGRAMS FOR A CLEAN ENERGY FUTURE
Representative Chuck Fleischmann (R-TN) sponsored H.R. 4553, the Energy and Water Devel-
opment and Related Agencies Appropriations Act for FY26, which would cut Department of En-
ergy (DOE) funding for clean energy innovation, grid modernization, and energy efficiency. The 
bill undermines American competitiveness by slashing investments in technologies that lower 
energy costs, reduce pollution, and create jobs. It also includes harmful policy riders that would 
weaken environmental protections and block energy efficiency measures that save consumers 
money. On September 4, the House approved H.R. 4553 by a vote of 214-213 (House roll call vote 
239). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on H.R. 4553, however, 
Congress passed a bipartisan Fiscal Year 2026 Energy and Water Development appropriations bill 
as part of a minibus package in January 2026, and the president signed it into law on January 23.

18. DELAYING OFFSHORE WIND WITH MISINFORMATION
Representative Chris Smith (R-NJ) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 3838, Streamlining Pro-
curement for Effective Execution and Delivery and National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) 
for FY26, which would require the secretary of defense to certify that offshore wind projects in 
the North Atlantic and Mid-Atlantic planning areas would not interfere with radar and sonar 
performance and capabilities. It also would require the Department of Transportation inspector 
general to conduct a study to determine if offshore wind projects could interfere with radar. This 
bad faith amendment falsely contends that there have been insufficient reviews for offshore wind 
projects, when the truth is that the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management is required and has 
already performed substantial reviews in close consultation with the Department of Defense. The 
Trump administration’s recent claims that offshore wind impacts radar capability or has other 
classified national security impacts have been quickly rebuffed by federal judges. These attacks 
on offshore wind are based on misinformation and are simply meant to slow the deployment of a 
critical clean energy technology and delay the transition away from dirty fossil fuels. On Septem-
ber 10, the House rejected the Smith amendment by a vote of 209-224 (House roll call vote 250). 
NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

19. IMPERILING ENDANGERED SPECIES ON MILITARY LAND
Representative Andy Biggs (R-AZ) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 3838, Streamlining Pro-
curement for Effective Execution and Delivery and National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) 
for FY26, which would exempt defense-related activities from complying with the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA). This amendment would carve out a massive loophole in the ESA, undermine 
science, and ignore the longstanding partnership between the Department of Defense (DOD), 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and state wildlife agencies to conserve species and resources 
on DOD-designated military lands. Those tens of millions of acres of military lands support the 
preservation of ecologically important native habitats for fish, wildlife, and plant species, includ-
ing over 400 threatened and endangered species. On September 10, the House rejected the Biggs 
amendment by a vote of 200-228 (House roll call vote 259). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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20. REMOVING D.C.’S INPUT FOR ITS JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS
Representative Pete Sessions (R-TX) sponsored H.R. 5125, the District of Columbia Judicial Nomi-
nations Reform Act of 2025, which would abolish the District of Columbia (D.C.) Judicial Nomi-
nation Commission and its local democratic input on local judicial nominations. Because D.C. is 
not a state, the federal government wields far-reaching and undemocratic power over its local gov-
ernment, including D.C.’s local courts. Currently, the D.C. Judicial Nomination Commission puts 
forward potential candidates for local court judges, who are then nominated by the president and 
confirmed by the Senate in a process that is entirely different from equivalent state courts across the 
country where judges are chosen by voters or state officials. For far too long, residents of Washing-
ton, D.C. have been denied a vote in Congress and the ability to govern locally without federal inter-
ference. D.C. residents face a disproportionate impact of our federal government’s failure to act on 
climate and other pressing environmental harms. Low-income, Black, and Indigenous communities 
have historically suffered the consequences of pollution and public health risks, and D.C. residents, 
more than half of whom are people of color, have experienced this environmental racism for genera-
tions. On September 17, the House approved H.R. 5125 by a vote of 218-211 (House roll call vote 
274). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025.

21. FAST-TRACKING FOSSIL-FUEL POWER OVER CLEAN ENERGY ONTO THE GRID
Representative Troy Balderson (R-OH) sponsored H.R. 1047, the Guaranteeing Reliability 
through the Interconnection of Dispatchable (GRID) Power Act, which would effectively require 
that fossil fuel-fired power plants cut in front of clean energy projects to get connected to our 
grids. This would raise costs for working families by prioritizing expensive polluting power that 
disproportionately harms the health and pocket books of low-wealth communities and commu-
nities of color. It would also hinder the clean energy transition and intensify the impacts of cli-
mate change-driven extreme weather disasters. On September 18, the House approved H.R. 1047 
by a vote of 216-206 (House roll call vote 279). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate 
took no action on this legislation in 2025. 

22. REVERSING PUBLIC LANDS PROTECTIONS TO PROMOTE WYOMING COAL 
DEVELOPMENT
Representative Harriet Hageman (R-WY) sponsored H.J.Res. 130, a Congressional Review Act 
(CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
Buffalo Field Office Resource Management Plan (RMP). The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool 
that is being used by anti-environment members of Congress who want to permanently strip 
away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and natural heritage. Using the 
CRA on an agency RMP is unprecedented and inconsistent with the CRA statute and the prac-
tices of developing and revising management plans across both Republican and Democratic ad-
ministrations. Not only would this resolution of disapproval open up over half a million acres 
of public lands to coal mining, it also sets a dangerous precedent that could prevent federal land 
management agencies from adopting any land use plans for any activities included in previous 
plans, throwing our land management system into chaos by undermining agency ability to issue 
management guidance. On November 18, the House approved H.J.Res. 130 by a vote of 214-212 
(House roll call vote 294). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 130 
on November 20, and the president signed it on December 11.
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23. REVERSING LAND MANAGEMENT PLANNING TO OPEN THE ARCTIC REFUGE 
TO OIL AND GAS DRILLING
Representative Nick Begich (R-AK) sponsored H.J.Res. 131, a Congressional Review Act (CRA) 
resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) 2024 
Record of Decision (ROD) for the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’s Coastal Plain oil and gas 
leasing program. The CRA is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental 
members of Congress who want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, com-
munities, wildlife, and natural heritage. The Arctic Refuge is one of America’s wildest and most 
ecologically important places. It is home to critical habitat for caribou, polar bears, wolves, migra-
tory birds, and many other species, along with subsistence areas vital to local and Native com-
munities. The Coastal Plain of the Refuge is one such area, and provides critical calving ground 
for the Porcupine caribou herd, an important resource for the Gwich’in people. The Record of 
Decision (ROD) for the Coastal Plain leasing program was developed through a public process 
and protects 1.2 of the 1.6 million acres of the Coastal Plain from harmful oil and gas develop-
ment. The Trump administration has already taken action to reverse many of the safeguards in the 
2024 ROD and open the Coastal Plain to drilling. This CRA goes beyond that by also potentially 
keeping BLM from issuing any similar ROD in the future, throwing our land management system 
into chaos by hamstringing the agency’s ability to issue management guidance. On November 18, 
the House approved H.J.Res. 131 by a vote of 217-209 (House roll call vote 295). NO IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate approved H.J.Res. 131 on December 4, and the president signed 
it into law on December 11.

24. REVERSING LAND MANAGEMENT PLANNING & SAFEGUARDS FOR DRILLING 
IN ALASKA’S WESTERN ARCTIC
The House considered Senator Dan Sullivan’s (R-AK) S.J.Res. 80, a Congressional Review Act 
(CRA) resolution of disapproval, which would reverse the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) 
2020 Integrated Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision (ROD) for the Western Arctic. The CRA 
is an extreme and blunt tool that is being used by anti-environmental members of Congress who 
want to permanently strip away protections for our environment, communities, wildlife, and nat-
ural heritage. This IAP guides land management for the entirety of the Western Arctic, the largest 
contiguous unit of public land in the United States, and provides safeguards to protect wildlife 
and natural resources from oil and gas drilling. Spanning nearly 23 million acres, the Western 
Arctic includes habitat for caribou, polar bears, and many other species, along with subsistence 
areas critical to local and Native communities. The plan for this critical ecosystem was developed 
through a public process and with the input of hundreds of thousands of comments from out-
door recreation, energy development, subsistence, and conservation interests. Rather than going 
through the established process to update the IAP for the Western Arctic, this CRA circumvents 
public input and overrides science and careful planning in order to open this sacred landscape 
to drilling. It also potentially keeps BLM from issuing a similar IAP in the future, throwing our 
land management system into chaos by hamstringing the agency’s ability to issue management 
guidance. The House approved S.J.Res. 80 by a vote of 216-209 on November 18 (House roll call 
vote 296). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed it into law on December 5.
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25. UNDERMINING FEDERAL GOVERNMENT’S AUTHORITY ON LNG
Representative August Pfluger (R-TX) sponsored H.R. 1949, the so-called Unlocking our Do-
mestic LNG Potential Act of 2025, which would undermine the federal government’s current 
responsibility to examine the full impacts of liquefied methane gas (otherwise known as liquefied 
natural gas or LNG) expansion on U.S. energy markets, the environment, local communities, and 
consumers. Specifically, this bill would strip the federal government's ability and responsibility to 
analyze the impacts of LNG to climate disruption, volatile energy prices, and continued health 
and safety impacts, particularly for frontline communities. On November 20, the House approved 
H.R. 1949 by a vote of 217-188 (House roll call vote 304). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025.

