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2017
COLORADO LEGISLATIVE

CONSERVATION
SCORECARD

You care about 
Colorado’s 
environmental 
legacy.
DO YOUR LEGISLATORS?

The Colorado Legislative Conservation 
Scorecard highlights the priorities of the 
conservation community for the 2017 
legislative session. Here, you will find factual, 
nonpartisan information on bills related to 
our environment and how each member of 
the state legislature voted on issues that 
affect Colorado’s air, land, water, and people.  

Find out how your elected officials voted, 
and see how well their votes align with your 
conservation values. Then call or write to 
your legislators and let them know you’re 
paying attention to their environmental 
scores! 

Conservation 
Colorado turns 
conservation values 
into Colorado 
priorities.
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2017 OVERVIEW

The beginning of the Trump administration has been characterized 
by attacks on our clean air, water, public lands, and communities. 
When the president and his administration insist on rolling back 
important environmental protections, we must make progress 
where we can.
This means that making change on the state 
level is more important than ever. States like 
Colorado must take the lead to protect our 
values, environment, and way of life. 
 
Fortunately, thanks to your help sending 
emails, making calls, and spreading the word 
on important bills, we were able to make a 
big impact in the Colorado state legislature 
this year. From saving energy to keeping 
drinking water safe for our children, we 
had several significant wins that will be felt 
across the state.
 
But the fight continues. We had a number of 
other chances to make important changes 
for our communities, but unfortunately we 
were met with ideological resistance from 
a handful of legislators. Several key bills 
were stalled or killed, from investments in 
safer and more environmentally-friendly 
transportation to commonsense measures 
to better protect communities facing the 
impacts of oil and gas drilling.
 
That’s why we are counting on you to help 
keep up the fight. Whether it’s testifying 
at the Capitol or sending a message to 
your legislator, we need everyone’s help to 
protect our environment and way of life. And 
of course, we are already looking ahead to 

electing a pro-conservation majority in the 
state Senate in 2018. Elections matter for 
protecting Colorado’s environment, and we’ll 
need you on our team.
 
Together, we can continue making 
meaningful changes to protect our air, land, 
water, and people, and Colorado can be a 
leader among states.
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Spotlight: 
Within our state legislature, there are rules in place to make 
sure every bill is heard in a committee and then voted on. But 
sometimes, these committees can operate as “kill” committees, 
where bills die on party-line votes for purely ideological reasons.

This year, several pieces of legislation with 
broad, bipartisan support met their deaths in 
the Senate Finance Committee at the hands 
of three Republican Senators: Tim Neville, 
Owen Hill, and Jack Tate. Two of these bills 
were:
 

House Bill 1242: This measure would 
have allowed Coloradans to vote on 
whether to generate new, sustainable 
funding for our transportation system 
by raising the state sales tax by one half 
of one percent to fund roads, bridges, 
safer routes to schools, and public 
transportation. Sponsored by the top 
ranking members of each chamber 
(Republican Senate President Kevin 
Grantham and the Democratic Speaker of 
the House Crisanta Duran), as well as the 
heads of the transportation committees in 
both chambers, the bill was crafted during 
months of stakeholder collaboration. 
It garnered broad support from across 
the state, and passed the House with 
bipartisan support.
 
Despite this backing, the Republican-led 
Senate Finance Committee killed the bill 
in committee, denying the full Senate 
a vote and voters the opportunity to 

decide whether to approve the measure. 
As Senator Grantham, the Republican 
sponsor of the bill, said, “We only get 
so many bites at the apple...but if the 
number of bites we get is exactly zero, 
then zero is the result we will get.” 
 
House Bill 1321: This bill would have 
provided a much-needed fix for funding 
our state parks and wildlife areas. 
Colorado Parks and Wildlife fees for 
hunting and fishing haven’t kept pace 
with rising costs and inflation. At the 
hearing for this bill, 35 people and 
institutions testified in favor of the bill and 
only one person testified in opposition. 
Regardless, the same three Senators on 
the Senate Finance Committee decided 
that our parks were not worth investing in. 

