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MESSAGE FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Have you ever imagined a time when voting to protect our environment would
become a natural part of politics? For over 25 years, CLCV has been nonpartisan
because we believe that concern for the environment should transcend party lines.
Indeed, according to our polling, Californians everywhere want cleaner air and water,
and stricter enforcement of our environmental laws.

How have elected officials responded? Inside the 1999 California Environmental
Scorecard you will see that CLCV’s ‘98 election efforts—our campaigns and your
votes cast on election day—had a great effect. For the first time in over 16 years, the
legislative year resulted in a record number of pro-environmental bills that passed the
legislature and received the Governor’s signature. Again in 1999 there was an increase
in the number of Republicans voting for the environment.

So let me thank you. Whether you've been a member for two decades or are opening
the pages of our Scorecard for the first time, we appreciate that you want to know
how your legislators have responded to your environmental concerns.

But let me also urge you to imagine where we need to go. California will continue to
grow and change in this new century. Now, more than ever, we have a responsibility
to ourselves, and to future generations, to continue to push for a healthy environment.
In the meantime, we must repair the damage that has been done from years of envi-
ronmental neglect and advocate for re-investing in California’s environmental future.

Behind each of our legislative victories in 1999 was a hard-won campaign against
polluters and big business. Now is no time to breathe a sigh of relief.

Now is the time to roll up your sleeves and plunge your hands into the future by
choosing the leaders to take us there. Use this Scorecard to determine whom we
should return to office. Clip out CLCV’s voting recommendations (on the back page)
to take with you to the polls on March 7. Send your friends, family and co-workers
to Ecovote Online at www.ecovote.org, and consider giving a gift membership (p.3)
to someone who cares about the environment.

Jon Rainwater
Executive Director

P.S. Keep up with environmental politics at Ecovote Online, www.ecovote.org. There
you will find our Scorecard, endorsements, and information about how to help
on current environmental campaigns; follow links to your representatives; reg-
ister to vote; research who and what is polluting your own neighborhood.
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CLCV: POLITICAL ACTION FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

The California League of Conservation Voters is the non-partisan polit-
ical action arm of California’s environmental movement. For over 25
years, CLCVs mission has been to protect the environmental quality of
the state by working to elect environmentally responsible candidates to
state and federal office, then holding them accountable to the environ-
mental agenda.

CLCV conducts rigorous research on candidates and concentrates on the
races where our resources can make a difference. We back our endorse-
ments with expertise, assisting candidates with the media, fundraising
and grassroots organizing strategies they need to win. We work to edu-
cate voters, then help get out the vote on election day.

CLCV is also a legislative watchdog. Each year, we track scores of envi-
ronmental bills and votes in Sacramento and work to make sure legisla-
tors hear from environmental voters. At session’s end we publish the
California Environmental Scorecard to help voters distinguish between
the rhetoric and the reality of a lawmakers record.

The Scorecard records the most important environmental votes of each
legislative year. Now in its 26th year, the Scorecard—distributed to
25,000 CLCV members, other environmental organizations and the news
media—is the authoritative source on the state’s environmental politics.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

CLCYV thanks the following organizations and individuals for their con-
tributions to the 1999 Scorecard: Audubon Society, Californians Against
Waste, California Public Interest Research Group, Clean Water Action,
Mark Deitch and Associates, Inc., Environmental Defense Fund,
Environmental Working Group, Mountain Lion Foundation, Natural
Resources Defense Council, Planning and Conservation League, Price
Consulting, Sierra Club California and V. John White Associates.

NOTES ON THE SCORECARD

This edition of the California Environmental Scorecard evaluates floor votes
by the 1999 session of the Legislature on 16 key environmental bills.

Bills listed are not all the environmental bills of the session, but those judged
most important by a consensus of the environmental community. (See p. 2
for a list of participating organizations.) Votes counted for scoring may not be
the final roll call: the Scorecard panel decided which votes were most indica-
tive for each bill.

Pro-environment votes are designated by [1; anti-environmental votes by Ul
Members who did not vote are marked NV, and those not eligible for a vote
as NE. Final scores are the percentage of pro-environment votes cast, not
counting absences.
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1999:

A HIGHER EXPECTATION
APPROACH TO THE ENVIRONMENT

Environmentalists have much to be happy about in 1999.
The year brought a pro-environment legislative agenda,
reflecting a growing majority in the legislature and a breath
of fresh air in the Governor’s office. A number of priority
bills giving Californians cleaner air and drinking water, and
protecting and restoring our natural environment, passed
the legislature and were signed by Governor Davis.

While we have a pro-environmental majority in the
Capitol, and strong environmental champions, they are
hampered by anti-environmental forces. In addition, we are
feeling the full impact of a term-limited legislature.
Each election cycle sweeps in a new batch of
freshmen legislators, who often face a
steep learning curve, while “old” envi-
ronmental champions are swept out.
Often there is not enough experi-
ence or institutional memory to
move strong bills to the
Governor’s desk. The result is the
continuation of a disturbing
trend: good environmental bills
are killed in committee and others
are significantly weakened by the
time they get to the floor.

The freshman class brought us emerging
legislative leaders, such as Senator Wes
Chesbro, whose bill to increase plastics recycling

stalled because of industry attack. The bill, SB 1110,
returns in 2000. Assembly Toxics Committee Chair
Hannah Beth Jackson refused to cave in to the oil industry’s
pressure to weaken her offshore oil pipeline bill, AB 1280,
but saw it fail, largely due to a group of colleagues who
failed to cast a vote. AB 641 (Lempert), a bill to clean up
bay pollution that was vetoed twice by Governor Wilson,
suffered the same fate. For this reason, the votes of
Assemblymembers recorded as present but not voting on
AB 1280 and AB 641 are scored as anti-environmental in
this Scorecard.

Among this year’s legislative successes were the Clean
Water and Enforcement Act, AB 1104 and SB 709
(Migden), a bill with teeth. It directs the lagging State

Water Board to crack down on some of the most notorious
repeat water polluters, and ensures that punishments for
violators offset the economic benefits of continued pollu-
tion. SB 496 (Sher) capped a ten-year campaign to designate
39 miles of the South Fork Yuba River as wild and scenic,
protecting it from the threat of dams. The legislature also
tackled two issues left dangling from 1998, re-authorization
of Superfund and the long sought expansion of the success-
ful Bottle Bill program to include additional containers.

