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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 our earth is worth fighting for because 

everyone has a right to clean air, water, lands, and a safe, 

healthy community.

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 117th 

Congress. This Scorecard represents the consensus of experts 

from more than 20 respected environmental, environmental 

justice, and conservation organizations 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, Issues & Accountability 

Committee, and Scorecard Advisory Committee for their 

valuable input. We also thank Sam Bleicher, whose generous 

support is making possible the widespread distribution of the 

Scorecard.
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This year’s National Environmental Scorecard reflects a year that was truly like no other.

In 2021, communities across the country were 

harmed by the undeniable, negative impacts 

of climate change—nearly 40% of our country’s 

population was affected by a climate change-

fueled disaster in 2021. Costs are also piling up, 

with over $145 billion in damages accumulating for 

just the top 20 worst extreme weather disasters in 

2021. And these economic costs do not account for 

all of the other harms the climate crisis has caused, 

including approximately 700 lives lost last year, the 

livelihoods destroyed by disasters, or cumulative 

health effects fueled by climate change. 

The year started with horrifying, violent attacks 

on our democracy at the U.S. Capitol, elevating an 

unsettling ideology that some radical state and 

local officials across the country perpetuated with 

policies meant to block or discourage voters of 

color, students, and other targeted groups from 

exercising their fundamental democratic right. In 

the past 50 years, we have never felt it necessary 

to score the basic votes that uphold our country’s 

peaceful transfer of power and electoral outcomes. 

This year was different. With the unprecedented 

January 6th insurrection and so many Republican 

members of Congress’ attacks on the fundamental 

tenets of our country’s governance, we scored 

these votes in both chambers. These times 

demand action to protect our democracy and 

voting rights. As a result, this Scorecard includes 

a particularly high percentage of scored votes 

related to democracy in both chambers.

The year was challenging for other reasons as 

well—February marked the first full year of the 

COVID-19 pandemic in this country, and the entire 

calendar year was shrouded by the pandemic and 

its fallout. Congressional leaders and the White 

House responded with the American Rescue Plan, 

which helped address the public health crisis by 

launching mass vaccination centers and targeted 

vaccination drives and prepared our medical 

system for future waves of infection. 

Over the course of 2021, our country became 

better able to handle and did more to address the 

challenges of the pandemic and climate change, 

in no small part because of the pro-environment, 

pro-democracy leaders that voters elected to the 

White House and Congress. After voters spoke in 

2020, climate and justice activists pushed, with 

the utmost urgency, for these leaders to tackle 

the interwoven climate and racial justice crises. 

President Biden, Senate Leader Schumer, and 

Speaker Pelosi put together a historic package of 

investments to deploy climate solutions, support 

high-quality clean energy jobs, and advance 

environmental justice—the Build Back Better 

package our communities and the planet so 

urgently need. This transformational legislation 

passed the House and garnered overwhelming 

support in the evenly split Senate before the end 

of the year, despite Republican opposition to these 

forward-looking steps towards a livable planet for 

our children. LCV and so many others continue 

to urge the Senate to pass these necessary and 

overdue climate, jobs, and justice investments.

We scored a record 34 Senate votes in 2021. This 

high volume of votes reflects the many essential, 

well-qualified, and diverse executive branch 

nominees approved (14 scored), the six justice and 

democracy votes we felt were critical to include, 

and the eight anti-environmental amendments 

as part of three budget process-related ‘vote-a-

ramas.’ Also, we scored passage of the successful 

resolution that nullified the Trump administration’s 

elimination of methane pollution standards for 

2021 OVERVIEW
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Highlight on Democracy
2021 was an unprecedented year for our democracy. In 

good news, voters elected federal leaders who bet-

ter reflect the diversity of our country—notably, former 

Senator Kamala Harris became the first African Ameri-

can, Asian-American, and Woman vice president, and 

Reverend Raphael Warnock became the first African-

American senator from Georgia, the home of so many 

civil rights leaders and battles. In the same year, we 

experienced unprecedented attempts to subvert our de-

mocracy. A president openly attempted to overturn the 

election results by inciting an insurrection on the Capitol, 

encouraged members of his party to vote against the 

certification of the election, and supported efforts to 

restrict access to the ballot box. 

The health of our democracy and our environment are 

deeply intertwined. Far too often, people of color and 

frontline communities are forced to bear disproportion-

ately high burdens of pollution, and years of restrictive 

voting laws and partisan gerrymandering that limit their 

voice and political power have been a core part of per-

petuating these environmental injustices. Restricting the 

right to vote, as some anti-democracy-controlled state 

and local governments are doing, when our democracy 

is being attacked and our climate is at a tipping point, is 

the opposite of what our country needs. 

This unprecedented year resulted in scoring a record 

number of democracy-related votes in both chambers, 

as voters continued to press for action to protect voting 

rights and our democratic fundamentals. We are scoring 

multiple votes concerning the certification of the 2020 

election—normally unchallenged, procedural votes—to 

highlight their fundamental importance to our democracy 

and in turn, to protecting our communities and the envi-

ronment. Near-unanimous Republican opposition stood 

in the way of House-passed democracy and voting rights 

bills from advancing to President Biden’s desk. Now is 

a defining moment in our democracy’s history and the 

imperative for elected officials is clear—do what it takes 

to safeguard our democratic institutions and voting rights.

oil and gas operations. And although we did 

not score its passage vote, the White House-

negotiated bipartisan infrastructure law will deliver 

funding for some environmental justice and water 

infrastructure priorities. Overall, the legislative 

productiveness of the chamber stands in stark 

contrast to the large legislative graveyard of 

Senator Mitch McConnell’s rule. 

Given the interwoven national crises we face and 

coming off the environmentally disastrous Trump 
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presidency, it was critical for the Biden-Harris 

administration to have competent, diverse, pro-

environmental leaders confirmed to positions across 

the government. After all, “personnel is policy” 

and this cadre of federal officials are instrumental 

in mounting the necessary all-of-government 

approach to tackling climate change, COVID-19, 

and systemic racism. Three of 14 personnel votes 

were for nominees to the circuit courts—essential 

presidential appointments that were a part of a near 

record-number of judicial nominees approved by 

the Senate. These circuit court judges will safeguard 

the judiciary branch from Trump-appointed 

conservative idealogues who have expressed 

interest, even before being appointed, of dismantling 

environmental and public health protections our 

communities rely upon. 

In the House, the 22 scored votes included pro-

environment infrastructure and government funding 

packages, and protections against toxic PFAS, but 

the crowning achievement was passage of the 

transformational Build Back Better Act (H.R. 5376). 

The bill would put our nation on track to meet the 

test of cutting climate pollution in half by 2030 

while centering environmental justice and creating 

and sustaining millions of good-paying union 

jobs. LCV has made the decision to double-score 

the House vote on the Build Back Better Act (H.R. 

5376), a rarely-used practice employed only for 

landmark bills. The other key votes tell a similar 

story of a nation dealing with heightened threats to 

our democracy, persistent systemic racism, and the 

ever-worsening injustices of the climate crisis. Half 

of the House’s scored votes—also a proportionately 

large number—were justice and democracy-related 

votes, including the much-needed voting rights bills 

that would ensure everyone has access to the ballot 

box and votes would not be silenced by partisan 

gerrymandering and polluter money in elections.

2021 was a year of historic opportunities and 

consequential challenges—and having pro-

environment leaders across both chambers and 

the White House made all the difference for what 

Congress and the administration could accomplish 

for families and communities everywhere. But 

the size and scope of the unfinished business is 

considerable. We see 2021 as the foundation for 

accomplishing transformational change in 2022 

through the climate, environmental justice, and 

clean energy jobs investments of the Build Back 

Better agenda. Time is running out to act on climate, 

and failure is not an option.
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2021 STATE AND TERRITORY AVERAGES

VOTING SUMMARY

SENATE

house

State/Territory        SENATE      HOUSE
Alabama 7 19

Alaska 35 35

American Samoa N/A N/A

Arizona 97 58

Arkansas 15 16

California 100 81

Colorado 97 60

Connecticut 100 100

Delaware 100 100

District Of Columbia N/A N/A

Florida 12 47

Georgia 100 45

Guam N/A N/A

Hawaii 100 100

Idaho 21 19

Illinois 100 76

Indiana 22 32

Iowa 25 39

Kansas 15 28

Kentucky 21 28

Louisiana 16 35

Maine 78 95

Maryland 100 86

Massachusetts 100 100

Michigan 100 62

Minnesota 100 58

Mississippi 21 26

Missouri 16 33

Montana 57 0

Nebraska 19 22

Nevada 100 79

New Hampshire 100 100

New Jersey 100 90

New Mexico 97 75

New York 100 77

North Carolina 28 45

North Dakota 22 17

Northern Mariana Islands N/A N/A

Ohio 68 40

Oklahoma 19 7

Oregon 100 82

Pennsylvania 57 58

Puerto Rico N/A N/A

Rhode Island 100 100

South Carolina 29 23

South Dakota 26 17

Tennessee 12 26

Texas 13 40

Utah 25 17

Vermont 99 100

Virgin Islands N/A N/A

Virginia 100 65

Washington 100 78

West Virginia 56 14

Wisconsin 62 46

Wyoming 13 30
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LOWEST SENATE 
DELEGATIONS

HIGHEST SENATE 
DELEGATIONS

SENATE SCORES OF 100

HOUSE SCORES OF 100

California 100%

Connecticut 100%

Delaware 100%

Georgia 100%

Hawaii 100%

Illinois 100%

Maryland 100%

Massachusetts 100%

Michigan 100%

Minnesota 100%

Nevada 100%

New Hampshire 100%

New Jersey 100%

New York 100%

Oregon 100%

Rhode Island 100%

Virginia 100%

Washington 100%

HIGHEST HOUSE 
DELEGATIONS

Montana 0%

Oklahoma 7% 

West Virginia 14%

Arkansas 16%

North Dakota 17%

South Dakota 17%

SENATE SCORES OF 
LESS THAN 10
ALABAMA Tuberville (6) Shelby (9)

FLORIDA Scott, Rick (9)

KANSAS Marshall (9)

MISSOURI Hawley (6)

TEXAS Cruz (3)

HOUSE SCORES OF 0

LOWEST HOUSE 
DELEGATIONS

SENATE

house

2021 HIGH AND LOW SCORES

CALIFORNIA Feinstein · 
Harris, K. · Padilla

CONNECTICUT Blumenthal 
· Murphy, C.

DELAWARE Carper · Coons

GEORGIA Loeffler · Ossoff · 
Warnock

HAWAII Hirono · Schatz

ILLINOIS Duckworth · 
Durbin

MAINE King

MARYLAND Cardin ·  
Van Hollen

MASSACHUSETTS Markey 
· Warren

MICHIGAN Peters, G. · 
Stabenow

MINNESOTA Klobuchar · 
Smith, T.

 

NEVADA Cortez Masto · 
Rosen

NEW HAMPSHIRE Hassan 
· Shaheen

NEW JERSEY Booker · 
Menendez

NEW YORK Gillibrand · 
Schumer

OHIO Brown, Sherrod

 

OREGON Merkley · Wyden

RHODE ISLAND Reed, J. · 
Whitehouse

VERMONT Leahy

VIRGINIA Kaine · Warner

WASHINGTON Cantwell · 
Murray

WISCONSIN Baldwin

Connecticut 100%

Delaware 100%

Hawaii 100%

Massachusetts 100%

New Hampshire 100%

Rhode Island 100%

Vermont 100%

ALABAMA Sewell

ARIZONA Gallego · Grijalva 
· Kirkpatrick · O’Halleran · 
Stanton

CALIFORNIA Aguilar · 
Barragán · Bass · Bera · 
Brownley · Carbajal · Chu · 
Correa · DeSaulnier · Eshoo 
· Garamendi · Gomez · 
Harder · Huffman ·  
Jacobs, S. · Khanna · Lee, B. 
· Levin, M. · Lieu · Lofgren 
· Lowenthal · Matsui · 
McNerney · Napolitano · 
Panetta · Peters, S. · Porter 
· Roybal-Allard · Ruiz · 
Schiff · Sherman · Swalwell 
· Takano · Thompson, M. · 
Torres, N. · Vargas · Waters

COLORADO Crow · DeGette 
· Neguse · Perlmutter

CONNECTICUT Courtney · 
DeLauro · Hayes · Himes · 
Larson, J.

DELAWARE Blunt 
Rochester

FLORIDA Castor · Crist · 
Demings · Deutch · Frankel 
· Hastings · Lawson · Soto 

· Wasserman Schultz · 
Wilson, F.

GEORGIA Bishop, S. · 
Bourdeaux · Johnson, H. · 
McBath · Williams, N.

HAWAII Case · Kahele

ILLINOIS Bustos · Casten · 
Foster · García, J. ·  
Kelly, R. · Krishnamoorthi · 
Newman · Quigley · Rush · 
Schakowsky · Schneider · 
Underwood

INDIANA Carson · Mrvan

IOWA Axne

KANSAS Davids

KENTUCKY Yarmuth

LOUISIANA Carter, T. · 
Richmond

MAINE Pingree

MARYLAND Hoyer · Mfume 
· Raskin · Ruppersberger · 
Sarbanes

MASSACHUSETTS 
Auchincloss · Clark, K. · 
Keating · Lynch · McGovern 
· Moulton · Neal · Pressley 
· Trahan

MICHIGAN Dingell · Kildee 
· Lawrence · Levin, A. · 
Slotkin · Stevens

MINNESOTA Craig 
· McCollum · Omar · Phillips

MISSOURI Bush · Cleaver

NEVADA Horsford · Titus

NEW HAMPSHIRE Kuster · 
Pappas

NEW JERSEY Gottheimer 
· Kim, A. · Malinowski 
· Norcross · Pallone · 
Pascrell · Payne · Sherrill · 
Sires · Watson Coleman

NEW MEXICO Haaland 
· Leger Fernández · 
Stansbury

NEW YORK Bowman 
· Clarke, Y. · Delgado · 
Espaillat · Higgins, B. · 
Jeffries · Jones ·  
Maloney, C. · Meeks · Meng 
· Morelle · Nadler · Rice, K. 
· Suozzi · Tonko · Torres, R. · 
Velázquez

NORTH CAROLINA Adams 
· Butterfield · Manning · 
Price · Ross

OHIO Beatty · Brown, 
Shontel · Fudge · Kaptur 
· Ryan

OREGON Blumenauer · 
Bonamici · DeFazio

PENNSYLVANIA Boyle · 
Cartwright · Dean · Doyle · 
Evans · Houlahan · Lamb · 
Scanlon · Wild

RHODE ISLAND Cicilline · 
Langevin

SOUTH CAROLINA Clyburn

TENNESSEE Cohen · 
Cooper

TEXAS Allred · Castro · 
Doggett · Escobar ·  
Garcia, S. · Green, A. · 
Jackson Lee · Johnson, 
E.B. · Veasey · Vela

VERMONT Welch

VIRGINIA Beyer · Connolly 
· Luria · Scott, Robert · 
Wexton

WASHINGTON DelBene · 
Jayapal · Kilmer · Schrier · 
Smith, Adam · Strickland

WISCONSIN Kind ·  
Moore, G. · Pocan

Alabama 7%

Tennessee 12%

Florida 12%

Texas 13%

Wyoming 13%

Kansas 15%

Arkansas 15%

Louisiana 16%

Missouri 16%

Nebraska 19%

Oklahoma 19%

Utah 17%

Idaho 19%

Alabama 19%

ARIZONA Biggs · Gosar

COLORADO Boebert

FLORIDA Cammack · Steube

GEORGIA Allen · Clyde · Greene, M.T. 
· Hice

ILLINOIS Miller, M.