 
It is distressing to see three members of the 
legislature stand in the way of progress for 
the whole state and deny voters a voice in 
matters that affect them. It is likely that this 
level of obstructionism will impact future 
elections.

THE NEW “KILL”
COMMITTEE
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Faith 
Winter and Polly Lawrence, Senators 
Kevin Priola and Stephen Fenberg
House Vote: Passed 42-22
Senate Vote: Passed 21-14
Signed by the Governor: May 18, 2017

Description: Energy efficiency programs 
have been successful in our state, saving 
money for families and businesses while 
reducing air pollution. A bill passed in 2007 
created the Energy Efficiency Resource 
Standard, which requires energy savings 
goals for utilities and provides incentives for 
implementing energy efficiency programs. 
Since it began, the program has created 
over 40,000 jobs, avoided 1.85 million 
metric tons of carbon pollution, and saved 
Colorado consumers and businesses over 
a billion dollars. This program was set 
to expire in 2018, but this bill extends it 
through 2028.

Pro-Environment Vote: YES

Bill Sponsors: Representatives Millie 
Hamner and Tony Exum, Senator Beth 
Martinez Humenik
House Vote: Passed 48-17
Senate Vote: Passed 24-11
Signed by the Governor: June 6, 2017 
Description: The Low-income Energy 
Assistance Program (LEAP) helps 
working families by providing support 
for weatherization and energy efficiency 
programs. Since LEAP began in 2006, it has 
saved Colorado families over $140 million in 
energy costs. The source of the program’s 
funding was set to expire in 2018, but this 
bill extends the “conditional severance tax 
operational fund” through 2023 to continue 
aiding low-income families. 

ELECTRIC DEMAND-SIDE 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
EXTENSION

CONTINUE LOW-INCOME 
HOUSEHOLD ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE

House Bill 1116House Bill 1227
1 2

Colorado has a long history of leading on clean energy and energy 
efficiency. Renewable energy supports our economy, protects public 
health, and puts us on a path towards a resilient future. 

Clean Energy
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Senators Ray Scott and 
Vicki Marble, Representatives KC Becker 
and Lori Saine
House Vote: Passed 38-27
Senate Vote: Failed 17-18

Description: The Colorado Energy 
Office plays a valuable role in our state, 
including expanding the market for electric 
vehicles, helping working families access 
weatherization programs, and supporting 
energy efficiency for farmers and ranchers. 
A majority of its funding was set to expire 
this year, but instead of authorizing 
continued funding, Senate Republicans 
took the opportunity to hold the office 
hostage in an effort to provide a windfall for 
natural gas. In the end, efforts to preserve 
funding for this important office failed 
because of some Senators intransigence. 
We are scoring the House-amended 
final version of the bill that would have 
reauthorized the office, without the natural 
gas drilling components that were unrelated 
to it. 

Pro-Environment Vote: YES

Bill Sponsors: Senator Leroy Garcia, 
Representatives Daneya Esgar and
KC Becker
House Vote: Passed 38-27
Senate Vote: Passed 22-12
Signed by the Governor: May 22, 2017

Description: This bill requires two 
utilities—Xcel Energy and Black Hills 
Energy—to provide their customers with 
more transparent utility bills. Customers 
will now receive bills that have easy-to-
understand charts of their energy usage 
over twelve months and line-items of 
monthly charges that clarify rates and 
usage. This provides customers the 
information they need to reduce their 
energy use and make informed decisions. 

ENERGY-RELATED 
STATUTES

CONSUMER RIGHT TO 
KNOW ELECTRIC UTILITY 
CHARGES

Senate Bill 105Senate Bill 301
3 4

Clean Energy
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Senator Don Coram, 
Representative Joann Ginal
House Vote: Passed 40-25
Senate Vote: Passed 22-12
Signed by the Governor: June 5, 2017

Description: When owners tamper with 
the exhaust system of their vehicles to blow 
black smoke from their tailpipes, it is called 
“rolling coal.” The sole purpose of this 
activity is to harass pedestrians, cyclists, 
and other drivers, and it is a public health 
and safety hazard. This bill makes Colorado 
the second state in the nation to ban rolling 
coal, classifying it as a Class A traffic 
infraction punishable by a $100 fine.