26. PERMISSION TO POLLUTE OUR WATERS ACT 
Representative Mike Collins (R-GA) sponsored H.R. 3898, the Promoting Efficient Review for 
Modern Infrastructure Today, or PERMIT Act, which would weaken our clean water safeguards 
and shield polluters from responsibility for destroying our streams, wetlands, and other waters. 
This bill includes over 20 provisions that would harm public health and frontline communities, 
including making it easier for polluters to dump toxics like PFAS and massive amounts of pesti-
cides into our waters, fast-tracking permitting for destructive oil and gas pipelines, severely limit-
ing judicial review and public input, and hamstringing states’ and Tribes’ ability to protect their 
own waters. On December 11, the House approved H.R. 3898 by a vote of 221-205 (House roll 
call vote 330). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation 
in 2025.

27. PROTECTING LABOR RIGHTS OF FEDERAL WORKERS 
Representative Jared Golden (D-ME) sponsored H.R. 2550, the Protecting America’s Workforce 
Act, to reverse Executive Order 14251, “Exclusions From Federal Labor-Management Relations 
Programs,” with which President Trump attempted to unfairly remove civil servants’ labor rights. 
Amid the Trump administration’s sweeping, unprecedented, and chaotic efforts to purge, po-
liticize, and shrink the federal workforce, Executive Order 14251 sought to deny collective bar-
gaining rights to 67% of federal employees, including 75% of those represented by unions at the 
time. Collective bargaining rights for federal civil servants are a critical safeguard not just for the 
employees themselves, but also for government agencies’ integrity and capacity to carry out their 
missions as mandated by Congress. By shoring up federal civil service protections, this bill would 
protect the ability of critical environmental agencies like the Environmental Protection Agency 
and Department of Energy to continue performing their functions. On December 11, the House 
approved H.R. 2550 by a vote of 231-195 (House roll call vote 332). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRON-

MENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025.
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28. RUSHING PIPELINE REVIEW AND UNDERMINING SAFEGUARDS
Representative Richard Hudson (R-NC) sponsored H.R. 3668, the Improving Interagency Coor-
dination for Pipeline Reviews Act, which would create arbitrary timelines for reviews and limit 
community input on harmful pipeline projects. The bill would undermine federal and state agen-
cies’ power to safeguard our lands and waters by expanding the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission’s (FERC) authority over reviews and approvals of methane gas pipelines. By undermining 
and transferring key Clean Water Act and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) authorities 
on permitting methane pipelines to FERC, the bill would subvert environmental protections and 
benefit big oil and gas executives. H.R. 3668 would allow FERC to institute insufficient deadlines 
for other agencies’ reviews, require simultaneous agency and state reviews, and wield unprec-
edented power in resolving disputes between agencies—all to expedite destructive, dangerous 
methane gas and oil pipeline expansion. On December 12, the House approved H.R. 3668 by a 
vote of 213-184 (House roll call vote 334). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took 
no action on this legislation in 2025.

29. EXTENDING THE OPERATION OF DIRTY, EXPENSIVE POWER PLANTS
Representative Morgan Griffith (R-VA) sponsored H.R. 3632, the Power Plant Reliability Act, 
which would concentrate broad powers in the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) to 
delay the retirement of old, dirty power plants. The bill would allow FERC to delay retirements for 
up to ten years if they find that a utility’s interstate supply of electricity is likely to be insufficient 
in the five years following. It also requires utilities to provide five years notice of planned retire-
ment of generation assets, potentially facilitating the prolonged operation of expensive and dirty 
fossil fuel power plants. Locking utilities into continuing to operate costly fossil fuel plants, while 
passing the costs of volatile fuel prices and expensive repairs onto consumers, is predicted to cost 
customers billions of dollars and continue harmful pollution. On December 16, the House ap-
proved H.R. 3632 by a vote of 222-202 (House roll call vote 342). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025.

30. GUTTING ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND PUBLIC INPUT
Chair Bruce Westerman (R-AR) sponsored H.R. 4776, the so-called Standardizing Permitting and 
Expediting Economic Development (SPEED) Act, which would gut the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) by stripping it of meaningful environmental and community impact analysis 
and reducing the review of major projects to a box-checking exercise. It would constrain federal 
agencies by limiting analysis to narrow, near-term impacts, prohibiting the use of new scientific 
information during reviews, and allowing project sponsors to deny agency requests for reasonable 
extensions to complete thorough environmental review. It would also undermine public account-
ability by restricting community input and legal recourse, cutting the statute of limitations from 
six years to 150 days and removing the court’s ability to challenge flawed agency environmental 
findings. Further favoring dirty energy, a last-minute amendment added to the bill would legiti-
mize the Trump administration continuing to block offshore wind and other forms of clean en-
ergy while fossil fuel projects receive ‘white glove service’. On December 18, the House approved 
H.R. 4776 by a vote of 221-196 (House roll call vote 356). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025. 
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31. OPENING PUBLIC LANDS TO POLLUTING MINING COMPANIES
Representative Mark Amodei (R-NV) sponsored H.R. 1366, the so-called Mining Regulatory 
Clarity Act (MRCA), which would convey rights to permanently occupy public lands to any min-
ing claimant, including foreign mining companies, without proof of recoverable minerals. Mining 
on public lands is governed by the antiquated 1872 Mining Law, and MRCA would only further 
weaken existing regulations and give another handout to a polluting industry that has a track 
record of sticking taxpayers with toxic messes. Under this bill, anyone—for a nominal fee—could 
gain permanent rights to occupy public lands and preclude all other uses, even if there is nothing 
worthwhile to mine. These claims would lead to unintended consequences, including preventing 
recreational, traditional and cultural uses, as well as renewable energy and transmission projects 
on public lands. MRCA would allow mining companies to dump mining waste on public lands 
without limit, oversight, or community input, all in the name of benefiting polluters. On Decem-
ber 18, the House approved H.R. 1366 by a vote of 219–198 (House roll call vote 358). NO IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The full Senate took no action on this legislation in 2025. 

32. OVERTURNING PROTECTIONS FOR THE ENDANGERED GRAY WOLF
Representative Lauren Boebert (R-CO) sponsored H.R. 845, the so-called Pet and Livestock Pro-
tection Act, which would undermine the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and remove ESA pro-
tections for the gray wolf, commonly referred to as delisting. The gray wolf is an iconic keystone 
species that plays a vital role in keeping America’s ecosystems healthy and has reduced costly 
vehicle-animal crashes across its re-established range. Before receiving ESA protections, gray 
wolves were nearly wiped out by decades of habitat and prey loss, hunting, and ‘predator control’ 
programs. Although they have begun to make a comeback due in large part to effective ESA pro-
tections, they remain far from recovered, and removing protections provided by the ESA could 
be premature and prove to be devastating for gray wolf populations. Legislatively delisting wolves 
also defies decades of scientific research, and undermines a federal district court’s decision that 
a previous delisting decision was unlawful. On December 18, the House approved H.R. 845 by a 
vote of 211–204 (House roll call vote 360). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took 
no action on this legislation in 2025. 
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ALABAMA

1 Moore, Barry R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Figuresa D 94 N/A 94 % % % % % % % E % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
3 Rogers, M. R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Aderholt R 0 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Strong R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Palmer R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Sewell D 91 93 85 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
ALASKA

AL Begich R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

AMERICAN SAMOA

AL Radewagen R 0 4 7 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ? i ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i

ARIZONA

1 Schweikert R 0 2 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Crane R 0 96 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Ansari D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Stanton D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Biggs, A. R 0 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Ciscomani R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Grijalva, A.b D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Hamadeh R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Gosar R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ARKANSAS

1 Crawford R 0 N/A 4 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Hill R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Womack R 0 9 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ? ? ?

4 Westerman R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

a	 Representative Figures' vote on roll call vote 111 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction.
b	 Representative Grijalva was sworn in on November 12, 2025.
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ALABAMA

1 Moore, Barry R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Figuresa D 94 N/A 94 % % % % % % % E % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
3 Rogers, M. R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Aderholt R 0 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Strong R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Palmer R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Sewell D 91 93 85 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
ALASKA

AL Begich R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

AMERICAN SAMOA

AL Radewagen R 0 4 7 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ? i ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i

ARIZONA

1 Schweikert R 0 2 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Crane R 0 96 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Ansari D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Stanton D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Biggs, A. R 0 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Ciscomani R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Grijalva, A.b D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Hamadeh R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Gosar R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ARKANSAS

1 Crawford R 0 N/A 4 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Hill R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Womack R 0 9 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ? ? ?

