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The

Congressional
Scorecard 2002

The annual Congressional Scorecard is one
of the many citizenship tools used by U.S.
PIRG and the State PIRGs to preserve the
environment, protect consumers, and revi-
talize participation in our democratic proc-
ess.

Going door-to-door in cities and towns
across the country, U.S. PIRG and State
PIRG staff are distributing this yeat’s
Scorecard to motre than 1.5 million house-
holds. The Scorecard tells citizens how
their elected officials voted on public inter-
est issues ranging from the rollback of dec-
ades of environmental and public health
laws to the cutting of polluter pork subsi-
dies to the enactment of campaign finance
reformes.

State PIRGs are nonprofit, nonpartisan
public interest advocacy groups. U.S.
PIRG is the national lobbying office for
State PIRGs across the country. With a
combination of professional expertise, citi-
zen power, and dogged persistence, the
State PIRGs and U.S. PIRG work to pre-
serve the environment, protect consumers,
and promote good government.

All votes were cast in the 107th Congress between January
2001 and April 2002.




The Public Interest at Risk

I n the last three decades, Americans have shown
overwhelming support for a clean and healthy en-
vironment and strong consumer protections. Citizens
across the country have worked together to protect
our air, land, and water by convincing Congress to
pass cornerstone environmental laws such as the
Clean Water Act, the Safe Drinking Water Act, the
Clean Air Act, the Endangered Species Act, the
Superfund law to clean up toxic waste, and the Alaska
National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA).

In the last few years, citizens won

even more environmental protec- Maﬂy m embel' S Of
Congress and the

tions, including new standards to
reduce air pollution, preserve our

e The White House’s “clean air” plan would allow
hundreds of the nation’s oldest, dirtiest power
plants to remain exempt from modern pollution
standards, including 10 owned by Southern Com-
pany, which lobbied heavily for this policy.

e Vice President Dick Cheney, a former oil company
executive himself, invited Enron executives to help
shape the administration’s energy plan, which in-
cludes at least 17 proposals to benefit Enron. Enron
contributed $2.3 million to the president’s cam-

paign.

¢ The Bush administration has

stalled implementation of a Clin-

ton-era rule to protect 60 million
acres of roadless areas in our na-

last wild forests, and to protect Bush administration tiona forests. This rule was the

other public lands such as national
monuments.

hind strong environmental and

consumer protections. Yet many jﬂd us tfj estor 0]1

members of Congress and the

Bush administration are helping b a Ck pr otec tj ons
Americans have
come to EXPeCt.

the oil, timber and nuclear indus-
tries to roll back protections
Americans have come to expect.

The Congress

During the 107th Congtess, there have been continu-
ing efforts to weaken key environmental laws and take
away consumet protections.

e The House and Senate passed energy bills that are
anti-environment and anti-consumer. The House
version of the energy bill would even open up the
fragile Artic Refuge to oil drilling.

e The House passed a Patients’ Bill of Rights that
doesn’t allow patients to sue HMOs.

e The Senate and House voted to continue having
taxpayers subsidize liability insurance for the nu-
clear power industry.

e The House and Senate passed, and recently enacted,
campaign finance reform legislation that actually
increases the amount of “hard money” allowed in
campaigns.

The Administration

Behind closed doors and out of the public’s view, the
Bush administration has helped corporate polluters
trample our environmental laws.

are helping the oll,
Most Americans stand united be- tjmbe]‘ aﬂd HUCICQI'

product of one of the largest pub-
lic comment periods in U.S. his-
tory, with more than 1.6 million
Americans urging the Forest Set-
vice to protect these wild places.
As a result of the Bush administra-
tion's failure to implement the
rule, timber sales can continue to
go forward in pristine forests, in-
cluding Alaska's Tongass, that
would be protected by the rule.

There are solutions to our environmental problems.
Here are just a few of them:

¢ Require power plants to cut all four major pollut-
ants: smog-forming nitrogen oxides, soot-forming
sulfur dioxide, toxic mercury and carbon dioxide,
which contributes to global warming. Shift energy
production to cleaner sources such as solar and
wind.

¢ Implement the Roadless Rule, the new national for-
est protections halted by the Bush administration,
to preserve these pristine forests for generations to
come.

e Increase the pace of toxic waste site cleanups and
reinstate the Superfund tax on polluters to ensure
that they pay for their toxic cleanups, rather than
taxpayers.
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Heroes & Zeros

One member of the Senate and
25 members of the House took
the public interest position on
every vote that U.S. PIRG
tracked for the 2002 score-
card—they are considered Pub-
lic Interest Heroes. Twenty-
five members of the Senate and
16 members of the House did
not take the public interest po-
sition on any of the votes or
that U.S. PIRG tracked—they
are considered Public Interest
Z.eros.

