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The Conservative Index

Our second look at the 108th Congress shows how every member of the House and
Senate voted on key issues, including the UN, abortion and prescription drug benefits.

Our criteriafor rating votes (see the side-
bar on the opposite page) have nothing to
do withwho'sa Republican or a Democrat.
Inthisindex, perhaps more so than others,
some liberal Democrats scored higher
than supposedly conservative Republicans.
Many “ conservative” Republicans have
stuck by President Bush on “ Free Trade
Agreements;’ thewar in Iraq, and the new
socialistic Medicare entitlement for pre-
scription drugs. On the other hand, many
liberal Democrats have opposed GOP-
backed spending increases because they
consider the increases insufficient. And
many Democrats, responding to their
labor constituencies, oppose FTAs. Let the
chips fall where they may! — Editor

House Vote Descriptions
1 1 Labor-HHS-Education Appropria-
tions. Thisbill (H.R. 2660) would
appropriate $470 billion for the Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education
Departments for fiscal 2004, a 10 percent
increase over fiscal 2003. This bill, the
biggest of the fiscal 2004 domestic spend-
ing bills, includes $138 billion for discre-
tionary spending, including $55.4 hillion
for education and $22.7 billion for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. That leaves $332
billion for so-called mandatory spending
on entitlement programs such as Medicare,
Medicaid, and unemployment insurance.
The House passed H.R. 2660 on July
10, 2003 by avote of 215 to 208 (Roll Call
353). We have assigned pluses to the
“nays’ because this bill represents a sig-
nificant increase in spending, and these
departments are not authorized by the
Constitution.

1 Agriculture Appropriations. This

bill (H.R. 2673) would appropriate
$77.5 hillion for agriculture, rural devel-
opment and nutrition programs in fiscal

22

2004. Over half of the money appropri-
ated by this “agriculture” bill is ear-
marked for so-called mandatory spend-
ing on nutrition programs, including $28
billion for food stamps and $16 billion
for school lunch and other nutrition pro-
grams. Total spending for traditional agri-
cultural programs is $26.8 billion, a 5
percent increase.

The House passed H.R. 2673 on July 14,
2003 by avote of 347 to 64 (Roll Call 358).
We have assigned pluses to the “nays’ be-
cause federal aid to farmers and federal
food aid to individual s are unconstitution-
al activities of the federal government.

1 Ban on UN Contributions. This
amendment to H.R. 1950 (Foreign
Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years
2004 and 2005) by Rep. Ron Paul (R-
Texas) stated that “none of the funds au-
thorized ... by this Act may be obligated
or expended to pay any United States con-
tribution to the United Nations or any af-
filiated agency of the United Nations.”
The House rejected this amendment to
H.R. 1950 on July 15, 2003 by avote of 74
to 350 (Roll Call 364). We have assigned

pluses to the “yeas’ because blocking the
funding for the United Nations in this hill
would be afirst step toward getting our na-
tion out of the UN and fully restoring our
national sovereignty.

14 Millennium Challenge Account.
Thisamendment to H.R. 1950 (For-
eign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal
Years 2004 and 2005) by Henry Hyde (R-
I11.) would authorize $9.3 billion over the
next three yearsfor anew foreign aid pro-
gram to promote the key devel opment ob-
jectives described in the United Nations
Millennium Declaration. According to the
amendment, “It is, therefore, the policy of
the United Statesto support anew compact
for global development....” Furthermore,
the amendment asserts: “ Economic devel-
opment, and the achievement of the Mil-
lennium Development Goals, must be a
shared responsibility between donor and
recipient countries”

The House adopted this amendment to
H.R. 1950 on July 16, 2003 by a vote of
368 to 52 (Roll Call 368). We have as-
signed plusestothe“ nays’ becauseforeign
aid is not authorized by the Constitution.
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1 Rejoining UNESCO. This amend-

ment to H.R. 2799 (Commerce, Jus-
tice and State Appropriations, Fiscal Year
2004) by Ron Paul (R-Texas) stated that
“none of the funds made available in this
Act may be made available for the United
Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Organization (UNESCO).”

The House rejected this amendment to
H.R. 2799 on July 22, 2003 by avote of 145
to 279 (Roll Call 405). We have assigned
pluses to the “yeas’ because our national
sovereignty must be preserved by getting
out and staying out of the United Nations
and all of itsagencies, including UNESCO.

1 U.S.-Singapore Trade. This bill

(H.R. 2739) would implement a
trade agreement to reduce tariffs and trade
barriers between the United Statesand Sin-
gapore. A similar hill, the U.S.-Chile Trade
Agreement (H.R. 2738), was presented to
Congress at the sametimeasthe U.S.-Sin-
gapore Trade Agreement. These are the
firstinaseriesof bilateral and regional free
trade agreements (FTAS) that the Bush ad-
ministration is negotiating, which will cul-
minate in 2005 in the largest and most sig-
nificant FTA of them all, the Free Trade
Areaof the Americas (FTAA).

Themodel for the FTAA isthe European
Union (EV), formerly the“ Common Mar-
ket,” which has grown by design from a
supposed free trade agreement into asupra
national government for Europe. Theworld
order architectsintend for the FTAA tofol-
low the same trgjectory for the Americas.

The House passed H.R. 2739 on July 24,
2003 by a vote of 272 to 155 (Roll Call
432). We have assigned plusesto the* nays’
because these bilateral “free trade” agree-
ments are intended to be stepping stonesto
the FTAA, which would set trade (and
eventually other) policies for the member
nations. However, under the U.S. Consti-
tution only Congress has the power “to
regulate commerce with foreign nations,
and among the severa states....”

1 U.S.-Chile Trade. This bill (H.R.

2738) would implement a trade
agreement to reduce tariffs and trade bar-
riers between the United States and Chile.
The significance of this trade agreement,
likethat of the U.S.-Singapore Trade Agree-
ment, is described under House Vote #16.
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TheHouse passed H.R. 2738 on July 24,
2003 by a vote of 270 to 156 (Roll Call
436). We have assigned plusesto the“ nays’
because these bilateral “free trade” agree-
ments are intended to be stepping stonesto
the FTAA, which would set trade (and
eventually other) policies for the member
nations. However, under the U.S. Consti-
tution only Congress has the power “to
regulate commerce with foreign nations,
and among the severa states....”

