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Appalachia’s Political Landscape

By Brian Sewell 
This fall, public listening sessions 

held by the U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency served as an opportunity 
to influence future rules to limit carbon 
dioxide emissions from power plants, 
the centerpiece of President Obama’s 
Climate Action Plan.

Comments submitted by citizens 
and stakeholders, and the large turnouts 
and media attention at the 11 listening 
sessions in cities including Atlanta, Chi-
cago and Philadelphia, reflect the high 
level of public support and condemna-
tion of the EPA. 

On Nov. 7, the day of the final listen-
ing session, a coalition of environmental 
groups held a press conference and 
marched with supporters to EPA head-
quarters in Washington, D.C., where the 
session was held.

Since the scheduled cities were an-
nounced, Appalachian legislators and 
members of the media criticized the 
EPA for not scheduling listening ses-

sions closer to Appalachia — a region 
crucial to the debate surrounding the 
administration’s plans to cut carbon.

On the Charleston Gazette blog “Coal 
Tattoo,” Ken Ward Jr. reminded readers 
that when previous EPA administra-
tor Lisa Jackson announced curbs on 
mountaintop removal permitting, she 
promised that federal agencies would 
coordinate with state and local entities 
to help “diversify and strengthen the 
Appalachian regional economy and 
promote the health and welfare of Ap-
palachian communities.” 

A listening session with EPA “would 
give coalfield residents a chance to ask 
EPA what they’ve done in this regard,” 
Ward wrote, and could offer the agency 
a chance to learn that “not everyone in 
the state is totally against doing some-
thing about climate change or trying to 
work toward more clean energy.”

“The Obama administration cannot 
create a responsible 21st-century energy 
and climate policy that overlooks the 
ongoing exploitation of mountain com-

munities by coal and gas companies,” 
says Thom Kay, legislative associate 
with Appalachian Voices, the publisher 
of The Appalachian Voice. 

“Allowing coal plants, the single 
largest source of carbon pollution in 
our country, to dump billions of tons 
of carbon dioxide into our atmosphere 
every year is an unmitigated disaster,” 
Kay says. “The question is not whether 
the EPA should be placing limits on car-
bon pollution from power plants — they 
are legally obligated to. The question is, 
why aren’t they already?”

In 2007, a Supreme Court majority 
decided that greenhouse gases fit well 
within the Clean Air Act’s definition 
of an air pollutant, giving the EPA the 
authority and the obligation to regulate 
emissions. In June 2012, a federal ap-
peals court upheld that decision and 
dismissed industry arguments that the 
scientific evidence for climate change 
was unsupported. 

The EPA will seek additional public 
input during a comment period once it 

announces guidelines for existing plants 
in June 2014. Those rules must be final-
ized by June 2015.

Manchin Moves to 
Thwart Climate Action

While the EPA hears from the public 
on rules for existing coal-fired power 
plants, some members of Congress are 
focused on the agency’s more immedi-
ate plan to regulate carbon from new 
plants. A draft bill circulated by Sen. 
Joe Manchin, D-W.Va., and Rep. Ed 
Whitfield, R-Ky., would allow power 
plants to continue dumping unlimited 
amounts of carbon pollution into the air. 

Manchin claims that his proposal 
will still combat climate change, but 
would remove the EPA’s ability to set 
limits on carbon pollution and leave that 
up to Congress. Rules for existing coal 
plants would be designed around what 
Manchin called “commercially feasible” 
technologies. 

A letter signed by 42 groups in-

Carbon Controversy: EPA Gathers Feedback on Emissions Rules
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H.R. 1900, the Natural Gas Pipeline Permitting Reform Act, amends the Natural 
Gas Act to require a more stringent, one-size-fits-all timeline for federal agencies 
to approve or deny the siting, construction, expansion or operation of natural gas 
pipelines. 252 AYES, 165 NOES, 14 NV. PASSED

113TH CONGRESS: Below are recent congressional bills and amendments on environ-
mental issues and how regional central and southern Appalachian representatives voted. To 
see other recent votes, or for congressional representatives outside of the five state area, 
visit scorecard.lcv.org/recent-votes.

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

H.R. 1965, the Federal Lands Jobs and Energy Security Act, amends the Mineral Leasing 
Act to streamline the drilling permitting process for energy projects on federal lands. 
228 AYES, 192 NOES, 10 NV. PASSED

H.R. 2728, the Protecting States’ Rights to Promote American Energy Security Act, 
amends the Mineral Leasing Act to prohibit the Department of the Interior from enforcing 
federal guidelines regarding hydraulic fracturing if there are state guidelines in place, 
even if those are unenforceable. 235 AYES, 187 NOES, 9 NV. PASSED

Kentucky North Carolina Virginia West VirginiaTennessee

=pro-environment vote =anti-environment vote✗

✗✗✗
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