
NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE

SCORECARD  
for the 114th Congress

Commonsense public health and environmental protections have been under attack by 
anti-environment, anti-regulation Congresses since 2011. The latest session of Congress has 
been no exception. Led by House Speaker Paul Ryan, the House of Representatives has voted 
far too many times to weaken and undermine fundamental protections and stop progress 
on major issues like climate change. The Senate, under the leadership of Majority Leader 
McConnell has been no better. 

Clean Water Action tracks key votes and compiles this Scorecard to help members and others 
assess the votes of U.S. Representatives and Senators on policies related to clean water, 
clean air, public health, climate change, and energy production. 

So much is at stake in the 2016 election. It is vital that we hold elected officials accountable 
for the attacks on clean water, inaction on climate change, and defending polluters bottom-
lines instead of the health of their constituents.

SCORING: Clean Water Action tallied 15 U.S. House votes and 13 U.S. Senate votes for 
each Representative and Senator in Clean Water Action states. Due to the historic hostility 
to environmental protections of the 114th Congress, “NO” was the pro-environment 
vote for many bills in both the House or Representatives and Senate. For a perfect 100, a 
Representative would need to have voted correctly on all votes for which they were present.



Overriding a Presidential Veto: Following House passage 
of S.1 President Obama vetoed the bill and the Senate 
attempted to override the veto. [February 24, 2015; failed 
62-37]. Pro-environment vote was a NO.

Undermining Clean Water Protections (S.1140): 
Senator John Barrasso’s [R-WY] Federal Water Quality 
Protection Act would have blocked the Clean Water Rule 
and forced the Environmental Protection Agency and U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers to propose a new rule at taxpayers’ 
expense.  [November 3, 2015: failed 57-41] Pro-environment 
vote was NO.

Attacking Clean Water Protections (S.J. Res. 22): 
Senator Joni Ernst’s [R-IA] “Resolution of Disapproval” under 
the Congressional Review Act would have blocked the Clean 
Water Rule and prohibited the agencies from developing any 
“substantially similar” rule in the future. [November 4, 2015; 
passed 53-44] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Attacking Carbon Pollution Standards for New 
Power Plants (S.J. Res 23): Senate Majority Leader 
Mitch McConnell’s [R-KY] “Resolution of Disapproval” 
under the Congressional Review Act would have blocked 
the Environmental Protection Agency’s Carbon Pollution 
Standards for New and Modified Power Plants. [December 1, 
2015: passed 52-46] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Attacking Carbon Pollution Limits for Existing Power 
Plants (S.J. Res 24): Senator Shelley Moore Capito’s [R-WV] 
“Resolution of Disapproval” under the Congressional Review 
Act would have permanently blocked the Clean Power Plan, 
which established the first national limits on carbon pollution 
from existing power plants.  [December 1, 2015: approved 
52-46] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Overriding the Presidential Veto of S.J. 22: President 
Obama vetoed S.J. Res 22. Two days later the Senate 
attempted to override the veto. [January 21, 2016; rejected 
52-40] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Ending Subsidies for Fossil Fuel Companies (Schatz 
amendment to S.2012): Senator Brian Schatz’s [D-HI] 
amendment to the Energy Policy Modernization Act of 2015, 
would have ended billions of dollars in unnecessary giveaways 
to the oil and gas industry. [February 2, 2016; Rejected 45-50] 
Pro-environment vote was YES.

Supporting Climate Change Science(Schatz 
amendment to S. 1): Senator Brian Schatz’s [D-HI] 
amendment to S.1, the Keystone XL Pipeline Act, stated that 
Congress believes climate change is real and that human-
caused pollution is a major contributor. [January 21, 2015; 
rejected 50-49] Pro-environment vote was YES.

Prioritizing Drilling on Public Lands (Lee amendment 
to S.1): Senator Mike Lee’s [R-UT] amendment to S.1, the 
Keystone XL Pipeline Act, would have fast tracked drilling on 
public lands and reduced public access and transparency in 
the permitting process. [January 22, 2015; rejected 51-47] 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Increasing Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Exports (Cruz 
amendment to S.1): Senator Ted Cruz’s [R-TX] amendment 
to S.1, the Keystone XL Pipeline Act, would have fast tracked 
the Department of Energy review of Liquefied Natural Gas 
export terminals and undermined safeguards for public health 
and the environment. [January 28,2015 ; rejected 53-45] 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Closing a Fracking and Drinking Water Loophole 
(Gillibrand amendment to S.1): Senator Kristen 
Gillibrand’s [D-NY] amendment to S.1, the Keystone XL 
Pipeline Act, would have closed the “Halliburton Loophole,” 
a provision in the 2005 Energy Policy Act that exempted 
hydraulic fracturing (fracking) from Federal regulation under 
the Safe Drinking Water Act. [January 28 2015; rejected 
35-63] Pro-environment vote was YES.