4 Westerman R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

a	 Representative Figures' vote on roll call vote 111 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction.
b	 Representative Grijalva was sworn in on November 12, 2025.
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KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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CALIFORNIA

1 LaMalfa R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Huffman D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Kiley R 0 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Thompson, M. D 97 99 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 McClintock R 3 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Bera D 97 97 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Matsui D 97 99 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Garamendic D 100 95 92 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
9 Harder D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 DeSaulnier D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Pelosid D 100 96 94 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Simone D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

13 Gray D 61 N/A 61 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Swalwellf D 48 96 90 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % ? ? ? % % % % ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ?

15 Mullin, K.g D 97 99 98 ✖ E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
16 Liccardo D 94 N/A 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % %
17 Khanna D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
18 Lofgren D 97 100 93 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Panetta D 97 94 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
20 Fongh R 0 9 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

21 Costa D 67 88 62 ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Valadao R 12 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Obernolte R 3 6 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Carbajal D 97 99 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

c	 Representative Garamendi was absent for roll call votes 25 and 304 due to a medical emergency.
d	 Representative Pelosi was absent for roll call vote 25 due to a medical emergency.
e	 Representative Simon's votes on roll calls votes 113, 114, and 360 were not recorded due to voting malfunctions.
f	 Representative Swalwell missed a number of votes while campaigning for California Governor.
g	 Representative Mullin was absent for roll call votes 41, 52, 53, and 334 due to medical emergencies.
h	 Representative Fong did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.
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CALIFORNIA

1 LaMalfa R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Huffman D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Kiley R 0 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Thompson, M. D 97 99 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 McClintock R 3 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Bera D 97 97 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Matsui D 97 99 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Garamendic D 100 95 92 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
9 Harder D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 DeSaulnier D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Pelosid D 100 96 94 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Simone D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

13 Gray D 61 N/A 61 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Swalwellf D 48 96 90 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % ? ? ? % % % % ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ?

15 Mullin, K.g D 97 99 98 ✖ E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
16 Liccardo D 94 N/A 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % %
17 Khanna D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
18 Lofgren D 97 100 93 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Panetta D 97 94 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
20 Fongh R 0 9 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

21 Costa D 67 88 62 ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Valadao R 12 13 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Obernolte R 3 6 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Carbajal D 97 99 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

c	 Representative Garamendi was absent for roll call votes 25 and 304 due to a medical emergency.
d	 Representative Pelosi was absent for roll call vote 25 due to a medical emergency.
e	 Representative Simon's votes on roll calls votes 113, 114, and 360 were not recorded due to voting malfunctions.
f	 Representative Swalwell missed a number of votes while campaigning for California Governor.
g	 Representative Mullin was absent for roll call votes 41, 52, 53, and 334 due to medical emergencies.
h	 Representative Fong did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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25 Ruiz D 91 97 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
26 Brownley D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
27 Whitesidesi D 97 N/A 97 E % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
28 Chu D 97 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
29 Rivas D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
30 Friedman D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
31 Cisneros D 100 N/A 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
32 Sherman D 97 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
33 Aguilar D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
34 Gomez D 91 97 97 ✖ ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
35 Torres, N. D 97 96 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
36 Lieu D 97 100 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
37 Kamlager-Dove D 97 100 99 % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
38 Sánchezj D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
39 Takano D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
40 Kim, Y. R 3 16 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

41 Calvert R 3 9 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

42 Garcia, R. D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
43 Waters D 88 96 92 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ? ?

44 Barragán D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %
45 Tran D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
46 Correa D 82 93 92 ? % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ? ✖ % % %
47 Min D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
48 Issa R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

49 Levin D 97 100 99 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
50 Peters, S. D 91 96 94 ✖ % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %

i	 Representative Whitesides was absent for roll call vote 25 due to responding to the Los Angeles wildfires.
j	 Representative Sánchez was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a medical emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
R

ai
si

ng
 E

ne
rg

y 
C

o
st

s 
an

d
 P

ro
vi

d
in

g
 

P
o

llu
te

r G
iv

e
aw

ay
s 

to
 C

u
t T

ax
e

s 
fo

r 
B

ill
io

na
ire

s 
#

19
0

 (C
o

u
n

ts
 D

o
u

b
le

)
R

e
sc

is
si

o
n 

o
f I

nt
e

rn
at

io
na

l C
lim

at
e

 a
nd

 
E

m
e

rg
e

nc
y 

A
le

rt
 S

ys
te

m
 F

u
nd

in
g

 #
20

3
R

e
m

ov
in

g
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 o

n 

C
u

lt
u

ra
lly

 a
nd

 E
co

lo
g

ic
al

ly
 S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
La

nd
sc

ap
e

s 
#

22
5

Im
p

e
ril

in
g

 E
nd

an
g

e
re

d
 S

p
e

ci
e

s 
o

n 
M

ili
ta

ry
 L

an
d

 #
25

9

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 to

 

O
p

e
n 

th
e

 A
rc

tic
 R

ef
u

g
e

 to
 O

il 
an

d
 G

as
 

D
ril

lin
g

 #
29

5

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 L
ab

o
r R

ig
ht

s 
o

f F
e

d
e

ra
l 

W
o

rk
e

rs
 #

33
2

O
ve

rt
u

rn
in

g
 P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 fo

r t
he

 
E

nd
an

g
e

re
d

 G
ra

y 
W

o
lf 

#
36

0

D
ef

u
nd

in
g

 K
ey

 D
O

E
 P

ro
g

ra
m

s 
fo

r a
 C

le
an

 

E
ne

rg
y 

Fu
tu

re
 #

23
9

Fa
st

-T
ra

ck
in

g
 F

o
ss

il-
Fu

e
le

d
 P

ow
e

r o
ve

r 
C

le
an

 E
ne

rg
y 

o
nt

o
 t

he
 G

rid
 #

27
9

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 F

e
d

e
ra

l G
ov

e
rn

m
e

nt
’s

 
A

u
th

o
rit

y 
o

n 
LN

G
 #

30
4

E
xt

e
nd

in
g

 t
he

 O
p

e
ra

tio
n 

o
f D

irt
y,

 
E

xp
e

ns
iv

e
 P

ow
e

r P
la

nt
s 

#
34

2

B
lo

ck
in

g
 t

he
 D

e
la

w
ar

e
 R

iv
e

r B
as

in
 

Fr
ac

ki
ng

 B
an

 #
22

7

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 D

.C
.'s

 In
p

u
t 

in
 it

s 
Ju

d
ic

ia
l 

N
o

m
in

at
io

ns
 #

27
4

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 &

 

S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

fo
r D

ril
lin

g
 in

 A
la

sk
a’

s 
W

e
st

e
rn

 

A
rc

tic
 #

29
6

R
u

sh
in

g
 P

ip
e

lin
e

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
U

nd
e

rm
in

in
g

 S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

#
33

4

D
e

la
yi

ng
 O

ffs
ho

re
 W

in
d

 W
ith

 
M

is
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
#

25
0

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 P
u

b
lic

 L
an

d
s 

P
ro

te
ct

io
ns

 to
 

P
ro

m
o

te
 W

yo
m

in
g

 C
o

al
 D

ev
e

lo
p

m
e

nt
 

#
29

4

P
e

rm
is

si
o

n 
to

 P
o

llu
te

 O
u

r W
at

e
rs

 A
ct

 #
33

0

G
u

tt
in

g
 E

nv
iro

nm
e

nt
al

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
P

u
b

lic
 In

p
u

t 
#

35
6

O
p

e
ni

ng
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
to

 P
o

llu
tin

g
 M

in
in

g
 

C
o

m
p

an
ie

s 
#

35
8

⓭ ⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜

LCV 2025 National Environmental Scorecard | │lcv.org/scorecard	 57

25 Ruiz D 91 97 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
26 Brownley D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
27 Whitesidesi D 97 N/A 97 E % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
28 Chu D 97 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
29 Rivas D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
30 Friedman D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
31 Cisneros D 100 N/A 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
32 Sherman D 97 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
33 Aguilar D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
34 Gomez D 91 97 97 ✖ ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
35 Torres, N. D 97 96 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
36 Lieu D 97 100 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
37 Kamlager-Dove D 97 100 99 % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
38 Sánchezj D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
39 Takano D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
40 Kim, Y. R 3 16 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

41 Calvert R 3 9 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

42 Garcia, R. D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
43 Waters D 88 96 92 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ? ?

