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Each year, the Maryland League of Conservation Voters produces a Legislative 
Scorecard to give voters a picture of how their elected officials addressed 
environmental legislation during the session. The 2025 session was unlike any 

in recent memory, dominated by a $3 billion budget deficit that forced painful choices 
across all sectors, and energy proposals that required us to pivot from proactively 
advancing environmental policies to defending existing protections from significant 
rollbacks.

Maryland’s budget fundamentally shaped actions during the session, treating funding for environmental programs 
as “discretionary” rather than essential investments. The result was $315 million pulled from the Strategic Energy 
Investment Fund and $25 million annually cut from Program Open Space for four years. While the session presented 
significant challenges and not everything unfolded as environmental advocates hoped, there were dedicated 
legislative champions who worked tirelessly to ensure continued funding for environmental priorities and to 
minimize deeper cuts to critical programs. Looking ahead, the biggest challenge facing Maryland’s environmental 
future is securing the sustainable funding needed for our climate commitments. Maryland’s Climate Pollution 
Reduction Plan requires approximately $1 billion in annual investments (about 1.5% of Maryland’s budget) to meet 
our ambitious climate goals. Without dedicated funding, Maryland will continue to struggle to meet its climate 
targets and ensure benefits reach communities historically burdened by pollution.

The fact is that environmental protection and economic prosperity are not competing priorities. They are 
inextricably linked. Maryland’s outdoor recreation economy supports over 80,000 jobs and generates more than $9 
billion in consumer spending annually. The Chesapeake Bay tourism economy contributes $3.2 billion in economic 
activity alone. Investments in protecting Maryland’s environment will see Maryland realize a net gain of 27,400 new 
jobs, $1.2 billion in public health benefits, and $2.5 billion in increased personal income, and therefore should not be 
considered as discretionary funding.

Outside of budget discussions, one bill dominated our defensive efforts: the Next Generation Energy Act. As initially 
introduced by leadership, it proposed to fast-track gas plants by waiving environmental regulations and bypassing 
environmental review and community input. Through sustained advocacy from Maryland LCV, our partners, and 
thousands of our members, the final bill included significant improvements: restoring public input requirements, 
limiting regulatory shortcuts, and incorporating key clean energy provisions. Chief among them is supporting 
battery storage and the long-sought removal of trash incineration from receiving Maryland’s renewable energy 
subsidies.

While past scorecards focused primarily on individual legislators’ votes, this year we are providing only chamber-
wide assessments that better capture the complex political dynamics that shaped the 2025 session. This change 
reflects a hard truth: our most consequential environmental victories this year did not come from passing new laws, 
but from mitigating the damage of the worst proposals and preventing significant rollbacks.

As we look toward the 2026 elections, the stakes couldn’t be higher, and this scorecard aims to equip voters with 
the information they need to hold elected officials accountable not just for their votes, but for the environmental 
priorities that were sidelined and the decisions that prevented important issues from being considered. Despite 
the challenges, this year demonstrated the power of organized advocacy, proving that when Marylanders speak 
up for clean energy and environmental protection, legislators listen. Your voice is a powerful tool and we will need 
your continued engagement to ensure Maryland continues being an environmental leader even amid budgetary 
uncertainty and political headwinds.

Thank you for standing with us in a tough year, and for your commitment to building a healthy environment for 
everyone in Maryland. 

Kim Coble 
Executive Director

A Note from the Executive Director
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ENVIRONMENTAL WINS:
• Stopped harmful fast-tracking: Removed 

provisions from the Next Generation Energy Act 
that would have allowed new gas plants to bypass 
environmental review and community input 

• Corrected renewable energy portfolio standard: 
Removed trash incineration from receiving 
Maryland’s clean energy subsidies

• Preserved critical funding: Saved $100 million 
for clean energy projects at schools and state 
facilities despite budget challenges

• Increased transparency: Required utilities to 
publicly disclose their votes at regional grid 
operator, PJM, meetings