1 Partial-birth Abortion Ban. The

final version (conference report) of
S. 3 would ban partial-birth abortions. Al-
though on March 12 the Senate had
amended their version of S. 3toinclude a
reaffirmation of Roe v. Wade, on Septem-
ber 30 a10-member House-Senate confer-
ence committee agreed to report out afinal
version of the bill identical to one (H.R.
760) that passed the House earlier thisyear
without any reaffirmation of Roe v. Wade.
Of course, al abortion procedures should
be banned. But thishill isstill astepinthe
right directioninthat it is better to ban one
abortion procedure than to ban none at all.

The House adopted the conference re-
port on S. 3 on October 2, 2003 by avote
of 281 to 142 (Roll Call 530). We have as-
signed pluses to the “yeas’ because all

forms of abortion constitute the murder of
preborn children, and the Supreme Court,
inits Roev. Wade decision, overstepped its
proper authority by “legalizing” abortion
in the first place.

1 Supplemental Spending for Iraq

& Afghanistan. The final version
(conference report) of H.R. 3289 would
appropriate $87.5 hillion in supplemental
fiscal 2004 spending for military operations
and reconstruction in Irag and Afghani-
stan. Thisis the largest supplemental that
Congress has ever passed. Of this total,
military operations would receive $65.8
billion. Irag reconstruction would be fund-
ed by grants totaling $18.6 billion, while
reconstruction in Afghanistan would re-
ceive $1.2 hillion.

William Norman Grigg predicted in the
March 24 issue of this magazine that “the
impending war on, or occupation of, Iragis
intended to carry out the UN Security
Council mandates, not to protect our nation
or to punish those responsible for the Sep-
tember 11th attack. The war would uphold
the UN’s supposed authority and vindicate
itsrole asadefacto world government.” In
its November 20 report on President Bush's
speech at London’s Whitehall Palace the
Guardian of London provided a concise

About This Index

ke he Conservative Index” rates congressmen based on their adherence to constitu-
tional principles of limited government, to fiscal responsibility, to national sover-
eignty, and to a traditional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. Preserving
our Constitution, the freedoms it guarantees, and the moral bedrock on which it is based
iswhat the word “conservatism” once meant — and how it is being applied here.

To learn how any representative or senator voted on the key measures described here-
in, look him up in the tables on pages 26-31. The scores are derived by dividing a con-
gressman'’s conservative votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and minuses)
and multiplying by 100. (A “?" indicates that a congressman did not vote, and a“P” in-
dicatesthat he voted “Present.” If a congressman cast fewer than five votesin thisindex,

ascore is not assigned.)

The average House score for this index (votes 11-20) is 35 percent, as is the average
Senate score. Representative Ron Paul (R-Texas) had the top score for the House at 100
percent. Senators Robert Byrd (D-W.Va.) and John Edwards (D-N.C.) had the highest

scores in the Senate at 80 percent.

We encourage readers to examine how their own congressmen voted on each of the 10
key measuresin thisindex aswell asoverall. Our first index for the 108th Congress (votes

1-10) appeared in our July 14, 2003 issue.

We also encourage readers to commend legislators for their conservative votes and to
urge improvement where needed. For congressional contact information go to www.

thenewamerican.com/congress/.
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House Vote Descriptions

(continued)

confirmation of Mr. Grigg's prediction in
its headline “Iraq war saved the UN, says
president.” Now American taxpayers must
pay tens of billions of dollars, hundreds of
billions ultimately, for this latest military
intervention to empower the UN.

The House adopted the conference re-
port on H.R. 3289 on October 31, 2003 by
avote of 298 to 121 (Roll Call 601). We
have assigned plusesto the“ nays’ because
the U.S. military was sent into Irag to en-
force UN resolutions, when the only prop-
er use of our nation's armed forces is to
protect the lives and property of American
citizens, and the huge U.S.-funded infra-
structure rebuilding program in Iraq and
Afghanistan is another example of uncon-
stitutional foreign aid.

20 Prescription Drug Benefit. The
final version (conference report) of
H.R. 1 would create a prescription drug
benefit for Medicare recipients. Beginning
in 2006, prescription coverage would be
available to seniors through private insur-
ers for a monthly premium estimated at
$35. There would be a $250 annual de-
ductible, then 75 percent of drug costs up
to $2,250 would be reimbursed. Drug costs
greater than $2,250 would not be covered
until out-of-pocket expenses exceeded
$3,600, after which 95 percent of drug
costs would be reimbursed. Low-income
recipients would receive more subsidies

24
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than other seniors by paying lower premi-
ums, having smaller deductibles, and mak-
ing lower co-payments for each prescrip-
tion. Thetotal cost of the new prescription
drug benefit would be limited to the $400
billion that Congress had budgeted earlier
this year for the first 10 years of this new
entitlement program.

The House adopted the conference re-
port on H.R. 1 on November 22, 2003 by a
vote of 220t0 215 (Roll Call 669). We have
assigned plusesto the “nays’ because this
landmark legislation establishes a major
new unconstitutional entitlement program.

Senate Vote Descriptions

1 Fuel Economy Standards. This
amendment to S. 14 (Energy Policy
Act of 2003) by Richard Durbin (D-IIl.)
would mandate an increase in the Corpo-
rate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) stan-
dards. The CAFE standard for passenger
vehicles made before 2006 would be 25
miles per gallon. From model years 2006
to 2015 the CAFE standard would gradu-
ally increase to 40 miles per gallon. This
new standard would initially be less than
the current 27.5 miles per gallon, but only
because “ passenger automobile” would be
redefined to include the previously ex-
empted SUV's and passenger vans.

Since neither legislators nor manufactur-
ershave amagic wand to reduce the amount
of gasrequired to move acertain massacer-
tain distance, thisradical legislation— akin

to ordering the sun never to set — would
effectively force manufacturers to reduce
vehicle size, thereby limiting consumer
choices and making vehicles less safe.
The Senate regjected this amendment to
S. 14 on July 29, 2003 by avote of 32t0 65
(Roall Call 309). We have assigned plusesto
the“nays’ because thisamendment would
have authorized unconstitutional regula-
tion of consumer choice of vehicle size.

1 U.S.-Singapore Trade. Thistrade
agreement (H.R. 2739) is described
under House Vote #16.

The Senate passed H.R. 2739 on July
31, 2003 by a vote of 66 to 32 (Roll Call
318). We have assigned pluses to the
“nays’ because these bilateral “freetrade”
agreements are intended to be stepping-
stonesto the FTAA, which would set trade
(and eventually other) policies for the
member nations. However, under the U.S.
Constitution only Congress has the power
“to regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions, and among the severa states....”