INDIANA Banks

KANSAS Mann

LOUISIANA Higgins, C.

MARYLAND Harris, A.

MISSISSIPPI Guest

MONTANA Rosendale

NEW MEXICO Herrell

NORTH CAROLINA Bishop, D. · Budd

OHIO Jordan

PENNSYLVANIA Perry

SOUTH CAROLINA Norman

TENNESSEE Burchett · Green, M. · 
Harshbarger

TEXAS Arrington · Cloud · Gooden · 
Jackson · Pfluger · Weber · Wright

VIRGINIA Good
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SENATE
COMMITTEE CHAIR SCORE RANKING MEMBER SCORE

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Stabenow (MI) 100 Boozman (AR) 18

Appropriations Leahy (VT) 100 Shelby (AL) 9

Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cantwell (WA) 100 Wicker (MS) 24

Energy and Natural Resources Manchin (WV) 85 Barrasso (WY) 15

Environment and Public Works Carper (DE) 100 Capito (WV) 26

SENATE COMMITTEE LEADER AVERAGE CHAIRS 97 RANKING MEMBERS 19

HOUSE
COMMITTEE CHAIR SCORE RANKING MEMBER SCORE

Agriculture Scott, D. (GA-13) 96 Thompson, G. (PA-15) 13

Appropriations DeLauro (CT-03) 100 Granger (TX-12) 10

Energy and Commerce Pallone (NJ-06) 100 McMorris Rodgers (WA-05) 22

Natural Resources Grijalva (AZ-03) 100 Westerman (AR-04) 17

Science, Space, and Technology Johnson, E.B. (TX-30) 100 Lucas (OK-03) 9

Transportation and Infrastructure DeFazio (OR-04) 100 Graves, S. (MO-06) 9

Select Committee on the Climate Crisis Castor (FL-14) 100 Graves, G. (LA-06) 13

HOUSE COMMITTEE LEADER AVERAGE CHAIRS 99 RANKING MEMBERS 13

party leaders' scores

DEMOCRATS SCORE REPUBLICANS SCORE

Schumer (NY), Majority Leader 100 McConnell (KY), Minority Leader 26

Durbin (IL), Majority Whip 100 Thune (SD), Minority Whip 21

Murray (WA), Assistant Democratic Leader 100 Barrasso (WY), Conference Chair 15

Stabenow (MI), Chairwoman of Policy and  
Communications Committee 100

Blunt (MO), Policy Committee Chairman 26

LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 100 LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 22

DEMOCRATS SCORE REPUBLICANS SCORE

Pelosi (CA-12), Speaker of the House* N/A

Hoyer (MD-05), Majority Leader 100 McCarthy (CA-23), Minority Leader 13

Clyburn (SC-06), Majority Whip 100 Scalise (LA-01), Minority Whip 13

Clark, K. (MA-05), Assistant Speaker 100 Stefanik (NY-21), Conference Chair 13

Jeffries (NY-08), Caucus Chairman 100 Palmer (AL-06), Policy Committee Chairman 4

LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 100 LEADERSHIP AVERAGE 11

*The Speaker of the House votes at her discretion.

SENATE

HOUSE

RATING THE LEADERSHIP OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITTEES
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2021 SENATE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

1. CERTIFYING ARIZONA’S ELECTORAL VOTES
Senator Ted Cruz (R-TX) objected to the certification of Arizona’s electoral college votes in the 
2020 presidential election, peddling unfounded claims of widespread voter fraud. The former 
president’s and members of Congress’ repeated lies about the election results directly led to the 
January 6 white supremacist insurrection that stormed the U.S. Capitol and resulted in multiple 
deaths. Efforts to use lies and conspiracy theories to overturn an election undermine the fun-
damental democratic principles of our nation and are in direct conflict with the constitutional 
duties of members of Congress. On January 6, the Senate rejected the objection to Arizona’s elec-
toral college votes by a vote of 6–93 (Senate roll call vote 1). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

Arizona’s electoral votes were certified.

2. CERTIFYING PENNSYLVANIA’S ELECTORAL VOTES
Senator Josh Hawley (R-MO) objected to the certification of Pennsylvania’s electoral college votes 
in the 2020 presidential election, peddling unfounded claims of widespread voter fraud. The for-
mer president’s and members of Congress’ repeated lies about the election results directly led 
to the January 6 white supremacist insurrection that stormed the U.S. Capitol and resulted in 
multiple deaths. Efforts to use lies and conspiracy theories to overturn an election undermine the 
fundamental democratic principles of our nation and are in direct conflict with the constitutional 
duties of members of Congress. On January 7, the Senate rejected the objection to Pennsylvania’s 
electoral college votes by a vote of 7–92 (Senate roll call vote 2). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. Pennsylvania’s electoral votes were certified.

3. BUTTIGIEG CONFIRMATION (TRANSPORTATION SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Pete Buttigieg to serve as transportation 
secretary. The Department of Transportation (DOT) is responsible for ensuring that the nation 
has a safe and efficient transportation system. The transportation sector is now the largest source 
of greenhouse gas emissions in the U.S., and most of these emissions come from passenger ve-
hicles. Under the secretary’s leadership, comprehensive rulemaking, funding, and other actions 
can help to reduce emissions and drive us to a zero-emission future. Prior to his nomination, 
Buttigieg advocated for clean, place-based transportation at the local level. Buttigieg also made 
history as the first openly gay nominee to serve as a Cabinet secretary. On February 2, the Senate 
confirmed Buttigieg to be secretary of transportation by a vote of 86–13 (Senate roll call vote 11). 
YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

4. PROMOTING DRILLING FOR FOSSIL FUELS
Senator Mike Braun (R-IN) sponsored an amendment to S. Con. Res. 5, the Fiscal Year 2021 Bud-
get Resolution, which would prohibit the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Council 
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) from proposing rules or guidance that would ban fracking, a 
destructive process of oil and gas drilling, in the United States—an authority that the EPA and 
CEQ do not currently have. This was a symbolic amendment, demonstrating a desire to keep us 
addicted to fossil fuels. On February 4, the Senate approved the Braun amendment by a vote of 
57–43 (Senate roll call vote 28). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Braun amendment was 
not included in the final S. Con. Res. 5, which was approved by the House on February 5.
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5. SUPPORTING THE DESTRUCTIVE KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE
Senator Steve Daines (R-MT) sponsored an amendment to S. Con. Res. 5, the Fiscal Year 2021 
Budget Resolution, which would keep the Keystone XL pipeline alive at the bequest of oil and gas 
CEOs. The Keystone XL pipeline would threaten numerous waterways, drinking water sources, 
and Indigenous lands across the Great Plains, and undercut the credibility and influence of the 
United States when urging other countries to take ambitious climate action, ultimately undermin-
ing U.S. climate leadership. The United States must exercise vigorous climate leadership to achieve 
a significant increase in global climate action and put the world on a sustainable climate pathway. 
On February 5, the Senate approved the Daines amendment by a vote of 52–48 (Senate roll call 
vote 32). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Daines amendment was not included in the 
final S. Con. Res. 5, which was approved by the House on February 5.

6. BOLSTERING THE DIRTY WATER RULE
Senator Shelley Capito (R-WV) sponsored an amendment to S. Con. Res. 5, the Fiscal Year 2021 
Budget Resolution, which threatened to lock in place the Trump administration’s dangerous “Dirty 
Water Rule” and prohibit the EPA from crafting stronger regulations to protect critical waterways 
like our streams and wetlands. The Dirty Water Rule represented the most severe weakening of 
federal Clean Water Act protections in the law’s history, jeopardizing the waters our families and 
communities depend on. It is critical that the EPA is able to replace this disastrous rule with pro-
tections that are grounded in science and protect public health and the environment. On Febru-
ary 5, the Senate approved the Capito amendment by a vote of 51–49 (Senate roll call vote 43). NO 

IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. Although it is a symbolic amendment, the Capito amendment 
was included in the final S. Con. Res. 5, which was approved by the House on February 5. 

7. IMPEACHMENT FOR INCITEMENT OF INSURRECTION
The House delivered articles of impeachment to the Senate, H. Res. 24, impeaching President Don-
ald Trump for incitement of insurrection. Trump encouraged and incited the deadly mob on Janu-
ary 6, and he perpetuated the unfounded and harmful claims about the 2020 election that inspired 
their actions. The riot caused multiple deaths and directly threatened our democratic process, and 
the president responded with inaction, followed by further defense of the violent behavior. Hold-
ing elected officials accountable and ensuring our elections remain free and fair are essential for 
the preservation of our democracy. On February 13, the Senate failed to convict by a vote of 57–43 
(67 vote threshold; Senate roll call vote 59). GUILTY IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

8. GRANHOLM CONFIRMATION (ENERGY SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Jennifer Granholm to serve as secretary 
of energy. The Department of Energy oversees the country’s energy, environmental, and nuclear 
policy with a focus on transformative science and technology solutions. As Michigan governor, 
Granholm led policies that reduce pollution, accelerate clean energy, and promote environmental 
justice. Additionally, Granholm’s experience helping to rebuild the American auto industry dur-
ing the last recession is invaluable as the Biden-Harris administration works to deliver a 100% 
clean energy economy. On February 25, the Senate confirmed Granholm to be secretary of energy 
by a vote of 64–35 (Senate roll call vote 66). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
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9. RAIMONDO CONFIRMATION (COMMERCE SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Gina M. Raimondo to serve as secre-
tary of commerce. The secretary of commerce oversees the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) and is well positioned to strengthen the agency’s mission, reestablish 
a culture of scientific integrity, and lead on ocean conservation. As the first female governor of 
Rhode Island, Raimondo committed Rhode Island to 100% renewable energy by 2030, and over-
saw the development of the first offshore wind farm in the United States. Raimondo’s firsthand 
experience transitioning to a clean energy economy that creates good paying jobs at every skill 
level is a valuable asset to the Department of Commerce. On March 2, the Senate confirmed 
Raimondo to be secretary of commerce by a vote of 84–15 (Senate roll call vote 70). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

10. STRIKING PROVISIONS TO HELP FARMERS OF COLOR
Senator Pat Toomey (R-PA) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 1319, the American Rescue Plan 
Act of 2021, which would have stricken a provision to provide $5 billion in aid, largely in the form 
of debt relief to disadvantaged farmers of color who have historically been marginalized by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA). The combination of systemic racism and the federal 
government’s well-documented discriminatory policies and actions has led Black farmers to lose 
90% of their farmland over the last century, and the number of Black farmers has dropped from 1 
million to only 45,000 today. The COVID-19 pandemic only further exacerbated and highlighted 
the lack of support for farmers of color. The Toomey amendment undermined attempts to ad-
vance equity and begin addressing historic injustices farmers of color have experienced because 
of the USDA. On March 6, the Senate rejected the Toomey amendment by a vote of 49–50 (Senate 
roll call vote 86). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

11. FUDGE CONFIRMATION (HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Marcia Fudge to serve as secretary of 
housing and urban development (HUD). As a member of Congress, Fudge built a strong record 
advocating for environmental justice and earned a lifetime 93% LCV score. Her leadership of 
HUD will be crucial in building healthier, more climate-resilient communities and promoting 
safe, affordable, and energy-efficient housing. Additionally, HUD will play a key role in building 
up resilience in urban communities and making renewable energy available to frontline commu-
nities. On March 10, the Senate confirmed Fudge to be secretary of housing and urban develop-
ment by a vote of 66–34 (Senate roll call vote 113). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

12. GARLAND CONFIRMATION (ATTORNEY GENERAL)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Judge Merrick Garland to serve as attor-
ney general. As the nation’s top law enforcement agency, the Department of Justice is responsible 
for safeguarding our civil and constitutional rights, including our right to live free from toxic air 
and polluted waters. Garland presided over several critical environmental cases as chief judge of 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit and was nominated to the U.S. Su-
preme Court by former President Obama in 2016. His even-handed and science-based approach 
will restore independence and integrity to the department, rebuild public trust in the rule of law, 
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prioritize the robust enforcement of our environmental and civil rights laws, protect the funda-
mental right to vote, fight for environmental justice, and seek the fair application of justice. On 
March 10, the Senate confirmed Garland to be attorney general by a vote of 70–30 (Senate roll call 
vote 114). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

13. REGAN CONFIRMATION (ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
ADMINISTRATOR)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Michael Regan to serve as the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) administrator. EPA uses science to protect our air and water, ad-
dress climate change, and safeguard public health. The administrator is tasked with rebuilding the 
environmental regulations and programs that were dismantled by the previous administration. 
Regan is committed to doing this work while advancing climate action and racial justice. He has a 
long record of engaging stakeholders to build consensus and fighting for environmental justice in 
North Carolina. On March 10, the Senate confirmed Regan to be the EPA administrator by a vote 
of 66–34 (Senate roll call vote 116). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

14. HAALAND CONFIRMATION (INTERIOR SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Debra Haaland to serve as secretary of the 
interior. The Department of the Interior is critical to efforts fighting climate change, protecting 
our public lands and waters, and honoring our commitments to Tribal Nations. As a congress-
woman, Haaland served as the chair of the House Natural Resources Subcommittee on National 
Parks, Forests, and Public Lands and was the lead sponsor of the 30 by 30 Resolution to Save 
Nature, committing to protect 30% of U.S. land and waters by 2030. In addition to earning an 
impressive lifetime LCV score of 98%, she built a strong reputation for working with communities 
most affected by decisions and across party lines. On March 15, the Senate confirmed Haaland to 
be secretary of the interior by a vote of 51–40, becoming the first Indigenous person to serve as a 
Cabinet secretary (Senate roll call vote 119). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