ENVIRONMENTAL SETBACKS:
• Priority bills blocked: All four Maryland LCV 

priority bills (environmental justice, clean energy, 
climate funding, water protection) failed to advance

• Climate funds cut: $315 million taken from 
Strategic Energy Investment Fund instead of being 
used to help reduce energy bills and pollution

• Conservation cuts: $25 million annual cuts to 
Program Open Space land protection funding

Why These Outcomes Matter 
The Budget Shapes Policy Implementation: Maryland has ambitious climate goals and 
environmental justice commitments, but the 2025 budget actions did not treat these as essential 
investments in environmental protection, public health and economic growth.
Leadership Decisions Shape Outcomes: Environmental justice legislation did not advance from the 
committees — allowing the continued pollution in overburdened communities as well as allowing 
legislators to avoid taking public positions on key environmental justice bills.
Economy vs. Environment, a False Choice: Maryland’s environmental sector supports over 150,000 
jobs and generates $25+ billion in economic activity annually. Environmental protection and 
economic prosperity go hand in hand. 

Executive Summary

The Bottom Line:                                                                                                                                                                                                          
Maryland’s 2025 legislative session was dominated by a $3 billion budget deficit  
and attempts to fast-track fossil fuel generation facilities. While environmental  
advocates preserved key protections and successfully defended against harmful rollbacks — 
such as preventing the fast-tracking of gas plants without environmental review and community 
input — the General Assembly failed to advance any of our priority environmental justice, clean 
energy, or water protection bills — a clear gap in leadership to protect Maryland’s environment.

2025 CHAMBER SCORES
ISSUE AREA	 HOUSE GRADE	 SENATE GRADE	

Climate & Energy	

Environmental Justice	

Land & Water

B-
D
C+

C
D
C+

$3B
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What Maryland Voters Can Do
Contact Your Legislators: Tell them to prioritize environmental funding in the  

2026 budget and ensure priority bills get floor votes. Find your representatives at 
mdlcv.org.

Stay Engaged: Public Service Commission proceedings on energy planning and 
environmental permit reviews of new projects require your voice. Sign up with 

Maryland LCV to be notified about these opportunities.

Support Environmental Champions: The 2026 elections will 
determine whether Maryland strengthens or weakens its 
environmental leadership. Your vote matters.

Join the Movement: Maryland LCV’s ‘No New Gas’ campaign 
mobilized nearly 2,000 Marylanders to contact their legislators 
and they heard us. When you speak up, legislators listen.

Looking Ahead: The Stakes Couldn’t Be Higher
Maryland needs legislators who understand that environmental protection is economic 
development, that climate action is an investment in our future, and that environmental justice is 

core to a healthy environment for everyone in Maryland. The 2025 session showed the 
power of organized advocacy to improve bad bills and preserve critical protections.

A Call for Bold Actions in 2026 

Invest in our  
Environmental  
Commitments

• Prioritize environmental 
funding in the 
2026 budget 
process 

• Restore the $315 
million taken from 
climate programs 
and establish protections 
against future raids

• Create sustainable revenue 
streams and invest in Green 
Banks for Maryland’s Climate 
Plan implementation 

Address  
Environmental  
Injustices

• Ensure robust public 
participation in environmental 
decision making

• Center environmental justice 
in permitting 
decisions for 
overburdened 
communities

Support  
Clean Energy  
Leadership

• Ensure new 
energy sources 
are non-carbon 
emitting

• Deploy more battery storage, 
solar energy, and offshore wind

• Create jobs and a green 
economy that supports 
investments in overburdened 
and underserved communities 

• Accelerate clean transportation 
programs that reduce pollution 
and save money

Use your voice.
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Maryland LCV 2025 Priorities:  
Justice, Clean Energy, and Clean Water

Maryland LCV entered the 2025 session with a bold 
agenda focused on:

• Environmental Justice through the CHERISH 
Our Communities Act (HB 1484/ SB 0978)

