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UCS Gives Science a Voice in Public Policy

“l can’t remember any epoch in which so many
science policy issues were submerged in order to advance
a White House political agenda. The most devastating effect is
the United States’ withdrawal from international treaties and
efforts in the environmental field, most notably in global

climate change.
“The thinning of our polar ice caps is frightening—I truly

fear for the lives of my grandchildren. UCS in

my view is unique in thinking scientifically

and, of necessity, acting politically.”

Leon Lederman

Director, emeritus, Fermi National Accelerator
Laboratory, U.S. Department of Energy
Resident scholar, Illinois Mathematics
and Science Academy

Winner of the Medal of Science (1965)
and the Nobel Prize in Physics (1988)

“ | greatly appreciate the efforts of UCS to examine
instances in which political agendas appear to be undermining
the integrity of science and to report the facts.”

Neal Lane

University professor and senior fellow,
James A. Baker 111 Institute for Public Policy,
Rice University

Former assistant to the president for science
and technology and director, Office of
Science and Technology Policy

Former director, National Science Foundation
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A Message from the Chair and President

Kurt Gottfried and Kevin Knobloch

Herman Farrer

and policy environment. The problems facing life on Earth are increasingly

ﬂ he Union of Concerned Scientists has never faced a more challenging political

urgent, yet the political leadership in the White House and on Capitol Hill is unacceptably
blocking scientific input and taking our country in the wrong direction.

Terrorists threaten to attack the United States using the most destructive weapons
available to them, but the Bush administration has still not taken the available measures
needed to adequately secure nuclear materials around the globe. The scientific consensus
that global warming is under way and must be slowed grows stronger with each
new study, but the Bush administration refuses to take responsible action. As UCS
documented in 2004, this administration has systematically censored, suppressed, and
misrepresented scientific research, stacked scientific advisory committees with industry
insiders, and used political litmus tests rather than scientific credentials to determine
whether a scientist is invited to advise the government.

Despite this toxic climate, UCS and our supporters achieved a number of victories in
2004. Our Clean Energy and Clean Vehicles teams both helped make precedent-setting
policies a reality: in Colorado, voters approved the nation’s first ballot initiative
mandating a large increase in new renewable energy production, and California
enacted the first regulations in the nation requiring reductions of global warming
emissions from cars and passenger trucks. Our Global Security team helped eliminate
funding for new nuclear weapons. And our Campaign to Restore Scientific Integrity to
federal policy making drew widespread attention to the Bush administration’s abuses.

Yet this level of change is not commensurate with the urgency of the problems we’re
working to solve. While continuing to fight for incremental progress on our issues, we
must also redouble our efforts to build public demand for the major changes we know
are needed.

This will not be possible without the ongoing support of our longtime donors,
foundation partners, members, and activists. Your contributions in our fiscal year 2004
enabled us to increase our scientific and technical capacity, which is central to our
mission and makes UCS unique in the environmental community. You also helped
improve our ability to get our message out to policy makers: the challenges we face are
urgent and daunting, but practical solutions exist.

We thank you for your support and partnership.

Cafocs B Joloh_

Kurt Gottfried, Chair Kevin Knobloch, President
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OTECHNOLOGY

Are “Pharma” Crops a- Threat

,,to the ‘Food: Supply’? g

| armers raising food crops once had

to worry about pests, weather, diseases,
and prices. Now, in some states, they face
a new threat: contamination from crops
genetically modified to produce pharma-
ceutical or industrial products.

For several years, UCS has monitored
the development of these so-called pharma
crops out of concern that the drugs or
industrial compounds they produce could
contaminate the food supply. That concern
was validated in 2002 when pharma corn
contaminated a half-million bushels of
soybeans; only last-minute intervention
prevented the contaminated soybeans from
entering the U.S. food and feed supplies.

In response to that incident, UCS
launched an effort to determine whether
food crops such as corn and soybean
could be used as pharma crops while
ensuring complete protection of the food
supply. That effort culminated in our
2004 report A Growing Concern: Protecting
the Food Supply in an Era of Pharmaceutical
and Industrial Crops, authored by six
agricultural experts commissioned to
analyze the problem. The experts’ major
conclusion was that corn and soybean (as
they are currently produced, stored, and
transported) cannot be used as pharma
crops in the United States while ensuring
virtually zero contamination of the food
and feed supplies.

Another report released in 2004, Gone
to Seed: Transgenic Contaminants in the
Traditional Seed Supply, also had serious
implications for the pharma crop industry.
In Gone to Seed, we presented the results
of the first study to systematically
address concerns that the seed supplies
for traditional crop varieties might be
contaminated with transgenic material
from genetically engineered varieties.
Results from our small pilot study
confirmed these concerns. We found
pervasive, low-level contamination of
traditional seeds of corn, soybean, and
canola by DNA sequences from commer-
cial transgenic varieties.

Although we were unable to test for
pharma crop contaminants in our pilot
study, the results suggest nonetheless that
the current seed production process is
vulnerable to such contamination.
Traditional seeds could be contaminated
by genes from pharma crops as well as
many other engineered varieties grown
in the United States but not approved for
the food supply.

The research reported in A Growing
Concern and Gone to Seed leads us to
believe that pharma crop contamination
of the food supply may have occurred
already and may be ongoing. As a result,
we are urging the US. Department of
Agriculture to immediately ban the

outdoor production of food crops
genetically modified to produce pharma-
ceutical or industrial substances until
an effective regulatory regime can be
put in place. UCS will gather support for
such a ban in the coming months from a
range of groups interested in protecting
our food supply, including major U.S.
food companies.

UCS Food and Environment Program Deputy Director
and Senior Scientist Jane Rissler weighs seeds
before shipping them to DNA-testing labs.
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SCIENTIFIC

INTEGRITY

Putting Science (and the
Abuse of Science) on the

Front Page

I ew initiatives that UCS has under-

taken since its founding in 1969 have
generated as much attention as our decision
to investigate the ways in which the Bush
administration has manipulated and cen-
sored science to serve its political agenda.
From the moment we released our
February 2004 report Scientific Integrity in
Policy Making in conjunction with a state-
ment signed by some of America’s most
respected scientists, our organization was
thrust into the spotlight like never before.

Traffic on the UCS website increased
by a factor of almost 10. Nearly every
major wire service and U.S. daily
newspaper reported the charges, and the
president’s science advisor was forced to
respond. Media outlets around the world
soon picked up the story, editorials
supporting our effort began appearing in
many prominent newspapers, and more
than 25,000 UCS activists called for a
Senate investigation.

Our findings were damning. On issues
including childhood lead poisoning, mer-
cury emissions, reproductive health,

endangered species, climate change, and
the question of weapons of mass destruc-
tion in Irag, agency officials had distorted
or suppressed the work of their own
scientists when the results did not support
the president’s policies. In addition, candi-
dates for scientific advisory posts had
been asked inappropriate questions about
their political views. A follow-up report
we published in July provided even more
evidence of a pattern of abuse.

The initial 62 signers of our statement
included former science advisors to
both Democratic and Republican admin-
istrations dating back to President
Eisenhower, along with many winners of
the Nobel Prize and National Medal of
Science. By year’s end, more than 6,000
scientists, medical professionals, and
engineers had endorsed the statement.

Capitalizing on this momentum, we
organized a series of roundtables at
universities around the country, drawing
close to 2,000 participants to discuss the
problem and potential solutions. We also
helped disclose an internal survey of Food

and Drug Administration scientists that
raises serious concerns about the agency’s
commitment to assessing drug safety.
Nearly one in five respondents, for exam-
ple, said they had been pressured to
recommend approval for a drug despite
reservations about its safety.

What has been gained and what
comes next? We have succeeded in famil-
iarizing Congress and the national media
with scientists’ concerns, and we are
building support among various scientific
and public health associations for needed
reforms. The National Academy of
Sciences, for example, issued its own
report condemning political litmus tests.
Rep. Henry Waxman (D-CA) has intro-
duced legislation on the issue. And the
Office of Management and Budget
reacted to pressure from the scientific
community by dropping some of the
most egregious elements of its plan to
centralize control over federal agencies’
use of scientific peer review.

Our priorities for 2005 begin with
formulating and advocating policies that

R -
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will help prevent any future administra-
tion from undermining government
research and advisory committees. We
will continue to publicize specific abuses,
encourage scientists to speak out, educate
decision makers about the importance of
independent scientific advice, and pursue
better congressional oversight of federal
agency conduct.

We will also continue polling govern-
ment scientists to document the effect
these abuses have on their morale. It has
taken decades to build world-class
scientific staffs at federal agencies, and
the best and brightest scientists will
neither stay in nor be attracted to public
service if political appointees actively
undermine their input. The continued
abuse of government research, therefore,
not only threatens our nation’s public
health, safety, and environment, but our
scientific leadership in the world.

Restoring scientific integrity to federal
policy will remain a top priority for UCS
in the months and years ahead.

-
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ANTIBIOTIC RESISTANCE

A National Problem Hits
Close to Home

illness that should have been easily remedied with antibiotics.
Yet after taking the prescribed drugs for a few days, her
condition was deteriorating and she realized the drugs were not
working. Anne’s infection was completely resistant to the antibiotic most
commonly prescribed for her condition, and by the time her doctor
prescribed a different drug, her kidneys were threatened with serious
damage. Though the second antibiotic proved effective, Anne did not fully
recover for almost six months.

As a biologist and UCS board member, Dr. Kapuscinski understood the
implications of her experience and allowed us to publicize the story,
thereby dramatizing the real-life consequences of the overuse of antibi-
otics. Recent scientific research, which characterizes urinary tract infections
as food-borne illnesses and suggests that antibiotic resistance in these infec-
tions may have been generated in animals, adds to the mounting evidence
that the overuse and misuse of antibiotics in agriculture leads to human
infections that are more virulent, longer-lasting, and more costly to treat.

In response to this looming public health crisis, UCS has long advocated
the elimination of nontherapeutic antibiotic use in animal agriculture.
Working with our colleagues in the Keep Antibiotics Working coalition
(KAW), we supported the federal Preservation of Antibiotics for Medical
Treatment Act (PAMTA) in 2004 by obtaining more than 380 endorse-
ments—including those of the American Medical Association and other
mainstream medical organizations—and generating numerous letters
to the editor, newspaper editorials, and op-eds on the issue.

Together with KAW, we kept pressure on the Food
and Drug Administration’s Center for Veterinary
Medicine, which issued new guidelines on how
antibiotic resistance will factor into its approval
process for new veterinary drugs. We also worked
with the Wild Oats natural-foods supermarket chain
to educate consumers about antibiotic resistance,
and with specific government agencies and corpor-
ations to change existing policies. For example, we
had success in 2003 persuading McDonald’s to stop '
purchasing poultry from suppliers who use antibiotics, and
are now urging Burger King and Wendy’s to do the same.

We will also continue working in 2005 to ensure
Congress enacts PAMTA. We don’t want increasing
numbers of people going through the same
experience as Anne Kapuscinski.

@ nne Kapuscinski knew her urinary tract infection was a common

“One morning it hit me that | was
really sick,” recalls UCS board member ‘p
Anne Kapuscinski. “The room started
to spin. | broke out in chills.”