Jack Reed - RI

George Allen - VA
Robert Bennett - UT
Jim Bunning - KY
Conrad Burns - MT
Ben Nighthorse Campbell - CO
Larry Craig - ID

Mike Crapo - ID

Mike Enzi - WY
William Frist - TN

Phil Gramm - TX
Charles Hagel - NE
Orrin Hatch - UT
Jesse Helms - NC

Tim Hutchinson - AR
James Inhofe - OK
Jon Kyl - AZ

Trent Lott - MS

Mitch McConnell - KY
Frank Murkowski - AK
Don Nickles - OK

Pat Roberts - KS

Jeff Sessions - AL
Richard Shelby - AL
Craig Thomas - WY
Strom Thurmond - SC

Tammy Baldwin - WI
Sherrod Brown - OH
Eljjah E. Cummings - MD
Diana DeGette - CO
Eliot L. Engel - NY

Sam Farr - CA

Bob Filner - CA

Michael M. Honda - CA
Dennis J. Kucinich - OH
Barbara Lee - CA

Nita M. Lowey - NY
Robert T. Matsui - CA
James P. McGovern - MA
Michael R. McNulty - NY
George Miller - CA
Donald M. Payne - NJ
Charles B. Rangel - NY
Loretta Sanchez - CA
Bernard Sanders - VT
Tom Sawyer - OH

Janice D. Schakowsky - 1L
John F. Tierney - MA
Mark Udall - CO

Tom Udall - NM

Robert Wexler - FLL

Henry Bonilla - TX
Mary Bono - CA

Mac Collins - GA
Barbara Cubin - WY
Terry Everett - AL

Ernie Fletcher - KY

Ron Lewis - KY

Gary G. Miller - CA
Jerry Moran - KS
Michael G. Oxley - OH
George Radanovich - CA
Bob Riley - AL

Pete Sessions - TX
William M. Thomas - CA
David Vitter - LA

Wes Watkins - OK

Page 3




House & Senate State Averages

This year’s average Senate score of 40% is 2 points lower than the 42% national Senate average for the
2001 Congtressional Scorecard. The average House score rose 1 point to 48% from last year’s average

of 47%.

Minnesota
Maryland
Massachusetts
New York
California
Connecticut
Rhode Island
New Jersey
Delaware
Michigan
Vermont
Washington
West Virginia
Florida
Illinois
Wisconsin
Hawaii

Vermont*
Maine

Rhode Island
Massachusetts
Hawaii

New Jersey
Oregon
Connecticut
New York
North Dakota*
Minnesota
Maryland
Wisconsin
Arkansas
Washington
Delaware*
California

93%
88%
85%
85%
83%
83%
78%
75%
73%
73%
73%
73%
68%
65%
65%
65%
63%

100%
95%
93%
92%
88%
78%
72%
72%
70%
70%
66%
66%
66%
63%
62%
60%
58%

South Dakota 58%
North Dakota 55%
Maine 53%
Nevada 50%
Oregon 50%
Towa 48%
Georgia 40%
South Carolina 38%
Indiana 33%
Missouri 33%
New Mexico 33%
North Carolina 30%
Louisiana 28%
Montana 28%
Pennsylvania 25%
New Hampshire 23%
Arizona 18%

National Senate Average is 40%

Arkansas
Nebraska
Ohio
Virginia
Alaska
Kansas
Colorado
Mississippt
Tennessee
Texas
Alabama
Idaho
Kentucky
Oklahoma
Utah
Wyoming

Michigan 56%
West Virginia 52%
Illinois 52%
Pennsylvania 46%
Nevada 43%
Towa 42%
Ohio 42%
Florida 40%
Colorado 40%
North Carolina 39%
New Mexico 38%
Missouri 37%
Texas 36%
New Hampshire 35%
Indiana 35%
Tennessee 34%
Mississippi 33%

National House Average is 48%

South Carolina
Virginia

Utah

Georgia
Kansas
Arizona
Alabama
Louisiana
Nebraska
Oklahoma
South Dakota*
Kentucky
Idaho

Alaska*
Montana*
Wyoming*

18%
15%
10%
8%
5%
5%
3%
3%
3%
3%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