• Clean, Affordable Energy via the Abundant, 
Affordable, Clean Energy Act (HB 0398/ SB 
0316)

• Sustainable Climate Funding through the Coal 
Dust Clean Up and Asthma Mitigation Fund (HB 
1088/ SB 0882)

• Water Protection and Agricultural Support  
via the Nearshore Farm and Finance Act  
(HB 1175/ SB 0898)

While none of these priority bills passed as 
standalone legislation, our advocacy secured the 
inclusion of key elements of several of these 
bills within broader legislation, improved deeply 
flawed proposals, and prevented significant 
rollbacks that would have harmed Maryland’s 
communities, environment, and climate 
commitments.

However, these bills represent unfinished business. 
Leadership decisions and procedural barriers 
prevented these bills from advancing, despite 
strong public support. The failure to bring priority 
environmental bills to a vote is reflected in this 
year’s chamber scores. 

Mobilizing Action, Amplifying Voices

Facing significant challenges, Maryland LCV 
launched its largest rapid-response campaign 
to date, “No New Gas,” in response to proposals 
to fast-track new gas-fired power plants at the 
expense of clean energy progress. Thanks to voter 
engagement, this campaign:

• Engaged 1,897 individual constituent advocacy 
actions, including calls, emails, and texts to 
legislators

• Mobilized more than 750 phone calls 
and 11,500+ written messages directly to 
lawmakers

• Led citizen advocacy, with more than 60 
people attending Maryland LCV’s Lobby Day in 
Annapolis

These voices directly shaped the outcomes of 
complex legislative battles, demonstrating that 
grassroots power is essential for environmental 
progress.

Maryland cannot afford to let critical environmental 
priorities stall year after year. Legislators must 
take bold action to pass and fund these priorities 
in the 2026 session to improve Maryland’s 
environment.

And conservation voters can take actions to 
advance these priorities:

• Stay informed.
• Contact your legislators and urge them to 

advance these bills.
• Support our work to hold them accountable.

Together, we can ensure Maryland leads on climate 
and clean energy, environmental justice, and 
healthy waters by turning unfinished business into 
lasting progress.
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Leadership Energy Bills

Every year, the Maryland General Assembly 
considers thousands of bills. Some are high-profile, 
others fly under the radar. But every so often, one 
bill surfaces that makes clear just how much is at 
stake for Maryland’s environment, communities, 
and climate future.

This year, the Next Generation Energy Act (HB 
1035/ÂSB 0937) was that “one bill.” As introduced, 
it was one of the most potentially damaging energy 
proposals we have seen in years, accelerating the 
expansion of gas-fired power plants at the expense of 
community input and meeting existing environmental 
requirements. Legislative leadership sponsored the bill 
and framed it as a necessary response to Maryland’s 
increasing energy prices and growing demand, 
despite significant evidence to the contrary.

As initially introduced, the bill would have:

• Fast-tracked approvals for construction of new 
gas-fired power plants

• Bypassed public notification and community 
engagement processes

• Waived all environmental reviews and 
regulatory requirements

• Automatically presumed sites with existing 
fossil fuel facilities were adequate and did not 
need to be reviewed further before building 
new gas-fired plants 

Accountability in Action

Thanks to organized advocacy, constituent 
pressure, and public outcry, this bill was improved 
significantly. Together, we proved that Marylanders 
care deeply about maintaining our commitment 
to an equitable and clean energy future. The final 

version of the bill included major changes that 
would not have happened without our collective 
advocacy efforts:

Reinstated environmental review 
requirements for new energy projects, 

including removing the presumption that the sites 
of current or previous energy generation facilities 
did not need to be reviewed or evaluated before 
building new gas plants. Additionally, the final 
bill restored requiring these proposals to include 
community engagement and notification, especially 
in overburdened and underserved communities.