If percentages were everything, the Governor’s 77% would
give him a “C+.” However, Davis deserves extra credit
for good environmental appointments and his
leadership on a number of key issues that
were left on the cutting room floor of the
Wilson era. These include signing the
Children’s Environmental Health
Protection Act, SB 50 (Escutia),
and a green budget that environ-
mentalists hope signals a commit-
ment to re-invest in California’s
environmental future and repair
the damage done during prior
administrations. The Governor also
earns high marks for his leadership in
helping to pass both a badly needed
parks bond, and a water bond that eases
the pressure for new dams by funding flood
control projects and other programs.

The Governor’s few vetoes included a priority bill to
address the use of dangerous pesticides on school grounds,
AB 1207, the Healthy Schools Act (Shelley). Pesticide
industry pressure pared the measure to a simple, but key
first step requiring warnings, and the veto was a significant
disappointment.

Environmentalists have a higher expectation approach for
the legislature and this Governor: balance. Not a balance
that started on January 1, 1999, but a balance that corrects
the previous 16 years of environmental neglect. The Golden
State is enjoying an era of prosperity. Now is the time to
invest in a sure thing: repairing and protecting California’s
environmental health and resources for our future.
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BEST & WOTrSt

New Kids on the Block:

Freshmen legislators scoring 100% are
Assems. Hannah Beth Jackson, Audie Bock,
Ellen Corbett, John Longville, Gloria
Romero, Darryl Steinberg, Pat Wiggins, and
Sen. Wes Chesbro. Chesbro and Jackson also
carried significant environmental legislation.

Heavy Lifter:

Assem. Ted Lempert gets extra credit for
carrying a heavy load of pro-environmental
legislation. His efforts included an attempt
to re-authorize the state’s “toxic hot spots”
program, upping the penalities for oil
spills, and tightening standards for wet-
lands restoration programs. He also
worked to create the nation’s first manda-
tory program to keep freighters and other
big ships from emptying exotic organisms
along with their ballast water into our frag-
ile bay ecosystems.

Green Badge of Courage:

Move over Margaret Thatcher. What the
“Iron Chancellor” was to British conserva-
tives, Assem. Carole Migden is to enviros.
She took a hard line with polluters on her
Clean Water Enforcement Act, establishing
clear bottom lines and not budging to pres-
sure. Her resolve and leadership resulted in
one of the year’s best bills.

Best Bill That
Didn’t Go Anywhere:

Assem. Lempert’s AB 641, which would
have continued and strengthened the state’s
“toxic hot spots” program, now three years
overdue for renewal. Funded by polluters,
the program determines who’s responsible
for pollution in our bays and estuaries.

The San Joaquin Valley is plagued with
some of the worst environmental problems
in the state, from pesticide drift and air and
water pollution to urban sprawl and disap-
pearing farmland. As CLCV’s latest
statewide poll shows, concern for the envi-
ronment is strong in the Central Valley, yet
many of its representatives haven't gotten
the message. With the exception of Sen. Pat
Johnston and Assem. Mike Machado, no
San Joaquin Valley legislator scored above
70%, and four scored a dismal 7% or less.

Budget Heroes:

The 1999 budget was the greenest in years,
and a major first step in re-investing in
California’s environment. Hats off to
Governor Davis, Sen. John Burton and
Assem. Antonio Villaraigosa for exemplary

leadership. Special credit goes to the leg-
islative insiders: committee and subcom-
mittee chairs Denise Ducheny, Byron Sher,
Steve Peace, Virginia Strom-Martin. These
leaders secured over $150 million for land
conservation and the largest enforcement
funding in years.

From Out of Right Field:

Though she struck out in her Scorecard
votes, Sen Cathie Wright hit a home run in
the Senate Budget Subcommittee on
Resources by casting the critical vote to
secure full funding for the Marine Life
Management Act, the landmark 1998 bill
to protect marine fisheries and habitat.
Without Wright’s support, the funding
request would have died.

A Special Salute ...

goes to outgoing Assembly Speaker
Antonio Villaraigosa, who has earned
high respect for his leadership and his
accessibility. He leaves a noteworthy envi-
ronmental legacy that includes legislation
to curb diesel fuel emissions, and helped
pull together the most diverse coalition
ever to pass a landmark parks bond that
includes funding for urban open space and
state parks.

Share the Score on the Environment

O I want to give a gift membership to a friend

YES! | want more Californians to know how the Legislature rates on environmental protection.
| want to help the League spread the word through the California Environmental Scorecard.

O | am making an additional contribution to help CLCV spread the word to California voters

O $30 0 $50 O $100 O Other $
Gift Information:
Your Name Name
Your Address Address
City ZIP City ZIP
Phone: Phone:

Because your gift supports our grassroots electoral work, it is not tax deductible.

Please make your check payable to the California League of Conservation Voters (CLCV), and return it with this form to:
CLCV, 1212 Broadway, Suite 630, Oakland, CA 94612. Phone: (510) 271-0900; fax (510) 271-0901.
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1999 VOTING INDEX

ASSEMBLY

Average of all Assembly members:
In 1998:

Average Republican Assembly score:
In 1998:

Average Democratic Assembly score:
In 1998:

Percentage of Assembly Republicans
scoring 20 or lower:

In 1998:

Percentage of Assembly Democrats
scoring 80 or higher:

In 1998:

Republican Assembly members with
scores of 50 or higher:

Jim Cunneen (75)
Abel Maldonado (50)

Democratic Assembly members with
scores of 50 or lower:

Dean Florez (36)

Perfect 100s: (24)
Alquist, Aroner, Bock, Corbett, Hertzberg,

61
58

92
99

78
89

89
98

)

(1)

Honda, Jackson, Keeley, Knox, Kuehl, Lempert,

Longville, Mazzoni, Migden, Romero, Shelley,
Steinberg, Thomson, Torlakson, Villaraigosa,
Vincent, Wayne, Wiggins, Wildman

SENATE

Average of all Senators: 69
In 1998: 59

Average Republican Senate
floor score: 11
In 1998: 6

Average Democratic Senate
floor score: 98
In 1998: 95

Percentage of Senate Republicans
scoring 20 or lower: 87
In 1998: 87

Percentage of Senate Democrats
scoring 80 or higher: 96
In 1998: 86

Republican Senators with scores
of 50 or higher: (1)

