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FROM THE DIRECTOR

Elizabeth Quzts, State Director

In 1998, after working with NJPIRG for a year, | came home to my native North Carolina to work for a clean
environment, consumer protections and a strong democracy. When | began, | was the lone NCPIRG staff
person, focusing on a single campaign to clean up factory hog farms.

Thanks to members and supporters like you, in the last six years we have grown our membership, our staff, and
the number of campaigns and projects we take on to advance the public interest. We have more than 6,000
members and offices in Charlotte, Raleigh, and Chapel Hill. We frequently advocate before the Governor’s
office, the General Assembly, the Attorney General, and the Department of Environment and Natural Resources.
And over the years, we've tallied up an impressive list of results: from winning cuts in power plant pollution to
expanding patients’rights before HMOs, to securing funds for the protection of the state’s key forests, farmlands,
and state parks.

Out of all the progress we've made, our top-notch staff excites me most. Michelle Kucerak, an experienced
advocate who formerly ran the state PIRGs’ campus network of environmentally minded students, now works for
fair drug prices, corporate accountability, and campaign finance reform in the state legislature.

Our Environmental Attorney Christine Wunsche came to NCPIRG from the UNC School of Law. Before joining
our staff, she interned with our coalition partners at the NC Conservation Network and the Southern Environ-
mental Law Center. Christine’s focus is to ensure protection of the state’s last, great waterways.

Breanna Peterson rounds out our Raleigh staff. As part of her two-year fellowship with NCPIRG, Breanna will
be working in the upcoming year to build support statewide for our environmental and democracy programs.

Outside Raleigh, we have even more talented individuals to make the organization tick. Kirsten Collings, a graduate
of N.C. State and most recently Green Corps, the field school for environmental organizing, is directing our
Chapel Hill citizen outreach office, and Shane Bechtold, a UNC Chapel Hill graduate from Winston-Salem,
works in our field office in Charlotte.

As we look forward to the upcoming year, we're poised for more success for the public interest. Thank you for all
of your support in getting us to where we are today.

! Cover Photos: Elizabeth Ouzts appears on Channel 11, Channel 11; Mark Edsell
' meets with Congressman Miller, Staff Photo; Christine Wunsche talks with
Channel 14, Staff Photo; North Fork First Broad River, Ken Taylor.



SAVING OUR OPEN SPACES

Lawmakers supported protecting open spaces

But NCPIRG’s research showed need for more aggressive protection
programs

North Carolina can spend an extra $45§
million on protecting open spaces, thank g
to a law backed by NCPIRG and ap-jds
proved by state legislators in July. &
NCPIRG worked with legislative leaders,
the Trust for Public Land, the Conserva

to pass this legislation.

Following the measure’s approval, Gov. &
Easley authorized the purchase of 2,91%
acres to expand Lake James State Park

North Carolina has lost 1.9 million acres
to development in the last 20 years, wit
a projected loss of another 2.4 million
acres by 2022, according to “Losing Our
Natural Heritage,” released in Septem-
ber 2003.

If current development rates continue, farmland
in the Triangle and in rural Western North

“ . . Carolina will vanish in the next 20 years.
North Carolina has more than its share

of natural beauty,” said Elizabeth Ouzts,

NCPIRG director and one of the report'sopportunities,” said Carole Lawler of the
authors. “But out-of-control development North Carolina Travel and Tourism Coali-
is ruining our landscape, replacing for-tion. “It also makes good economic sense
ests and farmland with strip malls and bigto protect these areas: they are critical to
box stores.” the travel and tourism industry, one of the

state’s largest economic engines.”

Preserving forests, farmlands, and other

land provides extensive economic andOn the federal front, NCPIRG urged the
quality-of-life benefits, according to “The state’s congressional delegation to reject
Value of Open Space” released byBush administration efforts to log more
NCPIRG in June. of our national forests.