A
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Reaching a Tipping Point
on Climate Change

l \ few years ago, you would not

have seen articles in mainstream maga-
zines declaring that global warming is real,
is worsened by human activities, and must
be confronted. That changed in 2004 when
these same points were made in the pages
of Business\WWeek, National Geographic, and
Discover, which named global warming the
year’s top science story.

Yet the White House not only irre-
sponsibly ignores the international scientific
consensus but also censors its own
scientists when their public statements and
writings reflect that consensus. We are
reminded of the moment in 1994 when
tobacco executives sat in the Capitol and
declared that nicotine was not addictive—
even though everyone knew that was a lie.
While we make the case that our national
leaders risk looking similarly foolish unless
they take action, we will push for progress
at the state and regional levels.

California drew much of our attention
in 2004 because of its environmental lead-
ership and unique power to set pollution
standards other states can follow, and this
strategy proved tremendously successful.
The foundation for much of our work in
the Golden State was the report Choosing
Our Future: Climate Change in California, a
collaborative effort between UCS and 17
prominent local scientists and economists
that shows what awaits Californians later
in this century should global warming go
unchecked: a striking increase in extreme
heat and heat-related deaths, severe water
shortages, and losses to the state’s promi-
nent wine and dairy industries.

This study galvanized support across the
state for measures to reduce emissions of
heat-trapping gases—measures such as
those outlined in our report Climate Control:
Global Warming Solutions for California Cars.
Conventional technologies, our wvehicle
engineers argued, could reduce heat-
trapping emissions by 40 percent for an extra
$1,900 per vehicle (and pay for themselves in
less than five years). Both UCS studies
proved critical to the California Air
Resources Board in enacting the first-ever
standards to limit heat-trapping emissions
from motor vehicles. In setting a precedent
for the rest of the country, California’s plan
represents significant progress.

When automakers responded by filing
suit to stop the new standards, UCS organ-
ized 50,000 activists—a market potentially

©1999 Anthony Dunn

worth more than one billion dollars in new
car sales—to ask these companies to invest
in cleaner cars rather than lawsuits. UCS
will work with other environmental
organizations in 2005 to help defend
California’s standards while bringing them
to other states.

Leading with Science

nation’s heat-trapping emissions.

UCS HAS EARNED THE RESPECT of lawmakers and environmentalists alike
through our unique combination of scientific expertise and political advocacy. Our
leadership on climate policy is reflected in the fact that the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change selected Global Environment Program Director Peter Frumhoff to
co-author a chapter in the next edition of its influential assessment of climate science.

Policy makers and reporters who know our reputation listen to what we have to
say, and in this way we are shaping the national conversation about global warming. For
example, we helped draw widespread attention to a 2004 study of climate change in the
Arctic, and capitalized on the media’s curiosity about the disaster movie The Day after
Tomorrow to separate fact from fiction on the subject of abrupt climate change.

Our focus in 2005 will remain on state and regional efforts to combat global warm-
ing, but we will also continue building support on Capitol Hill for the eventual passage of
the McCain-Lieberman Climate Stewardship Act—an important first step in reducing our
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Another major environmental mile-
stone influenced by our analyses was the
California Public Utilities Commission’s
ruling that electric utilities doing business
in the state must begin accounting for the
cost of global warming when choosing
new energy suppliers. This decision gives
a welcome boost to renewable energy.

UCS is committed to ensuring the
gains made in California this past year are
secured in 2005 and, just as important,
that our ongoing efforts to reduce heat-
trapping emissions in the Northeast
also produce real results. As technical
advisor to the Regional Greenhouse Gas
Initiative, we not only have a central
role in creating what would be the first
carbon trading market in the United
States, but also an opportunity to engage
both coasts—which together produce
more carbon dioxide than every other
country except China and Russia—in the
struggle to slow climate change. And that
could bring us to the turning point
when Washington has no choice but to
join the fight.

AP/Wide World Photos
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NUCLEAR SAFETY

The Nuclear Power Industry
Plays with Fire

Davis-Besse nuclear power plant in Ohio, UCS got involved to
ensure the repairs ordered by the plant’s owner and the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC) corrected both the problem and the
oversight failures that allowed it to develop. Incredibly, as bad as the
situation at Davis-Besse was, it may be
worse at New Jersey’s Salem and Hope
Creek plants, where workers in 2004 =l R e T A
refused to restart a reactor they feared
was headed for disaster.

There are currently 103 nuclear power
plants in the United States. All were built
before 1975, and none were expected to
continue producing power for more than
30 years. Nevertheless, as the operating
licenses for these plants come up for
review by the NRC, their owners are
requesting—and receiving—20-year extensions. Because every technol-
ogy breaks down over time, the 2004 UCS report U.S. Nuclear Plants in
the 21st Century: The Risk of a Lifetime argued that the NRC was
practically inviting tragedy. We also offered 10 recommendations to
ensure proper risk management.

The focus of our efforts in 2005 will be to ensure that specific
safety issues such as the problems at Salem and Hope Creek are
addressed, and to pressure both Congress and the NRC into providing
much-needed industry oversight. Public safety should not be compro-
mised just to keep aging plants running.

@ hen a serious safety problem was discovered in 2002 at the
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NUCLEAR

Plans for New Nukes Are

WEAPONS

Knocked Off Course

/ \ t a time when many construe

any criticism of defense spending as
unpatriotic, the last thing you might
expect to see is a Republican member of
the House of Representatives opposing
the plans of the president. But that is
exactly what happened in 2004 when
Rep. David Hobson of Ohio emerged as
a surprising champion for UCS and
everyone opposed to the development of
new nuclear weapons.

President Bush had requested almost
$36 million in funding for research into
new, more “usable” nuclear weapons.

8 Union of Concerned Scientists Annual Report 2004

Rep. Hobson, as chairman of the House
subcommittee that controls nuclear
weapons spending, argued it is hypocriti-
cal for the United States to warn other
nations not to develop nuclear weapons
while pursuing them itself.

UCS could not agree more. Moreover,
our research has demonstrated that
the administration’s proposed nuclear
“bunker buster” cannot do what its
proponents believe it can. Rather than
destroying a deeply buried bunker
without contaminating the surrounding
area, as many hope, this weapon would

throw up an enormous cloud of deadly
radioactive dust and debris. It is also more
likely to release rather than destroy any
chemical or biological agents stored in the
bunker, undermining another rationale
for its development. Our analysis helped
bolster Rep. Hobson'’s case as he made the
courageous decision to eliminate all of the
requested funds.

Along with this stunning victory came
progress in the Senate, where we helped
initiate a bipartisan working group on
nuclear proliferation and U.S. nuclear
weapons policy. UCS worked closely with
the group’s Democratic co-chair, Sen.
Dianne Feinstein of California, and
successfully encouraged Sen. John McCain
of Arizona to serve as the Republican
co-chair—a key to ensuring cooperation
between the parties on these issues.

As we move forward in 2005, increased
capacity in both our lobbying and analytic
capabilities will help bolster our support of
the Senate working group, Rep. Hobson,
and other champions in the House. The
victories of the past year validate our long-
time strategy of working on both sides of
the political aisle. Now we need to find
more policy makers with the integrity of
Rep. Hobson.

Calling U.S. development of new
nuclear weapons hypocritical,

Rep. David Hobson (R-OH, right)
eliminated all the funds requested
by President Bush for that purpose.

>
2
T
2
i}
S
=
£
5
£
=
&
8
3y
[a]
%]
=)
7
b=
<3
K
=1
E]
z




No Surprise:
A Flawed System Flops

hey can’t say we didn’t warn them.
0 UCS has long been critical of the

Pentagon’s plans for a system
designed to intercept missiles headed for the
United States. Its technical deficiencies are
serious enough that our 2000 report
Countermeasures helped convince the
Clinton administration not to deploy the
system. President Bush, however, vowed to
deploy the same critically flawed system
by October 2004 even though it gives the
public a false sense of security.

Last May, our report Technical Realities
explained that the simplest countermea-
sures—painted
balloon decoys, for
example—would ’Em;
defeat the system, Realities |
and that the tests =] =
conducted to date
bear no resem-
blance to a real
attack since they
included advance
warning of the mock attack and numerous
artificial constraints. The Missile Defense
Agency nevertheless appeared ready to
proceed with its plans, disregarding the
federal requirement that a weapons
system undergo operational testing prior
to deployment.

UCS kept up the pressure in the media
until it became common knowledge on
Capitol Hill that the system would not work.
In part because of press coverage of the
system’s technical flaws, the October
deployment was quietly dropped from the
Bush administration’s agenda. Then, in
December, the system suffered the public
humiliation of a failed flight test in which
the interceptor missile did not even leave its
launch platform. Although the Pentagon
continues to place additional interceptors in
silos, it has canceled its plans for an official
deployment—a real victory for UCS. The
president’s FYO6 budget request for missile
defense is less than last year’s, but we will
push for further reductions.

Interceptor missile: Missile Defense Agency, U.S. Department of Defense
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SUSTA N ABLE A GRICULTURE

Protecting Americans’ Health
and Farmlands

o0 one would argue against keeping our air, water, and food
as free as possible from toxic contamination, or against
keeping our agricultural lands productive for future
generations. But making that happen is a challenge for consumers,
environmentalists, and other interested parties. Well-funded corporate
interests are working overtime to shape federal agriculture policy, putting
environmental protections at risk.
UCS spent much of 2004 successfully fending off various attempts to
weaken regulations intended to promote sustainable agriculture:

* Sen. Larry Craig (R-ID) attempted to exempt “factory” farms from
having to report their toxic emissions—despite the fact that some of
these operations generate as much ammonia and hydrogen sulfide
as the nation’s largest industrial plants. UCS and other concerned
parties helped defeat this measure, but Sen. Craig is expected to
try again.

* The USDA issued directives that would have undermined landmark
organic standards the agency itself established in 2002. The resulting
public outcry, including a joint letter of protest from UCS and other
groups, forced the USDA to rescind its directives.

= The Conservation Security Program provides financial incentives for
farmers and ranchers who protect natural
resources, but the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) proposed enacting the
program in such a way that almost no one
would qualify for the available funds.
UCS generated 10,000 of the
12,000 comments criticizing
this proposal, which is still
under review. 2

We also worked in positive
ways to encourage an agricul-
ture based on pasture-raised
animals. Raising cattle, poultry,
and swine in this healthy
environment has multiple ben- T
efits, including a reduced need
for antibiotics. UCS has begun
research for a new report that
will scientifically evaluate the
nutritional claims for pasture-raised
animals and provide important
information for consumers to make
an informed choice—a choice that
could move U.S. agriculture away from
factory farms.
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RENEWABTLE

ENERGY

States Turn Out In Support

of Clean Energy

Wﬂle the country pored over

maps of red and blue states in the wake
of the presidential election, UCS updat-
ed a map of its own. Colorado voters
gave environmentalists around the
country something to cheer about on
election night by approving a first-of-its-
kind ballot initiative requiring a specific
percentage of the state’s electricity to
come from renewable resources such
as the wind and sun. After the state
legislature failed on three occasions
to pass a renewable energy standard,
voters spoke for themselves and added
Colorado to our map of 18 states that
now have adopted such a standard.

UCS supported this landmark initia-
tive by providing a cost-benefit analysis
that concluded the standard would save

Coloradans money;, create jobs, and even
help the state’s utilities by stabilizing
rates. Nevertheless, the fossil fuel industry
lobbied aggressively to defeat the
initiative, compelling us to tour the state
with local officials and environmental
groups to publicize the results of our
analysis. The resulting victory, which
gives us a blueprint to follow in other
states, represents the crowning achieve-
ment of an already successful year for
UCS at the state level.