Bruce McPherson (100)

Democratic Senators with scores
of 50 or lower: (1)

Jim Costa (50)

Perfect 100s: (22)

Alarcon, Alpert, Burton, Chesbro, Dunn, Escutia,
Figueroa, Hayden, Hughes, Karnette, McPherson,
Murray, O’Connell, Ortiz, Peace, Perata, Polanco,
Schiff, Sher, Solis, Speier, Vasconcellos

THE GOVERNOR
Score in 1999:; 77

MOST IMPROVED!?
Bruce McPherson (+19),
Mike Machado (+12), Steve Peace (+12)

WORST DECLINES

Dennis Cardoza (-22), Dick Floyd (-20),
Lou Papan (-15), Tony Cardenas (-14),
Martin Gallegos (-14), Sally Havice (-13)

- Tobe eligible for the Most Improved list, legislators must achieve a minimum score of 40.
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FIVE-YEAR AVERAGES
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THE AGENDA: BILLS THAT MAKE UP THE SCORES

PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL BILL

ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL BILL

PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION BY GOVERNOR DAVIS

« > OO

ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION BY GOVERNOR DAVIS

AIR QUALITY

1.

CHILDREN’S ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH O

Many of the standards set by state air pollution officials for
acceptable levels of smog and toxic pollution rely on health
studies of an average adult male. SB 25 (Escutia) requires the
state to review public health standards for air pollutants to
ensure they are set at science-based levels that protect chil-
dren. It also increases air pollution monitoring around schools
and daycare centers. A top environmental priority, it was
vetoed last year by outgoing Governor Wilson. This year
Governor Davis fulfilled his campaign promise to sign the bill.

4 Signed into law

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

2.

CEQA O

SB 755 (Hayden) strengthens California’s bedrock environ-
mental law by updating it to include several court rulings and
by closing loopholes that have diminished the law’s effective-
ness in controlling impacts that new projects have on the
environment.

Held in Committee. Two year bill.

COASTAL PROTECTION

3.

BAY CONSERVATION [l

The Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)
has jurisdiction over land use planning along the rim of the San
Francisco Bay. BCDC’s stewardship of this resource is ham-
pered because it is not allowed to consider the impacts a devel-
opment will have on wildlife and it does not have the resources
to enforce its permits. AB 647 (Aroner) would have required
the BCDC to address wildlife impacts in its permits and would
have allowed citizens to sue to enforce BCDC permits. Citizen
suits are an important part of the enforcement of the federal
clean air and clean water programs as well as California’s Prop
65, which prevents exposure to toxic chemicals.

Held in Committee. Two-year bill.

4. SEA LIFE RESERVES [

California has 104 marine reserves that were established at
different times to protect parts of the ocean environment that
were threatened. AB 993 (Shelley) sets up a process for the
state to establish a more effective network of reserves to
ensure maximum environmental benefit, and sets statewide
scientific guidelines for reserves.

a Signed into law

. OFFSHORE OIL DRILLING U

Experts agree that the safest way to transport oil from off-
shore platforms is by pipeline. Although most operations in
California now use pipelines, they are not required to by law.
AB 1280 (Jackson) would have required that any new pump-
ing operation off the California coast use pipelines rather than
tankers to reduce the risk of a major spill. The bill was strong-
ly opposed by the oil industry.

Failed on the Assembly Floor.

LAND AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION

6. PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

Substantial funding for California parks and open space
acquisition and maintenance ran out ten years ago. AB 18
(Villaraigosa) provides $2.1 billion to for a variety of urban
recreation, habitat acquisition, and parks maintenance pro-
jects to address the severe need in this area. Passage was made
possible by a pathbreaking diverse coalition pulled together by
the Speaker, Assem. Keeley and Sens. Murray and Hayden.

a Signed into law. On ballot for March of 2000.

. WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS

Most of California’s rivers have been dammed and diverted
for water. The results are diminished flows necessary to sus-
tain wildlife and aesthetic values, as well as recreational
opportunities. SB 496 (Sher) designates 39 key miles of the
SouthYuba River as “Wild and Scenic,” protecting it from
new and damaging dams. The bill had strong local support
including the Nevada County Board of Supervisors, which
sponsored the bill.

4 Signed into law

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

8. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE [

Environmentalists and community organizations have been
trying for years to get the Legislature and Governor to address
the issue of environmental justice, to ensure that low-income
and minority communities do not suffer disproportionate
impacts from environmental hazards. SB 115 (Solis) takes a
small but important first step by requiring the Governor’s
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SOLID WASTE & RECYCLING

9.

Office of Planning and Research to coordinate the environ-
mental justice programs of all state agencies and the
California EPA to develop a model environmental justice mis-
sion statement for the boards and departments under its juris-
diction. SB 115 is the first statute solely addressing environ-
mental justice to be enacted in California.

4 Signed into law

RE-AUTHORIZATION OF CALIFORNIA'S
RECYCLING PROGRAM (BOTTLE BILL) U

California’s beverage container recycling program or “Bottle
Bill” is one of the most successful in the country, but it is lim-
ited to carbonated beverages. SB 332 (Sher) expands the pro-
gram into the booming areas of fruit drinks and bottled water
and applies it to plastic bottles.

4 Signed into law

10. RECYCLING PLASTIC U

The plastics industry has lagged behind every other major
packaging industry in re-using or recycling its product. SB
1110 (Chesbro) would have increased the recycled content
requirement and recycling rate for rigid plastic packaging
from 25% to 35% - making it consistent with glass.

Held in the Assembly. Two-year bill.

TOXICS

11. TOXIC POLLUTION IN BAYS

California’s bays are widely contaminated with toxic chemicals
degrading the environment and posing a health threat to any-
one who consumes bay fish. The Bay Protection and Toxic
Clean-up Program had successfully studied and characterized
the extent of the problem over the last ten years. AB 641
(Lempert) would have extended the program by re-authorizing
its funding source and moving it into the next logical phase -
cleaning up the contaminated areas. The bill was strongly
opposed by the oil industry, sewage plants operators and farm-
ers whose facilities have contributed to toxic hot spots.

Failed on the Assembly floor.