15. TAI CONFIRMATION (UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Katherine Tai to serve as the United States 
Trade Representative (USTR). Throughout her tenure as Chief Trade Counsel for the House Ways 
& Means Committee, Tai demonstrated a strong commitment to working collaboratively with 
environmental and labor groups to ensure U.S. trade policy actually benefits workers and protects 
the environment. Consistent with the Biden administration’s whole-of-government approach to 
tackling the climate crisis, Tai recognizes the responsibility and opportunity the USTR has to en-
courage a global “race to the top” on climate action while also creating and sustaining good jobs. 
With a history of fighting for justice and fairness, Tai’s leadership is essential to move our trade 
policy forward in a way that lifts up communities and workers and creates a more just, equitable, 
and cleaner economy. On March 17, the Senate confirmed Tai as the United States Trade Repre-
sentative by a vote of 98–0, becoming the first Asian American and first woman of color to serve 
in the position (Senate roll call vote 123). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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16. BECERRA CONFIRMATION (HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES SECRETARY)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Xavier Becerra to serve as the secretary 
of the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS). As a 12-term congressman, Becerra 
was an environmental champion, earning a lifetime LCV score of 91%. In his role as California 
state attorney general, he continually fought for equity and justice—for example, Becerra estab-
lished an environmental justice branch for the California Department of Justice, championed 
protections for women, LGBTQ+ people, and people of color in healthcare, and sued the Trump 
administration over 60 times for their discriminatory and dangerous policies, including efforts 
to declare a national emergency as an excuse to build the environmentally damaging and xeno-
phobic wall on the southern border. Our health and our environment are intrinsically linked, and 
Becerra’s outstanding leadership and experience helps to ensure the administration delivers on 
their goals to eliminate systemic racial injustice, including the disproportionate pollution burden 
borne by communities of color, and create a cleaner, healthier future for everyone. On March 18, 
the Senate confirmed Becerra as the HHS secretary by a vote of 50–49, becoming the first Latino 
to serve in the position (Senate roll call vote 125). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

17. MALLORY CONFIRMATION (COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CHAIR)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Brenda Mallory to serve as the chair of 
the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ). With over 35 years of experience in environmental 
policy and law, including nearly two decades at the EPA and previously serving as General Coun-
sel at CEQ, Mallory is the ideal candidate to lead CEQ in its critical role to coordinate federal 
efforts related to the environment and public health. Mallory’s deep expertise on environmental 
justice issues will help deliver on the administration’s commitment to addressing systemic racial 
and environmental injustice – a core part of their climate agenda. She is an outstanding leader 
who will work to ensure the administration protects public health and tackles the climate crisis 
while also creating good jobs through a just and equitable transition to a clean economy. On April 
14, the Senate confirmed Mallory for the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality by a vote 
of 53–45, becoming the first African American to lead CEQ (Senate roll call vote 150). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

18. REPEALING ASSAULT ON METHANE POLLUTION SAFEGUARDS
Senator Martin Heinrich (D-NM) sponsored S.J. Res. 14, the Congressional Review Act Resolu-
tion of Disapproval of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) rule to roll back the 2016 
methane standards for new and modified sources in the oil and gas industry. The oil and gas 
industry is the largest source of industrial methane pollution, causing almost 25% of the climate 
change we currently experience. S.J. Res. 14 eliminates this dangerous rule and allows the EPA to 
move quickly on stronger safeguards against methane pollution, which will slow climate change 
and mitigate hazardous air pollutants that affect our communities, especially low-income com-
munities and communities of color living on the frontlines of oil and gas drilling and processing. 
On April 28, the Senate approved S.J. Res. 14 by a vote of 52–42 (Senate roll call vote 175). YES IS 

THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed S.J. Res. 14 into law on June 30. 
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19. INVESTING IN WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 
Senator Tammy Duckworth (D-IL) sponsored S. 914, the Drinking Water and Wastewater In-
frastructure Act of 2021 (DWWIA), which authorized increased funding for new and existing 
drinking water, wastewater, and stormwater programs to help provide clean water to communi-
ties across the country. Unfortunately, too many families still have to worry if the water coming 
from their taps is harming their families, and communities of color and low-wealth communities 
have disproportionately borne the brunt of water pollution and lack of investment in our wa-
ter systems. S. 914 authorized funds for replacing lead service lines, reauthorized the Drinking 
Water and Clean Water State Revolving Funds, started a pilot program at EPA for low-income 
water assistance, and authorized funding for rural and disadvantaged communities, among other 
measures. The legislation was an important step in ensuring everyone, no matter race, zip code, 
or economic status, has access to the clean water they need to thrive. On April 29, the Senate ap-
proved S. 914 by a vote of 89–2 (Senate roll call vote 178). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 
DWWIA became the basis for the water provisions in the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, 
which the president signed into law on November 15. 

20. CLARKE CONFIRMATION (DOJ-CRD ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Kristen Clarke to serve as assistant at-
torney general for civil rights. The Department of Justice’s (DOJ) Civil Rights Division (CRD)
which the assistant attorney general leads, holds primary responsibility for enforcement of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Voting Rights Act of 1965, the Fair Housing Act of 1968, and other 
laws protecting our most fundamental rights. Clarke served as president of the Lawyers’ Com-
mittee for Civil Rights Under Law, one of the nation’s most prominent civil rights organizations; 
led the Civil Rights Bureau of the New York State Attorney General’s Office; and defended the 
constitutionality of the Voting Rights Act. On May 25, the Senate confirmed Clarke to serve as 
assistant attorney general for Civil Rights by a vote of 51–48 (Senate roll call vote 203). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

21. JACKSON CONFIRMATION (D.C. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Ketanji Brown Jackson to serve as a judge 
of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. The D.C. Circuit is 
frequently called the nation’s second-most powerful court due to its unique jurisdiction that in-
cludes review of regulatory agency actions, such as those of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy. Jackson was previously appointed by President Obama to serve as a judge of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia, which she did for eight years immediately preceding 
her elevation to the D.C. Circuit. President Obama also appointed her to serve as vice chair of 
the United States Sentencing Commission. During her time in that role, the commission took 
concrete action to reduce mass incarceration and ameliorate longstanding racist sentencing dis-
parities related to the war on drugs. As a district judge, Jackson issued rulings in favor of disability 
rights, labor rights, immigrants’ rights, and a congressional subpoena related to the first impeach-
ment investigation of President Trump. On June 14, the Senate confirmed Jackson to serve as 
judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit by a vote of 53–44 
(Senate roll call vote 231). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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22. FOX CONFIRMATION (EPA ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR WATER)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Radhika Fox to serve as assistant ad-
ministrator for water at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). EPA’s Office of Water is 
charged with protecting our nation’s streams, lakes, and rivers, all of which are vital to a healthy 
environment and resilient communities. As a nonprofit professional, Fox worked with a diverse 
array of water stakeholder groups, forging trust and partnership despite conflicting viewpoints. 
Her experience developing inclusive solutions to our country’s water challenges will help deliver 
clean, safe, and affordable water for all. On June 16, the Senate confirmed Fox to be EPA assistant 
administrator for the Office of Water by a vote of 55–43 (Senate roll call vote 236). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

23. VOTING RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY REFORMS
Senator Jeff Merkley (D-OR) sponsored S. 2093, the For the People Act, a sweeping democracy 
reform bill that would address a range of threats to our democracy by expanding voting rights, 
strengthening ethics reforms, and reducing the influence of money in our elections. Everyone’s 
right to be heard and counted in the political process is essential to the function of our democracy 
and protection of our environment, and far too often people of color and frontline communities 
are targeted by restrictive voting laws and partisan gerrymandering. By ensuring that voters have 
access to the ballot box and their voices are not drowned out by outsized corporate interests, the 
people will be better equipped to hold politicians accountable and accomplish meaningful climate 
action. On June 22, the Senate failed to invoke cloture on S. 2093 by a vote of 50–50 (60 vote 
threshold; Senate roll call vote 246). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

24. KIM CONFIRMATION (DOJ-ENRD ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Todd Kim to serve as the assistant attor-
ney general for the Environment and Natural Resources Division (ENRD) at the Department of 
Justice (DOJ). ENRD is responsible for enforcing core environmental laws, handles cases related 
to tribal rights and natural resource protections, and advises the government on rulemakings 
that affect the environment. As a career attorney in ENRD’s appellate section, Kim received the 
DOJ’s Outstanding Performance Award and the EPA’s Gold Medal for Exceptional Service. He 
has served as the attorney of record in hundreds of lawsuits and has experience handling complex 
environmental issues. On July 27, the Senate confirmed Kim to be assistant attorney general for 
the Environment and Natural Resources Division by a vote of 58–41 (Senate Roll Call Vote 279). 
YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

25. RESTARTING CONSTRUCTION OF THE HARMFUL BORDER WALL
Senator Ron Johnson (R-WI) offered an amendment to H.R. 3684, the Infrastructure Investment 
and Jobs Act, which would have continued to waste taxpayer dollars on a hateful and harmful 
border wall by prohibiting the cancellation of contracts for its construction. This amendment 
would have tied the Biden administration’s hands as it looks to stop wall construction and prevent 
further damage to border communities and the environment they depend on, which includes 
some of the most fragile and sensitive public lands in the U.S., habitat for imperiled species, and 
vital migration routes for wildlife. On August 4, the Senate rejected the Johnson amendment by a 
vote of 48–49 (Senate roll call vote 298). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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26. DEFUNDING THE CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS AND WILDLAND 
FIREFIGHTING
Senator Steve Daines (R-MT) offered an amendment to H.R. 3684, the Infrastructure Investment 
and Jobs Act, which would have stricken funding in the bill that supports the Civilian Conserva-
tion Corps. A new Civilian Conservation Corps can be an essential jobs program that would put 
young people of all backgrounds in this country to work conserving and restoring public lands 
and waters, bolstering community resilience, increasing reforestation and carbon sequestration in 
the agricultural sector, protecting biodiversity, improving access to recreation, and addressing the 
changing climate. In addition to striking Corps funding, this amendment would also have moved 
funding away from important conservation and fire mitigation programs in the Departments of 
Interior and Agriculture into accounts that give states funding that can be used for harmful for-
est management projects, including salvage logging. On August 4, the Senate rejected the Daines 
amendment by a vote of 48–50 (Senate roll call vote 303). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

27. ELIMINATING SAFEGUARDS ON FOSSIL FUEL PRODUCTION
Senator Cynthia Lummis (R-WY) offered an amendment to S. Con. Res. 14, the Fiscal Year 2022 
budget resolution, which opposed any federal regulatory or permitting actions that could hinder 
the development of oil, gas, and coal. This harmful amendment supported the unlimited produc-
tion of dirty fossil fuels, including on our public lands and waters, completely ignoring the harm 
they pose to our health, taxpayers, the outdoor recreation economy, and our climate. On August 
10, the Senate rejected the Lummis amendment by a vote of 49–50 (Senate roll call vote 320). NO 

IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

28. PROMOTING POLLUTING ENERGY SOURCES
Senator John Hoeven (R-ND) offered an amendment to S. Con. Res. 14, the Fiscal Year 2022 
budget resolution, which encourages deployment and use of coal and methane power plants with 
carbon capture and storage technology, and nuclear power plants. This amendment would protect 
these polluting industries from further oversight and is inspired by repeated failed attempts to 
further subsidize coal plants to keep them running under the false premise that coal retirements 
threaten grid reliability. When cold temperatures caused massive failures in fossil fuel generation 
and blackouts across Texas, it showed that propping up dirty fossil fuels will not prevent power 
outages or increase grid resiliency, and will increase the frequency of climate change-fueled ex-
treme weather events. Rather, clean renewable energy paired with energy storage is the best way 
to improve resiliency and reduce unhealthy climate and air pollution, particularly in frontline 
communities. On August 11, the Senate approved the Hoeven amendment by a vote of 52–47 
(Senate roll call vote 346). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. Although it is a symbolic amend-
ment, the Hoeven amendment was included in the final S. Con. Res. 14, which was considered 
adopted in the House on August 24.
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29. BUILD BACK BETTER BUDGET RESOLUTION
Senator Bernie Sanders (I-VT) sponsored S. Con. Res. 14, the Fiscal Year 2022 budget resolution. 
Passage of the budget resolution set in motion the legislative procedure needed to pass President 
Biden’s Build Back Better agenda, a once-in-a-generation opportunity to take action to tackle the 
climate crisis in a way that addresses racial and economic inequality and creates millions of good 
jobs. The Build Back Better investments would set the U.S. on a path to cutting carbon pollution 
by at least half by 2030 and 100% carbon-free energy powering our electricity grid, new cars, 
buses, and buildings by 2035, while delivering at least 40% of benefits to communities of color 
and low-income communities that have borne the brunt of fossil fuel pollution. On August 11, 
the Senate approved S. Con. Res. 14 by a vote of 50–49 (Senate roll call vote 357). YES IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The resolution was considered adopted in the House as part of H. Res. 601 
on August 24. 

30. STONE-MANNING CONFIRMATION (BLM DIRECTOR)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Tracy Stone-Manning to serve as director 
of the bureau of land management. The Bureau of Land Management manages one in ten acres 
of land in the U.S., and Stone-Manning’s leadership is helping ensure we harness the power of 
these public lands in the fight against climate change through responsible energy and resource 
development as well as equitable conservation measures that mitigate impacts. Stone-Manning is 
bringing important professional experience to this role after serving as the director of Montana’s 
Department of Environmental Quality, a congressional staffer, and a senior policy advisor at the 
National Wildlife Federation. She has a strong reputation for working with a variety of stakehold-
ers, including conservationists, recreationists, governments, ranchers, and energy industries, to 
find collaborative solutions. On September 30, the Senate confirmed Stone-Manning to serve as 
director of the Bureau of Land Management by a vote of 50–45 (Senate roll call vote 401). YES IS 

THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. 