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Sponsors: Senators Stephen Fenberg, 
Irene Aguilar, Andy Kerr, Matt Jones, and 
Kerry Donovan
Senate Vote: Failed 16-19

Description: In 2015, Colorado Governor 
John Hickenlooper unveiled a state climate 
action plan, which was an exciting turning 
point for how his administration talked 
about climate change. However, this plan 
lacked detailed goals, actions, or deadlines 
for reducing carbon pollution. This bill was 
the second attempt in two years to add 
specific, measurable goals and deadlines 
to the climate action plan in order to ensure 
that the plan has a real impact.   

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Faith 
Winter and Jeni Arndt, Senator John 
Kefalas
House Vote: Passed 37-28
Senate: Failed in State Affairs Committee

PROHIBIT NUISANCE 
EXHIBITION MOTOR 
VEHICLE EXHAUST

AMENDMENT J055 - 
STATE BUDGET BILL 

MEASURABLE GOALS 
DEADLINES COLORADO 
CLIMATE ACTION PLAN

Senate Bill 278

Senate Bill 254

House Bill 1366

5

6

7

In a time when our clean air and climate protections are being threatened 
from the national level, it’s up to states to take the lead. This year, Colorado 
legislators had several opportunities to protect our air quality and climate.

Clean Air and Climate Change

Description: This amendment to the 
state budget bill (“the Long Bill”) would 
have provided mobile air monitoring units 
to increase the ability of our state oil and 
gas agency to monitor chemicals emitted 
from oil and gas sites. This information is 
important to help establish safe levels of 
emissions and ensure that companies are 
complying with all measures to maintain air 
quality around well sites.
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives 
Crisanta Duran and Diane Mitsch Bush, 
Senators Kevin Grantham and Randy 
Baumgardner
House Vote: Passed 41-24
Senate: Failed in Finance Committee

Description: One of the priorities of 
both the state Senate and House this 
year was to secure long-term, sustainable 
funding for Colorado’s transportation 
sector. Coloradans want a transportation 
system that is safe, modern, and provides 
options. In addition to funding roads 
and bridges, Colorado needs significant 
investments in public transportation, 
safer walkways, and biking opportunities. 
This bill would have allowed Coloradans 
to vote on a modest increase to the 
statewide sales tax to add $3.5 billion 
into the state’s transportation sector in a 
measure that included significant funding 
for multimodal options.  

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representative Jessie 
Danielson, Senator Kevin Priola
House Vote: Passed 36-28
Senate: Failed in State Affairs 
Committee

Description: Colorado is currently the 
best state in the nation to buy an electric 
vehicle due to our excellent tax incentives, 
and this bill was an effort to make Colorado 
one of the best states in which to drive 
one. It would have removed barriers to 
allow utilities to build infrastructure for 
alternative fuels vehicles, such as electric 
vehicle charging stations.  

NEW TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
FUNDING REVENUE

PUBLIC UTILITIES 
ALTERNATIVE FUEL 
MOTOR VEHICLES

House Bill 1242 House Bill 1232
8 9

As Colorado’s population booms, we must look ahead to ensure smart 
growth for our communities. This means building systems that move 
people, not just cars, and providing transportation options that meet all 
of our communities’ needs, including those of children, the elderly, and 
working families.

Clean Air and Climate Change Transportation
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OIL AND GAS FACILITIES 
DISTANCE FROM SCHOOL 
PROPERTY

TAMPERING WITH OIL AND 
GAS EQUIPMENT

ADDITIONAL 
PROTECTIONS FORCED 
POOLING ORDER

House Bill 1256

Senate Bill 35

House Bill 1336

10 

12 

11 

Oil and Gas
Oil and gas drilling in Colorado is pushing further into communities. Several 
commonsense measures were introduced this year to protect human health, 
safety, and the environment from the dangers of living near oil and gas activity.