“North Carolina’s forests and farmlands areNCPIRG will continue advocating for
important to Tar Heels’ quality of life, pro- funding for and preservation of open
viding clean drinking water and recreationspaces during the next legislative session

NCPIRG is an advocate for the public
interest. When consumers are cheated,
our environment is threatened, or the
voices of ordinary citizens are drowned
out by special interests, we speak up
and take action. We uncover threats to
public health and well-being and fight
to end them, using investigative
research, media exposés, grassroots
organizing, advocacy and litigation.
NCPIRG's mission is to deliver persis-
tent, results-oriented activism that pro-
tects our environment, encourages a
fair, sustainable economy, and fosters
responsive, democratic government.

Breanna
Peterson
Field Associate

“Despite a powerful developer lobby,
NCPIRG has successfully fought to
help increase funding for open space
preservation and expand Lake James
State Park.”



DEFENDING CLEAN WATER

North Carolina’s waterways faced greater threats

NCPIRG worked to protect pristine rivers and opposed federal
efforts to allow more pollution

NCPIRG research, at least 75 water-
ways statewide remain untouched by
the ills of development, but lack the
protections they deserve under North
Carolina law.

In early 2004, NCPIRG launched thealong the water’s edge, have fought them
Carolina Rivers Project to protect Northevery step of the way. For example, lasNCPIRG is working with Concerned
Carolina’s last remaining unspoiled riv- summer developers severely weakene€itizens of Rutherford County,

ers and streams.
many waterways from polluted runoff.
From the Little Tennessee River Basin in

legislation that would have protectedPamlico-Tar River Association, and

other local groups to convince the De-
partment of Environment and Natural

the West to the Tar-Pamlico River Basin‘North Carolina is home to some of theResources to give eight priority waters
in the East, North Carolina is home tonation’s last great waterways, from thethe protections they merit.
breathtaking rivers, lakes and streamssapids of the mountains to the sounds of

used and enjoyed by millions for drink-the coast,” added Wunsche. “But thesél'his summer, NCPIRG worked with

ing water, fishing, swimmingnd recre-
ation. Unfortunately, these waters argrom poorly planned development.”
at risk.

75 Waterways Need Protection

rivers are at risk of severe degradatiorthese groups to file petitions to reclas-

sify the Eno River, the Tar River, and
the North Fork First Broad as “high
guality” or “outstanding resource” wa-

In the last 20 years, the state’s developeBolluted runoff has already impairedters. New classifications will protect
land increased 82 percent, leaving acresiore than 1300 miles of rivers andthese waters by requiring more strin-
of newly cleared and paved surfaces tostreams across the state. According tgent stormwater controls, limiting new

close to waterways. These parking lots,
roadways and other impervious surfaces
are acting as swift conduits for oil,

gasoline and other pollutants into riv-

ers and streams. As a result, polluted
runoff is the largest source of the state’s
water pollution.

“Given the state’s incredible growth,”
said Christine Wunsche, NCPIRG envi-
ronmental attorney, “it's no surprise that
80 percent of the pollution in North
Carolina’s coastal waters comes fro
runoff.”

Fortunately, North Carolina has laws thal
protect pristine waterways in the face of
development. But when state officials
have attempted to follow the law, a few

. . most pristine waters, like the Tar River, at risk.
powerful developers, intent on building

Our state is home to many stunning rivers, but
out-of-control development is putting even the

pollution discharges, and creating
buffer zones that filter pollution around
the waters’ edges.

These rivers play an important part in
the lives of many North Carolinians. As
the heart of the Eno River State Park,
the Eno River provides a sanctuary
where people can canoe, fish, and hike.
The Tar River is also an essential re-
source for Edgecombe County and
Tarboro, providing drinking water,
transport of goods, and a place for rec-
reation.

NCPIRG is also urging the Department
of Environment and Natural Resources
(DENR) to commit to reclassifying the
other 67 pristine rivers and streams that
need protection.



NCPIRG delivered postcards from nearlybeing polluted, developed and de-
4,000 citizens urging the same to Billstroyed.
Ross, DENR Secretary, this summer.