31. VOTING RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY REFORMS
Chair Amy Klobuchar (D-MN) sponsored S. 2747, the Freedom to Vote Act, which would be 
America’s most significant pro-democracy legislation in half a century. It would protect free and 
fair elections by safeguarding and expanding voter access, banning partisan gerrymandering, 
modernizing voter registration, strengthening our campaign finance system, protecting election 
integrity, and promoting security of election systems. Everyone’s right to be heard and counted in 
the political process is essential to the function of our democracy and protection of our environ-
ment, and far too often it is people of color and frontline communities who are targeted by restric-
tive voting laws and partisan gerrymandering. By ensuring that voters have access to the ballot 
box and their voices are not drowned out by outsized corporate interests, the people will be better 
equipped to hold politicians accountable and accomplish meaningful climate action. On October 
20, the Senate failed to invoke cloture on the motion to proceed to S. 2747 by a vote of 49–51 (60 
vote threshold; Senate roll call vote 420). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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32. PÉREZ CONFIRMATION (SECOND CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Myrna Pérez to serve as a judge of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. The Second Circuit is one of the nation’s 
most powerful courts and, due to its jurisdiction over New York, hears many of the world’s most 
important business disputes and criminal appeals. Pérez served as director of Voting Rights & 
Elections at New York University Law’s Brennan Center for Justice, distinguishing herself as one 
of the nation’s foremost experts on the fundamental right to vote. She litigated dozens of cases, 
taught law students at both NYU and Columbia, and once chaired the New York City Bar Associa-
tion’s Election Law Committee. A graduate of Columbia Law School and a former federal judicial 
clerk, Pérez is the first Latina judge on the Second Circuit since Sonia Sotomayor’s elevation to the 
Supreme Court in 2009. On October 25, the Senate confirmed Pérez to be a judge of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit by a vote of 48–43 (Senate roll call vote 426). YES 

IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

33. RESTORING THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT
Chair Patrick Leahy (D-VT) sponsored S. 4, the John R. Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act 
of 2021, which would defend against inequitable voting practices by restoring and modernizing 
the full protections of the Voting Rights Act of 1965. In addition to restoring the protections of 
the 1965 law that was undermined by the Supreme Court in Brnovich v. Democratic National 
Committee and Shelby County v. Holder, S. 4 would update them to better address the modern 
forms of voter suppression seen in hundreds of anti-voter bills filed in state legislatures across 
the country in 2021. This legislation is a critical step toward ensuring that communities on the 
frontlines of the climate crisis across the country have their access to the ballot box protected. This 
Senate version of the bill covers further ground than the House companion bill, by incorporat-
ing the proposed Native American Voting Rights Act, which would help native voters and tribal 
governments ensure equal access to the franchise despite unique obstacles these voters often face. 
On November 3, the Senate failed to invoke cloture on the motion to proceed to S. 4 by a vote of 
50–49 (60 vote threshold; Senate roll call vote 459). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.

34. SUNG CONFIRMATION (NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS)
The Senate considered President Biden’s nomination of Jennifer Sung to serve as a judge of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. The Ninth Circuit has by far the largest 
jurisdiction of any court other than the Supreme Court: 67 million people and 1.5 million square 
miles, including Alaska, Hawaii, the entire West Coast, and other large Western states with major 
public lands and national parks. Sung served as a member of the Oregon Employment Relations 
Board, which adjudicates labor disputes. As an attorney in private practice, she challenged the 
constitutionality of anti-union Arizona laws, represented the Oregon Federation of Nurses and 
Health Professionals in a dispute with hospitals, and fought for professors’ union rights. Prior to 
law school, she was an organizer with the Service Employees International Union. Sung is the first 
union-side labor attorney appointed to a federal appellate court in over a decade and the fourth 
Asian American or Pacific Islander woman ever to serve on one. On December 15, the Senate 
confirmed Sung to be a judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit by a vote 
of 50–49 (Senate roll call vote 500). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE.
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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ALABAMA

Shelby R 9 15 13 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tuberville R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ALASKA

Murkowski R 47 26 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖

Sullivan R 24 11 12 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ? % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ARIZONA

Sinema D 97 67 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %

Kelly, Mark D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %

ARKANSAS

Boozman R 18 19 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Cotton R 12 15 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

CALIFORNIA

Feinstein* D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % %

Harris, K.** D 100 78 90 % % 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 i i i

Padilla† D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

COLORADO

Bennet‡ D 97 81 90 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hickenlooper§ D 97 N/A 97 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

CONNECTICUT

Blumenthal D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murphy, C. D 100 93 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

DELAWARE

Carper D 100 96 85 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Coons D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
*	 Senator Feinstein was absent for roll call vote 426 due to a family emergency. She voted in the Judiciary Committee to advance Myrna Perez's nomination.
** Senator Kamala Harris resigned her seat on January 18 in order to be sworn in as Vice President on January 20, 2021.
†	 Senator Padilla was sworn in on January 20, 2021.
‡		 Senator Bennet entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 119, which would have been scored as 

pro-environment. He was absent for this vote due to a blizzard in Denver.
§	 Senator Hickenlooper voted in favor of cloture (a procedural vote, #118) to advance Deb Haaland's nomination. He was absent for roll call vote 119 due to a 

blizzard in Denver.
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ALABAMA

Shelby R 9 15 13 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tuberville R 6 N/A 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ALASKA

Murkowski R 47 26 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖

Sullivan R 24 11 12 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ? % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ARIZONA

Sinema D 97 67 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %

Kelly, Mark D 97 N/A 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % %

ARKANSAS

Boozman R 18 19 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Cotton R 12 15 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

CALIFORNIA

Feinstein* D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % %

Harris, K.** D 100 78 90 % % 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 i i i

Padilla† D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

COLORADO

Bennet‡ D 97 81 90 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hickenlooper§ D 97 N/A 97 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

CONNECTICUT

Blumenthal D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Murphy, C. D 100 93 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

DELAWARE

Carper D 100 96 85 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Coons D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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* 	 Senator Loeffler remained in her seat until Senator Warnock was sworn in on January 20, 2021.
**	 Senator Ossoff was sworn in on Jan. 20, 2021.
† 	 Senator Warnock was sworn in on Jan. 20, 2021.
‡		 Senator Hirono entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call votes 119, 123, and 125, which would have been scored as pro-

environment. She was absent for these votes due to a family matter.

FLORIDA

Rubio R 15 11 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, Rick R 9 4 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

GEORGIA

Loeffler* R 100 8 20 % % 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 i i i

Ossoff** D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warnock† D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

HAWAII

Schatz D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hirono‡ D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

Crapo R 21 4 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Risch R 21 4 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

Durbin D 100 96 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Duckworth D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

INDIANA

Young, T. R 24 22 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Braun R 21 4 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

IOWA

Grassley R 29 7 18 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Ernst R 21 11 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

Moran R 21 7 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Marshall R 9 10 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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FLORIDA

Rubio R 15 11 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, Rick R 9 4 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

GEORGIA

Loeffler* R 100 8 20 % % 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 i i i

Ossoff** D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Warnock† D 100 N/A 100 i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

HAWAII

Schatz D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hirono‡ D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

IDAHO

Crapo R 21 4 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Risch R 21 4 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

ILLINOIS

Durbin D 100 96 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Duckworth D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

INDIANA

Young, T. R 24 22 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Braun R 21 4 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

IOWA

Grassley R 29 7 18 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Ernst R 21 11 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KANSAS

Moran R 21 7 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Marshall R 9 10 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)

 

22	 scorecard.lcv.org | 2021 National Environmental Scorecard · LCV

*	 Senator Cardin voted in favor of cloture (a procedural vote, #172) to advance S. 914. He was absent for roll call vote 178 due to Congressional business related to the public health 
emergency caused by the coronavirus pandemic.

**	Senator Van Hollen entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 178, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He 
was absent for this vote due to Congressional business related to the public health emergency caused by the coronavirus pandemic.

†	 Senator Peters entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 236, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He was 
absent for this vote due to a family emergency.

KENTUCKY

McConnell R 26 19 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Paul R 15 4 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

Cassidy R 21 4 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Kennedy R 12 4 6 ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MAINE

Collins R 56 56 60 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

King I 100 85 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MARYLAND

Cardin* D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Van Hollen** D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

Warren D 100 70 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Markey D 100 89 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MICHIGAN

Stabenow D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Peters, G.† D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

Klobuchar D 100 70 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Smith, T. D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MISSISSIPPI

Wicker R 24 11 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hyde-Smith R 18 19 16 ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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KENTUCKY

McConnell R 26 19 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Paul R 15 4 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

LOUISIANA

Cassidy R 21 4 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Kennedy R 12 4 6 ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MAINE

Collins R 56 56 60 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

King I 100 85 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MARYLAND

Cardin* D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Van Hollen** D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MASSACHUSETTS

Warren D 100 70 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Markey D 100 89 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MICHIGAN

Stabenow D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Peters, G.† D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % %

MINNESOTA

Klobuchar D 100 70 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Smith, T. D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

MISSISSIPPI

Wicker R 24 11 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hyde-Smith R 18 19 16 ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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MISSOURI

Blunt R 26 19 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hawley R 6 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MONTANA

Tester D 94 96 89 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Daines R 21 22 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

Fischer R 21 4 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Sasse R 18 0 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

NEVADA

Cortez Masto D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Rosen D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Shaheen D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hassan D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW JERSEY

Menendez D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Booker* D 100 74 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW MEXICO

Heinrich D 97 89 94 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Luján D 97 98 97 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

Schumer** D 100 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Gillibrand D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

Burr R 32 22 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tillis R 24 19 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

*	 Senator Booker was absent for roll call vote 236 due to a family medical emergency.
**	Senator Schumer initially voted pro-environment on roll call 420 and 459, but switched his vote for procedural reasons.



㉑ ㉒ ㉓ ㉔ ㉕ ㉖ ㉗ ㉘ ㉙ ㉚ ㉛ ㉜ ㉝ ㉞

SENATE VOTES

R
e

p
e

al
in

g
 A

ss
au

lt
 o

n
 M

e
th

an
e

 P
o

llu
tio

n
 

S
af

e
g

u
ar

d
s 

#
17

5

M
al

lo
ry

 C
o

nf
irm

at
io

n
 (C

o
u

n
ci

l o
n

 E
nv

iro
n

-
m

e
nt

al
 Q

u
al

ity
 C

h
ai

r)
 #

15
0

B
e

ce
rr

a 
C

o
nf

irm
at

io
n

 (H
e

al
th

 a
n

d
 H

u
m

an
 

S
e

rv
ic

e
s 

S
e

cr
e

ta
ry

) #
12

5

Ta
i C

o
nf

irm
at

io
n

 (U
n

ite
d

 S
ta

te
s 

Tr
ad

e
 

R
e

p
re

se
nt

at
iv

e)
 #

12
3

H
aa

la
n

d
 C

o
nf

irm
at

io
n

 (I
nt

e
rio

r S
e

cr
e

ta
ry

) 
#

11
9

R
e

g
an

 C
o

nf
irm

at
io

n
 (E

nv
iro

n
m

e
nt

al
 

P
ro

te
ct

io
n

 A
g

e
n

cy
 A

d
m

in
is

tr
at

o
r)

 #
11

6

G
ar

la
n

d
 C

o
nf

irm
at

io
n

 (A
tt

o
rn

ey
 G

e
n

e
ra

l) 
#

11
4

In
ve

st
in

g
 in

 W
at

e
r I

nf
ra

st
ru

ct
u

re
 #

17
8

C
la

rk
e

 C
o

nfi
rm

at
io

n
 (D

O
J-

C
R

D
 A

ss
is

ta
nt

 
A

tt
o

rn
ey

 G
e

n
e

ra
l) 

#
20

3
Ja

ck
so

n
 C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n

 (D
.C

. C
irc

u
it 

C
o

u
rt

 o
f 

A
p

p
e

al
s)

 #
23

1
Fo

x 
C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n

 (E
PA

 A
ss

is
ta

nt
 A

d
m

in
is

tr
at

o
r 

fo
r W

at
e

r)
 #

23
6

V
o

tin
g

 R
ig

ht
s 

an
d

 D
e

m
o

cr
ac

y 
R

ef
o

rm
 #

24
6

K
im

 C
o

nfi
rm

at
io

n
 (D

O
J-

E
N

R
D

 A
ss

is
ta

nt
 

A
tt

o
rn

ey
 G

e
n

e
ra

l) 
#

27
9

R
e

st
ar

tin
g

 C
o

n
st

ru
ct

io
n

 o
f t

h
e

 H
ar

m
fu

l B
o

rd
e

r 

W
al

l #
29

8
D

ef
u

n
d

in
g

 t
h

e
 C

iv
ili

an
 C

o
n

se
rv

at
io

n
 C

o
rp

s 
an

d
 

W
ild

la
n

d
 F

ire
fig

ht
in

g
 #

30
3

E
lim

in
at

in
g

 S
af

eg
u

ar
d

s 
o

n 
Fo

ss
il 

Fu
el

 
P

ro
d

u
ct

io
n 

#
3

2
0

P
ro

m
o

tin
g

 P
o

llu
tin

g
 E

n
e

rg
y 

S
o

u
rc

e
s 

#
34

6
B

u
ild

 B
ac

k 
B

e
tt

e
r B

u
d

g
e

t 
R

e
so

lu
tio

n
 #

35
7

S
to

n
e

-M
an

n
in

g
 C

o
nfi

rm
at

io
n

 (B
L

M
 D

ire
ct

o
r)

 
#

40
1

V
o

tin
g

 R
ig

ht
s 

an
d

 D
e

m
o

cr
ac

y 
R

ef
o

rm
 #

42
0

R
e

st
o

rin
g

 t
h

e
 V

o
tin

g
 R

ig
ht

s 
A

ct
 #

45
9

P
é

re
z 

C
o

nfi
rm

at
io

n
 (S

e
co

n
d

 C
irc

u
it 

C
o

u
rt

 o
f 

A
p

p
e

al
s)

 #
42

6

S
u

n
g

 C
o

nfi
rm

at
io

n
 (N

in
th

 C
irc

u
it 

C
o

u
rt

 o
f 

A
p

p
e

al
s)

 #
50

0

2021 National Environmental Scorecard · LCV | scorecard.lcv.org	 25

MISSOURI

Blunt R 26 19 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hawley R 6 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

MONTANA

Tester D 94 96 89 % % % ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Daines R 21 22 9 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

Fischer R 21 4 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Sasse R 18 0 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

NEVADA

Cortez Masto D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Rosen D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Shaheen D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Hassan D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW JERSEY

Menendez D 100 96 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Booker* D 100 74 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW MEXICO

Heinrich D 97 89 94 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Luján D 97 98 97 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NEW YORK

Schumer** D 100 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Gillibrand D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

NORTH CAROLINA

Burr R 32 22 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Tillis R 24 19 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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NORTH DAKOTA

Hoeven R 21 15 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

Cramer R 24 15 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

OHIO

Brown, Sherrod D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Portman R 35 22 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

Inhofe R 21 0 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

Lankford R 18 0 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OREGON

Wyden D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Merkley D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

Casey D 97 96 93 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Toomey R 18 4 7 % % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

RHODE ISLAND

Reed, J. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Whitehouse D 100 93 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

Graham R 44 22 15 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, T. R 15 11 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

Thune R 21 11 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Rounds* R 26 11 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ E E E ✖ ✖ E E ✖

TENNESSEE

Blackburn R 12 11 3 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hagerty R 12 N/A 12 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

*	 Senator Rounds was absent for roll call votes 279, 320, 346, 357, 426, and 459 due to the illness and passing of his wife.
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NORTH DAKOTA

Hoeven R 21 15 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

Cramer R 24 15 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

OHIO

Brown, Sherrod D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Portman R 35 22 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OKLAHOMA

Inhofe R 21 0 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

Lankford R 18 0 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

OREGON

Wyden D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Merkley D 100 96 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

PENNSYLVANIA

Casey D 97 96 93 % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Toomey R 18 4 7 % % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖

RHODE ISLAND

Reed, J. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Whitehouse D 100 93 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

SOUTH CAROLINA

Graham R 44 22 15 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % ✖ % ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Scott, T. R 15 11 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

SOUTH DAKOTA

Thune R 21 11 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Rounds* R 26 11 11 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ E E E ✖ ✖ E E ✖

TENNESSEE

Blackburn R 12 11 3 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Hagerty R 12 N/A 12 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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LCV SCORES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Absence (counts as negative)
		  =	 Excused (does not count)
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TEXAS

Cornyn R 24 7 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Cruz R 3 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

UTAH

Lee, M. R 18 0 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Romney R 32 7 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

Leahy D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Sanders* I 97 65 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

VIRGINIA

Warner** D 100 96 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % %

Kaine D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WASHINGTON

Murray D 100 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Cantwell D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

Manchin D 85 70 56 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % %

Capito R 26 22 18 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

Johnson, R R 24 0 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Baldwin D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WYOMING

Barrasso† R 15 4 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Lummis‡ R 12 N/A 5 % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?