44 Barragán D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %
45 Tran D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
46 Correa D 82 93 92 ? % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ? ✖ % % %
47 Min D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
48 Issa R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

49 Levin D 97 100 99 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
50 Peters, S. D 91 96 94 ✖ % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %

i	 Representative Whitesides was absent for roll call vote 25 due to responding to the Los Angeles wildfires.
j	 Representative Sánchez was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a medical emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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51 Jacobs D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
52 Vargas D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

COLORADO

1 DeGettek D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
2 Neguse D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Hurd R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Boebert R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Crank R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Crow D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Pettersenl D 100 96 97 E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Evans, G. R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

CONNECTICUT

1 Larson, J. D 97 97 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Courtneym D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E

3 DeLauro D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Himesn D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
5 Hayes D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

DELAWARE

AL McBride D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AL Norton D 100 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

FLORIDA

1 Patroniso R 0 N/A 0 i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Dunn R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Cammack R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

k	 Representative DeGette was absent for roll call votes 113 and 114 due to a family emergency. Her vote on roll call vote 334 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction.
l	 Representative Pettersen was absent for roll call votes 25, 41, 52, 53, and 61 due to parental leave.
m	 Representative Courtney entered statements into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 342, 356, 358, and 360, which would have all been scored as 

pro-environment. He was absent due to a medical emergency.
n	 Representative Himes entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He 

was absent due to a family emergency.
o	 Representative Patronis was sworn in on April 2, 2025.



HOUSE VOTES
R

ai
si

ng
 E

ne
rg

y 
C

o
st

s 
an

d
 P

ro
vi

d
in

g
 

P
o

llu
te

r G
iv

e
aw

ay
s 

to
 C

u
t T

ax
e

s 
fo

r 
B

ill
io

na
ire

s 
#

19
0

 (C
o

u
n

ts
 D

o
u

b
le

)
R

e
sc

is
si

o
n 

o
f I

nt
e

rn
at

io
na

l C
lim

at
e

 a
nd

 
E

m
e

rg
e

nc
y 

A
le

rt
 S

ys
te

m
 F

u
nd

in
g

 #
20

3
R

e
m

ov
in

g
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 o

n 

C
u

lt
u

ra
lly

 a
nd

 E
co

lo
g

ic
al

ly
 S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
La

nd
sc

ap
e

s 
#

22
5

Im
p

e
ril

in
g

 E
nd

an
g

e
re

d
 S

p
e

ci
e

s 
o

n 
M

ili
ta

ry
 L

an
d

 #
25

9

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 to

 

O
p

e
n 

th
e

 A
rc

tic
 R

ef
u

g
e

 to
 O

il 
an

d
 G

as
 

D
ril

lin
g

 #
29

5

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 L
ab

o
r R

ig
ht

s 
o

f F
e

d
e

ra
l 

W
o

rk
e

rs
 #

33
2

O
ve

rt
u

rn
in

g
 P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 fo

r t
he

 
E

nd
an

g
e

re
d

 G
ra

y 
W

o
lf 

#
36

0

D
ef

u
nd

in
g

 K
ey

 D
O

E
 P

ro
g

ra
m

s 
fo

r a
 C

le
an

 

E
ne

rg
y 

Fu
tu

re
 #

23
9

Fa
st

-T
ra

ck
in

g
 F

o
ss

il-
Fu

e
le

d
 P

ow
e

r o
ve

r 
C

le
an

 E
ne

rg
y 

o
nt

o
 t

he
 G

rid
 #

27
9

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 F

e
d

e
ra

l G
ov

e
rn

m
e

nt
’s

 
A

u
th

o
rit

y 
o

n 
LN

G
 #

30
4

E
xt

e
nd

in
g

 t
he

 O
p

e
ra

tio
n 

o
f D

irt
y,

 
E

xp
e

ns
iv

e
 P

ow
e

r P
la

nt
s 

#
34

2

B
lo

ck
in

g
 t

he
 D

e
la

w
ar

e
 R

iv
e

r B
as

in
 

Fr
ac

ki
ng

 B
an

 #
22

7

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 D

.C
.'s

 In
p

u
t 

in
 it

s 
Ju

d
ic

ia
l 

N
o

m
in

at
io

ns
 #

27
4

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 &

 

S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

fo
r D

ril
lin

g
 in

 A
la

sk
a’

s 
W

e
st

e
rn

 

A
rc

tic
 #

29
6

R
u

sh
in

g
 P

ip
e

lin
e

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
U

nd
e

rm
in

in
g

 S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

#
33

4

D
e

la
yi

ng
 O

ffs
ho

re
 W

in
d

 W
ith

 
M

is
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
#

25
0

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 P
u

b
lic

 L
an

d
s 

P
ro

te
ct

io
ns

 to
 

P
ro

m
o

te
 W

yo
m

in
g

 C
o

al
 D

ev
e

lo
p

m
e

nt
 

#
29

4

P
e

rm
is

si
o

n 
to

 P
o

llu
te

 O
u

r W
at

e
rs

 A
ct

 #
33

0

G
u

tt
in

g
 E

nv
iro

nm
e

nt
al

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
P

u
b

lic
 In

p
u

t 
#

35
6

O
p

e
ni

ng
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
to

 P
o

llu
tin

g
 M

in
in

g
 

C
o

m
p

an
ie

s 
#

35
8

⓭ ⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜

LCV 2025 National Environmental Scorecard | │lcv.org/scorecard	 59

51 Jacobs D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
52 Vargas D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

COLORADO

1 DeGettek D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
2 Neguse D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Hurd R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Boebert R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Crank R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Crow D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Pettersenl D 100 96 97 E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Evans, G. R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

CONNECTICUT

1 Larson, J. D 97 97 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Courtneym D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E

3 DeLauro D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Himesn D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
5 Hayes D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

DELAWARE

AL McBride D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AL Norton D 100 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

FLORIDA

1 Patroniso R 0 N/A 0 i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Dunn R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Cammack R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

k	 Representative DeGette was absent for roll call votes 113 and 114 due to a family emergency. Her vote on roll call vote 334 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction.
l	 Representative Pettersen was absent for roll call votes 25, 41, 52, 53, and 61 due to parental leave.
m	 Representative Courtney entered statements into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 342, 356, 358, and 360, which would have all been scored as 

pro-environment. He was absent due to a medical emergency.
n	 Representative Himes entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He 

was absent due to a family emergency.
o	 Representative Patronis was sworn in on April 2, 2025.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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4 Bean R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rutherford R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? E E E E E E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Finep R 4 N/A 4 i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
7 Mills R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Haridopolos R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Soto D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Frost D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Webster R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Bilirakis R 0 0 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Luna R 0 0 0 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Castor D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Lee, L. R 3 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Buchanan R 3 6 18 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
17 Steube R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Franklin R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

19 Donalds R 0 0 1 ✖ ? ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Cherfilus-McCormick D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Mast R 0 1 16 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Frankelq D 100 98 98 % % % E % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
23 Moskowitz D 88 94 92 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
24 Wilson, F. D 97 100 94 % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
25 Wasserman Schultzr D 100 97 94 % % % % % % % E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
26 Díaz-Balart R 0 10 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

27 Salazar R 0 12 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Gimenez R 0 4 6 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

p	 Representative Fine was sworn in on April 2, 2025.
q	 Representative Frankel was absent for roll call votes 53, 113, and 114 due to medical emergencies.
r		 Representative Wasserman Schultz entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 111, 112, 113, and 114, which would have been 

scored as pro-environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.
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4 Bean R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rutherford R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? E E E E E E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Finep R 4 N/A 4 i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
7 Mills R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Haridopolos R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Soto D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Frost D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Webster R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Bilirakis R 0 0 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Luna R 0 0 0 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Castor D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Lee, L. R 3 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Buchanan R 3 6 18 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
17 Steube R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Franklin R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

19 Donalds R 0 0 1 ✖ ? ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Cherfilus-McCormick D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Mast R 0 1 16 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Frankelq D 100 98 98 % % % E % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
23 Moskowitz D 88 94 92 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
24 Wilson, F. D 97 100 94 % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
25 Wasserman Schultzr D 100 97 94 % % % % % % % E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
26 Díaz-Balart R 0 10 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

27 Salazar R 0 12 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Gimenez R 0 4 6 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

p	 Representative Fine was sworn in on April 2, 2025.
q	 Representative Frankel was absent for roll call votes 53, 113, and 114 due to medical emergencies.
r		 Representative Wasserman Schultz entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 111, 112, 113, and 114, which would have been 

scored as pro-environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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GEORGIA

1 Carter, E.L. R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

2 Bishop D 85 93 62 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %
3 Jack R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, H.s D 100 100 97 % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
5 Williams, N. D 91 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ?

6 McBatht D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E

7 McCormick, R. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Scott, A. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Clyde R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Collins, M. R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Loudermilk R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Allen R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Scott, D. D 100 94 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Greene, M.T. R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

GUAM

AL Moylan R 67 4 10 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i ✖ % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

HAWAII

1 Case D 97 99 97 % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Tokuda D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

1 Fulcher R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Simpson R 3 10 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

1 Jackson, J. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Kelly, R. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

s	 Representative Johnson's vote on roll call vote 61 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction. He was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a family emergency.
t	 Representative McBath entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 356, 358, and 360, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.
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GEORGIA

1 Carter, E.L. R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

2 Bishop D 85 93 62 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %
3 Jack R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, H.s D 100 100 97 % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
5 Williams, N. D 91 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ?