33%
29%
27%
25%
21%
19%
17%
16%
12%
11%
10%
8%
8%
5%
5%
0%

* Only has one member for average.
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. Senate Averages ~

i ’ M 73093 (12)

.o W 40to72 (12)
[]10to0 39 (13)

[] 0to 9 (13)

. House Averages

i 'S B 70 to 100 (10)

s . W 42to 69 (14)
27t 41 (13)
[] Oto 26 (13)
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senate Vote Descriptions

1. Arctic National Wildlife Refuge/Oppose Drilling in
Arctic Refuge: The original Senate energy bill did not in-
clude drilling in the coastal plain of the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge. However, when the Senate debated the
energy bill, Sen. Frank Murkowski (R-AK) introduced an
amendment to open the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge
for oil and gas drilling and development. Arctic champions
Sens. John Kerry (D-MA) and Joe Lieberman (D-CT) fili-
bustered the Murkowski amendment. To end the filibuster
and proceed to a vote on the amendment, drilling support-
ers needed 60 votes (known as cloture) to proceed. On
April 18, 2002, the Senate voted 46-54 not to end the fili-
buster and to protect the Arctic. Sen. Murkowski then
withdrew his amendment. (Roll Call #71) PUBLIC IN-
TEREST VOTE: NO

2. Global Warming/Clean Energy/ Inctease Renew-
able Energy Use: A renewable energy standard would re-
quire power companies to generate an increasing percent-
age of electricity from renewable resources, such as solar
and wind. Studies done by the Energy Information Ad-
ministration (EIA) show that a national standard increasing
the amount of electricity generated by renewable energy to
20% by 2020 is reasonable and achievable. The Senate en-
ergy bill drafted by Sens. Daschle (D-SD) and Bingaman
(D-NM) included a national renewable energy standard that
was half this level. Sen. Jeffords (I-VT) offered an amend-
ment to increase this percentage to 20% of power genera-
tion by 2020. This standard, combined with energy effi-
ciency policies, would reduce global warming pollution
from power plants by one third and could save consumers
an additional $70 billion by 2020, compared to business as
usual. On March 14, 2002, the Senate rejected the Jeffords
amendment 29-70. (Roll Call #50) PUBLIC INTER-
EST VOTE: YES

3. Global Warming/Clean Energy/ Oppose Weaken-
ing Renewable Energy Standards: A renewable energy
standard would require power companies to generate an
increasing percentage of electricity from renewable re-
sources, such as solar and wind. Studies done by the En-
ergy Information Administration (EIA) show that a na-
tional standard increasing the amount of electricity gener-
ated by renewable energy to 20% by 2020 is reasonable and
achievable. The Senate energy bill drafted by Sens. Daschle
(D-SD) and Bingaman (D-NM) included a national renew-
able energy standard that was half this level. Sen. Kyl (R-
AZ) proposed an amendment to completely strip the mod-
est renewable energy provision from the underlying bill and
replace it with a voluntary state program that would allow
consumers to be charged more for “green energy.” In re-
turn, American consumers would get no guarantee that
even one additional kilowatt-hour of clean renewable en-
ergy would be generated. The Kyl amendment was a spe-
cial interest ploy to trick consumers and deny all Americans
the benefits of truly clean renewable energy. On March 21,
2002, the Senate rejected the Kyl amendment 40-58. (Roll

Call #55) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

4. Global Warming/Energy Efficiency/Increase Auto
Fuel Economy Standards: Fuel economy standards are
the best way that America can reduce its dependence on oil.
However, Sens. Carl Levin (D-MI) and Christopher Bond
(R-MO) successfully offered an amendment to remove lan-
guage in the Senate energy bill that would have raised fuel
economy standards to 35 miles per gallon by 2013, which
would have saved 1 million barrels of oil a day by 2013.
Instead, the Levin-Bond amendment gave the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) two years
to study the need for higher fuel economy standards, but
did not specify a miles-per-gallon increase or a timeline and
removed key safety provisions from the bill. On March 13,
2002, the Senate passed the Levin-Bond amendment 62-38.
(Roll Call #47) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