*	 Senator Sanders voted in favor of cloture (a procedural vote, #122) to advance Katherine Tai’s nomination.
**	Senator Warner voted in favor of cloture (a procedural vote, #423) to advance Myrna Perez's nomination.
† 	Senator Barrasso voted against Deb Haaland's nomination in a business meeting of the Energy and Natural Resources Committee on March 4. He was absent for roll call 

vote 119 due to a blizzard in Wyoming.
‡ 	Senator Lummis spoke against Deb Haaland's nomination on the Senate floor on March 11. She was absent for roll call vote 119 due to a blizzard in Wyoming.
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TEXAS

Cornyn R 24 7 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Cruz R 3 0 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

UTAH

Lee, M. R 18 0 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Romney R 32 7 21 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

VERMONT

Leahy D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Sanders* I 97 65 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

VIRGINIA

Warner** D 100 96 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % %

Kaine D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WASHINGTON

Murray D 100 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Cantwell D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E E % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WEST VIRGINIA

Manchin D 85 70 56 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % ✖ % % % % % %

Capito R 26 22 18 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

WISCONSIN

Johnson, R R 24 0 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Baldwin D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

WYOMING

Barrasso† R 15 4 8 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

Lummis‡ R 12 N/A 5 % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ E % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ?
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2021 HOUSE VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

1. CERTIFYING ARIZONA’S ELECTORAL VOTES
Representative Paul Gosar (R-AZ) objected to the certification of Arizona’s electoral college votes 
in the 2020 presidential election, peddling unfounded claims of widespread voter fraud. The for-
mer president’s and members of Congress’ repeated lies about the election results directly led 
to the January 6 white supremacist insurrection that stormed the U.S. Capitol and resulted in 
multiple deaths. Efforts to use lies and conspiracy theories to overturn an election undermine the 
fundamental democratic principles of our nation and are in direct conflict with the constitutional 
duties of members of Congress. On January 6, the House rejected the objection to Arizona’s elec-
toral college votes by a vote of 121–303 (House roll call vote 10). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. Arizona’s electoral votes were certified.

2. CERTIFYING PENNSYLVANIA’S ELECTORAL VOTES
Representative Scott Perry (R-PA) objected to the certification of Pennsylvania’s electoral college 
votes in the 2020 presidential election, peddling unfounded claims of widespread voter fraud. 
The former president’s and members of Congress’ repeated lies about the election results directly 
led to the January 6 white supremacist insurrection that stormed the U.S. Capitol and resulted in 
multiple deaths. Efforts to use lies and conspiracy theories to overturn an election undermine the 
fundamental democratic principles of our nation and are in direct conflict with the constitutional 
duties of members of Congress. On January 7, the House rejected the objection to Pennsylvania’s 
electoral college votes by a vote of 138–282 (House roll call vote 11). NO IS THE PRO-ENVIRON-

MENT VOTE. Pennsylvania’s electoral votes were certified.

3. IMPEACHMENT FOR INCITEMENT OF INSURRECTION
Representative David Cicilline (D-RI) introduced H. Res. 24, impeaching President Donald 
Trump for incitement of insurrection. Trump encouraged and incited the deadly mob on January 
6, and he perpetuated the unfounded and harmful claims about the 2020 election that inspired 
their actions. The riot caused multiple deaths and directly threatened our democratic process, 
and the president responded with inaction, followed by further defense of the violent behavior. 
Holding elected officials accountable and ensuring our elections remain free and fair are essential 
for the preservation of our democracy. On January 13, the House voted to impeach by a vote of 
232–197 (House roll call vote 17). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate failed to 
convict the former president.

4. PROTECTING PUBLIC LANDS AND WATERS ACROSS THE WEST
Representative Diana DeGette (D-CO) sponsored H.R. 803, the Colorado Wilderness Act, which 
was expanded and renamed the Protecting America’s Wilderness and Public Lands Act, a package 
of bills protecting majestic public lands and rivers in Arizona, Colorado, California, Washington 
and other states. The bill would help nature-deprived communities access parks and public lands, 
protect areas sacred to Indigenous peoples, ensure clean and safe drinking water, preserve wildlife 
habitat, and promote the outdoor recreation economy. Highlights of the legislation include pro-
tecting more than one million acres around the Grand Canyon from new mining claims, preserv-
ing outdoor recreation areas across Colorado, and expanding access to greenspaces around Los 
Angeles. Listening to the wishes of communities seeking to preserve nearby nature can help the 
country reach the science-based goal of protecting 30% of America’s lands and waters by 2030. On 
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February 26, the House approved H.R. 803 by a vote of 227–200 (House roll call vote 45). YES IS 

THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021.

5. VOTING RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY REFORMS
Representative John Sarbanes (D-MD) sponsored H.R. 1, the For the People Act, a sweeping 
democracy reform bill that would address a range of threats to our democracy by expanding vot-
ing rights, strengthening ethics reforms, and reducing the influence of money in our elections. 
Everyone’s right to be heard and counted in the political process is essential to the function of our 
democracy and protection of our environment, and far too often people of color and frontline 
communities are targeted by restrictive voting laws and partisan gerrymandering. By ensuring 
that voters have access to the ballot box and their voices are not drowned out by outsized corpo-
rate interests, the people will be better equipped to hold politicians accountable and accomplish 
meaningful climate action. On March 3, the House approved H.R. 1 by a vote of 220–210 (House 
roll call vote 62). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate rejected a motion to invoke 
cloture on this legislation in 2021.

6. PROTECTING THE RIGHTS OF WORKERS TO ORGANIZE
Chair Robert Scott (D-VA) sponsored H.R. 842, the Protecting the Right to Organize Act of 2021. 
This bill would empower employees by strengthening workers’ rights to collectively bargain for 
higher wages, safer working conditions, and better benefits. As we transition to a clean energy 
economy, protecting workers’ rights to organize would help ensure that the jobs created are good, 
family-sustaining jobs that address economic inequality. Additionally, unionized workers are bet-
ter equipped to handle potentially hazardous workplace situations and have more support and 
protection to blow the whistle in dangerous situations. This can avert industrial accidents and 
result in safer communities, as well as cleaner air and water. On March 9, the House approved 
H.R. 842 by a vote of 225–206 (House roll call vote 70). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The 
Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021. 

7. PROTECTING DREAMERS AND IMMIGRANTS FLEEING DISASTERS
Representative Lucille Roybal-Allard (D-CA) sponsored H.R. 6, the American Dream and Prom-
ise Act of 2021, which would provide permanent protections for Dreamers, individuals with Tem-
porary Protected Status (TPS), and Deferred Enforced Departure (DED) holders who are living 
in limbo due to their uncertain legal status under various court cases and administrative changes. 
Dreamers, or adults who were brought to the U.S. without papers as children, are integral mem-
bers of our communities and make invaluable contributions to our society—including as LCV 
staff, members and volunteers. Many of the individuals who have qualified for TPS have come to 
the U.S. in the wake of climate change-fueled natural disasters—including hurricanes, floods, and 
droughts—that have devastated their homelands and because of wars over diminishing natural 
resources, much of which is being driven by the growing climate crisis. And communities of color 
and immigrant communities face a higher rate of harm from exposure to toxic pollution, are 
often hit first and worst by impacts of climate change, and far too often are not able to participate 
equitably in our democracy. On March 18, the House passed H.R. 6 by a vote of 228–197 (House 
roll call 91). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation 
in 2021.
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8. WASHINGTON, D.C. STATEHOOD
Representative Eleanor Holmes Norton (D-DC) sponsored H.R. 51, the Washington, D.C. Ad-
mission Act, which would provide statehood to D.C. and its more than 700,000 residents. For far 
too long, residents of Washington, D.C. have been denied a vote in Congress and the ability to 
govern locally without the threat of targeted interference. 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 conse-
quences 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 generations. H.R. 51 seeks to 
address this injustice by admitting D.C. into the union with full representation in Congress. On 
April 22, the House approved H.R. 51 by a vote of 216–208 (House roll call vote 132). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021.

9. INCREASING AWARENESS AND REPORTING OF HATE CRIMES
Representative Grace Meng (D-NY) sponsored H.R. 1843, the COVID-19 Hate Crimes Act, a 
companion to S. 937, which expedites reviews of hate crimes and reports of hate crimes. This 
legislation requires the Department of Justice is required to issue state, local, and tribal guidance 
for hate crime reporting statistics and establish grants to create state-run hate crimes report-
ing hotlines. Additionally, the Departments of Justice and Health and Human Services will issue 
guidance raising the awareness of hate crimes during the COVID-19 pandemic. On May 18, the 
House approved the COVID-19 Hate Crimes Act by a vote of 364–62 (House roll call vote 145). 
YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The president signed S. 937 into law on May 20.

10. CORPORATE CLIMATE RISK DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS
Representative Juan Vargas (D-CA) sponsored H.R. 1187, the Corporate Governance Improve-
ment and Investor Protection Act, a package of five bills that would improve transparency and ac-
countability in corporate governance and require companies to disclose and take steps to mitigate 
their climate risks. The package included provisions to require firms to disclose certain environ-
mental, social and governance (ESG) metrics to the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 
and plan for how those metrics are integrated into their long-term business strategy. It also would 
require public companies to disclose information relating to their financial and business risks 
associated with climate change so that shareholders have the information they need to mitigate fi-
nancial, physical, and legal climate-related risks to their investments. By giving investors the tools 
to assess climate-related risks, we can accelerate the market transition from fossil fuels to cleaner 
and more sustainable energy sources that mitigate climate change. On June 16, the House ap-
proved H.R. 1187 by a vote of 215–214 (House roll call vote 169). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT 

VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021.

11. REPEALING ASSAULT ON METHANE POLLUTION SAFEGUARDS
Senator Martin Heinrich (D-NM) sponsored S.J. Res. 14, the Congressional Review Act Resolu-
tion of Disapproval of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) rule to roll back the 2016 
methane standards for new and modified sources in the oil and gas industry. The oil and gas 
industry is the largest source of industrial methane pollution, and methane pollution accounts 
for an estimated 25% of the climate warming we have experienced. S.J. Res. 14 eliminated this 
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dangerous rule and allowed the EPA to move quickly on stronger safeguards against methane pol-
lution, which will slow climate change and mitigate hazardous air pollutants that affect our com-
munities, especially low-income communities and communities of color living on the frontlines 
of oil and gas drilling and processing. On June 25, the House approved S.J. Res. 14 by a vote of 
229–191 (House roll call vote 185). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. President Biden signed 
S.J. Res. 14 into law on June 30. 

12. REMOVING CONFEDERATE STATUES FROM THE U.S. CAPITOL
House Majority Leader Steny Hoyer (D-MD) sponsored H.R. 3005, a bill to remove all statues of 
individuals who voluntarily served in the Confederacy from the U.S. Capitol building, as well as 
those of John C. Calhoun, Charles B. Aycock, and John C. Clarke, who defended slavery, segre-
gation, and white supremacy. This bill would also replace the bust of Roger Brooke Taney—the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court who wrote the majority opinion in the notorious Dred Scott 
ruling of 1857, which defended both slavery and white supremacy—with a bust of Thurgood 
Marshall, the Supreme Court’s first Black justice and a champion for justice and equality. This is a 
small but important step in helping to ameliorate the pain that racism has caused Black, Brown, 
Indigenous, and other people of color over centuries by removing celebrations of our nation’s his-
tory of oppression from public spaces—especially in the U.S. Capitol, a building that belongs to 
the people. On June 29, the House approved H.R. 3005 by a vote of 285–120 (House roll call vote 
196). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021.

13. INVESTING IN CLIMATE-SMART AND PRO-WILDLIFE INFRASTRUCTURE 
Representative Conor Lamb (D-PA) sponsored a group of amendments (en bloc amendment 
no. 1) to H.R. 3684, the Invest in a New Vision for the Environment and Surface Transportation 
(INVEST) in America Act. The group of 42 amendments authorizes, among other provisions, the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to establish a community resilience and restoration fund; autho-
rizes funding for a number of wildlife corridor programs; supports the operation and expansion 
of public transit; improves the resilience of surface transportation infrastructure to natural disas-
ters, extreme weather and the effects of climate change; directs the departments of Transportation 
(DOT) and Energy (DOE) to make recommendations on the development, adoption and integra-
tion of light- and heavy-duty electric vehicles into U.S. transportation and energy systems; and 
requires DOT to recommend the annual allocation of highway funds to U.S. territories. On June 
30th, the House approved amendment en bloc no. 1 to H.R. 3684 by a vote of 217–186 (House 
roll call vote 201). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. This group of amendments passed the 
House as part of the INVEST Act. H.R. 3684 became the vehicle for the Infrastructure Investment 
and Jobs Act, which included some of these provisions and was signed into law on November 15.