Incorporated multiple clean energy 
priorities from other introduced bills 

that actually reduce long-term ratepayer costs, 
including:

• Abundant Affordable Clean Energy Act (HB 
0398/ SB 0316) – Added battery storage 
projects and procurement mechanisms

• Renewable Energy Portfolio Standard 
reforms (HB 0220/ SB 0010) – Removed 
waste incineration from Tier 1 renewable 
energy subsidies after 8 consecutive years of 
community-led legislative advocacy

• Ratepayer Protection Act (HB 0419/ SB 0998) –  
Reformed gas infrastructure spending to 
prioritize safety

• Data Center Rate Schedule (HB 0900) – 
Prevented individual ratepayers from bearing 
costs of high-energy use facilities

• Ratepayer Freedom Act (HB 960) – Restricted 
utilities from using ratepayer dollars for certain 
types of expenses  

Our Final Position: Neutral, Not Silent

Maryland LCV acknowledged the Next Generation 
Energy Act had been changed significantly to both 
remove harmful provisions and achieve some 
progress. As a result of these changes, Maryland LCV 
changed our position from opposed to neutral. We 
could not support the bill despite these significant 
improvements because it still enables expediting 
the development of new gas plants, something we 
oppose. But we also recognized the strategic gains in 
the final version: without our collective actions these 
protections would not have been incorporated.

4

4

Next Generation Energy Act (HB1035/ SB 0937)
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Renewable Energy Certainty Act – Generation and Siting (HB1036/ SB931)

Energy Resource Adequacy and Planning Act (HB 1037/ SB 0909) - VETOED

Other notable vetoes:

The Energy Resource Adequacy and Planning 
Act was critical long-term planning legislation 
that Maryland LCV actively supported, providing 
testimony in both chambers emphasizing that 
comprehensive energy planning is essential for 
Maryland’s clean energy future. The bill would have 
established an Integrated Resource Planning Office 
within the Public Service Commission to develop a 
25-year energy forecast, helping decision makers 
navigate Maryland’s growing energy challenges 
including increases in PJM capacity auction prices.

Strategic planning for Maryland’s energy future. 
The new office in the PSC would have analyzed 
energy scenarios and policy options for meeting 
the state’s energy needs and greenhouse gas 

RENEW Act Study (HB 0128/ SB 0149) – VETOED 
Would have required the Comptroller’s office 
to determine the true cost of climate change to 
Maryland, laying groundwork for future “polluter 
pays” legislation that could bring significant 
resources to protect against climate impacts.

Data Center Impact Study (HB 0270/ SB 0116) – VETOED 
Would have required coordinated analysis of the 
environmental and energy impacts of the emerging 
data center industry, helping communities make 
informed decisions about permitting new projects.

reduction goals while ensuring system reliability 
and cost-effectiveness. The office would have 
provided data-driven analysis to help decision 
makers, regulators, energy suppliers, utilities, and 
ratepayers navigate critical energy challenges with 
sensible economic choices that keep the lights on 
and the air clean.

Despite bipartisan legislative support, Governor 
Moore vetoed this bill citing budget concerns even 
though funding would have come from dedicated 
climate funds rather than the general budget. 
Maryland LCV viewed this veto as a disappointing 
step backward for Maryland’s strategic energy 
planning at a time when comprehensive planning is 
essential for a reliable and clean energy future.

Preserving agricultural heritage while advancing 
clean energy. By limiting solar development to just 
5% of a county’s priority preservation area, this law 
guarantees that 95% of Maryland’s priority farms 
and scenic landscapes remain intact for generations. 
The law also establishes strict environmental 
safeguards for solar development including setbacks 
from homes, native plant screening, prohibition of 
topsoil removal, and limits on herbicide use.

This balanced approach demonstrates that 
Maryland can advance clean energy and protect 
agricultural land simultaneously when stakeholders 
work together in good faith.