For example, we provided assistance
to coalitions that added the District of
Columbia, Maryland, New York, and
Rhode Island to the renewable standards
map and strengthened the Pennsylvania
standard. We estimate that by 2017 state
standards will reduce carbon emissions

A Responsible National Plan

RENEWABLE RESOURCES such as the sun and wind currently account for only two
percent of US. energy consumption, and the sad fact is that the White House and
Congress are in no hurry to change the status quo. UCS had no choice but to oppose the
2004 national energy bill because of its regulatory rollbacks and fossil fuel subsidies, and
our lobbying helped block the bill’'s passage. On a more positive note, we were able to salvage
tax credits for renewable energy producers and help extend them at least one more year.

For 2005 and beyond, UCS intends to reframe the debate on Capitol Hill and gain
critical bipartisan support by demonstrating the economic benefits of renewable energy.
Our 2004 report Renewing America’s Economy and subsequent state-specific reports showed
that a shift to cleaner energy is not only feasible but financially responsible. Increasing the
national share of renewable energy consumption to 20 percent by 2020, for example,
would create a net increase of 355,000 jobs—almost twice as many as would be created
by adding fossil fuel capacity. Numbers like this demonstrate conclusively that switching
to clean energy can be a win-win scenario.

by 64 million metric tons—the equivalent
of taking more than nine million cars off
the road—and create demand for 25,000
megawatts of new renewable energy.

In the state of California, UCS con-
tributed to two more precedent-setting
decisions that brightened the future
prospects of renewable energy:

Our testimony and legal briefs helped
persuade the California Public Utilities
Commission to adopt rules requiring
utilities to factor in the cost of climate
change when considering new energy
sources. From now on, California utilities
will have an extra financial incentive to
help their customers become more energy-
efficient, and to use renewable energy as
a means of preventing carbon emissions
today rather than paying more to reduce
them in the future.

As part of a coalition, we convinced the
nation’s largest municipally owned utility
(based in Los Angeles) to withdraw its
plans for a new coal-fired power plant
and instead invest in enough renewable
energy to meet 20 percent of its sales
by 2017.

Michael Charney/Climate Calendar

10 Union of Concerned Scientists Annual Report 2004



UCS was the first environmental group
to pursue state renewable energy standards,
and it's clear that our strategy is paying
dividends. In 2005, we will help our allies
win new standards in lllinois and Montana,
raise existing standards in lowa, Texas, and
Wisconsin, and continue making our case
that clean energy is good for local
economies. The lesson learned in Colorado
is that there are voters in both parties who
want to swing this country away from its
dangerous dependence on fossil fuels.

UCS President Kevin Knobloch joins political leaders from
Maine (Gov. John Baldacci), Illinois (Sen. Dick Durbin),
and Washington State (Rep. Jay Inslee) to discuss the
economic benefits of renewable energy at the July 2004
New Energy for America forum in Boston.
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NUCLEAR TERRORISM

Stopping Terrorist Strikes
at the Source

hortly after the 9/11 attacks, President Bush said that
defending the United States from terrorists armed with
weapons of mass destruction was his highest priority. Yet his
administration has done too little to secure weapons-usable nuclear
materials since then.

One promising development in 2004 was the creation of the Global
Threat Reduction Initiative, which will work to secure nuclear materials
in Russia and in research reactors around the globe. UCS generated
12,000 letters supporting the initiative, and we met with the program
director to discuss possible strategies. As the initiative moves ahead, we
will seek congressional support for programs of common interest.

Meanwhile, UCS Senior Staff Scientist Ed Lyman testified before the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) on security risks associated with
the use of mixed-oxide (MOX) fuel in U.S. and Russian nuclear
power plants. The NRC wants to relax its security regulations for
MOX, claiming terrorists would not want to steal it. However, because
plutonium can be separated from the fuel by a straightforward
chemical process, MOX may be quite attractive to terrorists. Its theft
should be prevented by stringent security measures.

Dr. Lyman also authored Chernobyl on the Hudson?, a report
commissioned by Riverkeeper, Inc. on the vulnerability of New York’s
Indian Point nuclear power plant (35 miles from Manhattan) to a
9/11-style attack. The prospect of a catastrophic release of radiation
over the greater New York City area was also dramatized by the HBO
documentary Indian Point: Imagining the Unimaginable, in which
Dr. Lyman and UCS Nuclear Safety Engineer Dave Lochbaum stressed the
need for additional precautions at the
plant. UCS is determined to ensure our
political leaders do more than pay
lip service to these and similar
problems in 2005.

UCS Senior Staff Scientist Ed Lyman
explains security risks at the Indian
Point nuclear power plant in
an HBO documentary.
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Economics Helps Make the

Case for Cleaner Air

I housands of homicides grab head-

lines in California each year, yet the deadly
effects of diesel exhaust shorten the lives
of even more Californians. iy
Medical expenses, lost pro- | ,,,:JI
ductivity, and premature
deaths associated with diesel
soot cost the Golden State
$21.6 billion a year. These
powerful facts, outlined in
our 2004 study Sick of Soot:
Reducing the Health Impacts of
Diesel Pollution in California,
could not be ignored by state legislators.
Working with other environmental
groups, UCS argued that California needed
to make an investment in its public
health—for every dollar spent on diesel
cleanup, we explained, the state would
save $10 in health care costs. California
already had a voluntary program in place
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to encourage owners of aging diesel truck
fleets to retrofit their vehicles with cleaner
technology, but it was virtually unfunded.
The strength of our argu-
ment not only convinced
legislators to approve $140 mil-
lion in new funding, but
also led the California Air
Resources Board to establish
aggressive  standards for
reducing diesel emissions.
We plan to make the same
argument to other state and
federal lawmakers in 2005 when we push
for cleanup programs elsewhere.

Our success in California followed on
the heels of a major victory in the fight
against diesel pollution at the national
level. Technical analysis conducted by UCS
in 2003 and 25,000 public comments
generated through our online Action

Network in 2004 helped persuade the
Environmental Protection Agency to
undertake a serious cleanup of diesel
engines used in construction, agricultural,
and other “nonroad” equipment. At the
time, nonroad diesel engines produced as
much toxic soot as all diesel trucks and
buses on US. highways combined. The
new rule will hold this heavy equipment to
the same standard as highway vehicles,
reducing their emissions by more than
90 percent. Given the Bush administra-
tion’s hostile attitude toward environmen-
tal regulations in general, UCS supporters
should take special pride in the magnitude
of this achievement.

Another important victory for UCS in
Washington, DC, was our effort to keep
the federal government’s Clean School Bus
USA program alive. Despite our work
establishing the threat that school buses—
which represent some of the oldest and
dirtiest diesel vehicles on the road—pose
to the health of America’s children, there
was a very real possibility that funding
for this cleanup program would be
withdrawn. Instead, we won a 50 percent
increase from $5 million to $7.4 million for
fiscal 2005. Our continuing focus on the
tremendous public health benefits of
reduced diesel pollution will hopefully
pave the way to further success on Capitol
Hill this year.




This Invasion
Requires a Stronger
Response

nvasive species typically don’t

generate much press coverage

except when they first arrive and
when they threaten either the local way of
life or a treasured local species. They are an
urgent national problem nevertheless. The
Asian long-horned beetle, for example,
which hitchhiked to the United States in
packing material, could spread from lllinois,
New Jersey, and New York and devastate
maple trees throughout the country.

Fortunately, UCS is successfully drawing
attention to the problem and pressing
for policy solutions both in our nation’s
capital and as far away as Alaska. We
and our allies helped pass five new laws
last year to keep invaders out of the Great
Lakes, support local efforts to control weeds,
and address the threats posed by
non-native migratory birds, the brown tree
snake, and sudden oak death (a serious
forest disease). We also continued to recruit
co-sponsors for the National Aquatic Invasive
Species Act and will work to ensure this
legislation is not weakened in 2005.

In the process of convincing a high-
profile philanthropic organization to stop
distributing packets of wildflower seeds that
included invasive species, we began work
showing that this is just one pathway the U.S.
Department of Agriculture has failed to
address. In addition, our 2003 report on
invasives in Alaska became a popular public
education tool there, winning us key allies
and even generating interest in creating a
center for invasive species research at the
state university.

Further progress will come in 2005
through our work with the recently formed
National Environmental Coalition on Invasive
Species (www.necis.net), whose shared
resources help us target the highest priorities
and convince Congress and the Bush
administration to act. It’s time the federal
government responded to invasive species as
the serious national problem they are.

Beetle: USDA APHIS PPQ Archives, USDA APHIS PPQ, www.forestryimages.org

Seeking Common Ground
in the Far East

worked in China for more than 12 years, Dr. Kulacki speaks and

reads Mandarin and has an understanding of China’s culture and

political behavior that few American security experts can match.

Continuing to spend several months in China every year has allowed

him to develop strong relationships with the country’s security elite,

including the scientists with whom UCS has been working for more than
a decade.

Conversely, a general lack of understanding and language skills in
Washington, DC, contributes to misperceptions about China’s
intentions, which are sometimes judged to be hostile when in fact they
are not. A vivid example of this problem was the Pentagon’s 2004 report
that China had developed an advanced anti-satellite weapon.
Dr. Kulacki quickly determined that the source of this information was
a single website, maintained by a Chinese layperson—calling into
question the quality of U.S. military intelligence related to China.

To facilitate communication between Chinese and American
scientists on global security and arms control, UCS maintains
fellowship programs that enable Chinese scientists to work with
security experts in the United States. We also chose Beijing as the site
not only of an April 2004 conference on space weapons technology and
policy, but also for our 16th annual Summer Symposium on Science and
World Affairs. Here, 42 scientists from China, the United States, and
other countries discussed their research and how it could help inform
policy makers in their countries. With Dr. Kulacki’s help, we are building
a foundation for peaceful relations with China that could pay dividends
well into the future.

@ CS is lucky to have Gregory Kulacki on staff. Having lived and

UCS Global Security Analyst Gregory Kulacki (right) and Global Security Program Assistant
Dawn Montague (third from right) join Summer Symposium attendees in Beijing.

-
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“Itis our g? ure—
the future of this planet—
that is at stéife, and we
accept the challenge that its
fate rests with choices we
all must make. UCS works to

make that choice one for

~ asafer, healt world.”

"
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Chris Jurgenson/CJ Productions

ver since the Union of Concerned
@ Scientists was founded in 1969, we

have pursued Dr. Henry Kendall’s
goal of scientists and citizens working
together to make a great change in
humanity’s stewardship of the earth. Along
the way, thanks to the generous financial
support of people like you, UCS has
expanded in size and influence, earning a
reputation as the organization that the
public, the media, policy makers on both
sides of the political aisle, and other
advocacy groups can turn to for accurate,
unbiased information about threats to our
environment, health, and security.

While these threats become increasingly
urgent, political opposition to environmental
protections has rarely been more hostile.
Nevertheless, UCS is doing more than just
sounding the alarm; our scientists are
developing innovative solutions to some of
the world’s most seemingly intractable
problems. Our arguments have been based
on such persuasive facts that we achieved a
number of significant victories in 2004—
victories that help make Dr. Kendall’s vision
of a safer, healthier world a reality.