6 McBatht D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E

7 McCormick, R. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Scott, A. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Clyde R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Collins, M. R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Loudermilk R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Allen R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Scott, D. D 100 94 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Greene, M.T. R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

GUAM

AL Moylan R 67 4 10 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i ✖ % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

HAWAII

1 Case D 97 99 97 % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Tokuda D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

1 Fulcher R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Simpson R 3 10 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

1 Jackson, J. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Kelly, R. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

s	 Representative Johnson's vote on roll call vote 61 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction. He was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a family emergency.
t	 Representative McBath entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 356, 358, and 360, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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3 Ramirez D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
4 García, J. D 94 96 97 % % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Quigleyu D 100 95 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Castenv D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Davis, Danny D 100 99 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Krishnamoorthiw D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
9 Schakowsky D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Schneider D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Foster D 100 99 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Bost R 3 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Budzinski D 94 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Underwood D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Miller, Mary R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 LaHood R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

17 Sorensen D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
INDIANA

1 Mrvan D 94 97 97 ? % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Yakym R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Stutzman R 0 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Baird R 0 9 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Spartz R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Shreve R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Carson D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Messmer R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Houchin R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

u	 Representative Quigley was absent for roll call vote 239 due to a family emergency.
v	 Representative Casten entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 111 and 112, which would have been scored as pro-

environment.
w	 Representative Krishnamoorthi was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a family emergency.
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3 Ramirez D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
4 García, J. D 94 96 97 % % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Quigleyu D 100 95 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Castenv D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Davis, Danny D 100 99 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Krishnamoorthiw D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
9 Schakowsky D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Schneider D 97 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Foster D 100 99 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Bost R 3 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Budzinski D 94 97 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Underwood D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Miller, Mary R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 LaHood R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

17 Sorensen D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
INDIANA

1 Mrvan D 94 97 97 ? % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Yakym R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Stutzman R 0 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Baird R 0 9 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Spartz R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Shreve R 3 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Carson D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Messmer R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Houchin R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

u	 Representative Quigley was absent for roll call vote 239 due to a family emergency.
v	 Representative Casten entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 111 and 112, which would have been scored as pro-

environment.
w	 Representative Krishnamoorthi was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a family emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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IOWA

1 Miller-Meeks R 6 7 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Hinson R 0 7 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Nunn R 3 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Feenstra R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

1 Mann R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Schmidt R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Davids D 94 96 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Estes R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KENTUCKY

1 Comer R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Guthrie R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 McGarvey D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Massie R 15 6 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rogers, H. R 0 7 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Barr R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

1 Scalise R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Carter, T. D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Higgins R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, M. R N/A N/A 2 The speaker votes at their discretion. The speaker votes at their discretion.

5 Letlow R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Fields D 91 N/A 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ?

MAINE

1 Pingree D 97 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
2 Golden D 55 48 70 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %



HOUSE VOTES
R

ai
si

ng
 E

ne
rg

y 
C

o
st

s 
an

d
 P

ro
vi

d
in

g
 

P
o

llu
te

r G
iv

e
aw

ay
s 

to
 C

u
t T

ax
e

s 
fo

r 
B

ill
io

na
ire

s 
#

19
0

 (C
o

u
n

ts
 D

o
u

b
le

)
R

e
sc

is
si

o
n 

o
f I

nt
e

rn
at

io
na

l C
lim

at
e

 a
nd

 
E

m
e

rg
e

nc
y 

A
le

rt
 S

ys
te

m
 F

u
nd

in
g

 #
20

3
R

e
m

ov
in

g
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 o

n 

C
u

lt
u

ra
lly

 a
nd

 E
co

lo
g

ic
al

ly
 S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
La

nd
sc

ap
e

s 
#

22
5

Im
p

e
ril

in
g

 E
nd

an
g

e
re

d
 S

p
e

ci
e

s 
o

n 
M

ili
ta

ry
 L

an
d

 #
25

9

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 to

 

O
p

e
n 

th
e

 A
rc

tic
 R

ef
u

g
e

 to
 O

il 
an

d
 G

as
 

D
ril

lin
g

 #
29

5

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 L
ab

o
r R

ig
ht

s 
o

f F
e

d
e

ra
l 

W
o

rk
e

rs
 #

33
2

O
ve

rt
u

rn
in

g
 P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 fo

r t
he

 
E

nd
an

g
e

re
d

 G
ra

y 
W

o
lf 

#
36

0

D
ef

u
nd

in
g

 K
ey

 D
O

E
 P

ro
g

ra
m

s 
fo

r a
 C

le
an

 

E
ne

rg
y 

Fu
tu

re
 #

23
9

Fa
st

-T
ra

ck
in

g
 F

o
ss

il-
Fu

e
le

d
 P

ow
e

r o
ve

r 
C

le
an

 E
ne

rg
y 

o
nt

o
 t

he
 G

rid
 #

27
9

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 F

e
d

e
ra

l G
ov

e
rn

m
e

nt
’s

 
A

u
th

o
rit

y 
o

n 
LN

G
 #

30
4

E
xt

e
nd

in
g

 t
he

 O
p

e
ra

tio
n 

o
f D

irt
y,

 
E

xp
e

ns
iv

e
 P

ow
e

r P
la

nt
s 

#
34

2

B
lo

ck
in

g
 t

he
 D

e
la

w
ar

e
 R

iv
e

r B
as

in
 

Fr
ac

ki
ng

 B
an

 #
22

7

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 D

.C
.'s

 In
p

u
t 

in
 it

s 
Ju

d
ic

ia
l 

N
o

m
in

at
io

ns
 #

27
4

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 &

 

S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

fo
r D

ril
lin

g
 in

 A
la

sk
a’

s 
W

e
st

e
rn

 

A
rc

tic
 #

29
6

R
u

sh
in

g
 P

ip
e

lin
e

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
U

nd
e

rm
in

in
g

 S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

#
33

4

D
e

la
yi

ng
 O

ffs
ho

re
 W

in
d

 W
ith

 
M

is
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
#

25
0

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 P
u

b
lic

 L
an

d
s 

P
ro

te
ct

io
ns

 to
 

P
ro

m
o

te
 W

yo
m

in
g

 C
o

al
 D

ev
e

lo
p

m
e

nt
 

#
29

4

P
e

rm
is

si
o

n 
to

 P
o

llu
te

 O
u

r W
at

e
rs

 A
ct

 #
33

0

G
u

tt
in

g
 E

nv
iro

nm
e

nt
al

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
P

u
b

lic
 In

p
u

t 
#

35
6

O
p

e
ni

ng
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
to

 P
o

llu
tin

g
 M

in
in

g
 

C
o

m
p

an
ie

s 
#

35
8

⓭ ⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜

LCV 2025 National Environmental Scorecard | │lcv.org/scorecard	 67

IOWA

1 Miller-Meeks R 6 7 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Hinson R 0 7 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Nunn R 3 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Feenstra R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

1 Mann R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Schmidt R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Davids D 94 96 95 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Estes R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KENTUCKY

1 Comer R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Guthrie R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 McGarvey D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Massie R 15 6 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rogers, H. R 0 7 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Barr R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

1 Scalise R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Carter, T. D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Higgins R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, M. R N/A N/A 2 The speaker votes at their discretion. The speaker votes at their discretion.

5 Letlow R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Fields D 91 N/A 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ?

MAINE

1 Pingree D 97 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
2 Golden D 55 48 70 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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MARYLAND

1 Harris, A. R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Olszewski D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Elfreth D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Ivey D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Hoyer D 88 93 84 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 McClain Delaney D 94 N/A 94 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Mfume D 97 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
8 Raskin D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

1 Neal D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 McGovernx D 100 100 99 % % % % % % E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Trahany D 100 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Auchincloss D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Clark, K. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Moultonz D 94 97 96 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ? % % % %
7 Pressley D 97 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Lynch D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Keating D 100 97 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MICHIGAN

1 Bergman R 0 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Moolenaar R 0 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Scholten D 88 96 92 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Huizenga R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Walberg R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

x	 Representative McGovern was absent for roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114 due to a family emergency.
y	 Representative Trahan entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 279, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 

was absent due to a family emergency.
z	 Representative Moulton entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 113, 114, 304, and 334, which would have been scored as pro-

environment.
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MARYLAND

1 Harris, A. R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Olszewski D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Elfreth D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Ivey D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Hoyer D 88 93 84 ✖ % % % % % % % % ? ? % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 McClain Delaney D 94 N/A 94 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Mfume D 97 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
8 Raskin D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

1 Neal D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 McGovernx D 100 100 99 % % % % % % E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Trahany D 100 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Auchincloss D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Clark, K. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Moultonz D 94 97 96 % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ? % % % %
7 Pressley D 97 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Lynch D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Keating D 100 97 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MICHIGAN