The Renewable Energy Certainty Act represents 
a breakthrough compromise that Maryland 
LCV actively championed over several years of 
stakeholder negotiations and legislative advocacy. 
Maryland LCV played a central role in developing 
this legislation, participating in extensive 2024 
negotiations that brought together environmental 
groups, land preservation advocates, agricultural 
interests, county planners, and solar developers to 
reach consensus. We provided testimony in both 
chambers supporting the bill and launched an 
advocacy campaign urging Governor Moore to sign 
it into law.
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A Challenging Budget Year: How Maryland’s  
Historic Deficit Shaped Environmental Policy

Environmental Programs Under Pressure

The 2025 legislative session unfolded under the 
shadow of Maryland’s most significant budget 
challenge in decades: a $3 billion deficit that 
significantly shaped how environmental issues 
were prioritized, debated, and funded. Despite the 
challenging fiscal environment, Governor Moore’s 
budget proposal preserved most day-to-day 
environmental program operations and included 
new investments in clean energy projects. This 
includes $180 million commitment to alternative 
energy projects including $50 million for state 
government properties, $80 million for local 
government clean energy projects, and $50 million 
for solar on schools. It also included more than 
$500 million for clean water and land preservation 
programs.

However, the budget simultaneously undermined 
the long-term funding infrastructure that supports 
these programs. $315 million was transferred 
from the Strategic Energy Investment Fund 
(SEIF) to the general fund. This one-time transfer 
represented the largest single environmental cut 
and set a troubling precedent for using climate 
funds for budget balancing.

The General Assembly cut Program Open 
Space by $25 million annually for four years, 
weakening protections for natural heritage sites 
and outdoor recreation opportunities. Additionally, 
the General Assembly effectively cut $7 million 

from the Greenspace Equity Act’s competitive 
grant program by earmarking these dedicated 
environmental justice funds for three pre-selected 
projects, one of which doesn’t even meet the 
program’s criteria for serving overburdened 
communities. This legislative action stripped 
away the program’s ability to direct resources 
where they’re most needed and undermined the 
community-driven process established in the  
2023 law.

The Budget as Policy Implementation

The 2025 budget process highlighted a 
fundamental truth emphasized by Maryland LCV 
throughout the session: the budget is where policy 
becomes reality. Maryland has ambitious climate 
goals requiring approximately $1 billion in annual 
investment, comprehensive environmental justice 
commitments, and water quality targets that 
demand sustained funding. Yet the final legislative 
budget treated these commitments as optional 
rather than essential to Maryland’s economic 
competitiveness and public health.

This disconnect between policy aspirations and 
budget priorities became a central theme in 
Maryland LCV’s advocacy. Clean energy programs 
need sustained investment to achieve scale and 
speed. Environmental justice initiatives require 
dedicated resources to address decades of 
disinvestment in overburdened communities.

The Path Forward: Environmental  
Investment as Economic Necessity

Treating environmental programs as discretionary 
spending is economically shortsighted. The 
state’s outdoor recreation economy supports over 
80,000 jobs and generates more than $9 billion in 
consumer spending annually, while implementing 
Maryland’s Climate Pollution Reduction Plan 
would create 27,400 new jobs by 2031 and save 
the average household up to $4,000 annually on 
energy costs.
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A Pillar of Maryland’s Economy

Direct Economic Impact

• Chesapeake Bay Economy: Maryland’s tourism economy 
generates $3.2 billion annually in economic activity around 
the Chesapeake Bay. Cleaner water and improved habitat 
contribute ~$600 million annually to the state’s economy.

• Outdoor Recreation: Each year, Maryland’s outdoor recreation economy supports more 
than 80,000 jobs, more than $9 billion in consumer spending, and more than $4.5 billion 
in wages and salaries. 

• Agricultural Sustainability: Agriculture in Maryland supports nearly 74,000 jobs and 
more than $20 billion annually to the state’s economy.

• Public Health Savings: Implementing Maryland’s Climate Pollution Reduction Plan is 
projected to deliver up to $1.2 billion in public health benefits by 2031, primarily through 
improved air quality.

Growing the Clean Energy Economy

• Job Creation: Implementing Maryland’s climate plan is 
projected to create 27,400 new jobs by 2031.