5. Global Warming/Energy Efficiency/Oppose Weak-
ening Fuel Economy Standards: Sen. Miller (D-GA)
offered an amendment to the Senate energy bill to exempt
pickup trucks from Corporate Average Fuel Economy
(CAFE) requirements, including future increases in CAFE.
The average fuel economy standard for pickup trucks
manufactured after 2004 will be 20.7 miles per gallon; the
Miller amendment indefinitely freezes the standard at that
level, exempting pickups from any new increases in CAFE.
The Miller amendment also allows the National Highway
Transportation Safety Administration (NHTSA) to define
pickups, opening up a similar loophole to the "SUV Loop-
hole," which allows SUVs to be defined as light trucks and
to meet a lower CAFE standard than passenger cars. The
auto industry may well start manufacturing vehicles so that
they deliberately fit into the "pickup" category. On March
13, 2002 the Miller amendment passed the Senate 56-44.
(Roll Call #48) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

6. Safe Drinking Watet/Oppose Exemptions for Oil
and Gas: As a part of the energy debate, Sens. Bingaman
(D-NM) and Inhofe (R-OK) offered an amendment that
weakens Safe Drinking Water Act requirements in order to
expand oil and gas exploration and development using hy-
draulic fracturing. In order to extract oil and gas, hydraulic
fracturing injects the ground with water, sand, and toxic
chemicals, including benzene, xylene and toluene, which in
even small quantities can contaminate million of gallons of
water. The Bingaman-Inhofe amendment blocks some
regulation for the duration of new studies and potentially
suspends existing drinking water regulations at the end of
the studies, despite the fact that courts already have ruled
that hydraulic fracturing should be regulated. On March 7,
2002, the Senate passed the amendment 78-21. (Roll Call
#43) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

7. Clean Water/Oppose Harmful Factory Farm Subsi-
dies: Factory farms have proven to be a serious environ-
mental problem. When large numbers of animals are stored
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in a confined space, their waste is generally stored in an
open-air lagoon nearby that is multiple football fields in
size. These structures often leak or break, severely polluting
water bodies and killing fish. During the Farm Bill debate,
Sen. Wellstone (D-MN) offered an amendment that would
have restricted funds under the Environmental Quality In-
centive Program going to new or expanding factory farms.
Other features of the amendment included a restriction on
siting factory farms in flood plains, a requirement that re-
quires operators of factory farms to develop and follow a
plan on how to propetly store, use, and ultimately dispose
of waste. On February 6, 2002, the Senate defeated the
amendment 44-52. (Roll Call #15) PUBLIC INTER-
EST VOTE: YES

8. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Drilling in
National Monuments: Some of the nation’s most spec-
tacular places have been granted special status as National
Monuments under the Antiquities Act, which allows presi-
dents to provide protections to objects of important natu-
ral, historic, or scientific value. Treasured places like the
Grand Canyon were protected as National Monuments
when they were most vulnerable. Unfortunately, President
Bush and Interior Secretary Gale Norton announced that
they would consider the possibility of oil and gas drilling
and other reckless development on these fragile lands,
threatening the integrity of these national treasures. Sen.
Durbin (D-IL) offered an amendment to H.R. 2217, the
Fiscal Year 2002 Interior Appropriations bill, that would
prohibit Secretary Norton from issuing oil, gas, coal, and
geothermal leases on national monuments. When Sen.
Durbin offered his amendment, Sen. Burns (R-MT) intro-
duced a motion to table (or kill) the amendment. On July
11, 2001, the Senate rejected the Burns motion by a 42-57
vote. (Roll Call #229) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
NO

9. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Drilling off
Florida Coast: The Florida coastline dominates the geog-
raphy of the eastern Gulf and is the vacation and recreation
destination for millions of Americans. Unfortunately, off-
shore oil and gas drilling threatens the precious coastline
with routine pollution and increases the risk of a damaging
deepwater oil spill. In order to protect the eastern Gulf of
Mexico from harmful drilling, Sen. Nelson (D-FL) offered
an amendment during consideration of H.R. 2217, the Fis-
cal Year 2002 Interior Appropriations bill, to delay new
leasing off of Florida’s coastline. On July 12, 2001, the
Senate voted to table (kill) the Nelson amendment 67-33.
(Roll Call #231) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

10. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Gale Notton
as Secretary of the Interior: Gale Norton’s nomination to
be the Secretary of the Interior galvanized strong opposi-
tion from the environmental community. Norton had
spent most of her career opposing the laws protecting pub-
lic lands, wildlife, and other resources — exactly the laws
that she would be required to enforce as Secretary. In her
career, Norton had worked for the radically conservative
Mountain States Legal Foundation, an anti-environmental
nonprofit law firm that works to undermine environmental
protections. As Colorado Attorney General, she supported

laws that lets companies decide if they are meeting environ-
mental requirements and argued before the Supreme Court
that the Endangered Species Act was unconstitutional. These
and other actions made it clear that Norton was an inappro-
priate choice to oversee 500 million acres of public lands.
On January 30, 2001, the Senate voted 75-24 to confirm Gale
Norton to the post of Secretary of the Interior. (Roll Call
#6) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