1 U.S.-Chile Trade. Thistrade agree-
ment (H.R. 2738) is described under
House Vote #17.

The Senate passed H.R. 2738 on July
31, 2003 by a vote of 65 to 32 (Roll Call
319). We have assigned pluses to the
“nays’ because these bilateral “freetrade”
agreements are intended to be stepping-
stonesto the FTAA, which would set trade
(and eventually other) policies for the
member nations. However, under the U.S.
Constitution only Congress has the power
“to regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions, and among the severa states....”

1 Labor-HHS-Education Appropri-
ations. The Senate version of this
bill (H.R. 2660) would appropriate $472
billion for the Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education Departments for
fiscal 2004, a 10 percent increase over fis-
cal 2003. Thishill, the biggest of the fiscal
2004 domestic spending hills, includes
$138 hillion for discretionary spending.
Since the Senate version of H.R. 2660 is
virtually identical to the House version, see
House Vote #11 for additional details.
The Senate passed H.R. 2660 on Sep-
tember 10, 2003 by avote of 94 to 0 (Roll
Call 347). We have assigned minuses to
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Senate Vote Descriptions

(continued)

the “yeas’ because this bill represents a
significant increase in spending, and these
departments are not authorized by the
Constitution.

15 Supplemental Spending for Iraq
& Afghanistan. The Senate version
of this bill (S. 1689) would appropriate
$86.5 hillion in fiscal 2004 supplemental
spending for military operations and re-
construction in Irag and Afghanistan.

17 Global Warming. This substitute
amendment to S. 139 (Climate Stew-
ardship Act of 2003) by Joseph Lieberman
(D-Conn.) would mandate that so-called
greenhouse gas emissions be reduced to
2000 levels by 2010. Greenhouse gases
would be defined as carbon dioxide, meth-
ane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons,
perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride.
Other provisions of the substitute amend-
ment include a program of scientific re-
search on climate change, anational green-
house database, and amarket-driven system

temsto scan through vast amounts of elec-
tronic information to detect patterns and
trends. Sen. Russell Feingold (D-Wis.) in-
troduced this amendment because of his
concerns about Total Information Aware-
ness-type programs being developed at
various federal agencies. His amendment
would require the reports to Congress to
assess “thelikely impact of theimplemen-
tation of the data-mining technology on
privacy and civil liberties....”

The Senate agreed to a motion to table
(kill) this amendment to S. 1753 on No-

vember 4, 2003 by a vote of 61 to 32

Unlike the House version (H.R. 3289),
S. 1689 aso included an amendment
requiring that $10 billion of the ap-
proximately $20 billion in Iragi recon-
struction aid be initially offered as a
loan — and be converted into a grant
only if 90 percent of Irag's bilatera
debts, estimated at $130 hillion, arefor-
given by itscreditors. (Thisamendment
was deleted from the final version of
this legislation, known as the confer-
ence report. The conference report was
approved by voice vote in the Senate
and roll call vote in the House. See
House Vote #19 for a description of the
conference report.)

The Senate passed S. 1689 on Octo-
ber 17, 2003 by avote of 87 to 12 (Rall
Call 400). We have assigned pluses to
the “nays’ because the U.S. military
was sent into Iraq to enforce UN reso-
[utions, when the only proper use of our
nation’s armed forces is to protect the
livesand property of American citizens,
and the huge U.S.-funded infrastructure
rebuilding program in Irag and Afghani-
stan is another example of unconstitution-
al foreign aid.

1 Partial-birth Abortion Ban. The

final version (conference report) of
this legislation (S. 3) is described under
House Vote #18.

The Senate adopted the conference re-
port on S. 3 on October 21, 2003 by avote
of 64 to 34 (Roll Call 402). We have as-
signed pluses to the “yeas’ because all
forms of abortion constitute the murder of
preborn children, and the Supreme Court,
initsRoeVv. Wade decision, overstepped its
proper authority by “legalizing” abortion
in thefirst place.
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Food for thought: Over half the money appropriated
in the House- and Senate-passed “agriculture”
appropriations bills is for nutrition programs
including food stamps. (See House Vote #12 and
Senate Vote #19.)

of greenhouse gas tradable allowances.

The Senate rejected this substitute
amendment to S. 139 on October 30, 2003
by avote of 43 to 55 (Roll Call 420). We
have assigned plusesto the“nays’ because
thisamendment would have established re-
strictions on so-called greenhouse gas
emissions based on the myth of cata-
strophic global warming.

1 Data Mining. This amendment to

S. 1753 (National Consumer Credit
Reporting System Improvement Act of
2003) would require each federal agency
or department engaged in data mining to
submit a public report to Congress. Data
mining involves the use of computer sys-

(Roll Call 435). We have assigned plus-
es to the “nays” — that is, those who
opposed killing the amendment — be-
cause federal data mining activity is
clearly athreat to the Fourth Amend-
ment, which guarantees “the right of
the peopleto be securein their persons,
houses, papers, and effects, against un-
reasonable searches and seizures”

1 Agriculture Appropriations.

The Senate version of H.R. 2673
would appropriate $79.7 billion for
agriculture, rural development, and nu-
trition programs in fiscal 2004. Over
half of the money appropriated by this
“agriculture” bill is earmarked for so-
called mandatory spending on nutrition
programs, including $30 billion for
food stamps and $16 hillion for school
lunch and other nutrition programs.
(See House Vote #12 for a description
of the House version of thisbill.)

The Senate passed H.R. 2673 on No-
vember 6, 2003 by a vote of 93 to 1
(Roll Call 444). We have assigned a plus
tothe“nay” because federal aid to farmers
and federal food aid to individuals are un-
constitutional activities of the federal
government.

USDA

2 Prescription Drug Benefit. The

final version (conference report) of
thislegislation (H.R. 1) isdescribed under
House Vote #20.