• Economic Growth: $5.3 billion increase to Maryland’s GDP 
through climate plan implementation by 2031. 

• Household Savings: Policies to reduce emissions will save the average Maryland household 
up to $4,000 annually on energy costs.

• Personal Income: $2.5 billion increase in Marylanders personal income projected by 2031.

Cost of Inaction

• Climate-Related Disasters: In 2024, Maryland experienced at  
least five climate-related disasters, each costing more than $1 billion.

• Sea Level Rise: Maryland is experiencing sea level rise at twice the global 
rate. Projections indicate water levels could rise between 1 to 5 feet over 
the next century, threatening nearly all of Maryland’s 2.2 million coastal 
properties. 

• Agricultural Losses: Agricultural losses are expected to be in the billions of dollars, with 
counties such as Alleghany County to see a 61% decrease in yield for 4 major crops by the 
end of the century.

Environmental protection is not in competition with Maryland’s 
economy — it is the foundation upon which our economy thrives. 

!
!
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A Note on Climate Revenue

Despite Maryland having one of the most ambitious 
climate plans in the nation, the 2025 legislative 
session failed to advance the funding mechanisms 
needed to implement it. 

The Funding Gap Remains Unaddressed

The Climate Pollution Reduction Plan presented 
several potential funding mechanisms, including:

• A cap and invest program that would expand the 
successful Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative 
model in Maryland

• Green revenue bonds and other clean energy 
financing strategies to jump-start clean energy 
investments and leverage private capital

• A carbon fee on polluters with revenue directed 
to climate solutions

The Missing Piece of Maryland’s Climate Plan
Unfortunately, none of these funding mechanisms 
advanced during the 2025 legislative session. 
While the Moore Administration and the General 
Assembly preserved some critical environmental 
commitments in the budget, including $100 million 
for clean energy projects on state properties, this 
represents just a fraction of what is needed to fully 
implement the climate plan.

The Path Forward

The science is clear — we need both bold 
commitments AND bold investments to address the 
climate crisis. Without a comprehensive funding 
solution, Maryland’s ability to achieve its climate 
goals, invest in environmental justice communities, 
and transition to a clean energy economy will be 
severely constrained.

$$
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Climate and Energy Bills

A Note on 2025 Scoring Methodology

The 2025 legislative session presented significant challenges for environmental advocacy, with all of 
Maryland LCV’s priority bills stalled in committee without recorded votes. The complex omnibus nature 
of the Next Generation Energy Act (NGEA) further complicated individual scoring by bundling all or part 
of multiple environmental bills into a single ‘all-or-nothing’ vote. Since Maryland LCV was ultimately 
neutral on NGEA, we are not including it in the ‘chamber score.’

Given these procedural obstacles, Maryland LCV is providing chamber-wide grades rather than individual 
legislator scores for 2025. This approach more accurately reflects the story of the 2025 legislative session.

Annual legislative scores contribute to cumulative lifetime scores for legislators. Lifetime scores will remain 
the same as in the 2024 scorecard.

CLIMATE AND ENERGY Chamber Score

BILL 	 HOUSE	 SENATE	 FINAL	 GOVERNOR	 GRADE

RENEW Act Study 				    VETOED	

Data Center Study				    VETOED	

Resource Adequacy (RAA)				    VETOED	

Transp. Climate Alignment (TCA)					   

Utility Transparency (UTA)				    Signed	

Advanced Grid Technology (AGT)					   

Advanced Clean Cars II Program				    EO	

AACE					   

H O U S E

S E N AT E

B-

C

Indicates bill passed but was weakened to a study bill Indiciates legislative consideration but no vote

RENEW Act Study and Assessment -  
HB 0128/ SB 0149 - VETOED

What the bill would have done: Required the 
Comptroller’s office to determine the true cost of 
greenhouse gas emissions to the state of Maryland.

How it would have affected you: The study could 
have provided important quantitative data and 
cost information to support bringing significant 
resources to the state to protect against future 
climate impacts.