11. Endangered Species/Oppose Weakening Endan-
gered Species Act: The unique Klamath ecosystem of
northern California and southern Oregon has been called a
“Western Everglades” because of its great diversity and abun-
dance of wildlife. That wildlife, however, is threatened by the
federal government’s massive Klamath Irrigation Project,
which dams the region’s rivers, drains wetlands, and diverts
large amounts of water for irrigation. The effects of this wa-
ter diversion have been particularly severe on the region’s
fish populations. The conflicts over the Klamath River’s lim-
ited water supply came to a head in 2001, when a severe
drought in the region left little water for farmers. Sen.
Gordon Smith (R-OR) offered an amendment during consid-
eration of H.R. 2217, the Fiscal Year 2002 Interior Appro-
priations bill, that would have rolled back Endangered Spe-
cies Act protections for the coho salmon and for the endan-
gered lake fish in the Klamath Basin by requiring a return to
water flows that would not meet the needs of the fish. The
amendment would have had a devastating impact on wildlife
throughout the region. Senator Harry Reid (D-NV) intro-
duced a motion to table the Smith amendment. On July 12,
2001, the Senate voted to table (kill) the Smith amendment
52-48. (Roll Call #232). PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
YES

12. Polluter Subsidies/Oppose Increased Nuclear Subsi-
dies: The Price-Anderson Act, originally enacted by Con-
gress in 1957, limits the liability of the nuclear industry in the
event of a nuclear reactor accident. The Act caps liability at
$9 billion and does not provide a mechanism for the payment
of damages to victims above the $9 billion cap. A worst-case
accident at a U.S. nuclear plant could result in damages of
more than $500 billion. The Act constitutes a subsidy to the
nuclear power industry by reducing the cost of obtaining li-
ability insurance and places the industry on unequal footing
in relation to clean energy sources. Sen. Voinovich (R-OH)
offered an amendment the Senate energy bill to reauthorize
the Price Anderson Act for ten years. On March 7, 2002, the
Senate adopted the amendment by a vote of 78-21. (Roll Call
#42) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

13. Regulatory Reform/Oppose Weakening Enviton-
mental Protections: During floor debate on the Senate
farm bill, Sen. Bond (R-MO) offered an amendment to allow
the secretary of agriculture to weaken environmental protec-
tions if they were likely to affect profits for agribusiness.
This amendment could have given agricultural interests a
powerful tool to weaken many important environmental laws
including those that protect clean water, wetlands and endan-
gered species. On December 13, 2001, the Senate voted 54-
43 to table (kill) the Bond amendment. (Roll Call #365)
PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES
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14. Health Care/Support Patients’ Bill of Rights: The
Bipartisan Patient Protection Act, sponsored by Sens.
McCain (R-AZ) and Edwards (D-NC), amended the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (ERISA) to
protect consumers in managed care plans from unfair prac-
tices by HMOs. Provisions include: access to emergency
care and specialists; continuity of care when in the middle
of treatment; a good, unbiased appeal process and right to
external review; and the right to hold health plans account-
able for their decisions, in coutt if necessary. On June 29,
2001, the Senate passed the bill by a vote of 59-36. (Roll
Call #220) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

15. Campaign Finance Reform/Amend Constitution to
Limit Contributions and Spending: Sens. Hollings (D-
SC) and Specter (R-PA) proposed a constitutional amend-
ment that would grant Congtess and the states the authority
to set mandatory limits on campaign spending and contri-
butions. Congtress set spending limits in 1974, but they
were invalidated by the controversial Supreme Court deci-
sion Buckley vs. Valeo, which extended First Amendment
protection to unlimited spending in elections. On March
26, 2001, the Senate defeated the amendment by a vote of
40-56. (Roll Call #47) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
YES

16. Campaign Finance Reform/Oppose Doubling
Contribution Limits: During the Senate debate on cam-
paign finance reform, Sen. Thompson (R-TN) offered an
amendment to the McCain-Feingold bill that increased the
cutrent limit on contributions to candidates running for
federal office from $1,000 to $2,000. This only further in-
creases the amounts that candidates can raise from wealthy
donors and gives special interests even more influence in
determining who runs for office and who wins elections.
On March 28, 2001, the Senate adopted the amendment
84-16. (Roll Call #55) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
NO