Your donations make this success
possible by enabling UCS to reach out to a
broad network of scientists and activists and
to hire outstanding scientists and policy
experts. These talented individuals not
only offer credible, nonpartisan analysis
and practical, realistic policies, but the
determination and savvy to win support in
state houses and on Capitol Hill. In short,
your contributions fund work that has a
lasting impact.

We thank you for showing your
commitment to the well-being of future
generations by supporting UCS.




HENRY KENDALL SOCIETY

The
|! Henry Kendall Society

Union of Concermed Scientists

In honor of the Nobel-winning physicist and guiding spirit of
UCS, the Henry Kendall Society recognizes donors whose
passion for our issues and desire to become more involved in
our work provide a solid foundation for the organization’s
future. With an unrestricted annual gift of $1,000 or more,
Henry Kendall Society members help us respond rapidly and
effectively to emerging problems and new opportunities.

Donors at this level are true partners in our efforts to
protect the environment and preserve global security.
We honor their participation by offering:

e Special updates on our current campaigns and
organizational priorities

e Opportunities to join senior UCS staff in telephone
briefings about our work

e A personal liaison at UCS to answer questions and
provide information

 Invitations to small gatherings with senior UCS staff and
other Henry Kendall Society members

e Complimentary copies of UCS reports upon request

Far left: At a Los Angeles
member event and
fund-raiser, UCS Global
Environment Program
Director Peter Frumhoff
(right) speaks with actor
James Cromwell.

Left: UCS Clean Vehicles
Program Director

Jason Mark (right)
meets with members

of our new National
Advisory Board.

PARTNERS FOR THE EARTH

Members of Partners for the Earth, by making a convenient
monthly donation to UCS through a credit card or bank
withdrawal, provide a dependable source of revenue for the
organization throughout the year and represent some of our
most loyal and consistent supporters. In fact, hundreds of
Partners for the Earth have been making a monthly contribution
to UCS for more than 20 years.

In recognition of this outstanding long-term support,
Partners for the Earth receive our annual report, special updates
on our work, and their own personal contact on the UCS staff to
assist with questions about or changes to their monthly gifts.

LIVING LEGACY SOCIETY

A healthy and hospitable Earth may be the greatest legacy we
can leave to our children and grandchildren. With that in mind,
Living Legacy Society members who share our long-term
goal—harnessing the power of science to create a healthier,
safer world—have elected to provide for UCS in their wills.
These bequests, life income gifts, and other charitable estate
planning arrangements provide vital support for the work our
organization will conduct in the years to come.

For further details about these giving options and more, please call or write;

Development Department, Union of Concerned Scientists
Two Brattle Square, Cambridge, MA 02238
(800) 666-8276
dwhalen@ucsusa.org
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Financial Report

S trong financial growth in 2004 allowed the Union of
Concerned Scientists to respond effectively to new challenges
and opportunities by expanding our programs. \We are grateful
to the many members, supporters, and foundations who made
this possible. Your contributions provided us with a record
operating budget of $10.3 million—of which we dedicated a
solid 80 percent to our program work. The year ended with a
modest operating surplus of three percent.

Contributions from individuals grew more than 25 percent in
2004, reflecting both continued growth in our membership
base and increasing generosity among existing UCS members.
Revenue from foundations contributed $4.8 million to the
operating budget—a 16 percent increase from 2003.

This revenue growth gave us the ability to increase our budget
for programmatic activities by 19 percent while holding the
growth of administrative and fund-raising costs to less than four
percent. The most dramatic increase in programmatic activity is
reflected in our new Restoring Scientific Integrity initiative.

Net assets grew to $11.5 million by year’s end, bolstered in
large part by generous contributions from individuals, planned
gifts, and steady multi-year contributions from foundations.
Positive investment returns and additions, primarily from
bequests, helped the UCS endowment reach $4.2 million.

2004 Revenue

Planned Giving 8%

Operations & Investments 8%

2004 Expenses

General & Administrative 7%

Fund-raising & Member

Communications 13% ‘ '

Membership & Contributions 44%

Foundations & Other Grants 40%

Programs 80%

e Clean Vehicles 16%

o Clean Energy 15%

e Global Security 15%

e Global Environment 13%
Restoring Scientific Integrity 9%

e Food and Environment 8%

e Legislative 3%

Note: Percentages shown do not add to
subtotal due to rounding.
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2004

Temporarily Permanently 2003
Unrestricted Restricted Restricted Total Total
OPERATING REVENUE AND OTHER SUPPORT
Membership and contributions $5,248,850 $5,248,850 $4,173,655
Foundation and other institutional grants 85,259 $5,255,490 5,340,749 5,677,687
Sales of publications 5,163 5,163 6,581
Sublease income 132,799 132,799 172,648
Other revenue 447,390 40,414 487,804 117,273
Net investment income 39,315 1,328 40,643 32,522
Net assets transferred from
nonoperating activities 313,782
Net assets released from restrictions:
Satisfaction of program restrictions 4,726,863 (4,726,863)
Total operating revenue and other support 10,685,639 570,369 11,256,008 10,494,148
OPERATING EXPENSES
Programs:
Global Environment 1,382,290 1,382,290 1,550,150
Global Security 1,574,359 1,574,359 1,307,235
Food and Environment 837,876 837,876 762,757
Clean Vehicles 1,650,788 1,650,788 1,582,212
Clean Energy 1,578,769 1,578,769 1,538,648
Restoring Scientific Integrity 879,460 879,460
Legislative 321,289 321,289 163,083
Total programs 8,224,831 8,224,831 6,904,085
Supporting services:
General and administrative 717,367 717,367 615,693
Fund-raising and member communications 1,382,801 1,382,801 1,405,487
Total supporting services 2,100,168 2,100,168 2,021,180
Total operating expenses 10,324,999 10,324,999 8,925,265
Change in net assets from operations 360,640 570,369 931,009 1,568,883
NONOPERATING REVENUE AND OTHER SUPPORT
Gifts 988,385 988,385 518,943
Net investment income 323,443 19,185 342,628 393,137
Total nonoperating revenue and other support 1,311,828 19,185 1,331,013 912,080
NONOPERATING EXPENSES
Loss on impairment of private company
equity securities 299,999 299,999
Total nonoperating expenses 299,999 299,999
Net assets transferred to operations (313,782)
Change in net assets from nonoperating activities 1,011,829 19,185 1,031,014 598,298
CHANGE IN NET ASSETS 1,372,469 589,554 1,962,023 2,167,181
Net assets at beginning of year 4,877,867 4,469,735 $185,335 9,532,937 7,365,756
Net assets at end of year $6,250,336 $5,059,289 $185,335 $11,494,960 $9,532,937

Note: Shaded area indicates operating budget.
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Members of the UCS National Advisory Board are united by a shared commitment to protect the environment
and ensure global security. These individuals are actively engaged in our work, lending their time, resources,
and expertise to help UCS advance sound scientific solutions.

Wendy Abrams Mel Coleman, Jr. Marilyn Harlin, Ph.D. Frances Moore Lappé Edward Parson, Ph.D. David Suzuki, Ph.D.
Highland Park, IL Golden, CO Portland, OR Cambridge, MA Ann Arbor, Ml Vancouver, BC, Canada
David Andow, Ph.D. Donald Comb, Ph.D. Kent A. Healy Jonathan Lasker John Petro Fran Ulmer

St. Paul, MN Beverly, MA West Tisbury, MA New York, NY Los Altos, CA Juneau, AK

David Ballon Blythe Danner Theodore Hepp Leon Lederman, Ph.D. Wendy Pulling Jon Ungar

New York, NY Santa Monica, CA New York, NY Chicago, IL San Francisco, CA Scarsdale, NY

Leora Barish Jerome de Bontin John Barton Hopkin Henry Lee Stuart Rice, Ph.D. Elsie Van Buren, Ph.D.
New York, NY Northbrook, IL Nicasio, CA Cambridge, MA Chicago, IL Hancock, NH

Joan Bavaria Liam Donohue DeWitt Hornor Dennis Levitt Barry Rock, Ph.D. Kim Waddell, Ph.D.
Marblehead, MA Winchester, MA New York, NY Van Nuys, CA Durham, NH Napa, CA

Henry Bean Rosemary Faulkner, Ph.D. Proctor Houghton Felicia Marcus Louis Salkind George Wallace

New York, NY New York, NY Auburndale, MA San Francisco, CA Santa Cruz, CA Boston, MA

Ed Begley; Jr. Christopher Field, Ph.D. Eloise Houghton Priscilla Johnson McMillan Tedd Saunders Kathleen Washienko
Studio City, CA Los Altos, CA Auburndale, MA Cambridge, MA Boston, MA Seattle, WA

R. Stephen Berry, Ph.D. Carol Tucker Foreman Hans Huber William Moomaw, Ph.D. L. Matthew Schwartz, M.D. Bradley Whitford
Chicago, IL Washington, DC Concord, MA Medford, MA Lafayette Hill, PA Pasadena, CA

Rev. Sally Bingham E. Marianne Gabel Ned Hulbert Mary Day Mordecai Jon Sedmak Robert Wilson

San Francisco, CA Delaware, OH Harrisville, NH Harrisville, NH McLean, VA Grass Valley, CA
David Blittersdorf Richard Gammon, Ph.D. David Hurd Marion Nestle, Ph.D. Noralee Sedmak Darrell Windle
Charlotte, VT Shoreline, WA Des Moines, IA New York, NY McLean, VA Chicago, IL
Christopher Boniface Roy Gordon, Ph.D. Jane Kaczmarek Sara Nichols Andrew Sessler, Ph.D. Jeff Wolfe

Portland, OR Cambridge, MA Pasadena, CA Los Angeles, CA Oakland, CA Strafford, VT

Edward C. Brainard, Il Andrew Gunther, Ph.D. Daniel Kammen, Ph.D. Bill Nye James Shapiro, Ph.D. Robert Worth
Marion, MA Oakland, CA Berkeley, CA Santa Monica, CA Chicago, IL New York, NY

Michael Brower, Ph.D. Daniel Gunther, M.D. Fred Kirschenmann, Ph.D. Jeffrey Parker Max Stone Donald J. Wuebbles, Ph.D.
Andover, MA Carpinteria, CA Ames, 1A Chilmark, MA Dover, MA Chicago, IL

DONORS

The Union of Concerned Scientists gratefully acknowledges the following individuals and foundations for their
generous contributions of at least $1,000 during our fiscal year 2004 (October 1, 2003-September 30, 2004).
We would also like to thank the thousands of supporters who could not be listed here due to space limitations
or who prefer to remain anonymous. You are the reason we are able to remain a strong, independent voice for
policy change based on sound science. Thank you.

The Joyce Foundation The David B. Gold Foundation David M. Gottfried and Juliane Kowski
The John D. and Catherine T. The Katherine and David Moore The George Gund Foundation

The individuals listed made annual MacArthur Foundation Family Foundation, Inc. Ben Hammett, Ph.D.

contributions of $1,000 or more. The John Merck Fund The New York Community Trust Steven and Michele Kirsch Foundation

This leadership society honors the Oak Foundation The Pew Charitable Trusts Park Foundation, Inc.

life and work of the late Henry The David and Lucile Packard V. Kann Rasmussen Foundation Nancy Stephens and Rick Rosenthal

Kendall, a Nobel laureate who was Foundation Richard & Rhoda Goldman Fund The Robert & Patricia Switzer

Fred and Alice Stanback
Wallace Global Fund

the chairman and guiding spirit of
UCS from 1972 to 1999.