12. PESTICIDES IN SCHOOLS [

87% of California’s schools reported using pesticides that
cause cancer, reproductive harm, or acute nerve damage on
school grounds in 1998. Separate reports by the Department
of Health Services identified widespread problems with indoor
air quality, lead contamination, toxic mold and radon in
California schools. AB 1207 (Shelley) would have provided
training to school personnel in least-toxic pest control and
maintaining healthy indoor air quality. It would have also

required schools to warn parents prior to the spraying of pes-
ticides on school grounds and authorized a study on the health
impacts of portable classrooms. The bill was strongly opposed
by the pesticide industry.

v \etoed

13. TOXIC SCHOOL SITES [

The discovery of widespread toxic contamination at the new
Belmont Learning Center in Los Angeles highlighted the grow-
ing problem of schools built on toxic sites. The problem, how-
ever, is not limited to new sites, where authorities should do a
thorough environmental assessment before committing to a site.
Many school districts are discovering that their existing schools
also are contaminated. SB 993 (Hayden) would have required
school districts, as a condition of funding, to upgrade schools,
to evaluate whether sites pose toxic risks to children and to take
necessary steps to address the risks. The bill also would have
authorized communities to create an oversight committee to
watchdog the cleanup efforts.

v \etoed

WATER QUALITY

14. COASTAL POLLUTION O

California’s beaches are frequently fouled with pollution result-
ing from storm water “runoff” from developed areas. AB 511
(Wayne) would have incorporated control of polluted runoff —
also called “non-point source pollution”—into the coastal com-
mission’s mandate to manage development along the coast.

Held in Senate committee. Two year bill.

15. OIL SPILL PREVENTION U

Prosecutors have had trouble adequately punishing polluters
who spill oil in inland waterways because the penalties pro-
vided in law are too mild. AB 680 (Lempert) would have
extended the stiffer penalty scheme that exists for ocean spills
(the Qil Spill Prevention and Response Act-OSPRA) to spills
in inland waters. OSPRA has successfully provided a deterrent
to ocean spills this decade.

Held in the Senate. Two-year bill.

16. ENFORCING CALIFORNIA'S CLEAN WATER LAWS U

A January report by the independent Legislative Analyst’s
Office revealed that only 1% of Clean Water Act violations in
California results in a fine. AB 1104/SB 709 (Migden) cor-
rects the problem by requiring a mandatory minimum penalty
for repeat violators, and requires that penalties offset the eco-
nomic benefits of continued pollution. It also gives the state
new authority to force problem polluters to practice aggres-
sive pollution prevention techniques.

4 Signed into law
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ASSEMBLY FLOOR VOTES

AR COAST CONSERVATION JUSTICE WASTE
SCORECARD BILL NO. 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 52 42 47 36 61 42 46 57
ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 25 32 26 44 15 33 32 17
| AANESTAD R-03 O O NV 0 NV 0 0 [l |
ACKERMAN R-72 O O ] O O O O] O
[ALQUIST D-22 0 0 0 (] O O 0 |
ARONER D-14 0 O O n O ] O
[ASHBURN R-32 0 0 0 0 O O 0 0 |
BALDWIN R-77 O O NV O O O ] ]
[ BATES R-73 O O O O O O O NV
BATTIN R-80 NV O O O O O O NV
[BAUGH R-67 O O O O O O O NV
BOCK I-16 O O O N O O] 0
|BREWER R-70 0 0 0 O O 0 ] 1 |
BRIGGS R-29 O 0 0] O O (] il ]
[CALDERON D-58 0 NV 0 NV* O NV 0 0 |
CAMPBELL R-71 0 O ] O O O O] O
[CARDENAS D-39 0 0 0 NV* O 0 O 0 |
CARDOZA D-26 O NV O NV* O O O O
[CEDILLO D-46 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 |
CORBETT D-18 O O O H O 0 0
| CORREA D-69 O O O NV* O NV NV O |
COX R-05 O O 0 O O O O ]
| CUNNEEN R24 | O NV O O O NV O o |
DAVIS D-76 0 0 0 (] O O] Ul
[DICKERSON R-02 0 O 0 O O i i I |
DUCHENY D-79 0 0 0 O O O ]
[DUTRA D20 | [ NV O NV* O O O O |
FIREBAUGH D-50 0 NV O NV* O O O] O
[FLOREZ D-30 0 0 O O 1 ] ] |
FLOYD D-55 O NV NV O O O O 1
| FRUSETTA R-28 O O O ] |
GALLEGOS D-57 0 O O NV* O O O UJ
[GRANLUND R-65 0 O 0 O O 0 O ] |
HAVICE D-56 O O O NV* O O O O
[HERTZBERG D-40 0 0 0 [ O O O |
HONDA D-23 O 0 0 (] O O] Ul
[HOUSE R-25 0 O O 0 O O O N |
JACKSON D-35 O 0 0 O O O [l
[KALOOGIAN ~ R-74 NV O O 0 NV 0 O O |
KEELEY D-27 0 O O [ O O] O]
[KNOX D42 | [ O O 0 O O O |
KUEHL D-41 0 O O (] O O] U]