17. Election Reform/Strip Voter Protections: During
the Senate debate on election reform, Sen. Burns (R-MT)
offered an amendment that would have made it easier to
purge voters from voting rolls. The National Voter Regis-
tration Act (often called “Motor-Voter”) ensures that regis-
tered voters are not removed from the rolls simply because
they have not voted recently. States must have a reason to
believe that a voter is no longer eligible before initiating the
“purging” process—and even in this case, there is a fail-
safe mechanism to correct errors at the polls. The Burns
amendment turned this protection on its head, permitting
states to purge anyone who misses two successive federal
elections and does not respond to a notice. This provision
would result in the purging of many eligible and properly
registered voters. On February 14, 2002, the Senate re-
jected the amendment 40-55. (Roll Call #34) PUBLIC
INTEREST VOTE: NO

18. Consumer Protection/Oppose Weakening Con-
sumer Bankruptcy Protections: Despite independent
research showing that most bankruptcies are the result of
job layoffs, divorce, or sudden illness, the Senate passed
one-sided legislation backed forcefully by the credit card

industry that will restrict the ability of financially strapped
consumers to make a fresh start in bankruptcy. The bill
imposes a rigid new means test on debtors seeking to file
for Chapter 7 "fresh-start" bankruptcy, unfairly forcing
many consumers into Chapter 13 "5-year repayment plans.”
The bill also creates onerous legal and paperwork burdens
for debtors of modest means while continuing to allow af-
fluent debtors in some states to file for bankruptcy protec-
tion and retain expensive homes. Furthermore, it does vir-
tually nothing to rein in abusive creditor practices that help
lead consumers into insupportable debt. On March 15,
2001, the Senate approved the bankruptcy bill by a vote of
83-15. (Roll Call #36) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
NO

19. Consumer Protection/Prohibit High Cost Loans:
During consideration of legislation supported by the credit
card industry to amend the bankruptcy laws, S.420, Sen.
Wellstone (D-MN) offered a balancing amendment to curb
certain abusive practices. The Wellstone amendment would
have prevented predatory lenders that make loans at inter-
est rates greater than 100% APR, such as payday and auto
title pawn loan companies, from making claims against con-
sumers to recover unpaid debts in bankruptcy. On March
14, 2001, the Senate voted to table (kill) the amendment by
a vote of 58-41. (Roll Call #28). PUBLIC INTEREST
VOTE: NO

20. Consumer Protection/Protect College Students
from Unfair Credit Offers: Studies have documented
abusive credit card marketing on college campuses as well
as serious credit card delinquency problems among stu-
dents and others under 21. During consideration of S.420, a
credit card industry-backed bankruptcy bill, Sen. Dodd (D-
CT) proposed an amendment to prohibit credit card offers
to consumers under 21 unless they either have a co-signer,
show an ability to repay their loans, or have completed a
credit education course. Other credit card applicants need
either an ability to repay or a co-signer, but typically the
industry waives these requirements for students, hoping to
hook them on their cards. On March 13, 2001, the Senate
voted to table (kill) the amendment 58-41. (Roll Call #25)
PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO
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House Vote Descriptions

1. Clean Air & Clean Water/Restore Funds for EPA
Enforcement: Enforcement is a vital component of any
environmental law. In the same way that drivers are more
likely to speed down the road if they know no police officer
is present, polluters often break the law when they think
they can get away with it. Violations of the Clean Water Act
and Clean Air Act are still pervasive and severe, inspections
are too infrequent, and resource constraints are a significant
factor preventing the situation from improving. When
President Bush's budget, as introduced in the House, called
for an additional $25 million reduction in enforcement dol-
lars at the federal level, Rep. Menendez (D-NJ) introduced
an amendment to restore the funding. On July 27, 2001 the
House voted 182-214 against Rep. Menendez’s amendment
to restore environmental enforcement funding. (Roll Call