The Senate adopted the conference re-
port on H.R. 1 on November 25, 2003 by
a vote of 54 to 44 (Roll Call 459). We
have assigned pluses to the “nays’ be-
cause thislandmark legislation establish-
es amajor new, unconstitutional entitle-
ment program. m
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" House Vote Scores

5

Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 ﬂ Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20
ALABAMA 35 Waters (D) 56% + 2 - - - + o+ + o+ 42%
1 Bonner (R) 20% - - - -+ + - 30% 36 Harman (D) 22 [ - + + 21
2 Everett (R) 56 -+ o+ o+ + + - 56 37 Millender-McDonald (D) 67 [ S + o+ + o+ 44
3 Rogers, MikeD. R) 30 - - + - + + - 35 38 Napolitano (D) 50+ .- - + + 40
4 Aderholt (R) 40 - - + + + + - 40 39 Sanchez, Linda (D) 44 + - - - - + 4+ - 7 + 37
5 Cramer (D) m - - - + - - 32 40 Royce (R) 40 - o+ o+ -+ - -+ - - 4
6 Bachus, S. (R) 20 - - - -+ + - - 30 41 Lewis, Jerry (R) 0 - - - - - - - - 26
7 Davis, A. (D) 40 o+ + o+ o+ 4 42 Miller, Gary (R) 40 - o+ -+ 4+ - -+ - - 53
ALASKA 43 Baca (D) 40 + - - - - + 4+ - -+ 40
Young, D. (R) 56 - - 4+ - 4+ 4 4+ 7 - 47 | 4 Cavent(®) 0 - - - - - = = % = = 0§
45 Bono (R) 10 - - - - O 25
ARIZON{‘ 46 Rohrabacher (R) 70 -+ o+ o+ o+ I 55
1 Renzi (R) 00 - -+ + + -5 47 Sanchez,Loretta D) 33 ¢ - - - - o+ - -+ 33
2 Franks, T. (R) 60 + 4+ + o+ o+ + - 70 48 Cox (R) 30 o4 . o 40
3 Shadegg (R) 50 - -+ o+ o+ - -+ -+ 00 49 Issa (R) 0 - S .y
4 Pastor (D) 38 S AR 50 Cunningham (R) 20 S = = - -+ - - 30
5 Hayworth (R) - -ttt o o+ o o 35 Sy Filner (D) S0+ + - - - 4 4 - - o+ 45
g lg}l;]i{aelv(aRzD) Zg : oot + + + ; 1 22 52 Hunter (R) 40 e + o+ o+ - - 40
8 Kolbe (R) 0 - - - - - T 53 Davis, S. (D) 20 o+ - - - - T
COLORADO
SAS 1 DeGette (D) 30 + - - - - = s = & & 5B
1 Berry (D) 70 + - -+ - + + + + + 55 2 Udall, M. (D) 40 o+ - L+ 4 &
2 Snyder (D) 20 + - - - - - - - -+ 2 3 Mclnnis (R) 20 R, e -
3 Boozman () 30 CoT ot -t -t 35 4 Musgrave (R) 50 - -+ o+ o+ -+ + 60
4 Ross (D) 50+ - - - - + + + - + 50 5 Hefley (R) 0 o+ 4+ - 4+ 4 P —
CALIFORNIA 6 Tancredo (R) 80 -+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ + 80
1 Thompson,M. (D) 30 + - - - - - - -+ o+ 30 7 Beauprez (R) wm - - - - - B 25
2 Herger (R) 20 - - - -+ - -+ - - 30 CONNECTICUT
3 Ose (,R) 10 E S S 1 Larson,]. (D) 50 + - - - + o+ - o+ o+ 42
4 Doclitle (R) S L B, 2 Simmons (R) 0 - - - + - .20
5 Matsui (D) 0 - ot 30 3 petauro (D) T )
6 Wf)olsey (D) 50 P + o+ + + 45 4 Shays (R) 20 e e -
7 Mlller., George (D) 44 + ? 4+ + + 42 5 Johnson, N. (R) 0 A R o 1
8 Pelosi (D) 30 + - - P T}
9 Lee (D) 600+ ¥ o+ o+ 50 DELAWARE
10 Tauscher (D) 20 0+ - - - - ) Castle (R) 0o oo+ - - 30
11 Pombo (R) 30 - -+ -+ - -+ - - 35 FLORIDA
12 Lantos (D) 0+ - - = + o+ - + 37 1 Miller, J. (R) 60 - + + + + - -+ -+ 65
13 Stark (D) 60 + o+ + + - + + 50 2 Boyd (D) 20 + - - - - - 4+ - - 26
14 Eshoo (D) 33 o+ - - 7+ o+ 39 3 Brown, C. (D) 50 o+ - - - - + o+ - o+ o+ 45
15 Honda (D) 50+ + o+ + o+ 37 4 Crenshaw (R) 20 = e = = & = B 30
16 Lofgren (D) 30 o+ - - + + 37 5 Brown-Waite (R) 20 .- -y — 35
17 Farr (D) 50 + - + o+ + + 45 6 Stearns (R) 44 = = 4 4 -7+ 47
18 Cardoza (D) 40 + - - - - + o+ - + 30 7 Mica (R) 22 B e + 32
19 Radanovich (R) 0o - - - - - -+ - - 25 8 Keller (R) 33 - 7+ -+ - + 42
20 Dooley (D) o N [ 9 Bilirakis (R) (N - + 30
21 Nunes (R) 0 - - - - - - -+ - - 25 10 Young, C.W. (R) 2 - 2 -+ - + - 28
22 Thomas, B. (R) iy = = = = = - -+ - - 2 11 Davis, Jim (D) 3 o+ - - - - - + + 35
23 Capps (D) 3 o+ - - - - - -+ o+ 30 12 Putnam (R) 30 - - o+ -+ 5 + S 13
24 Gallegly (R) 20 - - - -+ R T ] 13 Harris (R) 10 .- - - ¥ 25
25 McKeon (R) 10 - - - - - - - - 25 14 Goss (R) 13 - - - - ? + 28
26 Dreier (R) 0 L - -7 - - 24 15 Weldon, D. (R) 40 + o+ o+ + 40
27 Sherman (D) 60 + o+ + o+ -+ o+ 45 16 Foley (R) 20 - -+ - ST 30
28 Berman (D) 30 o+ + - + 32 17 Meek, K. (D) 33 o+ - - - 7 - -+ o+ 37
29 Schiff (D) 30 + - + + 30 18 Ros-Lehtinen (R) 10 - - - - - -+ - - 26
30 Waxman (D) 40 oA = + + 40 19 Wexler (D) 60 + o+ - - + 4+ + + 50
31 Becerra (D) 33 o+ 7 + o+ 29 20 Deutsch (D) 50 o+ B + o+ + + 50
32 Solis (D) 50 + - - + o+ + + 40 21 Diaz-Balart, L. (R) 10 + 25
33 Watson (D) 40 + o+ + 4+ 40 22 Shaw (R) 10 - - - + 25
34 Roybal-Allard (D) 50 + - + o+ + + 40 23 Hastings, A. (D) 50 + + o+ + + 45