[]- PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

[1- ANTI-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

NV — ABSENT OR NOT VOTING

1999 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL SCORECARD



ASSEMBLY FLOOR VOTES

TOXIES WATER 1999 1998 1997
2 1522 14?; 141 ii 2? FLOOR | FLOOR | FLOOR | CONTINUED [ ]
55 o4 32 29 30 o8 SCORE | SCORE | SCORE
= NV O O O O 9 ~ ~ | manesTaD R-03 |
0 0 [l [l 0 O 0 0 4 ACKERMAN R-72
| O O O O O 100 100 100 | ALQUIST D-22 |
0 U U [ O 100 100 100 | ARONER D-14
| O O O O O O 0 0 14 | ASHBURN R-32 |
0 U 0 0 0 O 0 0 13 BALDWIN R-77
| O [ 0 0 [ 0 0 - ~ | BaTES R-73]
0 0 0 0 0 O 8 0 19 BATTIN R-80
| O [ 0 0 [ i 8 0 17 | BAUGH R-67 |
0 0 0 [] O 100 ~ ~ BOCK I-16
= O NV O O O 15 0 26 | BREWER R-70|
0 H 1l 0 0 O 7 ~ ~ BRIGGS R-29
| Nv* O O NV O O 82 ~ ~  |caeroN  D-58]
0 0 [l [l 0 O 0 0 26 CAMPBELL R-71
| Nv* O O O [ 0 86 100 100 | CARDENAS D-39 |
0 0 0 0 ] O 69 91 91 CARDOZA D-26
| Nw* O O O H O 93 100 ~ | cenio D-46 |
0 0 0 [] 0 100 ~ ~ CORBETT D-18
| O O O O NV O 82 ~ ~ | CORREA D-69 |
0 D 0 0 0 O 7 ~ ~ COX R-05
| Nv* O O O O 0 75 89 83 | CUNNEEN R-24]
NV* O NV O O O 92 100 100 | DAVIS D-76
| O O O O O O 14 ~ ~ | DickersoN  R-02]
NV* O O NV O O 85 100 100 | DUCHENY D-79
| O O O O O 92 ~ ~ | butra D-20]|
NV* l H O NV O 83 ~ ~ FIREBAUGH D-50
| O O O O O 0 36 ~ ~ [ FLorez D-30
0 NV 0 NV 0 O 80 100 76 FLOYD D-55
| O O O O O il 43 18 62 | FRUSETTA R-28
NV* 0 0 0 ] O 86 100 100 | GALLEGOS D-57
| O O O O O i 14 0 26 | GRANLUND  R-65]
0 0 0 0 O 79 92 100 | HAVICE D-56
| O O O O O 100 | 100 100 | HERTZBERG  D-40|
0 O O [] O 100 100 100 | HONDA D-23
| O 0 0 O O O 0 0 30 | HousE R-25
0 0 0 [] O 100 ~ ~ JACKSON D-35
| O O O O O O 0 0 9  |KALOOGIAN  R-74]
0 [l [l [] O 100 100 100 | KEELEY D-27
| O O O O O 100 | 100 | 100 | KNOX D-42|
il 0 0 [ O 100 100 100 | KUEHL D-41

NE — NOT ELIGIBLE

S — SCORES ARE FROM THE SENATE

~ — NOT CALCULATED (TOO FEW VOTES) OR NOT APPLICABLE
* — ABSENCE COUNTED AS AN ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTE

1999 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL SCORECARD



ASSEMBLY FLOOR VOTES

AR COAST CONSERVATION JUSTICE WASTE
SCORECARD BILL NO. 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 52 42 47 36 61 42 46 57
ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 25 32 26 44 15 33 32 17
| LEACH R-15 O O O O O N D il
LEMPERT D-21 O O O O 1N O O O
|LEONARD R-63 0 0 0 0 0 O O O
LONGVILLE D-62 O O O O 1N O O O
[LOWENTHAL ~ D-54 0 O O O 1N 0 O ad
MACHADO D-17 0 O NV NV* 0 O NV U
| MADDOX R-68 O O O NV* O O O O
MALDONADO  R-33 O O O O [ 0 O 0
| MARGETT R-59 0 0 0 O NV O ad O
MAZZONI D-06 0 O O O 1 O O] [l
[MCCLINTOCK ~ R-38 O O O O 0 O O O
MIGDEN D-13 O O O O 1N O a O
| NAKANO D-53 O O NV O O NV O O
OLBERG R-34 O O O O O O O 0
|OLLER R-04 O O O O O O O [
PACHECO, ROBERT R-60 O O O O O [] Il 1l
|[PACHECO, ROD  R-64 O 0 O O 0 O [ |
PAPAN D-19 O O O O O 0 O O
| PESCETTI R-10 0 O O O 0 O I 0
REYES D-31 O O O O O O O O
|ROMERO D-49 O O O O [ O O O
RUNNER R-36 O O ] O O O O 0
[scoTT D-44 O 0 O O 1] 0 [l U
SHELLEY D-12 O O 0 O I O 0 O
[soTO D-61 O 0 0 NV* 0 0 0 O
STEINBERG D-09 O O 0 O 1N O O O
[STRICKLAND R-37 O O 0 O 0 O O O
STROM-MARTIN D-01 O O O O Il O O 0
[ THOMPSON R-66 0 O NV 0 NV O ad O
THOMSON D-08 O O O O 1N O O] O
| TORLAKSON D-11 0 O O O I O 0 O
VILLARAIGOSA  D-45 O O O 0 I O O O
| VINCENT D-51 O O O 0 1] O O 0
WASHINGTON ~ D-52 0 O O O 1 O O] [l
| WAYNE D-78 O O O O il O 0 O
WESSON D-47 NV O NV a O O 0 ]
|WIGGINS D-07 O O O 0 Il 0 O O
WILDMAN D-43 O O O 0 1N O 0 0
| WRIGHT D-48 O O O NV* O NV O NV
ZETTEL R-75 O 0 0 O 0 il J NV