In early 2003, the Bush administration
“Protecting our high quality waterways tried to remove Clean Water Act pro-
guarantees safe drinking water, recretections from many U.S. waters. By
ational opportunities, and a healthynarrowly defining whatdlls under the
economy,” continued Wunsche. “North Clean Water Act, this policy would
Carolinians deserve healthy rivers andhreaten thousands of miles of stream
streams for generations to come.” millions of acres of wetlands and hun-

dreds of lakes and ponds by allowing
Defending Clean Water Rules polluters and developers to contaminate
Despite pressure brought to bear byill or destroy the waters. Even the Bush
agribusiness, last winter a special stakeadministration acknowledges the policy
holder group maintained that factory hogcould remove 20 million acres of wet-
producers could not store waste more thalands from protection.

Christine Wunsche, NCPIRG’s environmental attorney, talked with a Channel 14 reporter about
advisories and water pollution in North Carolina.

19 inches below the top of the waste pitDuring the 2004 legislative session,
NCPIRG and others argued that allowNCPIRG urged state leaders to adop
ing factory hog producers to store morestrong polluted runoff protections. At the
waste would increase the risk of the pitgederal level, NCPIRG worked through-
bursting or overflowing, threatening theout the congressional session to urge th
state’s waterways with nutrient pollution state’s delegation to support the Clea
that has been linked to fish kills and bluéWater Authority Restoration Act, which
baby syndrome in infants. would expand the definition of waters,

and restore protections to our seasong
Federal Rule Changes streams, wetlands, lakes and ponds|
While NCPIRG was working to protect Supporters include North Carolina Rep-
our waters from the effects of developresentatives, Brad Miller and David
ment, water quality was also threatenedrice. NCPIRG will continue to press
by changes at the federal level. Acros$or protection of our waterways at ev-
the country, many waters are at risk okry level.

In order to document water pollution
problems in North Carolina and develop
policy recommendations, NCPIRG pub-
lished several reports in 2003 and
2004.

“Troubled Waters,” an analysis of Clean
Water Act permit violations found that
more than 80 percent of industrial and
municipal facilities across North Caro-
lina exceeded their Clean Water Act
permit limits between January 2002
and June 2003 and polluters in North
Carolina reported 2075 exceedances of
their Clean Water Act permits during
the 18-month period, ranking the state
third in the country for most violations.

For this full report and others, visit
WWW.Ncpirg.org.

Christine
Wunsche
Environmental
Attorney

“The best part of working on the
Carolina Rivers Project is meeting
all the local community members,
riverkeepers, fisherman, and
recreational tour guides whose
lives are intertwined with the
health of the rivers.”



CLEARING THE AIR

North Carolina led in combating air pollution

ventable,” said Elizabeth Ouzts, NCPIRG
director. “The EPA should require power
plants to install the best available pollu-
tion controls, which would reduce the
hazardous pollution documented in this
Under the federal Clean Air Act, a stateNo More Mercury report by 90 percent.”
that suffers from air pollution coming In addition to smog and soot, power plants
from other states can petition the Enare also the largest industrial sources ofercury pollution is one of the most poi-
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA) mercury pollution. sonous forms of air pollution. After it is
to force those states to reduce emis- emitted, mercury settles in rivers and
sions. In 2003, NCPIRG met with theOn December 4, 2003, NCPIRG, and coalakes and accumulates in the tissue of fish.
Attorney General’s staff and generatedition partners released “Toxic Neigh- Pregnant women place their unborn child
hundreds of public comments to dem-bors.” The study showed power plants inat risk for brain damage and developmen-
onstrate citizen support for filing suchNorth Carolina emitted more than 78 mil-tal delays by consuming these fish. State
a petition—as the next step towarddion pounds of toxic chemicals—includ- officials have issued fish consumption ad-
clearing the air in North Carolina. ing 2,956 pounds of toxic mercury—into visories for bodies of water south and east
the air in 2001, more than electric utili- of Interstate 85 — covering two-thirds of
Thanks to these efforts and those of Enties in any other state. the state.
vironmental Defense, Southern Envi-
ronmental Law Center, and others, irfToxic pollution from power plants is Requiring controls that dramatically reduce
March 2004 Attorney General Cooperdangerous, widespread and largely premercury emissions would go a long way

NCPIRG fought power plant pollution, mercury contamination, and
automobile pollution

and Governor Mike Easley petitioned
the federal government to clean ug
power plants in 13 states: Alabama
Georgia, South Carolina, Tennessee
Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, West
Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, Ohio, II-
linois and Michigan. North Carolina
is the first state in the South—one of
the regions hardest hit by pollution
from coal-burning power plants—to
file such a petition.