#289) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

2. Clean Water/Reduce Arsenic in Drinking Water:
More than 30 million people in the nation drink water with
dangerous levels of arsenic. Arsenic can cause cancer of the
skin, bladder, and lungs, and may cause cancers of the liver,
kidney, and colon. Arsenic also may harm the nervous, im-
munological, pulmonary, cardiovascular, developmental and
reproductive systems. In January 2001, after decades of
study, debate, and three missed statutory deadlines, EPA
lowered the legal limit of arsenic in tap water from 50 parts
per billion (ppb), set in 1942, to 10 ppb. However, on May
22,2001, EPA delayed the rule until February 22, 2002 and
asked the National Academy of Sciences to review the sci-
ence on arsenic’s health effects. The NAS confirmed that
arsenic is a dangerous substance that causes cancer at very
low levels and that it is related to a variety of non-cancer
health impacts. Reps. Waxman (D-CA), Bonior (D-MI),
and Brown (D-OH) offered an amendment to force the
EPA to restore the 10 ppb standard. On July 27, 2001, the
House passed the amendment 218-189. (Roll Call #288)
PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

3. Clean Watet/Stop Rollback of Toxic Mining Pollu-
tion Rule: In January 2001, after years of study and public
comment, the Department of the Interior issued new regu-
lations to limit the impacts of hardrock mining. Mining has
polluted 40% of Western watersheds with toxins such as
arsenic and cyanide and left a legacy of dozens of polluted
Superfund sites. After the regulations were issued, Interior
Secretary Gale Norton moved to suspend the regulations,
citing industry concerns. Reps. Inslee (D-WA) and Horn
(R-CA) offered an amendment to H.R. 2217, the Fiscal
Year 2002 House Interior Appropriations bill, to block the
Interior Department from rolling back the newly issued
mining regulations. On June 21, 2001, the House of Repre-
sentatives approved the amendment by a 216-194 vote.
(Roll Call #182) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

4. Arctic National Wildlife Refuge/Oppose Drilling in
Arctic Refuge: The House energy bill that went to the
floor on July 27, 2001 included language allowing oil and

gas drilling and development in the coastal plain of the Arc-
tic National Wildlife Refuge, one of America's last wild
places.  Arctic champions Reps. Markey (D-MA) and
Nancy Johnson (R-CT) offered an amendment stripping
the Arctic Refuge drilling language out of the House energy
bill, keeping the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge off limits
to oil and gas drilling. On August 1, 2001, the House re-
jected the amendment 206-223. (Roll Call #317) PUBLIC
INTEREST VOTE: YES

5. Arctic National Wildlife Refuge/Oppose Drilling in
2,000 Acres of Refuge: Rep. Sununu (R-NH) and other
proponents of drilling offered an amendment claiming to
limit drilling to 2,000 acres of the coastal plain of the Arctic
Refuge as a way of picking up support from moderate
members of Congtress. Their claim that drilling activities
would be limited to 2,000 acres was misleading, as it ex-
empted gravel roads, ice roads, and pipelines associated
with developing an oil field. On August 1, 2001, the House
approved the amendment 228-201. (Roll Call #310)
PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: NO

6. Clean Energy/Oppose Dirty, Dangerous Enetgy
Bill: The House passed energy legislation that is dirty, dan-
gerous and doesn't deliver for consumers. It is a recipe for
more drilling, more spilling, more asthma attacks, more nu-
clear waste, and more global warming. The energy bill al-
lows drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, gives
away more than $27 billion in taxpayer handouts to pollut-
ers, and rewards the polluting oil, coal and nuclear compa-
nies who have created energy problems. The House energy
bill does little to ensure energy efficiency -- the cleanest,
cheapest, quickest and safest way to save consumers money
and reduce pollution. This bill does not require a significant
shift to clean, renewable energy production, which could
make us less reliant on fossil fuels. By weakening public
lands protections, the bill will help to destroy sensitive pub-
lic lands. On August 2, 2001, the House passed the energy
bill 240-189. (Roll Call #320) PUBLIC INTEREST
VOTE: NO

7. Clean Energy/Shift $52 Million Fossil Fuel Subsidy
to Energy Efficiency: The burning of coal and oil is a ma-
jor source of smog forming nitrogen oxide, soot producing
sulfur dioxide, the global warming gas carbon dioxide, and
toxic mercury. Yet, every year, coal and oil companies re-
ceive hundreds of millions of dollars in subsidies to con-
tinue producing these dirty energy sources. Reps. Sanders
(I-VT), Quinn (R-NY), Oberstar (D-MN), Gilman (R-NY),
Blumenauer (D-OR) and Kind (D-WI) offered an amend-
ment to shift $52 million from the fossil fuel industry to
energy efficiency. On June 21, 2001, the House rejected the
amendment 153-262. (Roll Call #178) PUBLIC INTER-
EST VOTE: YES