1 Bergman R 0 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Moolenaar R 0 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Scholten D 88 96 92 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Huizenga R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Walberg R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

x	 Representative McGovern was absent for roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114 due to a family emergency.
y	 Representative Trahan entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 279, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 

was absent due to a family emergency.
z	 Representative Moulton entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 113, 114, 304, and 334, which would have been scored as pro-

environment.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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6 Dingell D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Barrett R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 McDonald Rivet D 85 N/A 85 ✖ % ✖ % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 McClain R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 James R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Stevens D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Tlaib D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Thanedar D 97 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

1 Finstad R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Craig D 97 96 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Morrison D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 McCollum D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Omar D 97 100 98 % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Emmer R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Fischbach R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Stauber R 3 1 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MISSISSIPPI

1 Kelly, T. R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Thompson, B. D 97 97 85 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Guest R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Ezell R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MISSOURI

1 Bell D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Wagner R 0 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Onder R 0 N/A 0 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Alford R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Cleaver D 100 85 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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6 Dingell D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Barrett R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 McDonald Rivet D 85 N/A 85 ✖ % ✖ % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 McClain R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 James R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Stevens D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Tlaib D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Thanedar D 97 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

1 Finstad R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Craig D 97 96 96 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Morrison D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 McCollum D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Omar D 97 100 98 % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Emmer R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Fischbach R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Stauber R 3 1 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MISSISSIPPI

1 Kelly, T. R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Thompson, B. D 97 97 85 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Guest R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Ezell R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MISSOURI

1 Bell D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Wagner R 0 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Onder R 0 N/A 0 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Alford R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Cleaver D 100 85 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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6 Graves R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Burlison R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Smith, J. R 0 0 1 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MONTANA

1 Zinke R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Downing R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

1 Flood R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Bacon R 9 10 15 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Smith, Adrian R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEVADA

1 Titusaa D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Amodei R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Lee, Susie D 88 96 94 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Horsford D 88 96 90 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ✖ %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

1 Pappas D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Goodlander D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW JERSEY

1 Norcrossab D 100 99 95 % % % % % E E E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Van Drew R 9 3 29 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Conawayac D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Smith, C. R 6 12 54 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gottheimerad D 79 98 92 % ? % ? % % ? ? ? ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Pallone D 100 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Kean R 9 22 18 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

aa	 Representative Titus was absent for roll call votes 250, 259, and 274 due to family emergencies.
ab	 Representative Norcross was absent for roll call votes 102, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, and 143 due to a medical emergency.
ac	 Representative Conaway entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 113, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
ad	 Representative Gottheimer missed a number of votes while campaigning for New Jersey Governor.
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6 Graves R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Burlison R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Smith, J. R 0 0 1 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MONTANA

1 Zinke R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Downing R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

1 Flood R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Bacon R 9 10 15 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Smith, Adrian R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEVADA

1 Titusaa D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Amodei R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Lee, Susie D 88 96 94 ✖ % % % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Horsford D 88 96 90 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % ✖ %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

1 Pappas D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Goodlander D 97 N/A 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW JERSEY

1 Norcrossab D 100 99 95 % % % % % E E E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Van Drew R 9 3 29 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Conawayac D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Smith, C. R 6 12 54 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gottheimerad D 79 98 92 % ? % ? % % ? ? ? ? ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Pallone D 100 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Kean R 9 22 18 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

aa	 Representative Titus was absent for roll call votes 250, 259, and 274 due to family emergencies.
ab	 Representative Norcross was absent for roll call votes 102, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, and 143 due to a medical emergency.
ac	 Representative Conaway entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 113, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
ad	 Representative Gottheimer missed a number of votes while campaigning for New Jersey Governor.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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8 Menendez D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Pou D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 McIverae D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Sherrillaf D 77 97 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ? % ? E E E E i i i i i i i

12 Watson Coleman D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW MEXICO

1 Stansburyag D 100 94 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
2 Vasquez D 79 93 88 ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %
3 Leger Fernándezah D 100 99 99 % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

1 LaLota R 12 13 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Garbarino R 9 10 15 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Suozziai D 84 90 95 ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % E % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Gillenaj D 84 N/A 84 ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % ✖ % % %
5 Meeks D 97 96 91 % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Meng D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
7 Velázquez D 100 94 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Jeffries D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Clarke, Y.ak D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
10 Goldman, D.al D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Malliotakis R 9 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Nadleram D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E E % % %

ae	 Representative McIver did not receive a full 118th Congress score because she only served during 2024, so her 2024 score is displayed in its place.
af	 Representative Sherrill missed a number of votes while campaigning for New Jersey governor and preparing to assume the role of governor following her election victory. She resigned 

from Congress on November 20, 2025.
ag	 Representative Stansbury was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a family emergency.
ah	 Representative Leger Fernández entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 41, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.
ai	 Representative Suozzi did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place. He entered a statement into the 

Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 203, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
aj	 Representative Gillen was absent for roll call vote 330 due to a family emergency.
ak	 Representative Clarke entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 

was absent due to a family emergency.
al	 Representative Goldman entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 225 and 227, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. He was absent due to a family emergency.
am	Representative Nadler was absent for roll call votes 304, 330, 332, 334, and 342 due to a medical emergency.
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8 Menendez D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Pou D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 McIverae D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Sherrillaf D 77 97 94 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? ? % ? E E E E i i i i i i i

12 Watson Coleman D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW MEXICO

1 Stansburyag D 100 94 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
2 Vasquez D 79 93 88 ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %
3 Leger Fernándezah D 100 99 99 % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

1 LaLota R 12 13 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Garbarino R 9 10 15 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Suozziai D 84 90 95 ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % E % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Gillenaj D 84 N/A 84 ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % ✖ % % %
5 Meeks D 97 96 91 % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Meng D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
7 Velázquez D 100 94 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Jeffries D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Clarke, Y.ak D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
10 Goldman, D.al D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Malliotakis R 9 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Nadleram D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E E % % %

ae	 Representative McIver did not receive a full 118th Congress score because she only served during 2024, so her 2024 score is displayed in its place.
af	 Representative Sherrill missed a number of votes while campaigning for New Jersey Governor and preparing to assume the role of Governor following her election victory. She resigned 

from Congress on November 20, 2025.
ag	 Representative Stansbury was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a family emergency.
ah	 Representative Leger Fernández entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 41, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. She was absent due to a family emergency.
ai	 Representative Suozzi did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place. He entered a statement into the 

Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 203, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
aj	 Representative Gillen was absent for roll call vote 330 due to a family emergency.
ak	 Representative Clarke entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 

was absent due to a family emergency.
al	 Representative Goldman entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 225 and 227, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. He was absent due to a family emergency.
am	Representative Nadler was absent for roll call votes 304, 330, 332, 334, and 342 due to a medical emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
% =	 Pro-environment action
✖ =	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)

=	 Excused (does not count)
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13 Espaillat D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Ocasio-Cortez D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Torres, R. D 100 95 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
16 Latimer D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
17 Lawler R 12 19 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Ryan D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Rileyan D 97 N/A 97 E % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
20 Tonko D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Stefanik R 0 0 23 ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

22 Mannion D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %
23 Langworthy R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Tenney R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

25 Morelle D 91 100 96 % % % % % % % ? % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
26 Kennedy, T.ao D 97 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

1 Davis, Don D 64 74 71 ✖ % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % %
2 Ross D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Murphy, G. R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ?

4 Foushee D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Foxx R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 McDowell R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Rouzer R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

8 Harris, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Hudson R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Harrigan R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Edwards R 3 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

an	 Representative Riley entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 25, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He was 
absent due to a medical emergency.

ao	 Representative Kennedy did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.
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13 Espaillat D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Ocasio-Cortez D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Torres, R. D 100 95 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
16 Latimer D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
17 Lawler R 12 19 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Ryan D 97 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Rileyan D 97 N/A 97 E % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
20 Tonko D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Stefanik R 0 0 23 ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

22 Mannion D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %
23 Langworthy R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Tenney R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

25 Morelle D 91 100 96 % % % % % % % ? % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
26 Kennedy, T.ao D 97 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

1 Davis, Don D 64 74 71 ✖ % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % %
2 Ross D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Murphy, G. R 0 3 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ?

4 Foushee D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Foxx R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 McDowell R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Rouzer R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

8 Harris, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Hudson R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Harrigan R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Edwards R 3 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

an	 Representative Riley entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 25, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He was 
absent due to a medical emergency.

ao	 Representative Kennedy did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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12 Adams D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Knott R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Moore, T. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

AL Fedorchak R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

AL King-Hinds R 33 N/A 33 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ i ✖ % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

OHIO

1 Landsman D 97 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Taylor R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Beatty D 88 100 96 ✖ % ? % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
4 Jordan R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Latta R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Rulliap R 0 5 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Miller, Max R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

8 Davidson R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Kapturaq D 94 96 86 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
10 Turner, M. R 6 4 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Brown D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Balderson R 0 0 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Sykes D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Joyce, D. R 6 9 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Carey R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

1 Hern R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Brecheen R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Lucas R 0 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ap	 Representative Rulli did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.
aq	 Representative Kaptur's vote on roll call vote 304 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction. 