A U.S. Enwronmental Protection

Carolina’s action would eliminate 4.8
million tons of soot-forming sulfur di-
oxide pollution and 1.5 million tons of
smog-forming nitrogen oxide emis-
sions from power lants in the South-
east and the Midwest.

NCPIRG's Elizabeth Ouzts appeared on
Channel 11 to discuss automobile pollution in
North Carolina.

towards solving the state’s mercury prob-

lems. In a recent study, levels of mercury

found in largemouth bass and other wild-

life in the Everglades had declined 80 per-

cent since state and federal agencies
required that municipal and medical waste

incinerators reduce mercury emissions.

The Clean Cars Bill

Though the last three decades have ushered
in increasingly tough limits on auto pollu-
tion, more cars being driven more miles
have largely offset those gains. North
Carolina’s population has jumped nearly 60
percent since 1970 and in roughly the same
time period, the number of miles driven in
the state has grown three times as much.
As a result, automobiles are responsible for
41 percent of the hazardous air toxics re-
leased into North Carolina’s air and 30 per-
cent of the state’s smog-forming pollution.



A March 2004 NCPIRG report found that Bush Administration Policies
the problem could get worse. “More At the federal level, the Bush adminis-
Highways, More Pollution,” found build- tration attempted to weaken the Clean Air,
ing new roads would do little to alleviate Actin 2003, by proposing to gut the New
traffic congestion over time and likely Source Review program, recommending
would exacerbate already severe air polweak standards for mercury pollution,
lution problems. According to the report, and pressuring Congress to approve 4
cities with the most highways tend to broad rollback of clean air protections.
have the worst air pollution from cars and
trucks. Among large cities, Charlotte NCPIRG members showed up to testify
ranked seventh for the most air pollutionagainst the Bush administration’s propos-
from cars and trucks, per capita. als to allow more mercury pollution.
NCPIRG State Director Elizabeth Ouzts
While roads continue to be built, the ve-testified at the Environmental Protection
hicles traveling on them could produceAgency’s hearings in February saying,
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Anna Aurillio, Legislative Director in NCPIRG’s Washington, D.C. office challenges the Bu
administration’s weak mercury pollution proposals at a Mother’s Day rally.

less pollution. NCPIRG's August 2003 “The proposal is far too weak and far tod
report “Ready to Roll” showed that auto slow—and the Bush administration eve
manufacturers are producing and sellinghad the audacity to recommend we sto
cars now in other parts of the country thatcategorizing mercury as a toxic sub
are 90% cleaner than those available fostance. That change would allow som;
sale in North Carolina. power plants that emit this chemical off
the hook entirely.”
NCPIRG worked with leaders in the
state legislature to introduce a CleanNCPIRG advocates cutting power plants
Vehicles Bill, which would make more mercury emissions by 90 percent b
clean cars available to consumers, re2008, a position previously supported b
ducing the state’s smog pollution by asthe EPA, but abandoned by the Adminis
much as 12 percent and toxic air pollu-tration in favor of the current more in-
tion by 14 percent beyond reductionsdustry-friendly proposal.
from current laws.

Some of the many groups NCPIRG
teamed up with in 2003-2004:

AARP

Budget and Tax Center

Coalition for Responsible Lending

Common Cause for North Carolina

Concerned Citizens of Rutherford Co.

Corp. for Enterprise Development

Democracy North Carolina

League of Women Voters

Neuse River Association

NC Assoc. of Student Governments

NC Committee to Defend Health Care

NC Center for Voter Education

NC Coastal Federation

NC Conservation Network

NC Environmental Defense

NC Justice and Community
Development Center

NC Sierra Club

NC Travel and Tourism Coalition

Pamlico-Tar River Foundation

Self-Help Credit Union

Southern Environmental Law Center

Trout Unlimited

Trust for Public Land

Emily Figdor
NCPIRG’s Clean
Air Advocate in
Washington, D.C.

“Air pollution in North Carolina is
threatening the health of millions of
people. NCPIRG is working in Raleigh
and in Washington, D.C. to advocate
solutions to these problems.”