Extending Clean Energy Tax Credits (Heitkamp 
amendment to S.1): Senator Heidi Heitkamp’s [D-ND] 
amendment to S.1, the Keystone XL Pipeline Act, would have 
renewed and extended, for five years, the tax incentive for 
renewable energy projects. [January 28,2015; rejected 47-51] 
Pro-environment vote was YES.

Approving the Keystone XL Pipeline (S.1): Senator John 
Hoeven’s [R-ND] bill would have skipped the federal review 
process and automatically approved the Keystone XL Pipeline, 
which threatened major sources of  groundwater used for 
irrigation and drinking water. [January 29,2015 ; passed 62-36] 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

U.S. SENATE: KEY VOTES 2015–2016



KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “–” =  anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote.
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California Boxer (D) + + + + + + + + + + + ? + 100%

Feinstein (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Colorado Bennet (D) + + + – + – – + + + + + + 77%

Gardner (R) – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%

Connecticut Blumenthal (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Murphy (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Florida Nelson (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Rubio (R) – – ? ? ? ? – – ? ? ? ? ? 0%

Maryland Cardin (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Mikulski (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Massachusetts Markey (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Warren (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Michigan Peters (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Stabenow (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Minnesota Franken (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Klobuchar (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

New Hampshire Ayotte (R) + + – – – – – – – + + – + 38%

Shaheen (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

New Jersey Booker (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Menedez (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Pennsylvania Casey, Jr. (D) + + + + + – – + + + + + + 85%

Toomey (R) – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%

Rhode Island Reed (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Whitehouse (D) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%

Texas Cornyn (R) – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%

Cruz (R) – – – – – – – – – – – ? ? 0%

Virginia Kaine (D) + + + – + + + + + + + + + 92%

Warner (D) + + + – + – – + + + + ? + 75%
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Increasing Liquefied Natural 
Gas (LNG) Exports (H.R. 351): 
Representative Bill Johnson’s [R-OH], 
Permitting Certainty and Transparency 
Act would have expedited LNG export 
applications, rushing the Department 
of Energy’s decision-making process for 
considering environmental impacts and 
clearing the way for increased hydraulic 
fracturing and gas production. [January 
28, 2015;  passed 277-133] 
Pro-environment vote was NO. 

Approving the Keystone XL Pipeline 
(S.1): Senator John Hoeven’s [R-ND] bill 
would have skipped the federal review 
process and automatically approved the 
Keystone XL Pipeline, which threatened 
major sources of  groundwater used for 
irrigation and drinking water. [February 
11, 2015; passed 270-152 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Undermining Clean Water 
Protections (H.R. 1732): Rep. Bill 
Shuster’s [R-PA]  Regulatory Integrity 
Protection Act of 2015 would have 
blocked protections for clean water by 
requiring the then-proposed Clean Water 
Rule be withdrawn and forcing federal 
agencies to start over and propose a 
new rule, wasting time waste time and 
taxpayer money. [May 12, 2015: passed 
261-155] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Fast Tracking Trade Agreements 
(H.R. 1314): Representative Patrick 
Meehan’s [R-PA] Trade Act of 2015 
authorized the Executive Branch to 
send trade deals to Congress with no 
chance to debate amendments. The Act 
severely hampers the ability of Congress 
to ensure trade deals, such as the Trans 
Pacific Partnership (TPP), do not contain 
environmentally harmful provisions. 
[June 12, 2015; passed 219-211] 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Prioritizing Drilling On Public 
Lands (Lawrence amendment to 
H.R. 2822): Representative Brenda 
Lawrence’s [D-MI] amendment 
to H.R. 2822, attempted to stike 
another amendment which would 
have prohibited the Bureau of Land 
Management from implementing its 
updated fracking regulations. [July 8, 
2015; defeated, 179-250 ] 
Pro-environment vote was YES.

Subsidizing Oil Production on Public 
Lands (Pearce Amendment to H.R. 
2822): Representative Steve Pearce’s 
[R-NM] amendment to the Department 
of the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act of 2016,  
would have blocked any efforts to raise 
royalty rates on oil and gas produced on 
public lands. Current public lands royalty 
rates are significantly lower than state 
lands or offshore areas. [July 8, 2015; 
passed 231-198] Pro-environment vote 
was NO.