Ploughshares Fund Foundation Leadership
Grants Program

$50,000-99,999 Town Creek Foundation, Inc.

$100,000+ Anonymous (2) $25,000-49,999 Working Assets
Anonymous (3) Bright Horizon Foundation C.S.Fund Working Assets Grantmaking Fund
Beldon Fund The Cedar Tree Foundation Carolyn Foundation of the Tides Foundation
The Energy Foundation The CornerStone Campaign Clothes Off Our Back
The William and Flora Hewlett Deer Creek Foundation Compton Foundation, Inc.
Foundation The Ford Foundation Foundation M

(% Partners for the Earth member [] Living Legacy Society member [T Participated in a matching gift program
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$10,000-24,999

Anonymous (4)

Avocet Charitable Lead Unitrust

The William C. Bannerman
Foundation

Jan and David Blittersdorf

Markell Brooks

Maude D. Corser, in memory of
Jack D. Corser, Jr.

Peter Danzig

Davis Conservation Foundation

Laurie T. Dewey

Jimmy Fallon

Franklin Philanthropic Foundation

John and Mary Frantz

Kurt and Sorel Gottfried

Richard and Lois Gunther

Kent and Maureen Healy

Proctor and Eloise Houghton []

Mrs. R. Grice Kennelly

The Stephen and Tabitha King
Foundation

Dennis Levitt and Jane Gordon

Mr. and Mrs. William F. Morrill

The New-Land Foundation, Inc.

Paul Newman

John Petro

Philancon Fund at the Boston
Foundation

Fred Plum, M.D.

Scherman Foundation, Inc.

Dr. and Mrs. Jonathan Schorsch

Jordanna Schutz

Jon and NoraLee Sedmak

The Shifting Foundation

The Streisand Foundation

Elsie P. Van Buren

Wallace Genetic Foundation, Inc.

Bradley Whitford and
Jane Kaczmarek

Wiancko Family Donor Advised
Fund of the Community
Foundation of Jackson Hole

Amy Woods and Humberto Gil

$5,000-9,999
Anonymous (6)
Porter Anderson, Jr.
Lynn P. Babicka through

The Ettinger Foundation, Inc.
Leigh and David Bangs (%)
Laurie and Bill Benenson
The Reverend and

Mrs. C. Frederick Buechner
Paul Chasman and

Anna Wiancko-Chasman
EcoTrust
Debra P. Ekman
Roland Emmerich
Rosemary Faulkner
The Fred Gellert Family Foundation
David W. Gengler
Roy G. Gordon, Ph.D.
Daniel and Katherine Gunther
Harriet and Philip Harper
David Hitz
DeWitt Hornor
Hans Huber
Mr. and Mrs. Peter E. Kane %)
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Kaplan
David L. Knierim
The Korein Foundation
Morton La Kretz
The Leighty Foundation

% Partners for the Earth member

Caleb Loring, Jr.

Jeanne Markel and Chris \Wedge

Constance Markovich through the
Gardner Grout Foundation

John P. McBride Family and the
ABC Foundation

The Mendel McCormack Fund of
the Tides Foundation

Gilman Ordway

Quixote Foundation

Stanley R. Resor

The Roxbury Fund of the New York
Community Trust

Ed Salpeter and A. L. Shouse

Mr. and Mrs. Robert F. Schumann

Mr. and Mrs. Arent H. Schuyler, Jr.

Joan and Jim Shapiro

Adele Simmons []

Harris A. Sprecher Revocable Trust

Donna and Tom Stone

Mr. and Mrs. John H. Sutter

Jonathan and Nicole M. Ungar

Julia Sharp Vergara

Edgar Villchur

Wiarner Bros.

Kathleen M. Washienko and
Mike Mathieu

The John and Marilyn Wells
Family Foundation

William B. Wiener, Jr. Foundation

Robert and Barbara Wilson

$1,000-4,999
Anonymous (40)
Lester Anderson
Anthony Anemone and
Vivian K. Pyle
Robert C. Arnold
Lindsay and Kirsten Austin
The Ayudar Foundation
Joseph W, Baggett I
Margaret D. Balitsaris
Leora Barish and Henry Bean
Bill and Becky Bartovics
Susan Bassein
Andrew S. Bean %)
Bonnie Bedelia and Michael MacRae
Cathleen W, Belleville
Rudolf A. H. Bergmann
Margaret A.S. Biggar
Biodiversity and Sustainability Fund
Mr. and Mrs. Charles R.
Boardman Il %)
Mrs. Elspeth G. Bobbs
Dr. Joshua Boger
Serine Bonnist
The Boston Foundation
Peter and Susan Bradford
Mr. and Mrs. Edward C. Brainard Il
Lewis M. Branscomb, Ph.D.
Bryan Brauer (%
Nancy and John Bray
Michael C. Brower
Christopher and Susan Brown
David F. Buccolo M
Frederick and Jane Buckner
Ames Byrd %
Cambridge Trust Company
Anneke Campbell and Jerry Kagan
Mr. and Mrs. Malcolm Campbell
Marcia Cannon
Alan L. Carlson
Ann B. Carter
Betty Case %)[]

[ Living Legacy Society member

Theresa Ceruti
Tim E. Chase
Sig M. Chester %)
Robert and Bobbe Christopherson
Andrew C. Chu %
Capt. Atlee F. Clapp, USN Ret. %)
Susan Clark
David and Kristine Cloud
Jean M. Cluett
Kathryn and Douglas Cochrane
David P. Cohen
Mr. and Mrs. Ted Cohen
Marilyn J. Comb
Computer Warehouse Associates
Philip Coyle and Martha Krebs
Stephen T. Crary
John A. Crawford I
Cream Hill Foundation
Sarah Creighton
Blythe Danner
Alan C. DeChant
Shaun and Linda Deola
James K. Donnell
Strachan and Vivian Donnelley
Liam S. Donohue
Nancy and Thomas Duncan
Nathan M. Dunfield
Earthbound Farm
Robin and Karin Eaton
Mr. and Mrs. Baird Edmonds
Mr. and Mrs. Harrison Eiteljorg Il
Elizabeth M. Gitt Foundation
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen F. Emly
Richard S. Emmet
Michael and Linda Engle %)
Enivar Charitable Fund
Ms. Hasso Ewing
Robert M. Factor
James A. Fay
Stanley Feather, Jr. and
Brenda Fister %
Paul Feder, M.D.
Hortense F. Feldblum
Robert and Cynthia Feldman
Teresa Ferner Stamm
Ronald and Sylvia Ferry []
James and Mary Fico
Kathleen Fischer and Thomas Hart
Mr. and Mrs. Robert J. Fisher
W. Burns Fisher %)
Nancy and Thomas Florsheim
Family Foundation
Wesley K. Foell
Charlotte K. Fox
Naomi C. Franklin
Robert L. French []
Austin P. and Jennifer B. Frum
E. Marianne Gabel
Mr. and Mrs. John Garvey []
Jean Craighead George
Eric and Emma Gimon 1M
John A. Girouard
Marvin L. Goldberger, Ph.D.
Amy P. Goldman
Louis and Kelly Gonda
Carolyn Gordon
Crawford Gordon
Gail Gorlitzz and Cris Smith
Mr. and Mrs. John E. Gray
Green Meadow Fund of the
Maine Community Foundation
Jerry Greenwald
Lee Grodzins
Edward and Brita Grover (%)

IM Participated in a matching gift program

Change Starts
at Home

s the parents of
two young children,
Kathy Washienko and
Mike Mathieu are raising the
next generation of environ-
mentalists. They have made
their commitment to the
environment a family matter,
working to live their lives in a
sustainable way: they buy
“green” energy from their
electric company, use energy
efficiency as a primary criterion
when evaluating new appli-
ances, and are looking into
hybrid cars. “We feel we
all have a responsibility to
think long-term, consider the
impact of our actions, and
take steps to alleviate and
prevent harm to people and
our planet,” Kathy explains.
She first joined UCS while
pursuing her master’s degree
in public health at the
University of Michigan, and is
now a member of our new
National Advisory Board. Her
personal interest in public
health issues and her analytical
instincts make UCS a natural
fit. “It would be easy to feel
discouraged by the lack of
federal leadership on many
health, safety, and environ-
mental issues,” Kathy notes.
“I'm encouraged by UCS’s
efforts, which lead to impor-
tant progress in these areas,
and being involved with UCS
gives me an opportunity to
make a difference.”
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Gualala Fund at the Boston Foundation
Carl Haefling

Dan Hafeman IlI

R. S. Haley

John V. Haralson

Marilyn M. Harlin, Ph.D. []
Jim and Sestina Hart
Elizabeth E. Hathaway
Mark Hausknecht, M.D.
Norman M. Hayes

Jan Heine

Huyler C. Held

John Hirschi

J. Leith Holloway %
Catherine Newman Holmes
Rampa Hormel

Lola L. Horwitz

John D. Hoult

Ned Hulbert and Mary Day Mordecai
David and Barb Hurd

Laura and John Hussey

Beal B. Hyde

International Creative Management, Inc.

The James Irvine Foundation

Mr. and Mrs. Roderick Jameson

Ronald and Shirley Jarvella

Barbara H. Bott and
Robert L. Jennings, Jr.

Louis K. Jensen

Willard P. Johnson

Dr. and Mrs. Edward M. Jones, Ph.D.

Michael D. Jones

Suzanne Jones and Robert Elia M

Peter G. Joseph, M.D. %

Derry and Charlene Kabcenell

The Kaplan Family M

Burton and Anne Kaplan

Mr. and Mrs. Ric Kayne

Ann Kendall

Lori Kenschaft and Randall Smith

Kathy Kerby and Ben Littauer

Karl S. Kister and Mary Caulkins

Bruce and Kathleen Knobe

Kevin Knobloch and Liz Buchanan

William and Diana Knox

Ruth Michel Kopolow

Leonard Merrill Kurz

Kate and Peter Lamdin

Meredith Lane

Kurt and Gladys Lang

Edward J. Lansberg

Paul Lappe []

Jonathan L. Lasker

Dr. and Mrs. William M. Layson

Richard P. Leavitt []

David and Dana Lee

Thomas E. Leggat

Charles and Carol Leiwant

Ann Lennartz

Helaine Lerner through the
Tamarind Foundation

James and Ruth Levitan

Mary E. Liebman

Stuart E. Liebowitz )

Christopher Lloyd

David B. Lomet I

Louise A. Maddux
Environmental Trust

Dr. George H. Lowe IlI

Christopher and Sally Lutz

Greg Malins and Jennifer Milmore

George E. Mallouk

John R. Manning

Raymond M. Marcus, M.D.

% Partners for the Earth member

Margaret H. and James E. Kelley
Foundation

Ann Markin

John and Barbara Matsinger

Margaret P. Mautner

Anne and Brian Mazar

S.J. McDougal

Priscilla Johnson McMillan

Wendell M. McMillan, Ph.D.