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representative Mike 
Foote, Senators Matt Jones and
Irene Aguilar
House Vote: Passed 37-28
Senate: Failed in Agriculture, Natural 
Resources, and Energy Committee

Description: Oil and gas operations are 
currently required to be 1,000 feet away 
from school buildings, but not school 
property lines that encompass playgrounds 
and sports fields. This bill would have 
clarified that wells must be 1,000 feet away 
from a school’s property boundary, closing 
a loophole that puts children at risk.

Pro-Environment Vote: NO 
Bill Sponsors: Senator Jerry Sonnenberg, 
Representative Jon Becker
House: Failed in State Affairs Committee 
Senate Vote: Passed 19-16

Description: It is currently a misdemeanor 
to knowingly tamper with or vandalize 
equipment used for oil and gas activity 
such as pipelines, fences, and well pads. 
In Colorado, these crimes rarely occur. Yet 
this bill would have created a new felony 
with punishments up to 18 months in prison 
and a $100,000 fine for tampering with oil 
and gas equipment. Several proper legal 
channels to address these actions already 
exist, so this bill was unnecessary.

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Mike 
Foote and Dave Young, Senators Matt 
Jones and Irene Aguilar
House Vote: Passed 36-29
Senate: Failed in State Affairs Committee

Description: “Forced pooling” allows 

oil and gas companies to extract minerals 
without the mineral owner’s permission. 
Under current law, if one neighbor in 
a subdivision signs a lease for energy 
development, the entire neighborhood’s 
mineral rights could be developed by an 
oil and gas company. This bill sought to 
increase how much notice oil and gas 
companies have to give mineral rights 
owners before force pooling, as well as 
create better statewide tracking of the 
number of people and acres subjected to 
forced pooling.
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Spotlight: AN INDUSTRY VERSUS 
THE PEOPLE

Oil and gas development has been a controversial topic in Colorado for years, 
but this year the controversy took a more urgent turn.

In April, two people in Firestone, Colorado 
were killed when their house exploded from 
natural gas leaking out of a flow line from 
a nearby oil well. Lawmakers tried to pass 
a bill to require oil and gas companies to 
release maps of their flow lines, but it failed 
in the state Senate due to pressure from the 
oil and gas industry.
 
This wasn’t the only bill killed at the 
behest of the oil and gas industry this 
year. Safeguards to keep oil and gas away 
from school properties and to protect 
homeowners from being forced to allow 
development of their mineral rights were 

also defeated. In addition, Republicans in 
the Senate refused to pass two practical 
budget amendments: adding oil and gas 
field inspectors and buying mobile air quality 
monitoring units.
 
Rather than passing productive bills to make 
oil and gas drilling safer, the oil and gas 
industry focused their time and lobbying 
might on “solving” a nonexistent problem: 
creating a new felony charge for tampering 
with oil and gas equipment. In other words, 
the industry used its lobbying power at the 
Capitol to protect itself, not Coloradans.
 

Photo credit: WildEarth Guardians
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representative Jeni 
Arndt, Senator Larry Crowder
House Vote: Passed 41-20
Senate Vote: Passed 24-11
Signed by the Governor: May 3, 2017

Description: This bill creates more 
opportunity for water right owners like 
farmers and irrigators to participate 
in water conservation programs. In 
Colorado, if you don’t use all of the water 
that you own each year, you could lose 
your legal right to it, which can dissuade 
people from conserving water. This bill 
expands a program to incentivize water 
conservation while protecting irrigators’ 
water rights. Now, if they participate in a 
state-approved water conservation plan 
and reduce their water use, the reduced 
usage will not be used against them.  

Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Chris 
Hansen and Hugh McKean, Senators 
Matt Jones and Don Coram
House Vote: Passed 40-25
Senate: Failed in State Affairs 
Committee

Description: This bipartisan bill aimed to 
ensure that future homes and communities 
are built in a smart way. It would have 
required new real estate developments to 
include water conservation and demand 
management measures to be included 
in planning in order to gain permitting 
approval from local governments. This 
would have prioritized water conservation 
as we continue to build and expand our 
communities.  