HOUSE VOTES
R

ai
si

ng
 E

ne
rg

y 
C

o
st

s 
an

d
 P

ro
vi

d
in

g
 

P
o

llu
te

r G
iv

e
aw

ay
s 

to
 C

u
t T

ax
e

s 
fo

r 
B

ill
io

na
ire

s 
#

19
0

 (C
o

u
n

ts
 D

o
u

b
le

)
R

e
sc

is
si

o
n 

o
f I

nt
e

rn
at

io
na

l C
lim

at
e

 a
nd

 
E

m
e

rg
e

nc
y 

A
le

rt
 S

ys
te

m
 F

u
nd

in
g

 #
20

3
R

e
m

ov
in

g
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 o

n 

C
u

lt
u

ra
lly

 a
nd

 E
co

lo
g

ic
al

ly
 S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
La

nd
sc

ap
e

s 
#

22
5

Im
p

e
ril

in
g

 E
nd

an
g

e
re

d
 S

p
e

ci
e

s 
o

n 
M

ili
ta

ry
 L

an
d

 #
25

9

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 to

 

O
p

e
n 

th
e

 A
rc

tic
 R

ef
u

g
e

 to
 O

il 
an

d
 G

as
 

D
ril

lin
g

 #
29

5

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 L
ab

o
r R

ig
ht

s 
o

f F
e

d
e

ra
l 

W
o

rk
e

rs
 #

33
2

O
ve

rt
u

rn
in

g
 P

ro
te

ct
io

ns
 fo

r t
he

 
E

nd
an

g
e

re
d

 G
ra

y 
W

o
lf 

#
36

0

D
ef

u
nd

in
g

 K
ey

 D
O

E
 P

ro
g

ra
m

s 
fo

r a
 C

le
an

 

E
ne

rg
y 

Fu
tu

re
 #

23
9

Fa
st

-T
ra

ck
in

g
 F

o
ss

il-
Fu

e
le

d
 P

ow
e

r o
ve

r 
C

le
an

 E
ne

rg
y 

o
nt

o
 t

he
 G

rid
 #

27
9

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 F

e
d

e
ra

l G
ov

e
rn

m
e

nt
’s

 
A

u
th

o
rit

y 
o

n 
LN

G
 #

30
4

E
xt

e
nd

in
g

 t
he

 O
p

e
ra

tio
n 

o
f D

irt
y,

 
E

xp
e

ns
iv

e
 P

ow
e

r P
la

nt
s 

#
34

2

B
lo

ck
in

g
 t

he
 D

e
la

w
ar

e
 R

iv
e

r B
as

in
 

Fr
ac

ki
ng

 B
an

 #
22

7

U
nd

e
rm

in
in

g
 D

.C
.'s

 In
p

u
t 

in
 it

s 
Ju

d
ic

ia
l 

N
o

m
in

at
io

ns
 #

27
4

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 L
an

d
 M

an
ag

e
m

e
nt

 P
la

nn
in

g
 &

 

S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

fo
r D

ril
lin

g
 in

 A
la

sk
a’

s 
W

e
st

e
rn

 

A
rc

tic
 #

29
6

R
u

sh
in

g
 P

ip
e

lin
e

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
U

nd
e

rm
in

in
g

 S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

#
33

4

D
e

la
yi

ng
 O

ffs
ho

re
 W

in
d

 W
ith

 
M

is
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
#

25
0

R
ev

e
rs

in
g

 P
u

b
lic

 L
an

d
s 

P
ro

te
ct

io
ns

 to
 

P
ro

m
o

te
 W

yo
m

in
g

 C
o

al
 D

ev
e

lo
p

m
e

nt
 

#
29

4

P
e

rm
is

si
o

n 
to

 P
o

llu
te

 O
u

r W
at

e
rs

 A
ct

 #
33

0

G
u

tt
in

g
 E

nv
iro

nm
e

nt
al

 R
ev

ie
w

 a
nd

 
P

u
b

lic
 In

p
u

t 
#

35
6

O
p

e
ni

ng
 P

u
b

lic
 L

an
d

s 
to

 P
o

llu
tin

g
 M

in
in

g
 

C
o

m
p

an
ie

s 
#

35
8

⓭ ⓮ ⓯ ⓰ ⓱ ⓲ ⓳ ⓴ ㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜

LCV 2025 National Environmental Scorecard | │lcv.org/scorecard	 79

12 Adams D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Knott R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Moore, T. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

AL Fedorchak R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

AL King-Hinds R 33 N/A 33 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ i ✖ % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

OHIO

1 Landsman D 97 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Taylor R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Beatty D 88 100 96 ✖ % ? % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % %
4 Jordan R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Latta R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Rulliap R 0 5 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Miller, Max R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

8 Davidson R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Kapturaq D 94 96 86 ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
10 Turner, M. R 6 4 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Brown D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Balderson R 0 0 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Sykes D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Joyce, D. R 6 9 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Carey R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

1 Hern R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Brecheen R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Lucas R 0 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ap	 Representative Rulli did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.
aq	 Representative Kaptur's vote on roll call vote 304 was not recorded due to a voting malfunction. 



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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4 Cole R 0 9 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Bice R 0 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OREGON

1 Bonamici D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Bentz R 3 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Dexter D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Hoyle D 97 98 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Bynum D 91 N/A 91 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Salinas D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

1 Fitzpatrick R 76 62 71 ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % %
2 Boylear D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
3 Evans, D.as D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Dean D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Scanlon D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Houlahan D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Mackenzie R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Bresnahan R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Meuser R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Perry R 3 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Smucker R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Lee, Summer D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Joyce, J. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Reschenthaler R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Thompson, G. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Kelly, Mike R 0 1 4 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

17 Deluzio D 97 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %

ar	 Representative Boyle was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a medical emergency.
as	 Representative Evans was absent for roll call votes 250 and 259 due to a family emergency.
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4 Cole R 0 9 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Bice R 0 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OREGON

1 Bonamici D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Bentz R 3 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Dexter D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Hoyle D 97 98 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Bynum D 91 N/A 91 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Salinas D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

1 Fitzpatrick R 76 62 71 ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % %
2 Boylear D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
3 Evans, D.as D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Dean D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Scanlon D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 Houlahan D 97 97 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Mackenzie R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Bresnahan R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Meuser R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Perry R 3 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Smucker R 0 1 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Lee, Summer D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Joyce, J. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Reschenthaler R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Thompson, G. R 0 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Kelly, Mike R 0 1 4 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

17 Deluzio D 97 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %

ar	 Representative Boyle was absent for roll call vote 334 due to a medical emergency.
as	 Representative Evans was absent for roll call votes 250 and 259 due to a family emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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PUERTO RICO

AL Hernández Rivera D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

RHODE ISLAND

1 Amo D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Magaziner D 94 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

1 Mace R 6 22 19 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

2 Wilson, J. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

3 Biggs, S. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Timmons R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Norman R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Clyburn D 94 99 88 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
7 Fry R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

AL Johnson, D. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

TENNESSEE

1 Harshbarger R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Burchett R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Fleischmann R 0 13 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 DesJarlais R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Ogles R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Rose R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Green, M.at R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

7 Van Eppsau R 0 N/A 0 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Kustoff R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Cohenav D 96 94 97 ✖ % % % % % E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

at	 Representative Green resigned on July 20, 2025.
au	 Representative Van Epps was sworn in on December 4, 2025.
av	 Representative Cohen entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114, which would have been scored as 

pro-environment. He was absent due to a medical emergency.
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PUERTO RICO

AL Hernández Rivera D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i

RHODE ISLAND

1 Amo D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Magaziner D 94 100 98 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

1 Mace R 6 22 19 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

2 Wilson, J. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

3 Biggs, S. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Timmons R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Norman R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Clyburn D 94 99 88 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %
7 Fry R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

AL Johnson, D. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

TENNESSEE

1 Harshbarger R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Burchett R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Fleischmann R 0 13 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 DesJarlais R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Ogles R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Rose R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Green, M.at R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

7 Van Eppsau R 0 N/A 0 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Kustoff R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Cohenav D 96 94 97 ✖ % % % % % E E E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

at	 Representative Green resigned on July 20, 2025.
au	 Representative Van Epps was sworn in on December 4, 2025.
av	 Representative Cohen entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114, which would have been scored as 

pro-environment. He was absent due to a medical emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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TEXAS

1 Moran, N. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Crenshaw R 0 1 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Self R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Fallon R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gooden R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Ellzey R 0 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Fletcher D 94 99 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % %
8 Luttrell R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Green, A. D 100 100 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 McCaul R 3 9 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Pfluger R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