14. BUILDING CLIMATE-RESILIENT WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE
Representative Susie Lee (D-NV) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 3684, the Investing in a New 
Vision for the Environment and Surface Transportation (INVEST) in America Act, which would 
require applicants for federal wastewater infrastructure funds to perform an assessment of climate 
change impacts on the proposed projects and incorporate measures to mitigate or reduce these 
impacts. Extreme weather fueled by climate change is putting immense pressure on the nation’s 
infrastructure, and it is critical that the historic investments proposed in H.R. 3684 go towards 
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wastewater infrastructure projects that will be resilient in the face of increasingly severe droughts, 
floods, storms, and other climate-fueled disasters. On July 1, the House approved the Lee amend-
ment by a vote of 220–200 (House roll call vote 206). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The 
Lee amendment was not included in the final version of H.R. 3684 that the president signed into 
law on November 15. 

15. INVESTING IN TRANSPORTATION AND WATER INFRASTRUCTURE
Chair Peter DeFazio (D-OR) sponsored H.R. 3684, the Investing in a New Vision for the Envi-
ronment and Surface Transportation (INVEST) in America Act, which would revamp our crum-
bling transportation and water infrastructure while tackling the climate crisis and prioritizing 
environmental justice. This important $715 billion investment would fund projects to repair and 
revitalize roads, bridges, and rail, and boost the transition to zero-emissions vehicles. Addition-
ally, it would authorize funding to replace lead service lines in homes and remove lead fixtures in 
schools, require the EPA to set standards for PFAS and other toxic chemicals in drinking water, 
invest in drinking water and wastewater infrastructure, provide funding for climate adaptation 
and resiliency, and establish a low-income water assistance program at the EPA. On July 1, the 
House approved H.R. 3684 by a vote of 221 to 201 (House roll call vote 208). YES IS THE PRO-

ENVIRONMENT VOTE. This legislation became the vehicle for the Infrastructure Investment and 
Jobs Act, which included some of these provisions and was signed into law on November 15. 

16. PROTECTING PEOPLE FROM PFAS
Representative Debbie Dingell (D-MI) sponsored H.R. 2467, the PFAS Action Act of 2021, which 
would take important steps in addressing the growing national PFAS (per- and polyfluoroalkyl 
substances) crisis that is threatening the health of millions of people across the country. Also 
called “forever chemicals” in recognition of their persistence in the environment and our bodies, 
PFAS are used in many consumer products and industrial applications but have been linked to 
numerous health problems like certain cancers, thyroid disease, neurological development issues, 
weakened immune systems, and more. H.R. 2467 would require the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to set a drinking water standard for PFOA and PFOS within two years, designate 
PFOA and PFOS as hazardous substances and air pollutants, set discharge limits of industrial 
releases of PFAS, prohibit unsafe incineration of PFAS wastes, and require comprehensive PFAS 
health testing. Additionally, it would have provided $200 million annually to upgrade water in-
frastructure. On July 21, the House approved H.R. 2467 by a vote of 241–183 (House roll call vote 
217). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no floor action on this legislation 
in 2021. 

17. PRO-ENVIRONMENT FUNDING PACKAGE
Chair Rosa DeLauro (D-CT) sponsored H.R. 4502, Labor, Health and Human Services, Educa-
tion, Agriculture, Rural Development, Energy and Water Development, Financial Services and 
General Government, Interior, Environment, Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Development Appropriations Act, 2022, also known as the Fiscal 
Year 2022 Minibus, which would boost funding for clean energy technologies, climate change and 
environmental justice programs, critical water infrastructure, and environmental enforcement 
efforts. It included critical investments in offshore wind development, more than $14 billion for 
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clean energy and science, and funding for the creation of a Civilian Climate Corps. This bill would 
also fund the Environmental Protection Agency at the highest level in history, provide billions for 
grant programs to improve drinking water and sewer systems, and invest in renewable energy and 
weatherization programs. Importantly, the bill would dramatically expand environmental justice 
efforts to address unacceptable pollution in communities of color and honor the federal govern-
ment’s responsibilities to Native Americans. On July 29, the House approved H.R. 4502 by a vote 
of 219–208 (House roll call vote 247). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate took no 
action on this legislation in 2021.

18. RESTORING THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT
Representative Terri Sewell (D-AL) sponsored H.R. 4, the John R. Lewis Voting Rights Advance-
ment Act of 2021. This bill would defend against inequitable voting practices by restoring the 
full protections of the Voting Rights Act of 1965. As hundreds of anti-voter bills have been filed 
in state legislatures across the country, upholding and updating civil rights protections will help 
protect voters from disenfranchisement and suppression. This legislation is a critical step toward 
ensuring that communities on the frontlines of the climate crisis across the country have their 
access to the ballot box protected. On August 24, the House approved H.R. 4 by a vote of 219–212 
(House roll call vote 260). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate rejected a motion to 
invoke cloture on the companion legislation (S.4) in 2021.

19. TAKING ACTION ON PFAS CONTAMINATION
Representative Elissa Slotkin (D-MI) sponsored an amendment to H.R. 4350, the National De-
fense Authorization Act of Fiscal Year 2022 (NDAA), which would require national regulation 
of per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS), strengthened disclosure requirements for PFAS 
manufacturers, provided PFAS exposure training to Department of Defense (DoD) medical pro-
viders, and mandated DoD to comply with safe incineration standards for PFAS. PFAS, a toxic 
“forever chemical,” is present in hundreds of DoD installations across the country and can lead 
to serious and fatal health conditions such as high cholesterol, decreased vaccine response, and 
various forms of cancer. The Slotkin amendment protected public health and the environment by 
setting strong standards and cleaning up PFAS contamination in military bases and communities 
across the country. On September 22, the House approved the Slotkin amendment by a vote of 
236–186 (House roll call vote 272). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. Some provisions of the 
Slotkin amendment were included in S. 1605, the final compromise NDAA bill that the president 
signed into law on December 27. 

20. CENSURING PAUL GOSAR
Representative Jackie Speier (D-CA) introduced H. Res. 789, Censuring Representative Paul Go-
sar. The resolution formally censured Representative Gosar and removed him from the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources and the Committee on Oversight and Reform for posting a video 
on his official social media accounts that depicted Representative Gosar killing Representative 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY) and attacking President Biden. On November 17, the House 
approved the resolution by a vote of 223–207 and one member voting “present” (House roll call 
vote 379). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. With the resolution being adopted by the House, 
Representative Gosar was formally censured and removed from the aforementioned committees.
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21. TRANSFORMATIVE CLIMATE, JOBS, AND JUSTICE INVESTMENTS 
Chair John Yarmuth (D-KY) sponsored H.R. 5376, the Build Back Better Act, a budget reconcilia-
tion bill. This transformational legislation would invest $555 billion in climate, clean energy jobs, 
and environmental justice and help put us on a path to cut climate emissions 50% by 2030. At the 
center of these investments is a robust ten-year set of tax incentives totaling $320 billion for clean 
energy and manufacturing, transmission, electric vehicles, innovative technologies, and energy 
efficiency that will save households hundreds of dollars annually, are tied to strong labor provi-
sions, and support domestic manufacturing. The bill prioritizes environmental justice through 
investments in environmental and climate justice block grants, funding to reduce toxic air and 
water pollution, provisions to electrify ports, trucks, buses and transit, and a Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund that delivers 40% of investments to disadvantaged communities, all of which 
help meet President Biden’s Justice40 initiative. The Build Back Better Act would also make in-
vestments in domestic manufacturing and industrial decarbonization, coupled with strong labor 
provisions to ensure the creation of good, union jobs in the growing clean energy economy. The 
Build Back Better Act would ban new oil and gas leasing off the East coast, West coast, and eastern 
Gulf of Mexico, fund replacement of lead pipes and clean water infrastructure, reduce methane 
pollution from the oil and gas industry, restore protections to the Arctic Refuge, invest in resil-
iency with climate-smart agriculture and coastal restoration, and so much more. On November 
19, the House approved H.R. 5376 by a vote of 220–213 (House roll call vote 385). YES IS THE 

PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The Senate passed the precursor budget resolution (S. Con. Res. 14), 
but took no action on this detailed reconciliation bill in 2021.

The Build Back Better Act is the most transformative climate and environmental justice 
legislation in American history. As a result, LCV has made the decision to double-score 
this vote, a rarely-used practice employed only for landmark bills.

22. SUPPORTING TRIBAL MANAGEMENT OF BISON
Representative Don Young (R-AK) sponsored H.R. 2074, the Indian Buffalo Management Act, 
which would permanently authorize $14 million annually for the Interior Department to create 
and manage a program to assist tribal governments in the management of American buffalo, 
or bison, which would help bring buffalo and their habitat back to tribal lands for cultural and 
ecological restoration. Before the U.S. government oversaw the near extinction of the buffalo in 
the 19th century, Indigenous people depended on and sustainably managed vast buffalo herds 
for thousands of years. Bison are also a keystone species that are integral to sustaining healthy 
Great Plains habitats and balanced prairie ecosystems. H.R. 2074 is a small but important step in 
helping to ameliorate damage caused to tribal nations. On December 8, the House approved H.R. 
2074 by a vote of 373–52 (House roll call vote 427). YES IS THE PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE. The 
Senate took no action on this legislation in 2021.
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HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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ALABAMA

1 Carl R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Moore, B. R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Rogers, M. R 9 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Aderholt R 4 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Brooks, M. R 4 2 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Palmer R 4 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Sewell D 100 94 82 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
ALASKA

1 Young, D. R 35 20 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
AMERICAN SAMOA

1 Radewagen* R n/a 14 14 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

ARIZONA

1 O’Halleran D 100 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kirkpatrick D 100 94 76 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Grijalva D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Gosar R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Biggs R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Schweikert R 17 14 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Gallego D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Lesko R 9 2 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

9 Stanton D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
ARKANSAS

1 Crawford R 9 8 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Hill R 22 14 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Womack R 17 8 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Westerman R 17 6 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

*	 Due to House proxy voting because of the COVID-19 pandemic, delegates and the resident commissioner were not eligible to vote on any of these scored votes in 2021.
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ALABAMA

1 Carl R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Moore, B. R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Rogers, M. R 9 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Aderholt R 4 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Brooks, M. R 4 2 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Palmer R 4 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Sewell D 100 94 82 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
ALASKA

1 Young, D. R 35 20 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
AMERICAN SAMOA

1 Radewagen* R n/a 14 14 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

ARIZONA

1 O’Halleran D 100 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kirkpatrick D 100 94 76 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Grijalva D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
4 Gosar R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Biggs R 0 0 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Schweikert R 17 14 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Gallego D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Lesko R 9 2 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

9 Stanton D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
ARKANSAS

1 Crawford R 9 8 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Hill R 22 14 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Womack R 17 8 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Westerman R 17 6 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %



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

1 LaMalfa R 4 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

2 Huffman D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Garamendi D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McClintock R 9 2 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Thompson, M. D 100 94 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Matsui D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bera D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Obernolte R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 McNerney D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Harder D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 DeSaulnier D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Pelosi D n/a N/A 94 THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE VOTES AT HER DISCRETION THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE VOTES AT HER DISCRETION

13 Lee, B. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Speier D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % %

15 Swalwell D 100 78 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Costa* D 96 88 56 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %

17 Khanna D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Eshoo D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

19 Lofgren D 100 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Panetta D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Valadao** R 24 N/A 7 i i % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Nunes R 9 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

23 McCarthy R 13 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

24 Carbajal D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

25 Garcia, M. R 17 N/A 19 ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Brownley D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

*	 Representative Costa entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 260, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
**	 Sworn in Jan 12, 2021.
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CALIFORNIA

1 LaMalfa R 4 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

2 Huffman D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Garamendi D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McClintock R 9 2 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Thompson, M. D 100 94 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Matsui D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bera D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Obernolte R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 McNerney D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Harder D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 DeSaulnier D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
12 Pelosi D n/a N/A 94 THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE VOTES AT HER DISCRETION THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE VOTES AT HER DISCRETION

13 Lee, B. D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Speier D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % %

15 Swalwell D 100 78 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Costa* D 96 88 56 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % %

17 Khanna D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Eshoo D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

19 Lofgren D 100 92 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Panetta D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Valadao** R 24 N/A 7 i i % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Nunes R 9 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

23 McCarthy R 13 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

24 Carbajal D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

25 Garcia, M. R 17 N/A 19 ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Brownley D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Representative Kim entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 10, which would have been scored as pro-environment. It 
was reported that Congresswoman Kim was isolating due to exposure to COVID-19 during roll call vote 10 but returned after testing negative to vote on roll call vote 11. Proxy 
voting was not allowed due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act.

**	 It was reported that Representative Steel had COVID-19 and was in quarantine during roll call votes 10 and 11. Proxy voting was not allowed due to the rules governing the 
Electoral Count Act.

27 Chu D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

28 Schiff D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

29 Cárdenas D 96 100 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % %

30 Sherman D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % %

31 Aguilar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

32 Napolitano D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

33 Lieu D 100 94 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

34 Gomez D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

35 Torres, N. D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

36 Ruiz D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

37 Bass D 100 96 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

38 Sánchez D 96 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % %

39 Kim, Y.* R 23 N/A 23 E % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

40 Roybal-Allard D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

41 Takano D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

42 Calvert R 13 14 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

43 Waters D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

44 Barragán D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

45 Porter D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

46 Correa D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

47 Lowenthal D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

48 Steel** R 10 N/A 10 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

49 Levin, M. D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

50 Issa R 9 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

51 Vargas D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

52 Peters, S. D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

53 Jacobs, S. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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27 Chu D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

28 Schiff D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

29 Cárdenas D 96 100 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % %

30 Sherman D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % %

31 Aguilar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

32 Napolitano D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

33 Lieu D 100 94 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

34 Gomez D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

35 Torres, N. D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

36 Ruiz D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

37 Bass D 100 96 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

38 Sánchez D 96 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % %

39 Kim, Y.* R 23 N/A 23 E % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

40 Roybal-Allard D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

41 Takano D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

42 Calvert R 13 14 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

43 Waters D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

44 Barragán D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

45 Porter D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

46 Correa D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

47 Lowenthal D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

48 Steel** R 10 N/A 10 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

49 Levin, M. D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

50 Issa R 9 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

51 Vargas D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

52 Peters, S. D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

53 Jacobs, S. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call vote 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act.
**	 Due to House proxy voting because of the COVID-19 pandemic, delegates and the resident commissioner were not eligible to vote.
†	 Representative Murphy entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 427, which would have been scored as pro-environment.