Data Center Impact Analysis and Report -  
HB 0270/ SB 0116 - VETOED

What the bill would have done: Required a 
coordinated study on the environmental and 
energy impacts of the emerging data center 
industry.

How it would have affected you: The information 
collected would have helped local governments 
have information needed to make good decisions in 
permitting new data center projects.

8

8
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Backup generator

Energy Resource Adequacy and Planning Act -  
HB 1037/ SB 0909 - VETOED

What the bill would have done: Established an 
independent office within the Public Service 
Commission to evaluate and plan for Maryland’s 
future energy needs.

How it would have affected you: Created a more 
strategic and long term approach to meeting 
energy demand while considering reliability, 
affordability, and environmental impacts on your 
community.

Transportation and Climate Alignment Act of 2025 -  
HB 0084/ SB 0395 - FAILED 

What the bill would have done: Would have required 
measurement of greenhouse gas emissions 
from major highway projects and investments in 
alternatives to offset impacts.

How it would have affected you: Would have 
expanded clean transportation options while 
ensuring new road projects don’t undermine 
Maryland’s climate goals.

Utility Transparency and Accountability Act -  
HB 0121/ SB 0037 - PASSED 

What the bill does: Requires Maryland electric 
utilities to publicly disclose their votes at PJM, our 
regional electric grid operator.

How it affects you: Increases transparency about 
how utilities represent Maryland’s interests in 
regional decisions that affect your electricity costs 
and reliability.

Advanced Transmission Technologies -  
HB 0829 - FAILED

What the bill would have done: Required utilities 
to analyze and report on advanced transmission 
technologies that could address transmission 
congestion in the short term.

How it would have affected you: Could have 
reduced your electricity costs by using existing 
infrastructure more efficiently rather than only 
building expensive new transmission lines that 
impact communities and the environment.

Advanced Clean Cars II Program and Advanced Clean 
Trucks Regulation - HB 1556 - CHAMBER DID NOT 
VOTE -  (Maryland LCV opposed this bill) - Executive 
Order issued by Governor

What the bill would have done: Would have delayed 
enforcement of regulations requiring increased 
zero-emission vehicle sales in Maryland, making 
us the first state to legislatively roll back our 
commitment to vehicle electrification.

How it would have affected you: Would have slowed 
the transition to cleaner vehicles, resulting in 
continued air pollution and climate impacts in your 
community.

What the Executive Order does: Creates a working 
group to implement clean vehicle standards while 
delaying enforcement penalties for zero-emission 
vehicle sales shortfalls in 2027-2028. 

Abundant Affordable Clean Energy Act (AACE) - HB 
0398/ SB 0316 - CHAMBER DID NOT VOTE - Partial 
Inclusion in Next Generation Energy Act

Why the Chambers did not consider the AACE Act: 
Leadership included the battery storage provisions 
of the AACE Act in the Next Generation Energy  
Act but did not consider other provisions of the 
AACE Act.

What the bill would have done: Would have invested 
in clean energy development and energy storage 
with ratepayer protections to ensure Maryland can 
generate needed clean energy while preventing 
electricity bill increases.

How it would have affected you: Would have created 
battery storage, improved solar financing, and 
protected ratepayers through profit-sharing and 
cost caps while prioritizing in-state projects to 
reduce costs and create local jobs.
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Environmental Justice, Community, and Democracy

CHERISH Our Communities Act -  
HB 1484/ SB 0978 - FAILED 

What the bill would have done: Would have required 
the consideration of cumulative pollution impacts 
when issuing environmental permits in the state’s 
most overburdened communities.

How it would have affected you: Would have 
provided stronger health protections for 
communities already facing high levels of pollution 
from multiple sources.

Environmental Impact Analysis and Existing Burden 
Report - HB 1406 - FAILED 

What the bill would have done: Would have 
strengthened environmental review requirements 
for energy infrastructure projects being proposed 
in the state’s most overburdened communities.