[]- PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

[1- ANTI-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

NV — ABSENT OR NOT VOTING
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ASSEMBLY FLOOR VOTES

TOXICS WATER 1999 | 1998 | 1997
11 12 13 14 15 16 | FLOOR | FLOOR | FLOOR
25 o2 44 48 45 51 SCORE | SCORE | SCORE
55 24 32 29 30 28
| O O O O O O 21 9 39 | LEACH R-15 |
O 0 0 O O O 100 100 100 | LEMPERT D-21
| O O O O O 0 0 0 9 LEONARD R-63 |
0 0 0 [ 0 0 100 ~ ~ LONGVILLE D-62
[ Nv* O O O N O 03 ~ ~ | LowenTHAL  D-54]
O O O] O i | 83 71 95 MACHADO D-17
| O NV O O O O 8 - ~ | mapDoX R-68 |
0 O 0 0 ] 50 ~ ~ MALDONADO  R-33
| O O O O O O 8 0 27 | MARGETT R-59 |
0 O O O 0 O 100 100 100 | MAZZONI D-06
| O O O O O O 0 0 9 | MccUNTOCK  R-38]
i 0 ad [ ad a 100 100 100 | MIGDEN D-13
[ Nv* O O O N O 92 ~ ~ | nakano D-53 |
0 0 O O 0 O 7 0 16 OLBERG R-34
| O O O O O O 7 0 9 |OLLer R-04 |
0 0 0 0 0 ] 21 ~ ~ PACHECO, ROBERT R-60
| O O 0 O 0 i 29 30 55 | PACHECO, ROD R-64 |
O O 0 0 NV 0 85 100 91 | PAPAN D-19
| O O O O O 43 ~ ~ | PEsceTTl R-10]
0 0 NV 0 O O 69 ~ ~ REYES D-31
| O O O O O O 100 ~ ~ | romero D-49 |
O O O O O u 7 0 17 | RUNNER R-36
[ NW* O O O 7 O 93 100 | 100 |scorT D-44 |
O 0 0 O 0 O 100 100 100 | SHELLEY D-12
| O O O O i O 86 ~ -~ |soto D-61 |
0 O O [ 0 O 100 ~ ~ STEINBERG D-09
[ Nv* NV NV O NV O 0 ~ ~ | STRICKLAND  R-37]
NV* 0 0 O NV O 92 100 100 | STROM-MARTIN D-01
| O O O O O NV 0 0 13 | THOMPSON  R-66 |
O O 0 O 0 0 100 100 100 | THOMSON D-08
| O O O O O O 100 | 100 | 100 [TORLAKSON — D-11]
O O 0 O 0 0 100 100 100 | VILLARAIGOSA D-45
| O O O O O O 100 | 100 | 100 | VINCENT D-51 |
NV* O O 0 H 93 100 100 | WASHINGTON  D-52
| O O O 0 O O 100 100 100 | WAYNE D-78 |
NV* O 0 O ] 92 ~ ~ WESSON D-47
| O O O O O O 100 ~ ~ |wicciNs D-07 |
O 0 0 O O O 100 100 100 | WILDMAN D-43
| O O O O 0 O 67 100 100 | WRIGHT D-48 |
0 [l [l [l 0 [l 15 ~ ~ ZETTEL R-75
NE — NOT ELIGIBLE ~ — NOT CALCULATED (TOO FEW VOTES) OR NOT APPLICABLE
S — SCORES ARE FROM THE SENATE * ABSENCE COUNTED AS A NEGATIVE
1999 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL SCORECARD 11



SENATE FLOOR VOTES

AR CEQA COAST CONSERVATION JUSTICE
SCORECARD BILL NO. 1 2 4 5 6 7 8
PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 26 21 27 25 31 22 24
ANTI-ENVIRONMENTAL VOTES 12 16 12 15 3 14 12
| ALARCON D-20 0 0 0 O il 0 O
ALPERT D-39 ] ] O 0 1l O 0
BACA D-32 O O O O N O O
BOWEN D-28 0 0 0 O [ O O
| BRULTE R-31 0 0 [ N O
BURTON D-03 0 0 0 0 il 00 O
| CHESBRO D-02 0 n 0 O il O O
COSTA D-16 0 O 0 ad O {
| DUNN D-34 O O O O il O O
ESCUTIA D-30 O ] O O NV O O
| FIGUEROA D-10 0 B 0 O ml O O
HAYDEN D-23 N 0 O O il O O
| HAYNES R-36 0 0 O O NV d
HUGHES D-25 O O O O 1l O O
|JOHANNESSEN ~ R-04 0 0 0 O
JOHNSON R-35 NV O O O O NV
| JOHNSTON D-05 0 0 O O i 0 O
KARNETTE D-27 O NV O 0
| KELLEY R-37 0 O O NV O O 0
KNIGHT R-17 O 0 O a NV O NV
| LESLIE R-01 0 O NV NV O 0 O
LEWIS R-33 O O O NV NV a O
| MCPHERSON R-15 0 0 O NV 0 NV NV
MONTEITH R-12 O 0 a 0
| MORROW R-38 O O O NV O a NV
MOUNTJOY R-29 O O O O NV O] O
| MURRAY D-26 O O 0 0 0 O O
O’CONNELL D-18 O O O 0 il O 0
| ORTIZ D-06 O O O 0 il O 0
PEACE D-40 O NV O O NV 1l
| PERATA D-09 0 0 0 O il O 0
POLANCO D-22 0 O O O il 0 0
| POOCHIGIAN R-14 0 0 0 O NV 0 0
RAINEY R-07 NV O 0 0
| SCHIFF D-21 0 NV O O
SHER D-11 0 0 0 O [ 0 O
| SOLIS D-24 0 O O O [ 0 0
SPEIER D-08 O O O O il 0 0
| VASCONCELLOS ~ D-13 ] O O O il NV O
WRIGHT R-19 0 0 O NV NV 0 [

[]— PRO-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

[1- ANTI-ENVIRONMENT VOTE

NV — ABSENT OR NOT VOTING
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SENATE FLOOR VOTES

WASTE TOXICS WATER 1999 1998 .
2 10 11 13 14 FLOOR | FLOOR | FLOOR
24 21 21 13 16 SCORE | SCORE | SCORE
9 15 8 10 13
| O O 0 0 100 = - ALARCON D-20]
0 0 0 0 100 100 100  |ALPERT D-39
| O NV 0 0 0 91 100a 100a  |BACA D-32]
0 0 O 0 92 100a 100a  |BOWEN D-28
| O 0 0 0 17 0 17  |BRULTE R-31]
] [l U O 100 100 100 BURTON D-03
| O O 0 0 100 = = CHESBRO D-02]
] NV NV NV NV 50 56 70 COSTA D-16
| O O 0 0 100 ~ ~ DUNN D-34]
0 O 0 0 100 100a 100a | ESCUTIA D-30
Y O NV 0 0 100 100a 100a | FIGUEROA D-10]
0 0 NV 0 0 100 100 95  |HAYDEN D-23
| O 0 NV 0 0 0 0 5 HAYNES R-36
0 0 NV 0 0 100 100 100  |HUGHES D-25
[ NV O NV 0 0 10 0 16 |[JOHANNESSEN  R-04]
NV 0 NV 0 NV 14 0 21 |JOHNSON R-35
| 0 [ NV ) 0 91 91 100  |[JOHNSTON D-05 |
0 O 0 0 100 100 100 | KARNETTE D-27
| 1l 1l [ O < 0 24 KELLEY R-37|
U [l O O 0 0 5 KNIGHT R-17
| O 0 NV NV 0 13 0 22 |LESLE R-01]
NV O 0 O ] 9 0 5 LEWIS R-33
| NV NV O NV 0 100 67 78 | MCPHERSON R-15|
0 0 0 0 0 8 0 15 | MONTEITH R-12
| NV 0 0 NV 0 0 0a 17a | MORROW R-38|
0 0 0 NV 0 0 0 10 | MOUNTIOY R-29
| O O NV 0 0 100 100a 100a | MURRAY D-26]
0 0 0 0 100 100 100 | O'CONNELL D-18
| 0 [ 0 0 100 100a 100a |ORTIZ D-06 |
1l 0 0 NV O 100 88 85 PEACE D-40
| 0 0 0 0 100 100a 100a |PERATA D-09 |
0 5 0 0 100 100 100 |POLANCO D-22
| O 0 O O 0 0 0a 9a |POOCHIGIAN  R-14
NV 0 0 NV 0 33 0 45 | RAINEY R-07
| 0 0 0 0 100 100 100  [SCHIFF D-21 |
0 O 0 0 100 100 100  |SHER D-11
| 0 0 0 0 100 100 100  [sOLIS D-24]
0 NV 0 0 0 100 ~ ~ SPEIER D-08
| 0 0 0 0 100 100 100  |VASCONCELLOS D-13|
0 0 NV [ 0 0 0 14  |WRIGHT R-19
NE — NOT ELIGIBLE ~ — NOT CALCULATED (TOO FEW VOTES) OR NOT APPLICABLE
a — SCORES ARE FROM THE ASSEMBLY o MISSED MUCH OF THE SESSION DUE TO ILLNESS
1999 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL SCORECARD 13