STANDING UP FOR CONSUMERS

New research shed light on credit report errors and unsafe products

down consumer access to free annual
credit reports. North Carolinians will not
be able to receive a free credit report un-
til some time after September 2005. Con-
sumers on the west coast are the first to
Consumer Privacy/Identity Theft  On June 17, 2004, NCPIRG released aeceive these free reports this year.
President Bush signed legislation onnational survey, “Mistakes Do Happen:
December 4, 2003 that permanently preA Look at Errors in Consumer Credit NCPIRG used the credit report error sur-
vents cities and states from enacting mosReports” that found that 79 percent ofvey results to push for stronger identity theft
financial privacy laws stronger than thosethose surveyed had some type of error iprotections and is working with state law-
put in place by the federal government. their credit reports. Serious errors, whichmakers to introduce legislation next year.
could resultin denial of credit, were found
NCPIRG opposed the measure—a reviin the credit reports of one out of everyUnsafe Toys
sion of the Fair Credit Reporting Act- four survey participants. More hazardous toys have been removed
because of the limit on states’ rights, even from store shelves thanks to NCPIRG’s
though the final law included a large “When it comes to credit reports, what18th Annual survey of unsafe toys pub-
package of PIRG-backed reforms such agou don’t know can definitely hurt you,” lished on November 25, 2003.
the right to a free credit report annually. warned NCPIRG Advocate Michelle
Kucerak. “Credit reports should tell a trueThe Consumer Product Safety Commis-
“Consumers finally gained important new story about a consumer’s trustworthinesssion (CPSC) informed NCPIRG's Wash-
rights to fight identity theft and clean up Mistakes can have a devastating impadngton, D.C. Consumer Advocate Ed

NCPIRG fought identity theft throughout the state and spoke out for
consumers’ rights

credit bureau mistakes, but at the unacen a person’s life.”
ceptably high price of unfair, permanent

Mierzwinski that the agency would take
compliance action on “at least six” of the

limits on states’ rights,” said Ed NCPIRG cautioned consumers to checloys found to be hazardous.

Mierzwinski, NCPIRG's consumer advo- their credit reports for errors and criticized
the credit reporting agencies for slowingDespite Passage of the 1994 Child Safety

cate in Washington, D.C.

Mierzwinski had testified as one of only
three witnesses at the final Senate hea
ing on the issue. He spoke on behalf ol
11 leading consumer, privacy and civil
rights groups at the hearing, and urgeq
lawmakers to uphold states’ authority to
enact stronger protections—especiall .
since the best provisions in the new fed : ?&_‘1

eral law were borrowed from state laws N ATy e ses" 1

NCPIRG has been working with other
consumer groups to identify options for
states to address the issue of identity theft
and consumer privacy within the limits
placed on them by the new federal law.

Michelle Kucerak, NCPIRG's public interest
advocate, appeared on Channel 17 offering
advice on how to fix credit reports.

Protection Act, NCPIRG found toys with
choking and poison hazards and exces-
sive noise that could deafen children.

Insurance Reform

Insurance companies, experiencing a drop
in their profits because of their own un-
wise investments, have long sought to line
their pockets by capping awards to vic-
tims of medical malpractice. NCPIRG
opposed these efforts again in 2003, and
lawmakers continued to reject insurance
companies’ efforts. During a special leg-
islative session in September 2003, the
Senate rejected an anti-patient proposal
and the General Assembly did not take



the issue back up again in the springserted Michelle Kucerak, NCPIRG'’s
thanks in part to NCPIRG'’s efforts. public interest advocate.

Insurance companies pushing the billHealth Care
claim that financial awards to victims of In 2003, NCPIRG staff met with the
medical malpractice were causing risingDepartment of Health and Human
insurance premiums. However, researctgervices, urging its support for a bulk-
shows that capping malpractice award$uying pool for prescription drugs that
in other states has not helped to slow skywould dramatically lower the cost of
rocketing insurance rates. In fact, somenedications by allowing agencies and
states that have not capped awards havadividuals to pool their purchases.
done a better job of keeping rates downDrug costs are rising three times as fag
as overall health care costs, and in fivd
In July 2004, state lawmakers passed agears we could be paying double wha
NCPIRG-backed law that prohibits we pay now.