Protecting Streams from Mining 
Waste (Grijalva amendment to 
H.R. 2822): Representative Raúl 
Grijalva’s [D-AZ] amendment would have 
removed language in the Department of 
the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act of 2016 
blocking increased protections for 
streams from mining waste. [July 8, 2015; 
rejected 189-239] Pro-environment vote 
was YES. 

Weakening Protections from Toxic 
Coal Ash (H.R. 1734): Representative 
David McKinley’s [R-WV] Improving Coal 
Combustion Residuals Act of 2015 would 
substantially weaken environmental 
protections for communities burdened 
with toxic coal ash pollution. [July 22, 
2015: passed 258-166] Pro-environment 
vote was NO.

Blocking Health, Water and Air 
Protections (H.R. 427): Rep. Todd 
Young’s [R-IN] Regulations from the 
Executive in Need of Scrutiny (REINS) 
Act is a reoccurring anti-regulatory 
effort intended to delay new health and 
environmental safeguards by requiring 
Congressional approval for all new 
regulations. [July 28, 2015: passed 243-
165] Pro-environment vote was NO.

Lifting the Crude Oil Export Ban 
(H.R. 702): Representative Joe Barton’s 
[R-TX], bill to end the 40-year old ban 
on crude oil exports would trigger an 
increase in oil production and carbon 
pollution [October 9, 2015; passed 261-
159] Pro-environment vote was NO. 
 
 
 

Attacking the Carbon Pollution 
Standards For New Power Plants 
(S.J. Res 23): Senate Majority Leader 
Mitch McConnell’s [R-KY] “Resolution of 
Disapproval” under the Congressional 
Review Act would have blocked the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s 
Carbon Pollution Standards for New and 
Modified Power Plants.  [December 1, 
2015: passed 235-188] Pro-environment 
vote was NO.

Attacking Carbon Pollution Limits 
For Existing Power Plants (S.J. Res 
24): Senator Shelley Moore Capito’s 
[R-WV] “Resolution of Disapproval” 
under the Congressional Review Act 
would have permanently blocked the 
Clean Power Plan, which established the 
first national limits on carbon pollution 
from existing power plants.  [December 
1, 2015: approved 242-180] 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Encouraging Dirty Fossil Fuels 
(H.R. 8): Rep. Fred Upton’s [R-MI] 
North American Energy Security and 
Infrastructure Act of 2015 (H.R. 8) would 
have moved us further away from a clean 
energy economy by accelerating the use 
of dirty, expensive and inefficient fossil 
fuels for energy [December 3, 2015: 
passed 249-174] Pro-environment vote 
was NO.

Assaulting Clean Energy, Clean 
Water and Protected Species (H.R. 
5055): Rep. Michael K. Simpson’s [R-ID] 
Energy and Water Development and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act of 
2017, would have cut funding for clean 
energy research, blocked clean water 
protections, undercut the Endangered 
Species Act and undermined safeguards 
for California’s rivers and fisheries. [May 
26, 2016: rejected 112-305 
Pro-environment vote was NO.

Protecting Air Quality by 
Closing Fracking Loopholes 
(Polis amendment to H.R. 4775): 
Representative Jared Polis’ [D-CO] 
amendment would have closed 
loopholes  in the Clean Air Act that oil 
and gas companies have exploited and 
protected local air quality for fence line 
communities. [June 8, 2016: defeated 
160-251] Pro-environment vote was YES.
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KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “–” =  anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote.
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SCORE

CALIFORNIA
1 LaMalfa R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
2 Huffman D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
3 Garamendi D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
4 McClintock R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
5 Thompson D + + + ? + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
6 Matsui D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
7 Bera D – + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 87%
8 Cook R – – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
9 McNerney D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
10 Denham R – – – – – + – – – – – – – – – 7%
11 DeSaulnier D ? + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
12 Pelosi D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
13 Lee D ? ? + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%
14 Speier D + + + ? + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
15 Swalwell D + + – + + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
16 Costa D – – – – + + – – + – + + – – – 33%
17 Honda D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
18 Eshoo D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
19 Lofgren D + + + + ? – ? + + + + + + + + 92%
20 Farr D + + + – + + + + + + + + + + ? 93%
21 Valadao R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
22 Nunes R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
23 McCarthy R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
24 Capps D + + ? + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
25 Knight R – – – – – – – – – ? – – – – – 0%
26 Brownley D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
27 Chu D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
28 Schiff D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
29 Cárdenas D – + + – + – + + + – + + + ? ? 69%
30 Sherman D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
31 Aguilar D – + + + + + + + + + + + ? + + 93%
32 Napolitano D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
33 Lieu D ? + ? + + + + + ? + + + + + ? 100%
34 Becerra D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
35 Torres D – + – + + + + + + + + + + + + 87%
36 Ruiz D + ? ? + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
37 Bass D + + + + + + + ? ? ? + + + + + 100%
38 Sánchez, Linda D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%
39 Royce R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
40 Roybal-Allard D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
41 Takano D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
42 Calvert R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
43 Waters D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%
44 Hahn D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? 100%
45 Walters R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – ? 0%
46 Sanchez, Loretta D + ? + + + + + + ? + + + ? + ? 100%
47 Lowenthal D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
48 Rohrabacher R ? – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
49 Issa R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
50 Hunter R – – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
51 Vargas D + + + ? + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
52 Peters D – + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 87%
53 Davis D + + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
COLORADO
1 DeGette D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
2 Polis D + + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
3 Tipton R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
4 Buck R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
5 Lamborn R – – – ? – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
6 Coffman R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
7 Perlmutter D ? + + + + + + – + – + + + + + 86%

