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Basic Background

Prior Activity

1. “Let me first give you some background. For over 30 [since 1969] years we’ve been doing environmental advocacy. We’re based in DC and we have offices in Seattle, Burlington, VT, and we have 60 affiliate offices internationally.”

“We have three program areas:

First, the International team. It looks at trade and how it impacts the environment. It looks at multilateral investment organizations and examines their impact on the environment. Looks at bilateral investment organizations and examines their impact on the environment. This team follows the money. It wants to find out how the impact of their programs works to help the environment and how others of their programs harm the environment. It also works following the money to try to influence multilateral and bilateral organizations to comply with environmental law and to divest themselves of projects harmful to the environment.” 

“Second is community health the environment. This deals with safer foods, farm issues. It tries to keep biotech in check. It also focuses on traditional environmental issues like Clean Water, Ozone.”

“Third is Economic Study of Earth [not sure I have this name right]. This is the biggest team in terms of following the money. Following the money in regards to tax issues, the budget process, and how those levers can be used to help the environment and help limit environmental degradation. On this team, we have two other groups. One is the transportation team. It tries to stop unnecessary highways. It tries to stop big oil from doing things like getting breaks on SUV’s. The second is the Legislative section. I head up the legislative team. I’m not your policy wonk, expert guru person.”

Now [to answer your initial question (#1)], there’s still ambiguity as to who the next president is going to be except that it’s starting to look like Governor Bush. And so there are questions about whether the Clinton-Gore administration is going to give [more protection?] to the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. It was under siege during [this gas rise period] as GOP leaders included in a budget bill an effort to open it up for drilling. Our position is that it should not be opened up to oil exploration. The amount of oil in the Arctic Refuge would, by itself, sustain us for just six months. Will Bush try to overturn this?”

“One thing this [gas issue] did was to raise the debate on energy policy. The larger debate on energy  policy [was characterized] by the Democrats’ emphasis on renewable energy technology. But it surprised no one that they put this in as the gravy [rather than as the primary focus]. The Republicans actually put in some incentives in their spending bill to reduce dependence on fossil fuels. Friends of the Earth ratched up our work on fossil fuel 

subsidies. We want more federal money to go to renewable sources. It was something short of successful.”

From the viewpoint of automobile lobbyists, the culprit is the CAFE standards.

“Our perspective is that to the contrary that if we increased the CAFE standards we could be more efficient and we wouldn’t draw down our energy supplies. So we’ve continued to fight the fight to lift the CAFE gag order. For six years, the moratorium has been in the appropriation for the Dept. of Transportation. And we’ve fought all that time to have it lifted. In the Senate we had a good vote 2 years ago, led by senators Gorton and Feinstein.”

“There was a message delivered to Gore about the moratorium but Clinton signed the transportation bill anyway. That bill has lots of goodies in it for the congressmen. So we were unable to get it vetoed in 1999. This year there was progress in the form of a colloquy by Sen. Gorton concerning what could be studied [by DOT in terms of CAFÉ, I presume]. All this doesn’t bode well with Bush and Cheney coming in. To get the CAFÉ standards moratorium lifted.

Activities Undertaken

Direct lobbying

research

Grassroots mobilization.

Future Advocacy

Will continue work on this issue

Key congressional  contacts

None mentioned

Targets of direct lobbying

Legislators in general, no more specific than that.

Targets of grassroots lobbying

None mentioned

Coalitions:

Coalitions?I

We do work in coalitions, especially with the Sierra Club and USPIRG. We had a big campaign a couple of years ago. A huge SUV campaign, at the grassroots. We want the government to look at the subsidies that go to SUV’s and light trucks, and how the  automobile manufacturers take advantage of [loopholes to get around the CAFE standards].

Other participants

Oil and gas industry

Automobile manufacturers

Ubiquitous argument

CAFE moratorium is drawing down our energy supplies

A lot of taxpayer money is wasted on subsidies to industry, who then use the money in ways that are detrimental to the environment.

Secondary argument

Need to protect wildlife from oil drilling.

Targeted argument:

To Republicans, argument about government wasted of taxpayer dollars for dubious incentives to car companies or others. 

Nature of the opposition:

Oil and gas industry

Automobile industry

Republican party

Ubiquitous arguments/opposition

Need to keep CAFE standards in place and make them more stringent because it would damage our economy.

Secondary/opposition

None mentioned.

Targeted/opposition

None mentioned

Partisan

Yes.

Venue

Congress

White House

Dept of Transportation

Action pending

Annual renewal of CAFE standard moratorium

Bush proposal (if any) on opening up the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

Policy objectives

Support for status quo:  Keep CAFE moratorium in place

Opposition to status quo (Friends of the Earth): Lift the moratorium and raise the standards.

Advocate’s experience

8. “I played golf at Wake Forest. During college I kept thinking do I want to play golf or do I want to do something more important.  I decided I wanted make a difference, that I wanted to change the world. So I moved to Washington. And I chose the environment because I thought no one can be against the environment. I thought I’d be here a year and then go to law school That was 7 years ago.”

Research

5. “We definitely believe that if you take the time and energy to produce data, you shouldn’t let those documents’ life pass. This puts the onus on us make  people aware of [these studies]. It’s part of our responsibility to make policymakers aware of the reports.”

“The Green Scissors report [is a good example]. A coalition headed by Friends of the Earth [does this]. The report identifies federal spending that hurts the environment and hurts taxpayers: subsidies to oil and gas companies, subsidies to the timber industry, dams, big agriculture. It was just shy of a 100 pages.”

“But [to return to your question, we usually] keep the analyses to a page. A page on each program. It gives the history of the program and why it costs the taxpayer. This was a really effective campaign because the themes were naturals for both the Republicans and the Democrats. For the Republicans, it’s about scaling back government and cutting wasteful spending. For the Democrats, it was about doing something positive during a time when the committees were chaired by Republicans. So we knocked on doors and we brought this to the attention of _______ and we gave the report life. It’s a good resource for decision makers.

Number doing advocacy

6. [see above at the very top for most of this] How many work doing advocacy? There are maybe 15 people who go up to Capitol Hill at least once a year. There are maybe three who do it on a regular basis.” 

Units involved

At least three

Advocate’s outstanding skill

Not clear

Type of membership

Individuals

Membership size

50,000

Organizational age
31

Misc.

7. I think we’re seen as one of the more progressive environmental groups and also as one of the more cutting edge ones. Our themes aren’t to beat up on the Republicans or Democrats, but to find those who are interested in change. We have a good relationship with moderate Republicans because our theme is budget restraint. We’re also known for defending traditional programs for clear air and clean water. We’re dynamic and [aren’t afraid]. We surprised some environmental groups by going after Clinton-Gore. This led to our endorsement of Bill Bradley during the primaries. We eventually endorsed Gore for the general election.”