Leonard C. Meeker

Guy Merckx and Elaine Wallace

Christopher P. Miller

Lynn and Jean D. Miller

Robert and Gladys Miller Foundation

Ron Miller

Mrs. Albert Moorman

Greg and Ester Moran

Dr. Gordon A. and
Mrs. Julia A. Moreau

Marion B. Moreton Charitable
Lead Trust

Edward J. Mulqueen

Jeffrey and Carrie Nachmanoff

Alice P. Neuhauser and
Thomas R. Conroy

New England Biolabs, Inc.

Nancy K. Ninde %

Mrs. Fred Nobel

Nochera Family Foundation

H. Roderick and Joan Nordell

Sandra G. Nowicki

Marti Noxon Bynum

Sir Nicholas Nuttall

William S. Nye &

Fielding Ogburn %)

The Vivian and Paul Olum Foundation

Leonard and Miriam Orner
Charitable Trust

Charlotte M. Otten %)[]

Carl B. Page

Margaret Parker %)[]

Susan and Jeffrey Parker

Jaime and Serena Pelissier

Piersol Foundation

Mike and Betty Pongracz

Frances D. Potter []

Roy C. Porter

Martha Stokes Price

R.W. Family Fund of The Oregon
Community Foundation

Robert B. Ragland Foundation

Maria Sarath Ragucci

Jack Rapaport

Andrew Reich

Michael Reich, M.D.

Judith and John Reppy

Frank Reuter

Howard Ris, Jr. and Margaret Shean-Ris

Robert Ritchie

N. Robinson and B. Vohryzek

John and Elizabeth Rolph

Paul W. Rosenberger []

Benjamin J. Rosenthal Foundation

Arnon S. Rosenthal []

Alan and Jan Marie Rushforth

Christine H. Russell Fund of the
Columbia Foundation

Prof. and Mrs. Alvin M. Saperstein

Tedd Saunders

Fannette H. Sawyer

Pat Scanlon and Kathleen Scanlon

Dr. Mark and Mrs. Isabel Schiffer

Robert J. Schloss and Emily M. Sack

[] Living Legacy Society member

Roland P. Schroeder and
Mary L. Mowbray

W. Ford Schumann

Kenneth and Doreen Scribner

F. Peter Seidel

Serendipity Charitable Gift Fund

Andrew M. Sessler

Gerald Shapiro

Jamie Shaw and Christopher Cope

Christine Sheppard

Diane Sherman

Sidney Stern Memorial Trust

Peter Sills

The Silver Mountain
Foundation for the Arts

David Smith and Carolyn Moller

Marion B. Smith

Patrick Snead

Irwin Solomon, M.D.

Aaron Sorkin

Daniel Sperling and Patricia M. Davis

Don Springer

Edmund and Jennifer Stanley

Norton and Irene Starr

Jane Watson Stetson and E.W. Stetson I11

Nancy P. Stetson

Mr. and Mrs. K. Martin Stevenson

Frances W. Stevenson

J. Mayone Stycos []

Charles R. Sullivan

Marion T. Sweeney %

Tara Fund of the Tides Foundation
on the recommendation of
Kathleen Barry and Robert Burnett

Nancy B. Taylor

Dr. Stephen M. Teague

George and Barbara Thibault

Mr. and Mrs. Edward Thomas

Tony Thomas

Kent Thurber

Tom and Ancella Toldrian

Janet E. Traub

Catherine Treece, Ph.D. []

John R. Trittipo

Timothy T. Turner %

The Two Commandments Foundation

Michael C. Ubell

Unger Family Fund

Elizabeth Van Vleck

Daniel C. Vandermeulen

Frances Vaughan and Roger N. Walsh

D. Audrey Wakefield

George and Joan Wallace

Nancy Warshow

Mal Warwick %)

D. Randolph Watts and
Barbara K. Sullivan-Watts

Peter and Karen Weidlein 1M

Lisa Weil

Alan M. Weiner and Nancy Maizels

L. Randall Weisberg

Clara Weiss Fund

Ellyn and Robert Weiss

W. Pete Welch

Nancy G. Whitney

Edward Whittaker

Elizabeth Whittall

Margaret Whitton and Warren Spector

Robin and Marsha Williams

Jeff and Dori Wolfe

Mr. and Mrs. Robert R. Worth

H. E. Wright []

Phil and Betty Jean Young

J. A Zaitlin

UCS is pleased to recognize the
following individuals who have
made irrevocable donations in the
form of legacy gifts or have noti-
fied us of their intention to include
UCS in their estate plans. We are
grateful for their foresight and
desire to ensure that UCS will meet
its goals long into the future.

Anonymous (7)

Peter G. Aitken %
Arthur and Shirley Babad
Elisabeth V. Barbee
Gerhard F. Bedding

Fred and Mary Bingman %
Gertrude Bock

Charles and Mary Bowers (%)
Erika Bruck

Dick and Margaret Brukenfeld
John Brunn %

Richard and Helen Bulinski
Royald V. Caldwell

Betty Case %

Robert and Osla Case

Dr. Dorothy Kyte Cinquemani %)
Marguerite C. Clark

Louise S. Clay

Wallace A. Cole

Walton G. Congdon %)
Edward W. Conklin

Don and Jan Davidson %)
Robert Dun

Margaret Elizares

Richard A. Farrar

Barry Fass-Holmes %

Louisa Ferree %

Ronald and Sylvia Ferry
Robert L. French

Austin P. and Jennifer B. Frum
Patricia L. Frye %

Mr. and Mrs. John Garvey
Albert I. Geller

Charles and Neva Glenn
Judith Green %

Joe Greenberg

Marilyn M. Harlin, Ph.D.
Thomas Heinle

Gertrude A. Hochgraf

Eileen Hoenig

Sidney Hollander, Jr.

Proctor and Eloise Houghton
Arthur D. Hulbert

R. Taber Jenkins and Marina K. Jenkins
Miss Marilyn Johnson

Phillip and Billie Kirpich

Mary Laner

Paul Lappe

Richard P. Leavitt

Paula Leffmann

David Leggett %)

Miriam Lukens

Bob Maerten (%)

Barbara Maros

Lola Maskiewitz

Donald F. Maxstadt

JoAnn McGivern

Patricia Tool McHugh %

G. Robert Miller

H. C. Mitchell

Dorothy Morrell

Claire Necker

IM Participated in a matching gift program
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Joel T. Nigg %

Dorothy W. Nowak
Nathan Ockman

Eldor and Stella Omdahl
William and Nancy Ordway
Charlotte M. Otten (%

Mort Packel

Margaret Parker %

Burnley T. Perrin

Frances D. Potter

Charles and Audrey Raebeck
Charles A. Ranney

Lynn C. Richards

Robert Allen Riggs

Paul W. Rosenberger
Harry Rubin

Irene A. Saikevych, M.D.
Lawrence San

Richard J. Sarro

Marcia T. Satterlee

Mary and Glenn Schnadt %
George J. Selvidge

Signe L. Sherman

William L. Shuman %)
Adele Simmons

Frances Simsarian

Elske V. P. Smith

Arnold Sprague

Walter W, Stark and Dorothy R. Stark

Barbara Holland Stein %)
Howard Stein %
Rose and Abraham Stein
Jeanne E. Stoenner, R.N.
J. Mayone Stycos
Sarah R. Swift %)

Joseph B. Thomas IV and Etel Thomas

Hans Thurnauer

Catherine Treece, Ph.D.
Glenn Vargas

Florence Wagner

Bettine and Lawrence Wallin
Lorraine and Herbert \Weier
Jean and Kenneth Wentworth
John Woodmansee

Beatrice A. Wright

H. E. Wright

Roger and Betty Wrigley

UCS is deeply grateful to the
following individuals who have
been members of our monthly
giving program for 20 years or
more. We are honored by this
outstanding long-term support
and dedication to our mission.

Mary Claire Adams
Donald W. Aitken, Jr.
Richard S. Albright 11
Hermann A. Allen

Dean Amel

Minda Rae Amiran

Seth D. Ammerman, M.D.
Barbara B. Anderson

Jean and Robert Anderson
Lorraine Anderson
Stephen and Cynthia Anderton
Joel M. Andres, M.D.

Paul T. Arveson

Lee R. Atterbury
Margery B. Avirett

Grace W. Bachofer
Jean-Loup Baer

Roger G. Bagwell Il
Donald K. Baker

Elliot and Sara Baker
Barbara J. Baldwin

Elaine A. Barden

Helen C. Barnett

Robert and Joan Bates
Kay Bauer

Walter S. Bearden

Jane Beckman

Richard Bednarczyk, M.D.
Edna A. Beeman

Richard Begley

Paul Beito

Thomas R. Bell, M.D.
Douglas J. Bender

Kent Benedict, M.D.

Dr. and Mrs. Abram S. Benenson
Lorna S. Benjamin

Mark K. Bennett

Cheryl L. Bentley

Karl L. Bernhard

Harriet P. Bernheimer

C. Alan Bruns

David Bryan

William P. Bryan

Harold and Coletha Burks

Mr. and Mrs. Crawford P. Butler

Susan E. Butler

Lynne M. Callahan

Antonio Camacho

Willem V. L. Campagne

Rosalia Cancian

William B. Cane

Carlo Cantave

Marjorie Weith Capen

Nora Carbine

Edward Carey

Dominick J. Casadonte, Jr.

Betty Case []

Susan M. Case

Dorothy F. Casey

Hugh and Barbara Cassidy

Marjorie V. Castimore

Malca Chall

Marjorie Chamberlain

Jessalyne L. Charles, M.D.

Henry Chesler

Paul and Elizabeth Chmelik

Max Chretien

Howard and Ruth Christofersen

James R. Churchill

Thomas H. Chyba

James C. Clark, Jr.

Kenneth Clark

Ross C. Clark

Steven Clausen

James S. Uleman and
Marilyn E. Cleveland

Eugene and Lillian Clifford

Dale R. Colbert, Jr.

Thomas P. Cole

Elizabeth A. Colman

James and Gloria Colvin

Richard P. Connell

Edwin F. Cook

Peter A. Cook

Pauline Cooper

Sol and Shirley Cooper

Steven H. Cornell, M.D.

Carlyle A. Crecelius

K. Croshy-Williams

Thomas I. Crowell

Jean Culver

Not for Us
Alone

he first time Jennifer
Frum heard certain
plants described as
“alien invaders,” she laughed.
But she gradually learned
about invasive species
through master gardening
courses and then began to
notice them all around her
Arlington, VA, neighborhood.
“| became appalled,” she says.
“It is especially disturbing to
realize the damage they do to
wildlife.”” Jennifer is glad UCS
works on this often-unrecog-
nized threat to biodiversity,
but she also likes the overall
practicality of our approach—
weighing environmental issues
and then focusing on what
will make a difference.
Jennifer’s husband Austin,
chairman and legal counsel
for a nonprofit corporation,
likens UCS to an expert
witness—someone he can call

In memoriam, UCS acknowledges Murray and Elena Berrie Mr. and Mrs. C. Jeremy Curtoys

on to provide technical infor-

the following individuals who Cristina Biaggi Mr. and Mrs. Anthony Daddio

provided for UCS through their Fred and Mary Bingman [] Arthur and Winnifred Danner mation that strengthens his
wills or estates during fiscal Nancy Bird Myrnie Daut case. When he went to Capitol
year 2004. We are grateful for Lawrence J. Blacik Cecile B. David

their generosity and foresight.