26
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
24 Feeney (R) 50% - - o+ + + -+
25 Diaz-Balart, M. (R) 30 + + .
GEORGIA
1 Kingston (R) 30 B + n .
2 Bishop, S. (D) 50 + - + o+ o+ +
3 Marshall (D) 40 w - + o+ o+ -
4 Majette (D) 30 + - + o+
5 Lewis, John (D) 60 R I + o+
6 Isakson (R) 20 + +
7 Linder (R) 20 - + U
8 Collins, M. (R) 40 -+ o+ o+ + -
9 Norwood (R) 70 -+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ +
10 Deal (R) 50 -+ + o+ o+ -
11 Gingrey (R) 20 - + i+ :
12 Burns, M. (R) 20 - + + _
13 SCOt[, D. (D) 30 + - - dn o db -
HAWAII
1 Abercrombie (D) 50 + + o+ + o+
2 Case (D) 22 + - Y
IDAHO
1 Otter (R) 50 -+ o+ 4+ + o+ -
2 Simpson (R) 20 - + + -
ILLINOIS
1 Rush (D) 56+ 7 + o+ + o
2 Jackson, J. (D) 50 o+ - - + o+ + o+
3 Lipinski (D) 56 o+ 7 o+ o+ -+
4 Gutierrez (D) 50 + 7 + o+ 7+
5 Emanuel (D) 20 + - - +
6 Hyde (R) 11 = + ? B
7 Davis, D. (D) 56 + 7 + o+ + o+
8 Crane (R) 50 + + + + o :
9 Schakowsky (D) 60  + + o+ -+ o+
10 Kirk (R) 0 = o = 70 - =
11 Weller (R) 10 +
12 Costello (D) 60 + - dodh db db dr
13 Biggert (R) 10 - - -+ -
14 Hastert (R): Speaker A A U
15 Johnson, Timothy (R) 10 - + _
16 Manzullo (R) 30 - & + + -
17 Evans (D) 56 + - + o+ 7+ o+
18 LaHood (R) 11 -7 - + - -
19 Shimkus (R) 30 + o+ +
INDIANA
1 Visclosky (D) 50 o+ - o+ o+ +
2 Chocola (R) 20 - + + R
3 Souder (R) 10 = + .
4 Buyer (R) 30 + + + -
5 Burton (R) 40 -+ + + +
6 Pence (R) 40 + + + +
7 Carson, J. (D) 40 + - PN .
8 Hostettler (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ +
9 Hill (D) 30 + - + +
IOWA
1 Nussle (R) 20 - + + -
2 Leach (R) 10 - + -
3 Boswell (D) 33 o+ - 7+ o+
4 Latham (R) 10 = = = + - -
5 King, S. (R) 30 P +
KANSAS
1 Moran, Jerry (R) 40 -+ + + +
2 Ryun, . (B) 50 s . .
3 Moore (D) 20 + - +
4 Tiahrt (R) 30 — + ¥ B
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1-20

58%
35

37
50
45
30
50
30
32
42
60
50
30
30

40
21

50
30

53
50
53
39

22
47
50
50
11
25
05
25

25
35
44
26
35

50
30
25
33

40
40
80
30

30
15
37
25
45

50
50
25
35

Votes: 11-20

KENTUCKY
1 Whitfield (R)
2 Lewis, R. (R)
3 Northup (R)
4 Lucas, K. (D)
5 Rogers, H. (R)
6 Fletcher (R)

LOUISIANA
1 Vitter (R)
2 Jefferson (D)
3 Tauzin (R)
4 McCrery (R)
5 Alexander, R. (D)
6 Baker (R)
7 John (D)

MAINE
1 Allen, T. (D)
2 Michaud (D)

MARYLAND
1 Gilchrest (R)
2 Ruppersberger (D)
3 Cardin (D)
4 Wynn (D)
5 Hoyer (D)
6 Bartlett (R)
7 Cummings (D)
8 Van Hollen (D)

MASSACHUSETTS
1 Olver (D)
2 Neal (D)
3 McGovern (D)
4 Frank, B. (D)
5 Meehan (D)
6 Tierney (D)
7 Markey (D)
8 Capuano (D)
9 Iynch (D)
10 Delahunt (D)
MICHIGAN
1 Stupak (D)
2 Hoekstra (R)
3 Ehlers (R)
4 Camp (R)
5 Kildee (D)
6 Upton (R)
7 Smith, N. (R)
8 Rogers, Mike (R)
9 Knollenberg (R)
10 Miller, C. (R)
11 McCotter (R)
12 Levin, S. (D)
13 Kilpatrick (D)
14 Conyers (D)
15 Dingell (D)

MINNESOTA
1 Gutknecht (R)

11

12

13

14

15

16 17

18 19

20

20%
20
20
30
10
17

20
57
10
10
40
22
20

40
60

10
50
20
50
20
33
50
40

60
30
60
60
40
60
50
60
50
60

67
40
10
10
60
10
50
10
10
10
22
30
60
67
60

33

+ 4+ + o+

+ +

+ 4+ + o+ + o+

+ + o+ +

+ o+ |+

+

+ o+

+ o+ o+ o+ o+

e

+ 4+ + + o+

4L

+ 4+ + + + +

+ 4+ o+ + + +

+ + [+ + + +

+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

Es

+ [+ + +

+ +

+ o+

+ 4+ [+

Key to House Votes (see pages 22-24)

11. Labor-HHS-Education Funding

12. Agriculture Appropriations
13. Ban on UN Contributions

14. Millennium Challenge Account
15. Rejoining UNESCO

16. U.S.-Singapore Trade
17. U.S.-Chile Trade
18. Partial-birth Abortion Ban
19. Iraq and Afghanistan Funds
20. Prescription Drug Benefit