PROTECT WATER 
HISTORICAL 
CONSUMPTIVE USE 
ANALYSIS

REAL ESTATE 
DEVELOPMENT 
DEMONSTRATE WATER 
CONSERVATION

House Bill 1233 House Bill 1273
13 14

We work to protect our water quality and keep our rivers healthy and 
flowing. As Colorado’s population grows, the gap between our water 
supply and demand will only increase. Our state must take all necessary 
steps to conserve water in order to protect water users and reduce stress 
on our rivers. In addition, we are striving to ensure Colorado’s water is 
safe and clean. 

Water
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Barbara 
McLachlan and Tony Exum, Senators 
Kerry Donovan and Don Coram
House Vote: Passed 47-18
Senate Vote: Passed 29-6
Signed by the Governor: June 8, 2017

Description: This bill provides funding 
to test for lead in schools’ drinking water, 
thereby better protecting our children’s 

health. Lead can leach into drinking water 
from old pipes and fixtures, and in the 
Colorado school districts that have already 
tested for lead, more than 100 schools 
found water sources with elevated levels of 
it. There is no safe level of lead exposure, 
and it can be especially damaging to young 
children. Providing schools the funding 
to proactively test for lead is critical to 
safeguard our children’s health and protect 
our drinking water.  

TEST LEAD IN PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS’ DRINKING 
WATER

House Bill 1306
15

Water
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Pro-Environment Vote: YES 
Bill Sponsors: Representatives Jeni 
Arndt and James Wilson, Senators 
Stephen Fenberg and Don Coram
House Vote: Passed 42-22
Senate: Failed in Finance Committee

Description: Colorado Parks and 
Wildlife relies on revenue from user fees 
to cover expenses like repairing natural 
habitats, ensuring public safety, and 
maintaining recreation areas. However, 
the revenue from these fees has not 
kept pace with operational costs and 
inflation in recent years. As a result, the 
agency’s budget has been reduced by 
$40 million in the last eight years. This 
bill would have allowed the Parks and 
Wildlife Commission to address these 
financial issues by setting appropriate 
user fees. An adequately-funded and 
well-managed state wildlife agency can 
boost sustainable and diverse economic 
development, especially in rural areas. 
This is because hunting, fishing, and 
wildlife watching generate about $6 
billion in economic impact, according to 
Colorado Parks and Wildlife.  

PARKS AND 
WILDLIFE FINANCIAL 
SUSTAINABILITY

House Bill 1321
16

In Colorado, our public lands are an integral part of our economy and way of life. 
Coloradans have proven time and again that we revere our parks, open spaces, 
and wild places. Despite an ideological effort over the past several years to turn 
our public lands over to state and private interests, this idea has been dead on 
arrival in Colorado. We will keep fighting to protect all of our public lands.

Public Lands

Spotlight:
For decades, anti-government activists have 
fought the idea that public lands belong to 
all Americans. In recent years, this extreme 
view has trickled into the mainstream 
and has made its way into many state 
legislatures.
 
Over the past five years, eight bills were 
introduced in the Colorado legislature to 
seize our public lands and transfer them 
to the state or private interests. These bills 
are fundamentally bad policy and were 
overwhelmingly opposed by Coloradans 
all over the state. Any one of these 
misguided ideas would have triggered 
years of litigation, cost the state millions of 
dollars, stalled our tourism economy, and if 
successful, left our public lands unprotected 
from development. Every one of these bills 
was killed because Coloradans spoke out.
 
This year, not a single bill to seize our public 
lands was introduced, demonstrating just 
how unpopular this idea has become.
In contrast, this May we celebrated the first-
ever Colorado Public Lands Day with more 
than 130 events across the state and over 
2,000 participants. With this new holiday, we 
were able to prove the widespread love for 
public lands that Coloradans share.
 