Anonymous

Margaret Berry

Charles Van Wyck Brooks
Ben Art Cram

JoAnne Jackson

Jane A. Kamm

Robert L. Kehoe

T. Wanningen Koopmans
Mary Lou Swift Mantle
Dorothy E. Marvin

Jean B. May

James |. Merrill

Rosalyn M. Mervis
Katherine P. Payne
Nelson B. Robinson
Winifred Woodmansee

(% Partners for the Earth member

Graeme and Cathryn Blake
James and Jenna Blalock
Nicolas Bloom and Sharon Goldblatt
Andre Boissevain

Clara G. Bonell

Francis T. Bonner

Charles and Mary Jane Booth
Nancy H. Boschen

Elizabeth Bowdan

Ellen R. Bowen

Kathleen and James Bower
Darl E. Bowers

Walter D. Bowman

Debra Brackett

Susanna R. Bradley

Bryan Brauer

Kevin P. Brown

Nancy Brown

[] Living Legacy Society member

Don and Jan Davidson []
Andrew M. Davis, M.D.
Daniel A. Dawson

Mr. and Mrs. John F. Deacon
Elizabeth Deakin

Carolyn B. Dean

Alice DeKany

Charles Y. Deknatel

David Dengel

Sonia Borra DeSantis
Douglas C. Devaux

Howard F. Didsbury, Jr.
Mark Diekhans

Mr. and Mrs. William J. Dobbins
Ruth G. Doell

Rosemary Jantzen Doherty
Karen Dougherty

Lynne J. Dover

M Participated in a matching gift program

Hill as part of a UCS lobbying
day to voice his support for
clean school bus legislation, he
knew he had the analysis to
back up his position.
Members of the Henry
Kendall Society since 2001,
the Frums have also recently
included UCS in their will.
Jennifer notes that this is as
much a gift to their children as
it is to UCS: “Part of what |
want to leave our children is a
better world for them to live in.”
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Margaret and Bruce A. Drew
Roger F. Duncan

John A. Dunlap

Ann C. Dunnington
Dorothy Dykema

Rose M. Dyson

John and Wendy Eads
Peter Eilbott

Peter Elias and Mary Williams
Nancy Borel Ellis

Stephen D. Ellis

Bruce and Linda Emerson
Mary Epes

Alvin C. Eshe

Joseph O. Evans

R. Neil Faiman, Jr.

Billie W. Farmer

Mike Farrell

Beatrice Farwell

Stanley Feather, Jr. and Brenda Fister
Robert Fenton

Louisa Ferree []

Alan Ferster

Rollin and Averil Fessenden
Bernard J. Fine

Patricia Finley

Guy P, Fischer

Louis M. Fischer

\ernon Fischer

Viola Fisher

Elizabeth M. Flavin

Renee Flower and Jim MacKenzie
D’Anna Fortunato

John Angus Foster

Nancy Franklin

Maggie Freed

Marvin Freiser

Arnold G. Friberg

Adolph Fuerst

Richard M. Fuller

Anne W. Gale

Edward J. Gallagher

Patsy F. Gardner

Michael Geraghty

Mary Gerbic

Fredric C. Gesten

Sandra L. Giardini

Thomas C. Gibbons
Robert I. Gilbert

Randall A. Goetzl

Felicitas D. Goodman, Ph.D.
Margaret S. Goodman
Weston W. Goodnow
Henry N. Gordon

Johanna H. Gorman, M.D.
Dan Gould

David Gowing

David Graper and Catherine Kirkland
William T. Green

Robert Greenwood
Douglas Greer

Erwin and Erna Grob
Ethan Grossman

Louise Grout

Edward and Brita Grover
Elizabeth B. Grover
Rosemary Gutwillig
Deborah Haak

Rachel Hadas

Mr. and Mrs. Jean-Pierre Haeberly
Doris W. Hall

Michael J. Halliday
Charmaine Hamill
Leonard Harmon

% Partners for the Earth member

Mr. and Mrs. James S. Harris
Robert and Carolyn Hartford
Philip and Jean Harvey
Kenneth C. Hass

Martin F. Hatch, Jr.
Carolyn L. Havig

Thorne Hays

Ruth A. Hazelton

Anne P. Heffley

John Heinegg

Sheila Heller

Winnie Hepler

James E. Herndon

Eric Hertzberg

Donald L. Herzberg
Catherine and Jack Hickey-Williams
Swink Hicks, M.D.

Lotte Hirsch

James R. Hohman

Alan Holder

David Holman

Marjorie Houser

Robert F. Howarth

Stuart Hubbard

Elizabeth L. Huberman
Mr. and Mrs. James C. Hudson
Susanne M. Humphrey
Dorothy Humphreys

R. L. Hunter-Anderson
Simeon Hyde

Marion P. Hyman
Margaret B. Hymans

Ray and Nancy lannuzzelli
Walter Igersheimer

Joan Intrator

Kevin Iskierski

Donald and Sara Ives
Robert J. Jacobs

Marjorie Jacobson

Michael James

John T. Jameson, Jr.
Robert T. Jantzen

Justina Johnson

Emlen and Bernadette Jones
Sarah Joslin

Patricia F. Judd

Ruth Kahn

Abby Kaish

Dr. and Mrs. Thomas A. Kaplan
James R. Keeffe

Theodore R. Kehn

Helen M. Kelly

Maureen Kemp

Nancy G. Kennaway
Daniel Kennedy

Nan Kennedy

Stephen Kent, M.D.

Mr. and Mrs. Sam Ketcher
Keith Keutzer

Mha Atma Singh Khalsa
Betty R. Kierstead

Harriet Killorin

Nancy King

Ed and Kathryn Kleckner
Daniel Kleppner, Ph.D.
John W, Kluge

Paul Klunder

Susie Knight

Barbara S. Koelle

Robert Koller and Noreen Spota
Hannie O. Kowal

Patricia Kowal

Mary B. Kreider

Richard Kreminski

[] Living Legacy Society member

Carol E. Kubie

Marion S. Kundiger
Frederick Kurth, M.D.
Thomas C. LaBarr

Burritt S. Lacy; Jr.

Vivian S. Lamb

Carol Lambert

Frances Lamberts

Mary Larson

Stephen R. Larter

Jeffrey T. Lea

Bernard V. Leason
Jacqueline A. Ledger
Thomas Lee and Antoinette Hartgerink
David Leggett []

Dirk and Krista Lehew
Morris R. Lerner

Frank Letton

Sally Levings

Mr. and Mrs. John Lewis
Georgie W. Lewis

Peter R. Limburg

Craig R. Linder

Dr. and Mrs. Craig S. Lingle
Lyn Lofland

Anne Nevins Loftis

Duke G. Lokka

Herbert Long

Leon Philip Lounibos

Barry H. Lynn

John W. MacArthur
Elizabeth MacDonald
Hilliard K. Macomber
Diane L. Madigan

Bob and Barbara Maerten []
Marjorie Maher

Mark Majette

C. Denison Makepeace
Clara Malmude

Glenn and Edith Martin
Victor Martino

Robert Maser

Raymond E. Matteson

Mr. and Mrs. Daniel H. Matthews
Linda A. Mauck

Michael Mautner

Jeffrey and Elizabeth May
Dan Mayclin

Steven and Ursula McAllister
Chris McAuliffe

Richard McCarron

Martha M. McCleary

Pat McCoy, M.D.

Richard P. McCulloh

Dusa McDuff

Eugene McGraw

Richard C. McLean

Leslie McLean and Jack Krause
Harold and Elvira McMullen
John L. McNay, M.D.
Laurance McPheeters
Nancy M. McPherson
Elizabeth H. Meiklejohn
Sherry Melchiorre

Lisi Melkus

Frederick Mendelsohn

F. W. Manfred Menking, M.D.
Lindsay Merryman

Robert and Mary Metcalf
Janice Michael

John Miglietta

Ritchie D. Mikesell

Roberta Milar

Abigail Miller and Marc Loran

Anstiss C. Miller
Paul F. Milner
Marvin Mondlin
Beth Moore
Daniel E. Moore
Katharyn S. Moore

Mr. and Mrs. William Morewood

Berda F. Morley

William H. Morris

Eva Moseley

Mildred R. Moskowitz
Frederick W. Mueller
Betty Mullendore

Trudy Muller

Jon G. Mummaw

Nina N. Murano

Karen and Marc Muskavitch
Mr. and Mrs. Ted Myers
Jacquetta Napolitan

Paul R. Narveson

Will L. Nash

Augustus Nasmith, Jr.
Joseph M. Natterson, M.D.
Peter M. Nelson

Sara Nerken

Charles W. Newquist
Gertrude H. Nicholls
Robert L. Nichols

Robert and Marilyn Nims
David Nitka

Freya G. Nottingham
Robert E. Ofner

Tamaki Ogata

Karen J. Ohlson

Jeffrey W. Olson

Mildred E. O’Neill
Eleanor Osgood

Lauren Osornio

Lucille Osterweil, Ph.D.
Randy D. Overbey

James Overstreet

John and Yvonne Palka
Harold Panciera

Betty Ruth Parker
Edward Paulson

George G. Pavloff

Donald Pelz

Sanford M. Pelz

G. Donald Penrod

Shirley Perkins
Wilhelmina O. Peters
Timothy D. Peterson, M.D.
Susan Pierszalowski
Deborah Pogel

William G. Porter
Theresa H. Potts

Mildred C. Primakoff, Ph.D.
Stephen P. Prosser

Mr. and Mrs. John D. Putnam
Toni L. Putnam

Boris and Dorothy Ragent
A. Karl Rapp

Jeannette Rasker

Marian Rasmussen

Daniel F. Read

George Rector and Joan Byrd
Martha R. Reed

Bernd W. Rehm

Elizabeth H. Reiss

Randall W. Reyer

Betty Rice

Yolanda Rigali

Robert G. Ritter

Joe Roberts

M Participated in a matching gift program
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Mr. and Mrs. John B. Roesch

Mark Role

Paula Roloff

Nancy and John Romano

Jean S. Ronick

Douglas R. Rose

Thomas S. Rosen

Peter Rosenbladt

Mr. and Mrs. Paul Rowland

Diane Ruckman and
Robert Lee Cody

Nancy Rudolph

David P. Ruhl

Philip G. Ruhle

Fanny and Orville Ruid

Wayne P. Russ

Rick and Martha Samco

Bruce and Ruth Sanderson

Betsye and Bruce Sargent

Ruth L. Schaefer

Susan Schiller

Anthony L. Schlaff, M.D.

Raymond H. Schneider

David Schone

Alfred C. Schroeder

John D. Schultz

Seymour I. Schwartz

Russell L. Schweickart

Richard Schweickert

Jill Seaman

Abigail Seixas

Robert Sennhauser

Bernard O. Seraphin

Silas Shaaker

Marie H. Sharp

Marian L. Shatto

Michael H. Shea

James R. Sheats

Mary Lou Shelton, Ph.D.

Ray and Dardanella Shenefelt

Douglas C. Shepard

Derin A. Sherman

Michael and Elaine Shields

Anne Shure

Robert B. Sitar

Victor Skorapa, Jr.

Kenneth D. Slining

Howard M. Slyter, Jr., M.D.

Marcy and Mark Smallen

Jasper E. Smith

Michael J. Smith

Roslyn and Homer Smith

Philip T. Snead

Robert M. Soderstrom, M.D.