COLORADO

1 DeGette D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Neguse D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Boebert R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Buck* R 9 0 3 % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Lamborn R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Crow D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Perlmutter D 100 98 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
CONNECTICUT

1 Larson, J. D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Courtney D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 DeLauro D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Himes D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Hayes D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DELAWARE

1 Blunt Rochester D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

1 Holmes Norton** D n/a 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

FLORIDA

1 Gaetz R 13 18 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Dunn R 13 8 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Cammack R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Rutherford R 4 16 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Lawson D 100 98 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Waltz R 17 26 23 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Murphy, S.† D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

8 Posey R 13 16 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ?

9 Soto D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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COLORADO

1 DeGette D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Neguse D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Boebert R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Buck* R 9 0 3 % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Lamborn R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Crow D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Perlmutter D 100 98 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
CONNECTICUT

1 Larson, J. D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Courtney D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 DeLauro D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Himes D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Hayes D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DELAWARE

1 Blunt Rochester D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

1 Holmes Norton** D n/a 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

FLORIDA

1 Gaetz R 13 18 12 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Dunn R 13 8 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Cammack R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Rutherford R 4 16 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Lawson D 100 98 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Waltz R 17 26 23 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Murphy, S.† D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

8 Posey R 13 16 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ?

9 Soto D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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10 Demings D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Webster R 9 12 6 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Bilirakis* R 14 20 10 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Crist D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Castor D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

15 Franklin R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

16 Buchanan R 17 32 23 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
17 Steube R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Mast R 17 34 27 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

19 Donalds R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

20 Hastings** D 100 97 85 E E % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

21 Frankel D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

22 Deutch D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

23 Wasserman Schultz D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

24 Wilson, F. D 100 94 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

25 Díaz-Balart R 17 28 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Gimenez R 17 N/A 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

27 Salazar† R 19 N/A 19 i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
GEORGIA

1 Carter, E.L.‡ R 5 16 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Bishop, S. D 100 96 56 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Ferguson R 13 8 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, H. D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Williams, N. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 McBath D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bourdeaux D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

*	 It was reported that Representative Bilirakis had COVID-19 and was in quarantine during roll call votes 10 and 11. Proxy voting was not allowed due to the rules governing the 
Electoral Count Act.

**	 Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call votes 10 and 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act. Representative Alcee Hastings died April 6, 2021.
†	 Sworn in Jan 12, 2021.
‡	 Representative Carter entered statements into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 145, 185, and 196, which would have been scored as 

anti-environment. He was absent for roll call vote 217 due to the passing of his father.
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10 Demings D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Webster R 9 12 6 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Bilirakis* R 14 20 10 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Crist D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Castor D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

15 Franklin R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

16 Buchanan R 17 32 23 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
17 Steube R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

18 Mast R 17 34 27 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

19 Donalds R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

20 Hastings** D 100 97 85 E E % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

21 Frankel D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

22 Deutch D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

23 Wasserman Schultz D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

24 Wilson, F. D 100 94 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

25 Díaz-Balart R 17 28 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Gimenez R 17 N/A 17 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

27 Salazar† R 19 N/A 19 i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
GEORGIA

1 Carter, E.L.‡ R 5 16 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Bishop, S. D 100 96 56 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Ferguson R 13 8 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Johnson, H. D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Williams, N. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 McBath D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Bourdeaux D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call vote 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act.
**	 Representative Fulcher was absent for roll call votes 185, 196, 201, 206, and 208 due to medical leave.

8 Scott, A. R 17 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
9 Clyde R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Hice R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Loudermilk R 4 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %
12 Allen R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Scott, D.* D 96 98 84 % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Greene, M.T. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

GUAM

1 San Nicolas D n/a 93 93 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 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kahele D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
IDAHO

1 Fulcher** R 11 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ E E E E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Simpson R 26 20 10 % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
ILLINOIS

1 Rush D 100 98 82 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kelly, R. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Newman D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 García, J. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Quigley D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Casten D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Davis, D. D 96 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %

8 Krishnamoorthi D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Schakowsky D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Schneider D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Foster D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Bost R 9 16 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
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8 Scott, A. R 17 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
9 Clyde R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 Hice R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

11 Loudermilk R 4 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %
12 Allen R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

13 Scott, D.* D 96 98 84 % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
14 Greene, M.T. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

GUAM

1 San Nicolas D n/a 93 93 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 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kahele D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
IDAHO

1 Fulcher** R 11 4 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ E E E E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Simpson R 26 20 10 % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
ILLINOIS

1 Rush D 100 98 82 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kelly, R. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Newman D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 García, J. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Quigley D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Casten D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Davis, D. D 96 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % %

8 Krishnamoorthi D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Schakowsky D 100 96 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Schneider D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Foster D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Bost R 9 16 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call vote 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act.

13 Davis, R. R 22 26 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

14 Underwood D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Miller, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Kinzinger R 26 20 9 % % % ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ?

17 Bustos D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 LaHood R 17 10 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
INDIANA

1 Mrvan D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Walorski R 9 12 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Banks R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Baird R 9 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Spartz R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Pence R 13 10 11 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Carson D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Bucshon R 17 12 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Hollingsworth R 22 24 16 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
IOWA

1 Hinson R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Miller-Meeks R 17 N/A 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Axne D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Feenstra R 17 N/A 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
KANSAS

1 Mann R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 LaTurner* R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Davids D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Estes R 4 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KENTUCKY

1 Comer R 13 8 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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13 Davis, R. R 22 26 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

14 Underwood D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
15 Miller, M. R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

16 Kinzinger R 26 20 9 % % % ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ?

17 Bustos D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 LaHood R 17 10 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
INDIANA

1 Mrvan D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Walorski R 9 12 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
3 Banks R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Baird R 9 4 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Spartz R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Pence R 13 10 11 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Carson D 100 96 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Bucshon R 17 12 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Hollingsworth R 22 24 16 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
IOWA

1 Hinson R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Miller-Meeks R 17 N/A 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Axne D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Feenstra R 17 N/A 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
KANSAS

1 Mann R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 LaTurner* R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Davids D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Estes R 4 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

KENTUCKY

1 Comer R 13 8 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Representative Richmond resigned on January 15, 2021 upon appointment to senior White House role.
**	 Representative Carter was sworn in on May 11, 2021.
†	 Representative Letlow was sworn in on April 14, 2021.
‡	 Representative Graves entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 185, which would have been scored as anti-environ-

ment.
§	 Representative Golden was absent for roll call vote 145 due to parental leave.
¶	 Representative Trone issued a statement expressing his opposition to objections to certifying the presidential election results in Pennsylvania (roll call vote 11), which was the 

pro-environment position. Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call vote 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act. He also entered a statement into the Congressio-
nal Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 185, which would have been scored as pro-environment. He was absent for roll call vote 185 due to a family matter.

2 Guthrie R 22 12 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Yarmuth D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Massie R 9 2 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rogers, H. R 9 8 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Barr R 17 10 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
LOUISIANA

1 Scalise R 13 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Richmond* D 100 94 77 % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

2 Carter, T.** D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Higgins, C. R 0 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

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

5 Letlow† R 13 N/A 13 i i i i i i i ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

6 Graves, G.‡ R 13 12 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MAINE

1 Pingree D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Golden§ D 91 96 94 % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %
MARYLAND

1 Harris, A. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Ruppersberger D 100 98 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Sarbanes D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Brown, A. D 96 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

5 Hoyer D 100 98 83 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Trone¶
D 95 98 97 % ? % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Mfume D 100 N/A 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Raskin D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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2 Guthrie R 22 12 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Yarmuth D 100 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Massie R 9 2 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Rogers, H. R 9 8 8 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Barr R 17 10 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
LOUISIANA

1 Scalise R 13 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Richmond* D 100 94 77 % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

2 Carter, T.** D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Higgins, C. R 0 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

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

5 Letlow† R 13 N/A 13 i i i i i i i ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

6 Graves, G.‡ R 13 12 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MAINE

1 Pingree D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Golden§ D 91 96 94 % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ %
MARYLAND

1 Harris, A. R 0 0 3 ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Ruppersberger D 100 98 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Sarbanes D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Brown, A. D 96 96 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % %

5 Hoyer D 100 98 83 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Trone¶
D 95 98 97 % ? % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Mfume D 100 N/A 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Raskin D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Representative Slotkin was absent for roll call vote 427 due to a tragic school shooting event in her district.
**	 Representative Tlaib issued a statement expressing her opposition to objections to certifying the presidential election results in Arizona and Pennsylvania (roll call votes 10 and 11), 

which was the pro-environment position. Proxy voting was not permitted for these votes due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act. She was absent due to illness. She also 
entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 132, which would have been scored as pro-environment.

MASSACHUSETTS

1 Neal D 100 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 McGovern D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Trahan D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Auchincloss D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Clark, K. D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Moulton D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Pressley D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Lynch D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Keating D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
MICHIGAN

1 Bergman R 9 16 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Huizenga R 30 12 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Meijer R 43 N/A 43 % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Moolenaar R 22 16 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Kildee D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Upton R 48 52 29 % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

7 Walberg R 13 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Slotkin* D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

9 Levin, A. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 McClain R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Stevens D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Dingell D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Tlaib** D 95 96 96 E E % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Lawrence D 100 94 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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MASSACHUSETTS

1 Neal D 100 98 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 McGovern D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Trahan D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Auchincloss D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Clark, K. D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Moulton D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Pressley D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Lynch D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Keating D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
MICHIGAN

1 Bergman R 9 16 10 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Huizenga R 30 12 7 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Meijer R 43 N/A 43 % % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Moolenaar R 22 16 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Kildee D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Upton R 48 52 29 % % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

7 Walberg R 13 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Slotkin* D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

9 Levin, A. D 100 100 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 McClain R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Stevens D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Dingell D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Tlaib** D 95 96 96 E E % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Lawrence D 100 94 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



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

1 Hagedorn R 9 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Craig D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Phillips D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McCollum D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Omar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Emmer R 22 8 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Fischbach R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Stauber R 22 16 18 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MISSISSIPPI

1 Kelly, T. R 4 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Thompson, B. D 96 92 83 % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Guest R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Palazzo R 4 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MISSOURI

1 Bush D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Wagner R 22 14 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Luetkemeyer R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Hartzler R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Cleaver D 100 92 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Graves, S. R 9 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Long R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Smith, J. R 9 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MONTANA

1 Rosendale R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

1 Fortenberry R 30 38 21 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Bacon R 26 30 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Smith, Adrian R 9 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
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MINNESOTA

1 Hagedorn R 9 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Craig D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Phillips D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McCollum D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Omar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Emmer R 22 8 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Fischbach R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Stauber R 22 16 18 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MISSISSIPPI

1 Kelly, T. R 4 6 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Thompson, B. D 96 92 83 % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
3 Guest R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Palazzo R 4 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MISSOURI

1 Bush D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Wagner R 22 14 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Luetkemeyer R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Hartzler R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Cleaver D 100 92 89 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Graves, S. R 9 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Long R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Smith, J. R 9 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
MONTANA

1 Rosendale R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NEBRASKA

1 Fortenberry R 30 38 21 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Bacon R 26 30 17 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Smith, Adrian R 9 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Representative Norcross entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 185, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
**	 Representative Haaland resigned March 16, 2021 upon Senate confirmation to be Secretary of the Interior.
†	 Representative Stansbury was sworn in June 14, 2021.

NEVADA

1 Titus D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Amodei R 22 16 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Lee, S. D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Horsford D 100 98 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW HAMPSHIRE

1 Pappas D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kuster D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW JERSEY

1 Norcross* D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Van Drew R 39 82 68 ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Kim, A. D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Smith, C. R 43 76 61 % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

5 Gottheimer D 100 98 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Pallone D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Malinowski D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Sires D 100 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Pascrell D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Payne D 100 88 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Sherrill D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Watson Coleman D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW MEXICO

1 Haaland** D 100 98 98 % % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

1 Stansbury†	 D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Herrell R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Leger Fernández D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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NEVADA

1 Titus D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Amodei R 22 16 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Lee, S. D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Horsford D 100 98 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW HAMPSHIRE

1 Pappas D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Kuster D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW JERSEY

1 Norcross* D 100 98 94 % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Van Drew R 39 82 68 ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Kim, A. D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Smith, C. R 43 76 61 % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

5 Gottheimer D 100 98 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Pallone D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Malinowski D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Sires D 100 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Pascrell D 100 100 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Payne D 100 88 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Sherrill D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

12 Watson Coleman D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
NEW MEXICO

1 Haaland** D 100 98 98 % % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

1 Stansbury†	 D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i % % % % % % % % % % % % %
2 Herrell R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Leger Fernández D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



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

1 Zeldin R 17 26 14 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Garbarino R 35 N/A 35 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Suozzi D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Rice, K.* D 100 92 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

5 Meeks D 100 96 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Meng D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Velázquez** D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % %

8 Jeffries D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Clarke, Y. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Nadler D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Malliotakis R 13 N/A 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Maloney, C. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Espaillat D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Ocasio-Cortez† D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

15 Torres, R. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Bowman D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

17 Jones D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Maloney, S. P. D 96 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % %

19 Delgado D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Tonko D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Stefanik R 13 52 35 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Tenney‡ R 10 N/A 7 i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Reed, T. R 30 38 14 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

24 Katko R 43 54 35 % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

25 Morelle D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

26 Higgins, B. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

*	 Congresswoman Rice entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 427, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
**	 Representative Velázquez was absent for roll call vote 272 due to adhering to COVID-19 protocols established by the Capitol Physician.
†	 Representative Ocasio-Cortez entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how she would have voted on roll call vote 132, which would have been scored as pro-environment.
‡	 Representative Tenney was sworn in on February 11, 2021.
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NEW YORK

1 Zeldin R 17 26 14 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Garbarino R 35 N/A 35 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

3 Suozzi D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Rice, K.* D 100 92 94 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E

5 Meeks D 100 96 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Meng D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Velázquez** D 100 100 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % %

8 Jeffries D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Clarke, Y. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Nadler D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Malliotakis R 13 N/A 13 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Maloney, C. D 100 100 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

13 Espaillat D 100 100 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Ocasio-Cortez† D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

15 Torres, R. D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Bowman D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

17 Jones D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Maloney, S. P. D 96 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % %

19 Delgado D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

20 Tonko D 100 100 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Stefanik R 13 52 35 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

22 Tenney‡ R 10 N/A 7 i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Reed, T. R 30 38 14 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

24 Katko R 43 54 35 % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

25 Morelle D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

26 Higgins, B. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Due to House proxy voting because of the COVID-19 pandemic, delegates and the resident commissioner were not eligible to vote on any of these scored votes in 2021.