2015–2016 U.S. HOUSE SCORECARD



KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “–” =  anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote.
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H.R. 8

Clean 
Water & 
Energy, 

Protecting 
Wildlife
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CONNECTICUT
1 Larson D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
2 Courtney D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
3 DeLauro D + + + + + + + + + ? + + + + + 100%
4 Himes D – + + – + + + + + – + + + + + 80%
5 Esty D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
FLORIDA
1 Miller R – – – – ? – – – – – – – – + – 7%
2 Graham D – – – + + + + – + – + + – + + 60%
3 Yoho R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
4 Crenshaw R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
5 Brown D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
6 DeSantis R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
7 Mica R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
8 Posey R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
9 Grayson D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
10 Webster R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
11 Nugent R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
12 Bilirakis R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
13 Jolly R – – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
14 Castor D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
15 Ross R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
16 Buchanan R – – – – – + – – – – – – – + – 13%
17 Rooney R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
18 Murphy D – – + + + + + + + + + + + + + 87%
19 Clawson R – – – + – – – ? ? – – – – + – 15%
20 Hastings D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
21 Deutch D + + + + ? – ? + + + + + + + + 92%
22 Frankel D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
23 Wasserman Schultz D + + + – + + + + + + + + + – + 87%
24 Wilson D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
25 Diaz-Balart R – – – – – – – – – ? – – – – – 0%
26 Curbelo R – – – – – – + – – – + – – – – 13%
27 Ros-Lehtinen R – – – – – – – – – – + – – – – 7%
MASSACHUSETTS
1 Neal D ? + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
2 McGovern D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
3 Tsongas D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
4 Kennedy D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
5 Clark D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
6 Moulton D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
7 Capuano D ? + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
8 Lynch D + + ? + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%
9 Keating D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MARYLAND
1 Harris R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
2 Ruppersberger D – + + + + + + + + + ? ? ? + + 92%
3 Sarbanes D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
4 Edwards D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
5 Hoyer D – ? + + + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
6 Delaney D – + – – + + + + + + + + + + + 80%
7 Cummings D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
8 Van Hollen D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
MICHIGAN
1 Benishek R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
2 Huizenga R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
3 Amash R – + – + – – – – – – – – + + – 27%
4 Moolenaar R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
5 Kildee D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
6 Upton R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
7 Walberg R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
8 Bishop, Mike R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
9 Levin D + + + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%
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MICHIGAN (cont.)
10 Miller R – – – – – – ? – – – – – – + – 7%
11 Trott R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
12 Dingell D + + + + + + + + + ? + + + + + 100%
13 Conyers D + + + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 100%
14 Lawrence D + + + + + + + + + + + + ? + + 100%
MINNESOTA
1 Walz D + – – + + + + – + + + + + + + 80%
2 Kline R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
3 Paulsen R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
4 McCollum D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
5 Ellison D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
6 Emmer R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
7 Peterson D – – – + – + – – – – – – – – – 13%
8 Nolan D + – + + + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
NEW HAMPSHIRE
1 Guinta R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
2 Kuster D + + + + + + + + + + + + – + + 93%
NEW JERSEY
1 Norcross D – – + + + + + + + + + + + + + 87%
2 LoBiondo R – – – + – – + – – + + – – – – 27%
3 MacArthur R – – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
4 Smith R – – – + – – + – – – – – – – – 13%
5 Garrett R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
6 Pallone D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
7 Lance R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
8 Sires D + – + + + + + + + – + + + + ? 86%
9 Pascrell D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
10 Payne D + + + + + + + + + ? + + ? + ? 100%
11 Frelinghuysen R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
12 Watson Coleman D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
PENNSYLVANIA
1 Brady D ? – + + + + + ? + + + + + + + 92%
2 Fattah D + + + + + + + + + + + + + ? ? 100%
3 Kelly R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
4 Perry R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
5 Thompson R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
6 Costello R – – – – – – – – – – + – – – – 7%
7 Meehan R – – – – – – – – – + + – – – – 13%
8 Fitzpatrick R – ? – – – + – – – + + – – – – 21%
9 Shuster R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
10 Marino R ? – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
11 Barletta R – – ? – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
12 Rothfus R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
13 Boyle D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
14 Doyle D – – + + + + + – + + + + + + + 80%
15 Dent R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
16 Pitts R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
17 Cartwright D + ? – + + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
18 Murphy R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
RHODE ISLAND
1 Cicilline D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
2 Langevin D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
TEXAS
1 Gohmert R – – – + – – – – – – – – – – – 7%
2 Poe R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
3 Johnson, S. R – – – – – – – – – – – – ? + – 7%
4 Ratcliffe R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
5 Hensarling R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
6 Barton R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
7 Culberson R – – – – ? – ? – – – – – – – – 0%
8 Brady, R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
9 Green, A. D – – + + + + + + ? + + + + + + 86%
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KEY: “+” = pro-environment vote; “–” =  anti-environment vote; “?” = did not vote.