Assem

bly District 1999 CLCV Score

LA Detail

1999 CLCV Score

0-20
21-50
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Senate District 1999 CLCV Score

CLCV 3 Year Average

0-20
21 -50

LA Detail

1999 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL SCORECARD
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2000 LEGISLATIVE ROSTER

Following is a list of members of the 2000 California Legislature. To write your legislators, use this address:
The Honorable (legislator’s name), California Assembly (or Senate), State Capitol, Sacramento, CA 95814.

ASSEMBLY

District, Member, Party

Capitol Phone  District, Member, Party Capitol Phone  District, Member, Party Capitol Phone

1. Virginia Strom-Martin (D) ...... 319-2001  28. Peter Frusetta (R)................ 319-2028  55. Richard Floyd (D) .............. 319-2055
2. Richard Dickerson (R) .......... 319-2002  29. Mike Briggs (R) ....coovvvenenen. 319-2029  56. Sally Havice (D) ......ccceunee. 319-2056
3. Sam Aanestad (R).......c.ccoe.u... 319-2003  30. Dean Florez (D) ....cccccenvneen. 319-2030  57. Martin Gallegos (D)............ 319-2057
4. Rico Oller (R) ..coovvvervrverinnn. 319-2004  31. Sarah Reyes (D) ....ccccceennee. 319-2031  58. Thomas Calderon (D) ........ 319-2058
5. Dave CoX (R) ...ccoveerererurrenen. 319-2005  32. Roy Ashburn (R) ................ 319-2032  59. Bob Margett (R)......c.cuenee. 319-2059
6. Kerry Mazzoni (D)................ 319-2006  33. Abel Maldonado (R).......... 319-2033  60. Robert Pacheco (R) ............ 319-2060
7. Patricia Wiggins (D) .............. 319-2007  34. Keith Olberg (R) ................ 319-2034  61. Nell Soto (D) ...cceevvvvvreene 319-2061
8. Helen Thomson (D) .............. 319-2008  35. Hannah Beth Jackson (D) ..319-2035  62. John Longville (D) .............. 319-2062
9. Darrell Steinberg (D) ............ 319-2009  36. George Runner (R).............. 319-2036  63. Bill Leonard (R) .....ccccceveneee 319-2063
10. Anthony Pescetti (R) .......... 319-2010  37. Tony Strickland (R) ............ 319-2037  64. Rod Pacheco (R) ......c.c..... 319-2064
11. Tom Torlakson (D).............. 319-2011  38. Tom McClintock (R) .......... 319-2038  65. Brett Granlund (R).............. 319-2065
12. Kevin Shelley (D) ................ 319-2012  39. Tony Cardenas (D).............. 319-2039  66. Bruce Thompson (R) .......... 319-2066
13. Carole Migden (D).............. 319-2013  40. Bob Hertzberg (D) .............. 319-2040  67. Scott Baugh (R) .....ccccvvvrnee 319-2067
14. Dion Aroner (D) .....ccccceeee. 319-2014  41. Sheila Kuehl (D)......c.c....... 319-2041  68. Ken Maddox (R) ................ 319-2068
15. Lynne Leach (R)......cccoovvuene. 319-2015  42. Wally Knox (D) .....ccccevennee 319-2042  69. Lou Correa (D) .....ccceeveennene 319-2069
16. Audie Bock (1) ..oocvvvreennnne 319-2016  43. Scott Wildman (D)............... 319-2043  70. Marilyn C. Brewer (R) ........ 319-2070
17. Mike Machado (D) ............ 319-2017  44. Jack Scott (D).....cccevvrernrnnen. 319-2044  71. Bill Campbell (R)................ 319-2071
18. Ellen Corbett (D) ................ 319-2018  45. Antonio Villaraigosa (D) ....319-2045  72. Dick Ackerman (R) ............ 319-2072
19. Lou Papan (D) .....ccccccvrveene 319-2019  46. Gil Cedillo (D) ...ccccvevuee. 319-2046  73. Patricia Bates (R) ................ 319-2073
20. John Dutra (D).....cccoeveuenne. 319-2020  47. Herb Wesson (D) ................ 319-2047  74. Howard Kaloogian (R) ...... 319-2074
21. Ted Lempert (D)......ccoevenne. 319-2021  48. Roderick Wright (D) .......... 319-2048  75. Charlene Zettel (R) ............ 319-2075
22. Elaine White Alquist (D) ....319-2022  49. Gloria Romero (D).............. 319-2049  76. Susan Davis (D) .....cccccevenne 319-2076
23. Mike Honda (D) ................ 319-2023  50. Marco Firebaugh (D) .......... 319-2050  77. Steve Baldwin (R)................ 319-2077
24. Jim Cunneen (R) .....ccoeeneen. 319-2024  51. Edward Vincent (D)............ 319-2051  78. Howard Wayne (D) ............ 319-2078
25. George House (R) .............. 319-2025  52. Carl Washington, Jr. (D) ....319-2052  79. Denise Moreno Ducheny (D) 319-2079
26. Dennis Cardoza (D) ............ 319-2026  53. George Nakano (D) ............ 319-2053  80. Jim Battin (R)......ccovevvrernnne 319-2080
27. Fred Keeley (D) ..ocooovvvenennen 319-2027  54. Alan Lowenthal (D)............ 319-2054