Ed Mierzwinski released “Mistakes Do Happen: A Look at Errors in Consumer Credit Reports”
Washington, D.C. while Michelle Kucerak released the findings at a Raleigh news conference.

homeowner’s insurance companies fromNCPIRG released a report called “Pay
unfairly treating policy inquiries as ifthey ing the Price” in the summer of 2003
were claims. Insurance companies al.which showed that uninsured consumer
leged that a consumer who calls to askn the Triangle area pay 77 percent morg
about their policy is more likely to file for 10 common prescription medications
claims in the future and therefore is morethan the federal government pays)
of a risk. NCPIRG used the report to push for
bulk—buying pools in North Carolina.

“Consumers should be allowed to

freely seek coverage information aboutin the coming months, NCPIRG’s
their policy without having to fear that Michelle Kucerak will continue to pro-
their phone call might make it more mote a state bulk-buying program and
difficult for them to purchase insurance will push for other solutions to lower

at a future date, cause their rates to gehe cost of prescription drugs for North
up, or subject them to cancellation,” as-Carolinians.

NCPIRG successfully lobbied state
legislators to protect North Carolina’s
open spaces by approving legislation
to allow purchase of $45 million worth
of land for preservation.

NCPIRG and other open space advo-
cates highlighted a March 2004 survey
showing that even in tight budget
times, 59 percent of North Carolina
voters support funding protections of
forests, farmlands, and other open
spaces.

NCPIRG also pointed to its 2003 re-
port, “Losing Our Natural Heritage:
North Carolina’s Disappearing Open
Spaces,” which found that in the past
20 years, North Carolina lost 1.9 mil-
lion acres of forests and farmland to
development.

Michelle
Kucerak

Public Interest
Advocate

“Every day, the work that | do with
NCPIRG helps to improve the lives of
North Carolinians, whether it's working
to expand health care or helping to
prevent identity theft. This means a lot,
especially when | think about the future
of my son and other families in North
Carolina.”



REVITALIZING DEMOCRACY

Lawmakers debated measures to reform local campaign finance

most importance to young people or mi-
NCPIRG registered thousands of new voters and called for reforms to  norities.
encourage fair participation in elections
To break this cycle of mutual neglect and
mistrust, NCPIRG worked with the Youth
This past legislative session, a key Housagreed to the limits and have qualified forVote Coalition and campus groups to reg-
committee debated a bill that would al-public financing. ister 2,000 18-24 year-olds to vote in the
low local governments to establish pub- 2003 local elections.
lic financing programs for local elections. Mobilizing New Voters
Today'’s youth are volunteering in record In 2004, NCPIRG launched the Commu-
“Spending for local contests has soaredumbers, but are the least likely agenity Voters Project, which aimed to regis-
across the state, discouraging voters argtoup to turn out on Election Day. Mi- ter and mobilize 150,000 minority voters
reducing the number of candidates whaority populations, meanwhile, are too across the country for the 2004 elections.
can even consider a run for office,” stateften either registered in low numbers orBy the end of the fiscal year, the Raleigh
NCPIRG Advocate Michelle Kucerak. systemically turned away from the polls. Community Voters Project had already reg-
“Some local governments want to solveAs a consequence, candidates for politiistered 6,000 voters, and was on pace to
the problem by creating local public fi- cal office rarely address issues of theregister 27,000 by the state’s deadline.
nancing systems, but they need permis-
sion from the General Assembly to do so.

A bi-partisan group of Senators, NCPIRG
AARP, Common Cause, and Democrac
NC all backed the legislation in 2004. It
failed when the statewide developers’ ag
sociation, called the NC Homebuilderg
Association, lobbied against it. We will
work to advance the bill again in 2005.