How it would have affected you: Would have ensured 
more thorough evaluation of how energy projects 
affect your community’s environment and public 
health.

Coal Dust Cleanup and Asthma Remediation Act -  
HB 1088/ SB 0882 - FAILED 

What the bill would have done: Would have 
established a fee on coal transportation through 
Maryland to fund climate programs and public 
health initiatives.

How it would have affected you: Would have 
provided a dedicated source of funds to address 
climate impacts in Maryland and provided 
resources for asthma treatment in communities 
along coal transport routes.

Election Law - Language Assistance Program -  
HB 0983/ SB 0685 - PASSED

What the bill does: Expands language assistance 
for voters with limited English proficiency beyond 
what’s required by federal law.

How it affects you: Ensures all Marylanders can 
fully participate in elections regardless of language 
barriers, strengthening democratic representation 
in your community.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, COMMUNITY, AND DEMOCRACY Chamber Score

BILL 	 HOUSE	 SENATE	 FINAL	 GOVERNOR	 GRADE

CHERISH Our Communities Act 					   

PSC - Environmental Impact Study					   

Coal Dust Cleanup					   

Election Language Assistance				    Signed

8

8

8

H O U S E

S E N AT E
D
D



Land, Water, and Preservation

Maryland Beverage Container Recycling  
Refund and Litter Reduction Program -  
HB 0232/ SB 0346 - FAILED 

What the bill would have done: Would have created 
a deposit system for beverage containers to 
increase recycling rates and reduce litter.

How it would have affected you: Would have reduced 
trash in your community’s streets and waterways 
while conserving resources through higher 
recycling rates.

Renewable Energy Certainty Act -  
HB 1036/ SB 0931 - PASSED 

What the bill does: Streamlines the process 
for developing solar energy projects while 
implementing safeguards for local communities and 
environmental protection.

How it affects you: Supports job creation and 
economic development through renewable energy 
expansion while protecting community interests 
and natural resources.

Chesapeake Bay Legacy Act -  
HB 0506/SB 0428 - PASSED

What the bill does: Supports Bay restoration efforts 
through agricultural conservation incentives and 
codifies the Department of Natural Resources 
water quality monitoring program.

How it affects you: Makes adjustments, 
modernizations, and offers new approaches to 
programs from agriculture to aquaculture. 

Nearshore Farm and Finance Act -  
HB 1175/ SB 0898 - FAILED

What the bill would have done: Would have targeted 
protections for waterways by expanding farm 
buffer zones near tidal waters and offered farmers 
enhanced financial incentives.

How it would have affected you: Would have 
improved Chesapeake Bay water quality 
while providing financial support to farmers 
implementing conservation practices.

LAND, WATER, AND PRESERVATION Chamber Score

BILL 	 HOUSE	 SENATE	 FINAL	 GOVERNOR	 GRADE

Bottle Bill 					   

Solar Siting (RECA)				    Signed	

Chesapeake Bay Legacy Act				    Signed	

Nearshore Farm and Finance Act				  
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The Power of Your Voice
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Ready to make a difference?  
Join us at mdlcv.org/join and become part of the 
movement shaping Maryland’s environmental 
future. Your voice is powerful — let’s use it to 
create the change we want to see.

Powering Advocacy Through Giving
When you give to Maryland LCV, you’re 
investing in Maryland’s environmental future.

Your support helps us:

• Hold elected officials accountable through 
tools including this Scorecard

• Mobilize communities to speak out for clean 
water, healthy air, and climate justice

• Defend environmental protections from 
rollbacks and push for stronger policies

• Equip advocates with the tools, training, and 
information they need to be effective

• Build long-term political power for the 
environment, rooted in equity and justice

To our supporters: thank you. If you have not 
previously donated to Maryland LCV, but you 
believe in environmental accountability, we 
invite you to join our cause with a donation 
today. Your investment ensures we can 
continue to fight for the bold climate and 
environmental policies Maryland needs.

Donate today at mdlcv.org/donate
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