Jean M. Solomon

Robert Lee Solomon

Ronald E. Somerby

Nancy W. Sommer

Gilbert and Victoria Sorrentino

Jack T. Spence

F. Joseph Spieler

Wiilliam and Pauline Spofford

James R. Spotila

Alicemary Sprickman

Adelaide Sproul

Karin Stanley

Katherine Stannard

Jason A. Starr

R. John Stedman

Barbara Holland Stein []

Jean H. Stem

Donald and Diane Stephen

Olin Stephens

Faye B. Steuer

Beth Stevens and Kevin Dougherty
Andrew E. Stevenson
Elizabeth J. Stickney

Diana A. Stokes

Donald J. Stoops

Raymond Stough

Greg Stover

Anne S. Straus

Barbara A. Strippelhoff
Steven and Marilyn Strong
Michael Studdert-Kennedy
Nancy Sullivan and Stephen Kent
Thomas and Sandra Sullivan
Emanuel and Joanne Suter
Sandra P. Swafford

Marion T. Sweeney

Leonard Swift

Sarah R. Swift []

Nancy and Donald Swyers
Timothy and Marilyn Takaro
Mrs. John Talbott

Sylvia S. Tansey, Ph.D.
David P. Tapscott, M.D.
Andrea S. Tarr

Bernard F. Taylor, Ph.D.
Helen and Jay Tepperman
John Thomas and Dianne Odum
Lillian P. Thomas

Stanley Thomas

Murray Tobak

Robert E. Tonks

Jim Tooher

Robert and Rebecca Tracy
Mr. and Mrs. Robert L. Travaline
Kenneth and Susan Tullipano
Wilson Turner

Dennis K. Tweedy

James R. Tybout

Peter C. Uden

Lorri A. Ungaretti

Jane M. Vacante

Paul Vahanian

James and Meri Vahl

Abigail P. van Alstyne
Willem and Ingeborg van Pelt
Steven R. VanBever

Roberta VanLaanen

Jan Venolia

Martha and Bernard Vinick
Joseph J. Vitale

Katherine H. Voegtle

Carl Vogel

Robert R. Vreeland

W, Robert Waggoner
Helayne Waldman

Dewey |. Wallace, Jr.
Elizabeth S. Wallace

Marsha L. Wallace

Donald J. Walsh

Peace Watkins

Jane R. Wattenberg

Bruce W. Weide

Pamela J. Weinberger
Donald Weiss

Ellen West

Carol P. Wetherbee

Maria Wetzel

Jonathan S. Wheeler
Jacqueline Whipps

Gerald R. Whitcomb

Norm Whitley

Mark Wiedman

L. Ted Williams
Paul H. Williams
Phillip and Marilyn Wilson
Patricia Winer
Wadsworth and Jeanette E. Winslow
Robert A. Winter
David A. Wissmann
Emily V. Wolf
Richard Wolfe and Joanne Kollar
Beth Wolfsohn
Lori Wolfson
Charles E. Woodward
Esther T. Woodward
John G. Wright
Fred and Peggy Wuertele
Peter C. Yeager and Kathy E. Kram
John B. Yost and
Helen M. Clyatt Yost, M.D.
Kathleen L. Young
Laurinda K. Young
Richard and Elsie Zarnowitz
Dr. and Mrs. Arthur Zelman
Dorothy Zeug
Paul M. Zimmerman
Robert L. Zimmerman
Merlin W. Zook

UCS thanks the following compa-
nies that matched members’ gifts
at a level of $250 or more.

Adobe Systems Incorporated
Altria Group, Inc.
American Express Foundation
Amgen Foundation
The Bank of America Foundation
The Chase Manhattan Foundation
Computer Associates

International, Inc.
Cleveland H. Dodge Foundation
The Flora Family Foundation
The William and

Flora Hewlett Foundation
Janus
MasterCard International
Microsoft Matching Gifts Program
Millipore Foundation
Nuveen Investments, LLC
Pfizer, Inc.
\erizon Foundation
John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Giving Science
a Voice

hen Joel Shore started
imposing a “gas tax”
on himself—totaling
his yearly gas purchases and
contributing that amount to a
nonprofit organization—UCS
was his first recipient. He has
since continued to support us
as a member of the Steward-
ship Circle, explaining that,
“UCS effectively advocates for
and remains true to the
science of the issues most
important to me: climate
change, missile defense, and
restoring scientific integrity in
the executive branch.”

A physicist from Rochester,
NY, who is also a member
of the UCS scientist email
networks SecurityNet and the
Sound Science Initiative, Joel
believes science has a pivotal
role in public policy. “Science
cannot tell us what the right
policy is,” he says, “but it is
vital in helping us evaluate the
various policy paths.” Joel has
taken his interest in policy
work straight to Washington,
DC, participating in UCS-
organized lobbying activities.
For example, he met with
Congressional staff to discuss
national missile defense. Joel
says he appreciates the fact
that “UCS allows me to take
an active role in using my
knowledge and skills as a
scientist to fight for the things
that | believe in.”

Genira Stephens-Hotopp Susan J. Williams and Helge R. Berg

(%) Partners for the Earth member [] Living Legacy Society member IM Participated in a matching gift program
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UCS Board Members

physics at Cornell University. A co-founder of

8 UCS, he has served on the senior staff of the

£4 European Center for Nuclear Research in Geneva,

is a former chair of the Division of Particles and Fields of the

American Physical Society, and is a member of the American

Academy of Arts and Sciences and the Council on Foreign

Relations. He has published widely on theoretical physics and
national security issues.

Peter A. Bradford (Vice-Chair) advises and teaches

(,1 on utility regulation and energy policy in the U.S.

- and overseas. A former member of the Nuclear
=

Regulatory Commission and former chair of both
the NY Public Service Commission and the Maine Public
Utilities Commission, he has been a visiting lecturer in energy
policy at the Yale School of Forestry and Environmental Studies.
He is the author of Fragile Structures: A Story of Oil Refineries,
National Security and the Coast of Maine.

] Kurt Gottfried (Chair) is emeritus professor of
z L 4

Thomas Eisner is Schurman Professor of Chem-
ical Ecology at Cornell University and director of
the Cornell Institute for Research in Chemical
Ecology. A leading biologist and National Medal
of Science winner, he is an active conservationist, both nationally
and internationally. He served on the National Audubon
Society’s board and the Nature Conservancy’s scientific council.
He is the author of For Love of Insects and is a well-known nature
photographer.

James A. Fay (board member emeritus) is professor

y emeritus of mechanical engineering at the

. Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Dr. Fay is

I. former chair of the Massachusetts Port Authority,

a fellow of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences,

the American Physical Society, and the American Association for

the Advancement of Science, and a member of the National

Academy of Engineering. His published works on the

environmental effects of energy technologies include Energy and
the Environment.

Richard L. Garwin is a National Medal of Science
e . winner and Fellow Emeritus at IBM. For seven
! years, he was Philip D. Reed Senior Fellow for
=3 Science and Technology at the Council on Foreign
Relations. He contributed to the first thermonuclear weapons
and photo-intelligence satellites, and has served on the
President’s Scientific Advisory Committee, the Defense Science
Board, and the 1998 Rumsfeld Commission to Assess the Ballistic
Missile Threat to the United States.
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Geoffrey M. Heal is Paul Garret Professor of Public
Policy and Corporate Responsibility and professor
of finance and economics at the Graduate School
of Business at Columbia University. Dr. Heal is a
former managing editor of the Review of Economic Studies, a
Fellow of the Econometric Society, and has published 13 books
on economic theory and environmental economics. His recent
environmental research focuses on market-based incentives for
conservation and biodiversity protection.

James S. Hoyte (Treasurer) is the Assistant to the

L President/Associate Vice President for Equal

Z Opportunity Programs, Lecturer in Environmental

Sciences and Public Policy at Harvard College,

and Adjunct Lecturer in Public Policy at the Kennedy School of

Government at Harvard University. He is also a member of the

University Committee on Environment at Harvard. Mr. Hoyte is

a lawyer who has served as Secretary of Environmental Affairs

for Massachusetts and as Chair of the Massachusetts Water
Resources Authority.

Anne R. Kapuscinski is Professor of Fisheries and

Conservation Biology and Director of the

Institute for Social, Economic and Ecological
i Sustainability at the University of Minnesota.
Dr. Kapuscinski currently serves on a variety of national and
international committees addressing the safety of genetically
engineered organisms and sustainability options in agriculture,
aquaculture, and the environment. She is the recipient of a Pew
Marine Conservation Fellowship and the Department of
Agriculture’s Honor Award for Environmental Protection.
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James J. McCarthy is Alexander Agassiz Professor
of Biological Oceanography at Harvard University
and former Director of the Museum of
Comparative Zoology. Dr. McCarthy serves on
many panels and commissions relating to oceanography, polar
science, and the study of climate and global change. He chaired
the international committee that oversees the International
Geosphere-Biosphere Program, and served as co-chair of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Working
Group Il, Third Assessment.

Mario J. Molina is a professor at the University of

& California, San Diego. He has served on the U.S.
President’s Committee of Advisors in Science and

Technology, the Secretary of Energy’s Advisory

Board, the National Research Council Board on Environmental
Studies and Toxicology, and on the boards of the U.S.-Mexico
Foundation of Science, the MacArthur Foundation, and
others. Dr. Molina and two colleagues shared the 1995 Nobel
Prize in chemistry for their research on the ozone layer in

the stratosphere.
J‘
on conservation biology and the protection of
biodiversity. He is a Pew scholar and the author of
The World According to Pimm: A Scientist Audits the Earth and
The Balance of Nature? Ecological Issues in the Conservation of
Species and Communities. Much of his research concerns the
protection of endangered species in the Florida Everglades and
global patterns of extinction.

Stuart L. Pimm is Doris Duke Chair of Conserva-
tion Ecology at Duke University. His work focuses

Adele Simmons is vice chair of Chicago Metropolis

2020 and a senior advisor to the World Economic
A Forum. She is chair of the board of the Fair Labor
Association and a member of the board of the Field
Museum. Previously, Dr. Simmons served as president of the
John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation and president of
Hampshire College. She was also appointed by President George
H.W. Bush to his Commission on Environmental Quality and
served on the Commission on Global Governance.

Nancy Stephens IS an actress and political activist.
A California gubernatorial appointee to the Santa
Monica Mountains Conservancy Advisory Board,

"I7 M. Stephens also serves on the executive board of
the Earth Communications Office and the advisory board of the
Liberty Hill Foundation. She is a longtime member of the
Environmental Leadership Forum of the California League of
Conservation Voters and also serves as a trustee of the Richard
and Hinda Rosenthal Foundation.

Thomas H. Stone is chairman and chief executive
officer of Stone Capital Group, Inc., a family
investment company. He devotes significant time
to not-for-profit organizations working with
young people and music, as well as those working on global
environmental problems. Mr. Stone serves on the boards of the
Ravinia Festival Association, the Anti-Defamation League of
B’nai B’rith, and the Merit School of Music.

Ellyn R. Weiss is an artist, a retired partner in the

. law firm of Foley, Hoag & Eliot, and former

- general counsel to UCS. Ms. Weiss has also served

- as assistant attorney general for environmental

protection for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, special

counsel and director of the Secretary of Energy’s Human

Radiation Experiments Investigation, and deputy assistant

secretary of the Office of Environment, Safety, and Health
within the U.S. Department of Energy.
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