33%
26

40
25
31

30
59
25
25
50
37
35

37
50

20
50
25
40
30
53
45
35

45
35
45
50
35
50
45
47
45
50

58
45
20
25
55
25

25
25
25
32
35
50
58
53

42

27
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
2 Kline (R) 20% + +
3 Ramstad (R) 10 - = = + - -
4 McCollum (D) 50 + + o+ -+ o+
5 Sabo (D) 44 + - + + 7 +
6 Kennedy, M. (R) 20 - + + R
7 Peterson, C. (D) 50 £ - + + o+ o+ B
8 Oberstar (D) 60+ - o+ o+ o+ o+
MISSISSIPPI
1 Wicker (R) 10 ° = o + - -
2 Thompson, B. (D) 50 + F o+ -+ o+
3 Pickering (R) 0 - - - 7 - -
4 Taylor, G. (D) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ +
MISSOURI
1 Clay (D) 50 o+ - + o+ P
2 Akin (R) 67 - - -+ # T
3 Gephardt (D) 2 S R B + o+ 2 7+
4 Skelton (D) 30 + + +
5 McCarthy, K. (D) 50 £ o= = + o+ + o+
6 Graves (R) 30 R + o+ . B
7 Blunt (R) 10 - + _
8 Emerson (R) 30 - + + +
9 Hulshof (R) 20 - + + -
MONTANA
Rehberg (R) 20 - + + R
NEBRASKA
1 Bereuter (R) 10 - = = + - -
2 Terry (R) 20 + +
3 Osborne (R) 10 = + B
NEVADA
1 Berkley (D) I 77 +
2 Gibbons (R) 33 7 - 4 + o B
3 Porter (R) 10 - + _
NEW HAMPSHIRE
1 Bradley (R) 11 - - - + 7 -
2 Bass (R) 10 +
NEW JERSEY
1 Andrews (D) 50 + o+ + o+ +
2 LoBiondo (R) 30 - + o+ o+ -
3 Saxton (R) 10 o + -
4 Smith, C. (R) 10 - + -
5 Garrett (R) 50 - -+ o+ o+ + -+
6 Pallone (D) 60 + + - + o+ P
7 Ferguson (R) 14 T ) + - -
8 Pascrell (D) 60 + o+ + o+ o+ +
9 Rothman (D) 50 o+ + + o+ +
10 Payne (D) 50 70 + o+ + o+
11 Frelinghuysen (R) 10 - + -
12 Holt (D) 50 + - + o+ + o+
13 Menendez (D) 40 o+ - - + I
NEW MEXICO
1 Wilson, H. (R) 20 + + -
2 Pearce (R) 22 - + + 7 -
3 Udall, T. (D) 50 + - + o+ + o+
NEW YORK
1 Bishop, T. (D) 40 w - + o+ +
2 Israel (D) 20 + - +
3 King, P. (R) 10 == + - -
4 McCarthy, C. (D) 40 + + o+ +
5 Ackerman (D) 50 o+ - - - o + o+
6 Meeks, G. (D) 33 + - ? + o4
7 Crowley (D) 40 + - + o+ o+
8 Nadler (D) 60 + o+ + o+ + o+
9 Weiner (D) 30 & o + o+
10 Towns (D) 50 + - + o+ + o+

28

1-20
30%
30
35
32
30
45
50

25
45
21
70

45
58

35
38
40
25
33
30

30

20
30
25

36
42
25

26
25

32
30
20
20
60
45
31
47
42
41
20
40
35

30
32
40

35

20
35
45
37
45
45
35
50

Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
11 Owens (D) 50% ¢ 7 - - + o+ P
12 Velazquez (D) 50 + - + o+ + o+
13 Fossella (R) 38 7+ -+ = +
14 Maloney, C. (D) 20+ - - +
15 Rangel (D) 30+ - + o+
16 Serrano (D) 50 o+ .- - P
17 Engel (D) 40 4 - - + o+ +
18 Lowey (D) 20 + - +
19 Kelly (R) 11 B . o
20 Sweeney (R) 20 o+
21 McNulty (D) 50+ - + o+ o+ +
22 Hinchey (D) 50+ - + o+ + o+
23 McHugh (R) 30 - + o+ o+ -
24 Boehlert (R) 11 - - - + 7
25 Walsh (R) 0 A i )
26 Reynolds (R) 22 7+ +
27 Quinn (R) 30 = = + o+ o+
28 Slaughter (D) 60  + + + o+ + o+
29 Houghton (R) 10 - . +
NORTH CAROLINA
1 Ballance (D) 22 + .- - -
2 Etheridge (D) K - - + i
3 Jones, W. (R) 80  + + o+ o+ + o+ ¥ +
4 Price, D. (D) 20 + = = = +
5 Burr (R) 20 + +
6 Coble (R) 60 + o+ o+ + o+ ¥
7 Mclntyre (D) 60  + + + o+ o+ +
8 Hayes (R) 60 + o+ o+ + o+ o+
9 Myrick (R) 50 7+ o+ 4+ -+
10 Ballenger (R) 20 . - +
11 Taylor, C. (R) 50 + + + o+ o+
12 Watt (D) 50+ - P P
13 Miller, B. (D) 44 4 + o+ -
NORTH DAKOTA
Pomeroy (D) 20 + > o - +
OHIO
1 Chabot (R) 44 7+ o+ - + +
2 Portman (R) 10 o - +
3 Turner, M. (R) 10 - - +
4 Oxley (R) 11 - 0 s +
5 Gillmor (R) 20 + o+
6 Strickland (D) 60+ - - 4 4y db db dr
7 Hobson (R) 10 +
8 Boehner (R) 20 = = & - +
9 Kaptur (D) 70+ + - - + o+ o+ o+ 4
10 Kucinich (D) 60 + o+ - o + o+
11 Jones, S. (D) 50 + - + o+ + o+
12 Tiberi (R) 30 P—— : .
13 Brown, S. (D) 56 + ? + 4+ + o+
14 LaTourette (R) 40 = = & -+ o+ o+
15 Pryce, D. (R) 10 +
16 Regula (R) 10 = = 5 +
17 Ryan, T. (D) 60  + - - + o+ o+ o+ o+
18 Ney (R) 30 + -+ = B
OKLAHOMA
1 Sullivan (R) 38 + + 77+
2 Carson, B. (D) 20 + - . o
3 Lucas, E (R) 30 + + +
4 Cole (R) 10 — - +
5 Istook (R) 33 + 7+ R i
OREGON
1 Wu (D) 40 + o+ - + +
2 Walden (R) 10 - + -
3 Blumenauer (D) 33 Lo = = - P -
4 DeFazio (D) 60 + o+ o+ + o+

1-20

38%
40
39
25
30
40
35
25
21
30
45
45
37
21
21
26
35
44
22

32
40
75
25
30
50
50
55
44
30
45
45
37

30

47
25
25
32
30
55
25
28
55
50
47
37
50
35
25
25
50
35

39
37
35
25
42

30
25
37
50
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Votes: 11-20

5 Hooley (D)

PENNSYLVANIA
1 Brady, R. (D)
2 Fattah (D)