27 Jacobs, C. R 22 N/A 25 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
NORTH CAROLINA

1 Butterfield D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Ross D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Murphy, G. R 22 N/A 16 % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Price D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Foxx R 9 10 4 % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Manning D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Rouzer R 13 10 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

8 Hudson R 22 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
9 Bishop, D. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 McHenry R 17 20 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Cawthorn R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Adams D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Budd R 0 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

1 Armstrong R 17 6 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

1 Sablan* I n/a 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

OHIO

1 Chabot R 17 12 12 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Wenstrup R 22 4 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

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

5 Latta R 22 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Johnson, B. R 13 10 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Gibbs R 13 12 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Davidson R 4 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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27 Jacobs, C. R 22 N/A 25 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
NORTH CAROLINA

1 Butterfield D 100 96 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Ross D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Murphy, G. R 22 N/A 16 % ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Price D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Foxx R 9 10 4 % ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Manning D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Rouzer R 13 10 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

8 Hudson R 22 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %
9 Bishop, D. R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

10 McHenry R 17 20 6 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Cawthorn R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Adams D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
13 Budd R 0 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

NORTH DAKOTA

1 Armstrong R 17 6 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

1 Sablan* I n/a 100 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

OHIO

1 Chabot R 17 12 12 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Wenstrup R 22 4 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

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

5 Latta R 22 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Johnson, B. R 13 10 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Gibbs R 13 12 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Davidson R 4 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖



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

 

2
0

2
1

11
6

th
 C

o
n

g
re

ss

L
if

e
ti

m
e

C
e

rt
ify

in
g

 A
riz

o
n

a’
s 

E
le

ct
o

ra
l V

o
te

s 
#

10

C
e

rt
ify

in
g

 P
e

n
n

sy
lv

an
ia

’s
 E

le
ct

o
ra

l V
o

te
s 

#
11 Im

p
e

ac
h

m
e

nt
 fo

r I
n

ci
te

m
e

nt
 o

f 
In

su
rr

e
ct

io
n

 #
17

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 P
u

b
lic

 L
an

d
s 

an
d

 W
at

e
rs

 
A

cr
o

ss
 t

h
e

 W
e

st
 #

45

V
ot

in
g

 R
ig

ht
s 

an
d

 D
em

o
cr

ac
y 

R
ef

o
rm

s 
#

6
2

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 t
h

e
 R

ig
ht

s 
o

f W
o

rk
e

rs
 to

 
O

rg
an

iz
e

 #
70

P
ro

te
ct

in
g

 D
re

am
e

rs
 a

n
d

 Im
m

ig
ra

nt
s 

F
le

e
in

g
 D

is
as

te
rs

 #
9

1

LCV SCORES
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9 Kaptur D 100 96 84 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Turner R 22 22 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Fudge* D 100 92 93 % % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

11 Brown, Shontel** D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % %

12 Balderson R 22 12 14 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Ryan D 100 80 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Joyce, D.† R 17 26 12 % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %

15 Stivers‡ R 25 20 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

15 Carey§ R 25 N/A 25 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ %

16 Gonzalez, A. R 26 24 25 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
OKLAHOMA

1 Hern R 4 2 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Mullin R 9 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Lucas R 9 8 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Cole R 4 14 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Bice R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
OREGON

1 Bonamici D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Bentz R 17 N/A 17 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Blumenauer D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 DeFazio D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Schrader D 91 90 74 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %
PENNSYLVANIA

1 Fitzpatrick R 57 85 77 % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Boyle D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Evans D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Dean D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
*	 Representative Fudge resigned on March 10, 2021 upon confirmation as Secretary of Housing and Urban Development.
**	 Representative Brown was sworn in on November 4, 2021.
†	 Proxy voting was not allowed on roll call vote 11 due to the rules governing the Electoral Count Act. Representative Joyce voted "present" on roll call vote #379.
‡	 Representative Stivers resigned on May 16, 2021.
§ 	 Representative Carey was sworn in November 4, 2021
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9 Kaptur D 100 96 84 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Turner R 22 22 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

11 Fudge* D 100 92 93 % % % % % % i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

11 Brown, Shontel** D 100 N/A 100 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i % % %

12 Balderson R 22 12 14 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Ryan D 100 80 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

14 Joyce, D.† R 17 26 12 % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %

15 Stivers‡ R 25 20 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

15 Carey§ R 25 N/A 25 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ %

16 Gonzalez, A. R 26 24 25 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
OKLAHOMA

1 Hern R 4 2 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Mullin R 9 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Lucas R 9 8 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Cole R 4 14 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Bice R 9 N/A 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
OREGON

1 Bonamici D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Bentz R 17 N/A 17 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Blumenauer D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 DeFazio D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Schrader D 91 90 74 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % ✖ % % %
PENNSYLVANIA

1 Fitzpatrick R 57 85 77 % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % ✖ % % ✖ % % % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Boyle D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Evans D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Dean D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Due to House proxy voting because of the COVID-19 pandemic, delegates and the resident commissioner were not eligible to vote on any of these scored votes in 2021.

5 Scanlon D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Houlahan D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Wild D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Cartwright D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Meuser R 13 8 10 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
10 Perry R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖

11 Smucker R 17 10 8 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Keller R 13 5 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Joyce, J. R 9 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

14 Reschenthaler R 13 10 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

15 Thompson, G. R 13 8 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

16 Kelly, Mike R 13 12 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

17 Lamb D 100 92 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Doyle D 100 96 81 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % E

PUERTO RICO

1 González-Colón, J.* R n/a 14 14 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 Cicilline D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Langevin D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
SOUTH CAROLINA

1 Mace R 35 N/A 35 % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Wilson, J. R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Duncan R 4 6 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Timmons R 9 10 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
5 Norman R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Clyburn D 100 96 86 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Rice, T. R 4 8 3 ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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5 Scanlon D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Houlahan D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Wild D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Cartwright D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Meuser R 13 8 10 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
10 Perry R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖

11 Smucker R 17 10 8 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

12 Keller R 13 5 7 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

13 Joyce, J. R 9 6 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

14 Reschenthaler R 13 10 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

15 Thompson, G. R 13 8 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

16 Kelly, Mike R 13 12 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

17 Lamb D 100 92 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

18 Doyle D 100 96 81 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % E % % % % % E

PUERTO RICO

1 González-Colón, J.* R n/a 14 14 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 Cicilline D 100 98 98 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Langevin D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
SOUTH CAROLINA

1 Mace R 35 N/A 35 % % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Wilson, J. R 9 8 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Duncan R 4 6 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Timmons R 9 10 9 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
5 Norman R 0 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Clyburn D 100 96 86 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Rice, T. R 4 8 3 ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Representative Wright died February 8, 2021.
**	 Representative Ellzey was sworn in on July 30, 2021.
†	 Representative Brady entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call votes 10 and 11, which would have been scored as pro-environ-

ment. It was reported that Representative Brady had COVID-19 and was in quarantine during these votes. Proxy voting was not allowed due to the rules governing the Electoral 
Count Act.

‡	 It was reported that Representative Granger had COVID-19 and was in quarantine during roll call votes 10 and 11. Proxy voting was not allowed due to the rules governing the 
Electoral Count Act.

SOUTH DAKOTA

1 Johnson, D. R 17 8 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
TENNESSEE

1 Harshbarger R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Burchett R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Fleischmann R 9 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 DesJarlais R 9 6 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Cooper D 100 96 84 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Rose R 4 96 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
7 Green, M. R 0 2 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Kustoff R 13 10 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Cohen D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
TEXAS

1 Gohmert R 4 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Crenshaw R 17 14 15 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Taylor R 17 10 12 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Fallon R 5 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gooden R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Wright* R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

6 Ellzey** R 17 N/A 17 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Fletcher D 96 88 90 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Brady† R 10 6 3 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Green, A. D 100 98 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 McCaul R 22 26 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
11 Pfluger R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Granger‡ R 10 12 6 E E ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
13 Jackson R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖
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SOUTH DAKOTA

1 Johnson, D. R 17 8 11 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
TENNESSEE

1 Harshbarger R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

2 Burchett R 0 10 7 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Fleischmann R 9 8 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 DesJarlais R 9 6 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 Cooper D 100 96 84 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

6 Rose R 4 96 5 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
7 Green, M. R 0 2 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

8 Kustoff R 13 10 6 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Cohen D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
TEXAS

1 Gohmert R 4 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Crenshaw R 17 14 15 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

3 Taylor R 17 10 12 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

4 Fallon R 5 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

5 Gooden R 0 4 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Wright* R 0 4 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i

6 Ellzey** R 17 N/A 17 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

7 Fletcher D 96 88 90 % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Brady† R 10 6 3 E E ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

9 Green, A. D 100 98 88 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 McCaul R 22 26 8 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
11 Pfluger R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

12 Granger‡ R 10 12 6 E E ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
13 Jackson R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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14 Weber R 0 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Gonzalez, V. D 91 90 82 % % % ✖ % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Escobar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

17 Sessions R 9 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

18 Jackson Lee D 100 96 83 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Arrington R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Castro D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Roy R 9 0 3 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Nehls R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Gonzales, T. R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

24 Van Duyne R 13 N/A 13 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

25 Williams, R. R 9 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Burgess R 9 10 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

27 Cloud R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Cuellar D 91 84 50 % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

29 Garcia, S. D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

30 Johnson, E.B. D 100 96 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

31 Carter, J. R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

32 Allred D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

33 Veasey D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

34 Vela D 100 92 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

35 Doggett D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

36 Babin R 4 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
UTAH

1 Moore, Blake R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

2 Stewart R 17 8 5 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Curtis R 17 4 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Owens R 13 N/A 13 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %
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14 Weber R 0 2 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

15 Gonzalez, V. D 91 90 82 % % % ✖ % % % % % ? % % % % % % % % % % % %

16 Escobar D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

17 Sessions R 9 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

18 Jackson Lee D 100 96 83 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
19 Arrington R 0 4 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

20 Castro D 100 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

21 Roy R 9 0 3 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

22 Nehls R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

23 Gonzales, T. R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

24 Van Duyne R 13 N/A 13 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

25 Williams, R. R 9 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

26 Burgess R 9 10 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖

27 Cloud R 0 0 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

28 Cuellar D 91 84 50 % % % % % ✖ % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % % % % %

29 Garcia, S. D 100 94 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

30 Johnson, E.B. D 100 96 87 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

31 Carter, J. R 9 6 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

32 Allred D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

33 Veasey D 100 98 91 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

34 Vela D 100 92 79 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

35 Doggett D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

36 Babin R 4 4 2 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
UTAH

1 Moore, Blake R 22 N/A 22 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %

2 Stewart R 17 8 5 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Curtis R 17 4 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

4 Owens R 13 N/A 13 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ %



HOUSE VOTES
KEY
	%	=	 Pro-environment action
 ✖		=	 Anti-environment action
	i	=	 Ineligible to vote
  ?		 =	 Not Voting (counts as negative)
  		 =	 Excused (does not count)
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*	 Due to House proxy voting because of the COVID-19 pandemic, delegates and the resident commissioner were not eligible to vote on any of these scored votes in 2021.
**	 Representative McEachin entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 427, which would have been scored as pro-environment.

VERMONT

1 Welch D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
VIRGIN ISLANDS

1 Plaskett* D n/a 79 79 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 13 10 11 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Luria D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Scott, Robert D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McEachin** D 96 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

5 Good R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Cline R 4 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Spanberger D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % %

8 Beyer D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Griffith R 9 10 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %

10 Wexton D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Connolly D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
WASHINGTON

1 DelBene D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Larsen, R. D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

3 Herrera Beutler R 35 28 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Newhouse R 26 14 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 McMorris Rodgers R 22 12 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Kilmer D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Jayapal D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Schrier D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Smith, Adam D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Strickland D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
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VERMONT

1 Welch D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
VIRGIN ISLANDS

1 Plaskett* D n/a 79 79 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 13 10 11 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Luria D 100 96 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Scott, Robert D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 McEachin** D 96 100 93 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

5 Good R 0 N/A 0 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Cline R 4 0 1 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Spanberger D 96 96 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % ✖ % % % % % % % % %

8 Beyer D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Griffith R 9 10 6 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ %

10 Wexton D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11 Connolly D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
WASHINGTON

1 DelBene D 100 98 96 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

2 Larsen, R. D 96 96 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % ?

3 Herrera Beutler R 35 28 13 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

4 Newhouse R 26 14 7 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

5 McMorris Rodgers R 22 12 5 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

6 Kilmer D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7 Jayapal D 100 98 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

8 Schrier D 100 98 99 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

9 Smith, Adam D 100 98 92 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

10 Strickland D 100 N/A 100 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %



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

1 McKinley R 26 16 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Mooney R 9 10 4 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Miller, C. R 9 12 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
WISCONSIN

1 Steil R 22 20 21 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Pocan D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Kind D 100 94 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Moore, G. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Fitzgerald R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Grothman R 13 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Tiffany R 4 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Gallagher* R 23 16 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
WYOMING

1 Cheney R 30 4 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ %

*	 Representative Gallagher entered a statement into the Congressional Record noting how he would have voted on roll call vote 196, which would have been scored as anti-environ-
ment. He was absent due to an unforseen family matter.
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WEST VIRGINIA

1 McKinley R 26 16 9 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ %

2 Mooney R 9 10 4 % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

3 Miller, C. R 9 12 11 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
WISCONSIN

1 Steil R 22 20 21 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

2 Pocan D 100 100 97 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

3 Kind D 100 94 90 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

4 Moore, G. D 100 98 95 % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

5 Fitzgerald R 4 N/A 4 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

6 Grothman R 13 8 4 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

7 Tiffany R 4 N/A 3 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %

8 Gallagher* R 23 16 10 % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ E ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ %
WYOMING

1 Cheney R 30 4 6 % % % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ % ✖ ? ? ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ %





BUILD POLITICAL POWER FOR PEOPLE AND THE PLANET

Visit scorecard.lcv.org to explore our interactive National Environmental 
Scorecard.

Support LCV with a donation at lcv.org/donate.

Become a member and get email updates at lcv.org/get-involved.

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.

LCV ART EXHIBITIONS FEATURED: · Voters Decide by Jason Carne and TaskForce · 

Energy Justice Now by Lisette Correa and Eric Nine · Code Red by Cece Carpio

http://scorecard.lcv.org
http://lcv.org/donate
http://lcv.org
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 ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ % ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖ ✖

This publication was designed and printed using 100% wind power and was 

printed on an alcohol-free press with soy-based inks on 100% recycled stock. 

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

  
twitter.com/LCVoters

  
instagram.com/LCVoters
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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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