8. Global Warming/Enetgy Efficiency/Increase Auto
Fuel Economy Standards: In order to curb our depend-
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ence on foreign oil, we must reduce our consumption over-
all. Since cars and light trucks account for 40% of all petro-
leum use in the U.S., the best way to cut our dependence
on oil is to make vehicles go farther on a gallon of gas. Un-
fortunately, fuel economy has reached an all-time low be-
cause gas-guzzling SUVs are allowed to meet weaker fuel
economy standards than cars. Reps. Boehlert (R-NY) and
Markey (D-MA) introduced an amendment that would
have required SUVs and other light trucks to meet the same
fuel economy standards as automobiles, saving consumers
$16 billion at the pump by 2015. On August 1, 2001 the
House rejected the amendment 160-269. (Roll Call #311)
PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

9. Safe Food/Stop Government Approval of Geneti-
cally Engineered Fish: Genetically engineered fish pose
significant human health and environmental risks. A peti-
tion is currently pending at the Food and Drug Administra-
tion for a genetically engineered salmon that grows faster
than its conventional counterpart. Although FDA is the
federal agency with expertise in food safety, its failure to
require mandatory safety testing for genetically engineered
crops demonstrates a lack of rigor in oversight for this radi-
cal new technology. Because the fish are being regulated as
a drug, the public will have no input or ability to review
data until after FDA has made a final decision. In addition
to human health concerns, research has demonstrated that
genetically engineered fish can quickly drive native fish spe-
cies to extinction if they escape from pens, a regular occur-
rence. FDA has no expertise in the environmental area and
has failed to consult with other agencies that do, such as
the Fish and Wildlife Service. Reps. Kucinich (D-OH) and
DeFazio (D-OR) offered an amendment that would have
prohibited FDA from granting approval for genetically en-
gineered fish for one year while fundamental scientific
questions, as yet unanswered, were researched. On July 11,
2002, the amendment was defeated 145-279. (Roll Call
#218) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

10. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Drilling in
National Monuments: Some of the nation’s most spec-
tacular places have been granted special status as National
Monuments under the Antiquities Act, which allows the
president to provide protections to objects of important
natural, historic, or scientific value. Treasured places like
the Grand Canyon were protected as National Monuments
when they were most vulnerable. Unfortunately, President
Bush and Interior Secretary Gale Norton announced that
they would consider the allowing oil and gas drilling and
other reckless development on these fragile lands, threaten-
ing the integrity of these national treasures. During House
consideration of H.R. 2217, the Fiscal Year 2002 Interior
Appropriations bill, Rep. Nick Rahall (D-WV) introduced
an amendment to prohibit Interior Secretary Norton from
issuing any oil, gas, coal or geothermal leases in any na-
tional monument. On June 21, 2001, the House approved
the Rahall amendment 242-173. (Roll Call #180) PUB-
LIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

11. Environmental Preservation/Increase Funding for
Farmland Conservation: Farming and ranching opera-
tions occupy more than half the land in the 48 contiguous

United States. We must conserve this land in order to keep
our water clean, preserve our open spaces, maintain local
sources of nutritious food, and protect wildlife habi-
tat. During consideration of the House farm bill, HR.
2646, Reps. Boehlert (R-NY), Kind (D-WI), Gilchrest (R-
MD), and Dingell (D-MI) introduced an amendment to
provide $5.4 billion a year for agricultural conservation pro-
grams over the next 10 years. On October 4, 2001, the
House rejected the amendment by a 200-226 vote. (Roll
Call #366) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE: YES

12. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Drilling off
Florida Coast: The Florida coastline dominates the geog-
raphy of the eastern Gulf and is the vacation and recreation
destination for millions of Americans. Unfortunately, off-
shore oil and gas drilling threatens the precious coastline
with routine pollution and increases the risk of a damaging
deepwater oil spill. In order to protect the eastern Gulf of
Mexico from harmful offshore oil and gas drilling, Reps.
Davis (D-FL) and Scarborough (R-FL) offered an amend-
ment during consideration of H.R. 2217, the Interior Ap-
propriations bill. This amendment would delay oil and gas
leasing off Florida's sensitive coastline. On June 21, 2001,
the House approved the Davis-Scarborough amendment
247-164. See Senate Scorecard vote #9 for more informa-
tion. (Roll Call #181) PUBLIC INTEREST VOTE:
YES

13. Environmental Preservation/Oppose Drilling in
Great Lakes: The Great Lakes contain 20% of all the
fresh water in the entire world, yet last year numerous at-
tempts were made to expand so-called “directional drilling”
under th