SENATE

District, Member, Party

Capitol Phone

District, Member, Party

Capitol Phone

District, Member, Party

Capitol Phone

1. Tim Leslie (R) oooeveieiiins 445-5788  15. Bruce McPherson (R) .......... 445-5843  29. Richard Mountjoy (R) ........ 445-2848
2. Wes Chesbro (D) .......ccceeuee. 445-3375  16. Jim Costa (D) ......ccevvevenenen. 445-4641  30. Martha Escutia (D) ............ 327-8315
3. John Burton (D) .......ccceevennen 445-1412  17. William “Pete” Knight (R)..445-6637  31. Jim Brulte (R)........ccceovrvenee. 445-3688
4. Maurice Johannessen (R) ......445-3353  18. Jack O’Connell (D) ............ 445-5405  32. vacant .........ccceeeeeeiiniiinnens 445-6868
5. Patrick Johnston (D) ............ 445-2407  19. Cathie Wright (R) .............. 445-8873  33. John Lewis (R) .......cccceevenene 445-4264
6. Deborah Ortiz (D) ................ 445-7807  20. Richard Alarcon (D) .......... 445-7928  34. Joe Dunn (D) ...ccccoeovvvrinnnnne 445-5831
7. Richard Rainey (R) .............. 445-6083  21. Adam Schiff (D)......cccceeveeee 445-5976  35. Ross Johnson (R) .........cc..... 445-4961
8. Jackie Speier (D) ......cccceevne. 445-0503  22. Richard Polanco (D) .......... 445-3456  36. Ray Haynes (R) ......cc.ccco.... 445-9781
9. Don Perata (D)......c.cccvrverennen. 445-6577  23. Tom Hayden (D) ................ 445-1353  37. David Kelley (R) .....cccoevnee 445-5581
10. Liz Figueroa (D)......ccoevvenens 445-6671  24. Hilda Solis (D) ......ccccevevennen. 445-1418  38. Bill Morrow (R) .....ccevvvenee 445-3731
11. Byron Sher (D) ....ccccevvenneas 445-6747  25. Teresa Hughes (D) .............. 445-2104  39. Deirdre Alpert (D) .............. 445-3952
12. Dick Monteith (R) .............. 445-1392  26. Kevin Murray (D) .............. 445-5215  40. Steve Peace (D).....c.ccocevuennee 445-6767
13. John Vasconcellos (D) ........ 445-9740  27. Betty Karnette (D) .............. 445-6447

14. Charles Poochigian (R) ...... 445-9600  28. Debra Bowen (D)................ 445-5953
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VOTING RECOMMENDATIONS

clip here and take with you to the polls!

US SENATE ASSEMBLY ENDORSEMENTS

Dianne Feinstein Virgina Strom - Martin (D)
Joe Nation (D)

1

6
om0

8

9

YES on 12 and 13 Helen Thomson (D)

for CA Parks and Water Darrell Steinberg (D)
11 Joe Canciamilla (D)

STATE SENATE ENDORSEMENTS 12 Kevin She_”ey (D)

13  Carole Migden (D)

John Burton (D) 14  Dion Aroner (D)
9 Don Perata (D) 16  Audie Bock (1)
11 Byron Sher (D) 17  Tom Montes (D)

13 John Vasconcellos (D)
21 Scott Wildman (D)
23 Wally Knox (D) and

18 Ellen Corbett (D)
19 Lou Papan (D)

Sheila Kuehl (D) 20 John Dutra (D)

27  Betty Karnette (D) 22 Elaine Alquist (D)
39  Dede Alpert (D) 23 Tony West (D)
24 Rebecca Cohn (D)

27  Fred Keeley (D)
CONGRESSIONAL ENDORSEMENTS 35 Hannah Beth Jackson (O)

6 Lynn Woolsey (D) 38  Keith Richman (R)

7 George Miller (D) 39  Tony Cardenas (D)

8  Nancy Pelosi (D) 40  Bob Hertzberg (D)

9 Barbara Lee (D) 41  David Freeman (D) and
10  Ellen Tausher (D) Fran Pavley (D)

12 Tom Lantos (D) 43  Dario Frommer (D)

13 Pete Stark (D) 44 Barry Gordon (D)

14 Anna Eshoo (D) 45  Jackie Goldberg (D)

17 Sam Farr (D) 46 Gil Cedillo (D)

22 Lois Capps (D) 47 Herb Wesson (D)

23 Michael Case (D)
24 Brad Sherman (D)
26  Howard Berman (D)
29  Henry Waxman (D)
30  Xavier Becerra (D)

49  Gloria Romero (D)

52  Carl Washington (D)
53  George Nakano (D)
54  Alan Lowenthal (D)

31 Hilda Solis (D) 57  Martin Gallegos (D)
32 Julian Dixon (D) 62 John Longville (D)

33 Lucille Roybal Allard (D) 67  Tom Harman (R)

34  Grace Napolitano (D) 76  Christine Kehoe (D)
35 Maxine Waters (D) 77  Penny Halgren (R)

37 Juanita Milander-McDonald (D) 78 Howard Wayne (D)
50  Bob Filner (D) 79  Dwayne Crenshaw (D)
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The most important vote not counted
In this Scorecard is yours...

Inside the 1999 California Environmental Scorecard are the environmental scores for your State
Senator and Assemblymember, and how they voted on the most important environmental bills of the
year. The Scorecard can help you separate the campaign rhetoric from the actions of those running for
office.

Each election day, Californians have an opportunity to send an important message to Sacramento and
Washington, D.C. The message is that this is no time to turn back on the journey towards healthy air,
clean water, and protection of our natural environment.

The most important vote not counted in the Scorecard is yours. We've counted the legislative votes,
and now your vote is needed to elect candidates with environmental commitment to office. Please
remember to cast your vote on every election day.

On the other side of this page is a list of the League’s March 7 primary endorsements that you can clip
and take with you to the polls. To help you identify the endorsements for your area, check the top left
corner of your mailing label for a list of your legislative district numbers. “CD” = congress; “SD” = state
senate; “AD” = assembly.

For more information, visit Ecovote Online at www.ecovote.org or call us at (510) 271-0900.
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