12 Goldman, C. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Jackson, R. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Weber R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

15 De La Cruz, M. R 0 0 0 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Escobar D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
17 Sessions R 3 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Turner, S.aw D 100 N/A 100 % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

19 Arrington R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Castro D 100 93 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Roy R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Nehls R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Gonzales, T. R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Van Duyne R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

25 Williams, R. R 0 0 2 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

26 Gill R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

aw	Representative Turner died on March 5, 2025.
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TEXAS

1 Moran, N. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Crenshaw R 0 1 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Self R 3 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Fallon R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gooden R 0 3 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Ellzey R 0 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Fletcher D 94 99 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % ✖ % %
8 Luttrell R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 Green, A. D 100 100 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 McCaul R 3 9 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Pfluger R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

12 Goldman, C. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Jackson, R. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

14 Weber R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

15 De La Cruz, M. R 0 0 0 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Escobar D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
17 Sessions R 3 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Turner, S.aw D 100 N/A 100 % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

19 Arrington R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Castro D 100 93 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
21 Roy R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Nehls R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Gonzales, T. R 0 4 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

24 Van Duyne R 0 0 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

25 Williams, R. R 0 0 2 ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

26 Gill R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

aw	Representative Turner died on March 5, 2025.
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KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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27 Cloud R 3 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Cuellar D 42 57 51 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

29 Garcia, S.ax D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % %
30 Crockettay D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
31 Carter, J. R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

32 Johnson, J. D 91 N/A 91 % % % % ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % %
33 Veasey D 79 96 91 ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % ? % ✖ % %
34 Gonzalez, V. D 55 65 75 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

35 Casaraz D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E % % E E E E E

36 Babin R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

37 Doggett D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
38 Hunt R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

UTAH

1 Moore, Blake R 0 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Maloy R 3 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Kennedy, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Owens R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

AL Balintba D 100 99 99 % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
VIRGIN ISLANDS

AL Plaskett D 67 61 66 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % ✖ i i i i i i i i i i i i i

VIRGINIA

1 Wittman R 3 3 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Kiggans R 6 13 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Scott, Robert D 100 99 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

ax	 Representative Garcia entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 334 and 342, which would have been scored as pro-
environment.

ay	 Representative Crockett entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 
was absent due to a family emergency.

az	 Representative Casar was absent for roll call votes 294, 295, 296, 304, 334, 342, 356, 358, and 360 due to parental leave.
ba	 Representative Balint entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 110, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
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27 Cloud R 3 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Cuellar D 42 57 51 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

29 Garcia, S.ax D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % %
30 Crockettay D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % %
31 Carter, J. R 0 1 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

32 Johnson, J. D 91 N/A 91 % % % % ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % %
33 Veasey D 79 96 91 ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % ? % ✖ % %
34 Gonzalez, V. D 55 65 75 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

35 Casaraz D 100 97 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E E % % E E E E E

36 Babin R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

37 Doggett D 100 99 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
38 Hunt R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ?

UTAH

1 Moore, Blake R 0 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Maloy R 3 6 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Kennedy, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Owens R 0 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

AL Balintba D 100 99 99 % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
VIRGIN ISLANDS

AL Plaskett D 67 61 66 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % i % ✖ i i i i i i i i i i i i i

VIRGINIA

1 Wittman R 3 3 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Kiggans R 6 13 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Scott, Robert D 100 99 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

ax	 Representative Garcia entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 334 and 342, which would have been scored as pro-
environment.

ay	 Representative Crockett entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 334, which would have been scored as pro-environment. She 
was absent due to a family emergency.

az	 Representative Casar was absent for roll call votes 294, 295, 296, 304, 334, 342, 356, 358, and 360 due to parental leave.
ba	 Representative Balint entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 110, which would have been scored as pro-environment.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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4 McClellan D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 McGuire R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Cline R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Vindman D 88 N/A 88 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %
8 Beyer D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Griffith R 3 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Subramanyam D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Connollybb D 100 97 97 % % % % % % E E E E E i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

11 Walkinshawbc D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
WASHINGTON

1 DelBenebd D 100 99 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
2 Larsen, R. D 97 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % %
3 Gluesenkamp Perez D 48 61 57 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Newhouse R 6 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Baumgartner R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Randall D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Jayapalbe D 100 100 98 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Schrier D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Smith, Adam D 100 94 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Strickland D 97 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

1 Miller, C. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Moore, R. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

1 Steil R 0 3 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Pocan D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

bb	 Representative Connolly was absent for roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114 due to a medical emergency. He died on May 21, 2025.
bc	 Representative Walkinshaw was sworn in on September 10, 2025.
bd	Representative DelBene was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a medical emergency.
be	 Representative Jayapal was absent for roll call vote 25 due to a family emergency.
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4 McClellan D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 McGuire R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Cline R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Vindman D 88 N/A 88 ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %
8 Beyer D 100 99 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Griffith R 3 7 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Subramanyam D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
11 Connollybb D 100 97 97 % % % % % % E E E E E i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

11 Walkinshawbc D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
WASHINGTON

1 DelBenebd D 100 99 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % %
2 Larsen, R. D 97 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % %
3 Gluesenkamp Perez D 48 61 57 ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Newhouse R 6 3 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Baumgartner R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Randall D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
7 Jayapalbe D 100 100 98 E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
8 Schrier D 97 96 97 ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
9 Smith, Adam D 100 94 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
10 Strickland D 97 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

1 Miller, C. R 0 0 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Moore, R. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

1 Steil R 0 3 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Pocan D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

bb	 Representative Connolly was absent for roll call votes 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114 due to a medical emergency. He died on May 21, 2025.
bc	 Representative Walkinshaw was sworn in on September 10, 2025.
bd	Representative DelBene was absent for roll call vote 304 due to a medical emergency.
be	 Representative Jayapal was absent for roll call vote 25 due to a family emergency.



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
 ?		=	 Absence (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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3 Van Orden R 6 10 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Moore, G. D 94 97 95 ? % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Fitzgerald R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Grothman R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

7 Tiffany R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Wiedbf R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WYOMING

AL Hageman R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

bf	 Representative Wied did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.
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3 Van Orden R 6 10 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Moore, G. D 94 97 95 ? % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
5 Fitzgerald R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Grothman R 0 1 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

7 Tiffany R 0 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Wiedbf R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WYOMING

AL Hageman R 0 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

bf	 Representative Wied did not receive a full 118th Congress score because he only served during 2024, so his 2024 score is displayed in its place.





BUILD POLITICAL POWER FOR PEOPLE AND THE PLANET
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Get your senators’ scores straight to your phone by texting “Scorecard”  
to 877-877.

Take action on a wide array of pressing environmental issues at lcv.org/act.

our earth is worth fighting for. join us.

http://lv.org/scorecard
http://lcv.org/donate
http://lcv.org/get-involved
http://lcv.org/act
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CALIFORNIA

1 LaMalfa R 3 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Huffman* D 91 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

3 Garamendi D 91 93 90 % ? % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McClintock R 6 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Thompson, M. D 100 97 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Matsui D 94 97 96 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bera D 91 96 93 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Cook R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 McNerney D 91 94 94 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %

10 Denham R 9 7 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

11 DeSaulnier D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Pelosi D 100 97 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Lee, B. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Speier** D 40 70 85 % % % ? ? % % ? % % % % % % % ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? % %

15 Swalwell† D 89 93 95 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ?

16 Costa D 69 50 49 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ %

17 Khanna D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Eshoo‡ D 94 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

19 Lofgren D 97 99 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Panetta D 94 96 96 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Valadao R 11 9 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Nunes R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

23 McCarthy R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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CALIFORNIA

1 LaMalfa R 3 1 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Huffman* D 91 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

3 Garamendi D 91 93 90 % ? % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McClintock R 6 3 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Thompson, M. D 100 97 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Matsui D 94 97 96 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bera D 91 96 93 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Cook R 0 1 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

9 McNerney D 91 94 94 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % %

10 Denham R 9 7 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

11 DeSaulnier D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Pelosi D 100 97 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Lee, B. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Speier** D 40 70 85 % % % ? ? % % ? % % % % % % % ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? % %

15 Swalwell† D 89 93 95 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ?

16 Costa D 69 50 49 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % ✖ ✖ %

17 Khanna D 100 99 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Eshoo‡ D 94 97 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? ? % %

19 Lofgren D 97 99 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Panetta D 94 96 96 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Valadao R 11 9 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Nunes R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖

23 McCarthy R 3 3 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LEAGUE OF CONSERVATION VOTERS

740 15TH STREET NW, SUITE 700  |  WASHINGTON, DC 20005

PHONE: 202.785.8683  |  LCV.ORG

   youtube.com/LCVorg

  facebook.com/LCVoters

  
Bluesky/@lcv.org

  
instagram.com/LCVoters

lcv.org/scorecard
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