In late 2002, partially due to the efforts of
NCPIRG, lawmakers passed the nation’
first public financing program for state-
wide judicial candidates. Beginning in
2004, candidates for the N.C. Suprem
Court and Court of Appeals can receive

substantial aid from a new Public Cam- _ . .
paign Financing Fund in exchange for Mark Edsell and Elizabeth Ouzts share a light moment with Congressman Brad Miller during their
meeting. As a state senator, Brad Miller sponsored campaign finance legislation to require retired

accepting strict spending and fundraising legislators to wait a year before becoming lobbyists.

limits. Of the 16 candidates in 2004, 12

Financial Information FY04 Income FY04 Expenses

Charts reflect combined financial [l citizen Contributions 58% B Program 78%
information for NCPIRG Citizen Lobby, [ |Grants 41% Il Fundraising 15%
NCPIRG Education Fund, and NCPIRG’s B other 1% [ | Administrative 7%

citizen outreach programs




NCPIRG SUPPORTERS

Your generous support enabled our work

Citizen support is the cornerstone of NCPIRG and NCPIRG Education Fund,
Thousands of North Carolinians supported NCPIRG by making membership

PARTNERS

Patrons supported NCPIRG
with contributions of $500
or more or are Public Inter-
est Partners giving $40 or
more each month.

Suzanne Eismann
Katharine Hewitt
Fred Peterson
Doug Phelps
Janet Proctor
Michael Tiemann
Lorrin Willis

Sponsors supported
NCPIRG with contributions
of $250 to $499 or are Pub-
lic Interest Partners giving
$20 to $39 each month.

Sarah Ainsworth
Thomas Bacon
Allyson Banas
Julie Barnes
Richard Beasley
Hope Brown
Paula Brown
Maurice Bursey
Mark Cates
Gina Chapman
Gordon Clay
Kirk Cochran

E. J. Costello
Michael K. Curtis
Jefferson Dalby
Barney Dale
Grayling Dawson
Barbara Demeter
Olly Duckett
Jacqueline Ellis
Nicole Fouche
Virginia French
Jean Gordon
Pamela Hemminger
Tifani Hencke
Katherine Jemison
Deborah Joy
Jada Jackson Kellison
Frances Kerr
Ellen Landau
Marc Lange
Virginia Lazala
Lynn Lehmann
Philip Lesser
Ralph Liebelt
Irene Lofstrom
Brian Long

Julia Love
Reginald Luick
Susan Lupton
Sue Martin

Nancy M. Mattox
Joellen Mcdonnell

FY04 Program Expenses Breakdown

[ |Clean Water 36%
I Land Use/Open Spaces 24% [Jl] Democracy 3%
Il Factory Farm Pollution 17% | | Health Care 2%
[ |Clean Air 14%

contributions in Fiscal Year 2004. The following members
were particularly generous in backing the organization’s
advocacy. Names that appear in italics denote NCPIRG Pub-
lic Interest Partners. These members provide stability to the
organization through our monthly giving program.

William Merryman
Richard Meyer
James Myers Il
Mindy Nathanson
William Norcross
Margaret Palmer
Tucker Pollard
Karen Pullen

Scott Radway
Adele Ray

Karla Reed

Caryn Rupel
Teresa Rush-Edwards
E. Rusnak

Tom Schram

Tin Shields

Claus Sievers
George Smart
Jacque Spell
Nathaniel Spence
Neil Stephens
Gilbert Thompson Jr
Seth Tice-Lewis
Gary Tiller

Maggie Vanover
Tom Warfield
Celeste Watson
Duane David Webb
Edward Weeks
Kevin Weil

| ] Consumer 4%

Foundations

North Carolina Public Interest

Research Group Education Fund
(NCPIRG Education Fund), a 501
(c)(3) organization, conducts re-
search and public education on
emerging public interest issues.
Contributions to NCPIRG Educa-
tion Fund are tax-deductible. The
following foundations and individu-

als have given their support to
NCPIRG Education Fund:

 The Beldon Fund

 Educational Foundation of America
 Energy Foundation

* Fred Stanback

« Julian Price Family Foundation

* Z. Smith Reynolds Foundation

Planned Giving

Members who include NCPIRG in
their will leave a legacy of activ-
ism on behalf of North Carolina’s
consumers and will ensure the
future health of our state’s democ-
racy and environment for decades
to come. For more information
about including NCPIRG in your
estate and major giving plans, call
(800) 841-7299 or e-mail
plannedgiving@ncpirg.org.
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