STATE 
District / Name / Party

LNG 
Exports
H.R. 351

Keystone 
Pipeline

S. 1

Blocking 
Clean Water 
Protections
H.R. 1732  

Fast 
Tracking 

Trade 
Agreements

H.R. 1314

Oil & Gas 
Drilling  

on Public 
Lands

Oil & Gas 
Subsidies 
on Public 

Lands

Blocking 
Stream 

Protections

Weakening 
Coal Ash 

Protections
H.R. 458

Delaying 
Health 

and 
Environmental 

Protections
H.R. 427

Lifting 
Oil Export 

Ban
H.R. 702

Clean Air 
& Carbon 
Pollution

S.J. Res. 23

Clean Air 
& Carbon 
Pollution

S.J. Res. 24

Accelerating 
Fossil Fuel 

Use
H.R. 8

Clean 
Water & 
Energy, 

Protecting 
Wildlife

H.R. 5055

Hydraulic 
Fracturing 

Air 
Pollution

SCORE

TEXAS (cont.)
10 McCaul R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
11 Conaway R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
12 Granger R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
13 Thornberry R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
14 Weber R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
15 Hinojosa D – – ? – + + + + + – + + + – + 64%
16 O'Rourke D + + + – + + + + + – + + + ? + 86%
17 Flores R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
18 Jackson Lee D + – + + + + + + ? – + + + + + 86%
19 Neugebauer R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
20 Castro D – + – + + + + + + + + + + ? + 86%
21 Smith R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
22 Olson R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
23 Hurd R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
24 Marchant R – – ? – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
25 Williams R – – – – – – – – – – ? ? ? + – 8%
26 Burgess R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
27 Farenthold R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
28 Cuellar D – – – – – + – – – – – – ? – – 7%
29 Green, G. D – – – + – + + – + + + + – – – 47%
30 Johnson, E.B. D + + + – + + + + ? + + + + + + 93%
31 Carter R – – – – – – – ? ? – – – – – – 0%
32 Sessions R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
33 Veasey D – – – + + + + + + – + + + + – 67%
34 Vela D – – – + – + + + + – + + + – – 53%
35 Doggett D + ? + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
36 Babin R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
VIRGINIA
1 Wittman R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
2 Rigell R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
3 Scott D + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 100%
4 Forbes R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
5 Hurt R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
6 Goodlatte R – – – – – – – – – – – – – + – 7%
7 Brat R – – – + – – – – – – – – – + – 13%
8 Beyer D + + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 93%
9 Griffith R – – – + – + – – – – – – – + – 20%
10 Comstock R – – – – – – – – – – – – – – – 0%
11 Connolly D – + + – + + + + + + + + + + + 87%

ABOUT CLEAN WATER ACTION: Clean Water Action is a one million member organization of diverse 
people and groups joined together to protect our environment, health, economic well-being and community 
quality of life. Our goals include clean, safe and affordable water; prevention of health threatening pollution; 
creation of environmentally safe jobs and businesses; and empowerment of people to make democracy work. 
Clean Water Action organizes strong grassroots groups and coalitions and campaigns to elect environmental 
candidates and solve environmental and community problems.

1444 Eye Street NW #400, Washington DC 20005
Tel. 202.895.0420  |  www.CleanWaterAction.org
@CleanH20Action  |  facebook.com/CleanWaterAction
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