3 English (R)

4 Hart (R)

5 Peterson, J. (R)
6 Gerlach (R)

7 Weldon, C. (R)

8 Greenwood (R)
9 Shuster, Bill (R)

10 Sherwood (R)

11 Kanjorski (D)

12 Murtha (D)

13 Hoeffel (D)

14 Doyle (D)

15 Toomey (R)

16 Pitts (R)

17 Holden (D)

18 Murphy (R)

19 Platts (R)

RHODE ISLAND
1 Kennedy, P. (D)
2 Langevin (D)
SOUTH CAROLINA
1 Brown, H. (R)
2 Wilson, J. (R)
3 Barrett (R)
4 DeMint (R)
5 Spratt (D)
6 Clyburn (D)

SOUTH DAKOTA
Janklow (R)

TENNESSEE
1 Jenkins (R)
2 Duncan (R)
3 Wamp (R)
4 Davis, L. (D)
5 Cooper (D)
6 Gordon, B. (D)
7 Blackburn (R)
8 Tanner (D)
9 Ford (D)

TEXAS

1 Sandlin (D)
Turner, J. (D)
Johnson, Sam (R)
Hall, R. (D)
Hensarling (R)
Barton (R)
Culberson (R)
Brady, K. (R)

9 Lampson (D)
10 Doggett (D)
11 Edwards, C. (D)
12 Granger (R)
13 Thornberry (R)
14 Paul (R)
15 Hinojosa (D)
16 Reyes (D)
17 Stenholm (D)
18 Jackson-Lee, S. (D)
19 Neugebauer (R)
20 Gonzalez (D)

R 1 SN R W
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11

12

13

14

15

16
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20

30%

50
50
10
20
20
10
10

0
40
10
60
50
50
60
50
20
50
10
30

60
50

20
50
70
50
50
60

33

20
70
40
22
33
50
30
30
33

30
30
30
30
11
33
50
22
50
50
20
10
20

100

30
30
20
50
30
20

+ 0+ o+
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+ I+ +

+ o+ o+

+ 4+ + o+

~ o+ 4+

~ +

+ 4+ 4+

+ o+ + o+

+ + 4+ +

+ o+ + + + 0+ + + +

+ 0+ 4+ + o+

+ 0+ + + + o+

+

+ 4+

+ o+ o+ o+ + 4+

+ 4+ ++ o+

1-20
30%

45
40
30
30
30
20
21
10
40
25
60
55
40
55
50
35
50
25
35

50
45

30
47
55
45
45
47

38

35
05
45
37

50
35
45
37

42
35
45
35
37
42
55
32
45
45
25
25

100
40
40
25
45
30
30

Votes: 11-20

21 Smith, L. (R)
22 Delay (R)

23 Bonilla (R)

24 Frost (D)

25 Bell (D)

26 Burgess (R)
27 Ortiz (D)

28 Rodriguez (D)
29 Green, G. (D)
30 Johnson, E.B. (D)
31 Carter (R)

32 Sessions, P. (R)

UTAH
1 Bishop, R. (R)
2 Matheson (D)
3 Cannon (R)

VERMONT
Sanders (I)

VIRGINIA
1 Davis, Jo Ann (R)
2 Schrock (R)
3 Scott, R. (D)
4 Forbes (R)
5 Goode (R)
6 Goodlatte (R)
7 Cantor (R)
8 Moran, James (D)
9 Boucher (D)
10 Wolf (R)
11 Davis, T. (R)

WASHINGTON

1 Inslee (D)

2 larsen, R. (D)

3 Baird (D)

4 Hastings, D. (R)

5 Nethercutt (R)

6 Dicks (D)

7 McDermott (D)

8 Dunn (R)

9 Smith, A. (D)
WEST VIRGINIA

1 Mollohan (D)

2 Capito (R)

3 Rahall (D)
WISCONSIN

1 Ryan, P. (R)

2 Baldwin (D)

3 Kind, R. (D)

4 Kleczka (D)

5 Sensenbrenner (R)

6 Petri (R)

7 Obey (D)

8 Green, M. (R)

WYOMING
Cubin (R)

11

12

13

14

19

20

20%
30
10
40
50
40
30
40
40
50
30
30

50
20
30

60

60
30
50
40
60
30
30
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40
10
11

40
20
40
30
10
20
60
10
40

56
10
70

30
60
30
70
30
40
90
40

40
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+
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+ o+ o+
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Key to House Votes (see pages 22-24)

11. Labor-HHS-Education Funding

12. Agriculture Appropriations
13. Ban on UN Contributions

14. Millennium Challenge Account
15. Rejoining UNESCO

16. U.S.-Singapore Trade
17. U.S.-Chile Trade
18. Partial-birth Abortion Ban
19. Iraq and Afghanistan Funds
20. Prescription Drug Benefit

1-20
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37
28
35
40
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40
42
40
40
40

50
45

50
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35
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30
40
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35
20
35
35
25
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25
37
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37
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50
50
08
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
ALABAMA
Shelby (R) 50% + + + P
Sessions, J. (R) 30 - - + o+ -
ALASKA
Stevens (R) 40 + -+ + o+ -
Murkowski, L. (R) 40 + -+ + o+ B
ARIZONA
McCain (R) 40 + - + + +
Kyl (R) 30 o+ - + o+ 5 o
ARKANSAS
Lincoln (D) 30 + - + o+ -
Pryor (D) 40 o+ - - + o+ -
CALIFORNIA
Feinstein (D) 30 + o+ + _
Boxer (D) 50 + o+ + + +
COLORADO
Campbell (R) 33 + - + o+ 7 -
Allard (R) 30+ - - + o+ = =
CONNECTICUT
Dodd (D) 40 -+ o+ + -+
Lieberman (D) 77 7 7 2
DELAWARE
Biden (D) 60 + o+ o+ + + +
Carper (D) 0 - - - + o
FLORIDA
Graham, B. (D) 38 2 T + ¥
Nelson, Bill (D) 11 - ? +
GEORGIA
Miller, Z. (D) 44 + o+ + o+ ?
Chambliss (R) 50 + + o+ + o+ -
HAWAIL
Inouye (D) 30 -+ o+ .
Akaka (D) 40 + o+ + 4
IDAHO
Craig (R) 50+ o+ o+ + o+
Crapo (R) 50+ + + + o+ -
ILLINOIS
Durbin (D) 20 - + +
Fitzgerald (R) 30 o= - + o+ .
INDIANA
Lugar (R) 20 + +
Bayh (D) 40 + - + P
IOWA
Grassley (R) 30 + - + o+ -
Harkin (D) 50 -+ o+ + P 4
KANSAS
Brownback (R) 30 + - + o+ -
Roberts (R) 30 L - + o+ -
KENTUCKY
McConnell (R) 33 + - + o+ ? -
Bunning (R) 33 o+ - - w4 0= =
LOUISIANA
Breaux (D) 30 + - + o+ R
Landrieu (D) 30 o+ - + o+ -