PUBLIC LANDS 
PROUD
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Aguilar, Irene (D) SD 32 100% 98% 7 q q q q q q q q q

Baumgardner, Randy (R) SD 8 0% 21% 9 X X X X X X X X X

Cooke, John (R) SD 13 22% 27% 3 X X X q X X X X q

Coram, Don (R) SD 6 44% 32% 7 q q X X q X X X q

Court, Lois (D) SD 31 100% 97% 9 q q q q q q q q q

Crowder, Larry (R) SD 35 56% 37% 5 q q X q X q X q q

Donovan, Kerry (D) SD 5 100% 97% 3 q q q q q q q q q

Fenberg, Steve (D) SD 18 100% 100% 1 q q q q q q q q q

Fields, Rhonda (D) SD 29 100% 98% 7 q q q q q q q q q

Garcia, Leroy (D) SD 3 100% 94% 5 q q q q q q q q q

Gardner, Bob (R) SD 12 33% 33% 1 X q X X X X X q q

Grantham, Kevin (R) SD 2 44% 24% 7 X q X q X X X q q

Guzman, Lucia (D) SD 34 100% 100% 7 q q q q q q q q q

Hill, Owen (R) SD 10 0% 11% 5 X X X X X X X X X

Holbert, Chris (R) SD 30 22% 19% 7 X X X q X X X X q

Jahn, Cheri (D) SD 20 78% 82% 15 q q q X q q X q q

Jones, Matt (D) SD 17 100% 100% 15 q q q q q q q q q

Kagan, Daniel (D) SD 26 100% 97% 9 q q q q q q q q q

Kefalas, John (D) SD 14 100% 98% 11 q q q q q q q q q

Kerr, Andy (D) SD 22 100% 99% 11 q q q q q q q q q

Lambert, Kent (R) SD 9 11% 16% 11 X X X X X X X X q

Lundberg, Kevin (R) SD 15 11% 18% 15 X X X X X X X q X

Marble, Vicki (R) SD 23 11% 6% 5 X X X X X X X q X

Martinez Humenik, Beth (R) SD 24 56% 31% 3 q q X q q X X X q

Merrifield, Michael (D) SD 11 100% 100% 11 q q q q q q q q q

Moreno, Dominick (D) SD 21 89% 98% 5 q q q q q X q q q

Neville, Tim (R) SD 16 0% 14% 4 X X X X X X X X X

Priola, Kevin (R) SD 25 56% 39% 5 q q X q q X X X q

Scott, Ray (R) SD 7 33% 19% 7 X q X X q X X X q

Smallwood, Jim (R) SD 4 22% 22% 1 X X X X X X X q q

Sonnenberg, Jerry (R) SD 1 11% 16% 11 X X X X q X X X X

Tate, Jack (R) SD 27 44% 24% 3 X X X q q X X q q

Todd, Nancy (D) SD 28 100% 97% 13 q q q q q q q q q

Williams, Angela (D) SD 33 100% 97% 7 q q q E E q q q q

Zenzinger, Rachel (D) SD 19 100% 100% 1 q q q q q q q q q

Legislator                       District 20
17
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Arndt, Jeni (D) HD 13 100% 96% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Becker, Jon (R) HD 38 7% 22% 5 X Q X X X X X X X X X X X X

Becker, KC (D) HD 32 100% 100% 4 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Beckman, Susan (R) HD 3 7% 7% 1 X X X X Q X X X X X X X X X

Benavidez, Adrienne (D) HD 49 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Bridges, Jeff (D) HD 40 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q E Q Q Q

Buck, Perry (R) HD 20 0% 9% 5 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Buckner, Janet (D) HD 58 100% 100% 2 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Carver, Terri (R) HD 7 21% 23% 3 X Q X X X X X X X X X X Q Q

Catlin, Mark (R) HD 56 29% 29% 1 X Q X X Q X Q X X X X X X Q

Coleman, James (D) HD 24 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Covarrubius, Phil (R) HD 5 17% 17% 1 Q X X X X X Q E X X E X X X

Danielson, Jessie (D) HD 46 93% 98% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q X

Duran, Crisanta (D) HD 22 93% 99% 7 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q X

Esgar, Daneya (D) HD 17 93% 98% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q X Q Q Q Q Q Q