30

1-20

55%
45

45
45

50
45

30
40

30
40

37
42

35
23

44
20

38
21

53
55

26
30

55
55

25
50

40
35

45
35

45
45

50
47

30
30

Votes: 11-20
MAINE
Snowe (R) 0%
Collins, S. (R) 0
MARYLAND
Sarbanes (D) 40
Mikulski (D) 50
MASSACHUSETTS
Kennedy, E. (D) 50
Kerry, J. (D)
MICHIGAN
Levin, C. (D) 40
Stabenow (D) 30
MINNESOTA
Dayton (D) 40
Coleman (R) 30
MISSISSIPPI
Cochran (R) 30
Lott (R) 40
MISSOURI
Bond (R) 30
Talent (R) 30
MONTANA
Baucus, M. (D) 20
Burns, C. (R) 30
NEBRASKA
Hagel (R) 40
Nelson, Ben (D) 22
NEVADA
Reid, H. (D) 50
Ensign (R) 50
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Gregg (R) 20
Sununu (R) 50
NEW JERSEY
Lautenberg (D) 50
Corzine (D) 40
NEW MEXICO
Domenici (R) 33
Bingaman (D) 20
NEW YORK
Schumer (D) 20
Clinton (D) 20
NORTH CAROLINA
Edwards, J. (D) 80
Dole (R) 40
NORTH DAKOTA
Conrad (D) 40
Dorgan (D) 60
OHIO
DeWine (R) 30
Voinovich (R) 30
OKLAHOMA
Nickles (R) 40
Inhofe (R) 30

Senate Vote Scores

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20

S 20%
5

+ o+ -+ - - - -+ 3

+ 4+ o+ - - - -+ -+ 35
-+ o+ -+ - -+ -+ 37
[ A A - -2 18
+ - - - - -+ + -+ 35
+ - - - - - -+ -+ 25
+ 4+ - - - -+ -+ 35

+ - - - - + + - - - 45
+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
+ - - - - + + - - + 50
+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
+ - - - - + + - - - 45
+ - - - - -+ - - - 25
+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
+ - - - - + + - - + 50
+ - - - - + 7 - - - 37
+ 4+ - - + -+ - + 50

+ - - - - + + -+ + 60
- - + - - -+ 40

+ - - 7 - + + - ? + 56
+ o+ -+ - -+ -+ 45

+ + - - - -+ -+ 3

+ - 7 - - + + - - - 50
- - - - -+ -+ 30

- - - - -+ -+ 25

- - - - -+ -+ 20

+ o+ 7+ 777+ 43

+ o+ - - - o o= = = 50
+ - - - - + o+ o+ - - 40
+ o+ o+ - - + + + - - 45
+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
+ - - - - + + - -+ 50
+ - - - - + + - - - 45
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15
OREGON
Wyden (D) 30% - + + -
Smith, G. (R) Ao = = 0
PENNSYLVANIA
Specter (R) 40 + o+
Santorum (R) 30 &=
RHODE ISLAND
Reed, J. (D) 40 -+ o+
Chafee (R) 10 - -
SOUTH CAROLINA
Hollings (D) 50 - o+ o+ -+
Graham, L. (R) 60  + + +
SOUTH DAKOTA
Daschle (D) 20 - - -
Johnson, Tim (D) 50 + o+ o+
TENNESSEE
Frist (R) 30 +
Alexander, L. (R) 37 + ?
TEXAS
Hutchison, K. (R) 22 +
Cornyn (R) 30 +
UTAH
Hatch (R) 30 +
Bennett (R) 30 +
VERMONT
Leahy (D) 40 B
Jeffords (1) 40 -+ o+ -+

et B5= out!

1' me Hmwﬂ Nations

While America
is fighting terrorists...

United States’list of nations
sponsoring terrorism
AND
Members of the United Nations

General Assembly in good standing
Syria Iran

Cuba

Libya

Iraq Sudan

-..the United Nations
is harboring them!

www.getusout.org/terrorists/

17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20
VIRGINIA
-+ - - 30% | Warner (R) 30% + - - - - + o+ - - 40%
o= = = 5 Allen, G. (R) 30 o+ - - - - + o+ - - - 45
WASHINGTON
+ - - - 40 Murray (D) 20 - - - -+ -+ 20
+ - - - 45 Cantwell (D) 20 - - - - - -+ -+ 2
WEST VIRGINIA
+ -+ 30 Byrd (D) 80 o+ + + - o+ + 4+ + - + 50
+ 30 Rockefeller (D) 20 S - - - -+ 25
WISCONSIN
+ 40 Kohl (D) 50 + + o+ - - -+ -+ 40
+ + 60 Feingold (D) 50 I - -+ -+ 40
WYOMING
+ 25 Thomas, C. (R) 33 + - - - + o+ 7 - - 47
+ 03 Enzi (R) 30 + - - - - + + - - - 4
+ 45
+ 47
R Key to Senate Votes (see pages 24-25)
+ - - - 45
11. Fuel Economy Standards 16. Partial-birth Abortion Ban
. 45 12. U.S.-Singapore Trade 17. Global Warming
n 45 13. U.S.-Chile Trade 18. Data Mining
14. Labor-HHS-Education Funding ~ 19. Agriculture Appropriations
+ + 32 15. Irag and Afghanistan Funds 20. Prescription Drug Benefits
s 30

UINLAN’

TIRE SERVICE, INC.

LOCALLY OWNED & OPERATED SINCE 1958

LnIDGESTONE

TRUCK-TRACTOR-FLEET

Frirestone
OFF-HWY SERVICE

ROAD SERVICE
=]

COMPLETE AUTO & RV SERVICE

—— VALLEJO NAPA —
(707) 642-3230 | | (707) 224-3983

166 Watson Lane — American Canyon, CA 94503
“Between Napa & Vallejo Off Hwy. 29 Just East of Railroad Overpass”