Everett, Justin (R) HD 12 0% 6% 5 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Exum, Tony (D) HD 2 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Foote, Mike (D) HD 52 100% 100% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Garnett, Alec (D) HD 33 100% 100% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Ginal, Joann (D) HD 61 100% 100% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Gray, Matt (D) HD 6 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Hamner, Millie (D) HD 8 100% 97% 7 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Hansen, Chris (D) HD 10 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Herod, Leslie (D) HD 48 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Hooton, Edie (D) HD 42 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Humphrey, Stephen (R) HD 23 0% 12% 5 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Jackson, Dominique (D) HD 29 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Kennedy, Chris (D) HD 21 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Kraft-Tharp, Tracy (D) HD 39 93% 96% 5 Q Q Q Q Q X Q Q Q X Q Q Q Q

Landgraf, Lois (R) HD 34 36% 19% 5 Q Q X X Q X X X X X X X Q Q

Lawrence, Polly (R) HD 18 43% 19% 5 Q Q X X X X Q X X X Q X Q Q

Lebsock, Steve (D) HD 18 93% 99% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q X

Lee, Pete (D) HD 1 100% 98% 7 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q
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Leonard, Timothy (R) HD 25 7% 20% 2 X X X X X X X X X X X X Q X

Lewis, Kimmi (R) HD 64 7% 7% 1 X Q X X X X X X X X X X X X

Liston, Larry (R) HD 16 8% 8% 1 X X X X X X X X X X Q X X E

Lontine, Susan (D) HD 1 100% 100% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Lundeen, Paul (R) HD 19 8% 10% 3 X X X X X X X X X X E X Q X

McKean, Hugh (R) HD 51 29% 29% 1 Q Q X X X X X X X X X Q Q X

McLachlan, Barbara (D) HD 59 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Melton, Jovan (D) HD 41 100% 98% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Michaelson Jenet, Dafna (D) HD 30 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Mitsch Bush, Diane (D) HD 26 100% 100% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Navarro, Clarice (R) HD 47 21% 17% 5 X Q X Q X X X X X X X X Q X

Neville, Patrick (R) HD 45 0% 12% 3 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Nordberg, Dan (R) HD 14 8% 13% 5 X Q X X X X X X X X E X X X

Pabon, Dan (D) HD 4 100% 98% 7 E Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Pettersen, Brittany (D) HD 28 100% 100% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Rankin, Bob (R) HD 57 21% 30% 5 Q X X X X X X X X X X Q X Q

Ransom, Kim (R) HD 44 0% 12% 3 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Rosenthal, Paul (D) HD 9 100% 96% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Saine, Lori (R) HD 63 7% 11% 5 X X X X X X X X X X Q X X X

Salazar, Joseph (D) HD 31 100% 100% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Sias, Lang (R) HD 27 7% 10% 3 X X X X X X X X X X X X Q X

Singer, Jonathan (D) HD 11 100% 98% 6 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Thurlow, Dan (R) HD 55 43% 38% 3 Q Q X X X X Q X X X Q Q X Q

Valdez, Donald (D) HD 62 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Van Winkle, Kevin (R) HD 43 7% 18% 3 X X X X X X X X X X X X Q X

Weissman, Mike (D) HD 36 100% 100% 1 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Willett, Yeulin (R) HD 54 14% 29% 3 X X X X X X X X X X Q X X Q

Williams, Dave (R) HD 15 7% 7% 1 X X X X X X X X X X X X Q X

Wilson, James (R) HD 60 14% 17% 5 X Q X X X X X X X X X X X Q

Winter, Faith (D) HD 35 100% 100% 3 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q

Wist, Cole (R) HD 37 0% 11% 2 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Young, Dave (D) HD 50 100% 99% 5 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q
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Now you know the score,
SO TAKE ACTION!

TELL YOUR LEGISLATORS 
YOU KNOW THE SCORE!

ConservationCO.org
Write your elected officials to 
thank them or tell them you are 
unhappy with their voting record 
and let your local media know or 
write a letter to the editor.

Stay Informed: Follow us on 
Twitter, Facebook & Instagram.

Support
Conservation Colorado:
 DONATE

 BECOME A MEMBER

 ATTEND AN EVENT

 WRITE A LETTER

1

2

3

4

@ConservationCO
 

ConservationColorado

@ConservationColorado


