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The Conservative Index

Our fourth look at the 108th Congress shows how every member of the House and
Senate voted on Key issues, including foreign aid, national defense, and taxes.

House Vote Descriptions

3 Defunding U.S. Participation in
UNESCO. This amendment to the
appropriations bill for the Commerce, Jus-
tice, and State Departments (H.R. 4754)
would effectively end U.S. participation in
UNESCO by defunding it. Introduced by
Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas), the amendment
stated: “None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to pay expenses
for any United States contribution to the
United Nations Educational, Scientific,
and Cultural Organization (UNESCO).”
The U.S. rejoined UNESCO in 2002 after
withdrawing from it in 1984.

The House rejected Paul’s amendment
on July 7, 2004 by a vote of 135 to 283
(Roll Call 333). We have assigned pluses
to the “yeas” because our national inde-
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pendence must be pre-
served by getting out and
staying out of the UN and
all of its agencies, includ-
ing UNESCO.

3 Defunding U.S.

Participation in
the United Nations.
In addition to sponsor-
ing an amendment to
defund U.S. participa-
tion in UNESCO (House
Vote #31 above), Rep.
Ron Paul (R-Texas) also
proposed an amendment
to defund U.S. partici-
pation in the UN as a
whole. The latter amend-
ment stated: “None of the
funds made available in
this Act [H.R. 4754] may
be used to pay any Unit-
ed States contribution to
the United Nations or any
affiliated agency of the
United Nations.”

The House rejected Paul’s broader de-
funding amendment on July 7, 2004 by
a vote of 83 to 335 (Roll Call 335). We
have assigned pluses to the “yeas” because
blocking U.S. funding of the UN would
be a significant step toward getting out of
the world body and fully restoring U.S.
independence.

3 Agriculture Appropriations. This

bill (H.R. 4766) would appropriate
$83.7 billion for agriculture, rural devel-
opment, and nutrition programs in fiscal
2005. Over half ($50.2 billion) of the
funding in the so-called agriculture appro-
priations bill would be for domestic food
and nutrition programs, including $33.6
billion for the food stamp program and
$11.3 billion for child nutrition programs.
Another $27 billion would be for agricul-

ture programs, including $16.5 billion for
the Commodity Credit Corporation.

The House passed H.R. 4766 on July
13, 2004 by a vote of 389 to 31 (Roll
Call 370). We have assigned pluses to
the “nays” because federal aid to farm-
ers and federal food aid to individuals are
unconstitutional activities of the federal
government.

34 Millennium Challenge Account.
During consideration of the foreign
aid appropriations bill (H.R. 4818), Rep.
Ron Paul (R-Texas) offered this amend-
ment to eliminate all of the funding for
the Millennium Challenge Account. H.R.
4818 would provide $1.25 billion for this
account in fiscal 2005, 25 percent more
than in fiscal 2004, for the purpose of
rewarding nations for progress in human
rights, economic policy, and democracy.
During floor debate, Paul noted that this
year-old program was originally viewed as
“a transition from one form of foreign aid
to another,” but it instead “was just added
on.”

The House rejected Paul’s amendment
on July 15, 2004 by a vote of 41 to 379
(Roll Call 383). We have assigned pluses
to the “yeas” because foreign aid is uncon-
stitutional. Subsequently, the House voted
on the entire $19.4 billion foreign aid bill
(see House Vote #36 below).

3 UN Inspections of U.S. Elections.

Rep. Steve Buyer (R-Ind.) proposed
an amendment to add the following lan-
guage to the foreign aid appropriations
bill: “None of the funds made available in
this Act [H.R. 4818] may be used by any
official of the United States Government
to request the United Nations to assess the
validity of elections in the United States.”
Buyer was responding to the fact that near-
ly a dozen members of the House had writ-
ten to UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan
requesting “to have election observers to
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monitor the Presidential election in the
United States” on November 2.

The House adopted Buyer’s amendment
on July 15, 2004 by a vote of 243 to 161
(Roll Call 385). We have assigned pluses
to the “yeas” because such UN monitoring
could open the door to UN interference in
our elections.

3 Foreign Aid. The foreign aid ap-
propriations bill (H.R. 4818) would
provide $19.4 billion in fiscal 2005, an 11
percent increase over fiscal 2004 funding.
The House passed H.R. 4818 on July 15,
2004 by a vote of 365 to 41 (Roll Call 390).
We have assigned pluses to the “nays” be-
cause foreign aid is unconstitutional.

3 Marriage Protection Act. This bill

(H.R. 3313) would protect mar-
riage from judicial activism by restricting
the federal courts as opposed to amending
the Constitution. Specifically, H.R. 3313
would stipulate that “no court created by
Act of Congress shall have any jurisdic-
tion, and the Supreme Court shall have
no appellate jurisdiction” to interpret, or
rule on the constitutionality of, Title 28,
Section 1738C of the U.S. Code. Section
1738C states that no state, territory, or
possession of the U.S “shall be required
to give effect” to same-sex “marriages”
performed under the laws of another state,
territory, or possession.

H.R. 3313 would not prohibit the feder-
al courts from hearing all same-sex “mar-
riage” cases, since it is narrowly worded.
A more broadly written measure would
have been better. Nevertheless, H.R. 3313
would be a step in the right direction.

The House passed H.R. 3313 on July
22, 2004 by a vote of 233 to 194 (Roll
Call 410). We have assigned pluses to the
“yeas” because H.R. 3313 would help pro-
tect marriage via a long-neglected congres-
sional check on the federal judiciary. Later
in the year, the House voted to protect the
Pledge of Allegiance by employing the
same power (see House Vote #39).

3 Labor-HHS-Education Appro-

priations. This mammoth appro-
priations bill (H.R. 5006) would provide
$496.6 billion in fiscal 2005, including
$374.3 billion for the Department of
Health and Human Services, $60.3 bil-
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lion for the Department of Education, and
$14.9 billion for the Department of Labor.
Total fiscal 2005 appropriations would
be 3.5 percent higher than fiscal 2004
appropriations.

The House passed H.R. 5006 on Sep-
tember 9, 2004 by a vote of 388 to 13 (Roll
Call 440). We have assigned pluses to the
“nays” because these departments are not
authorized by the Constitution.

3 Pledge Protection Act. This bill

(H.R. 2028) is similar to the Mar-
riage Protection Act (House Vote #37
above) in that it would counter judicial
activism by reining in the federal courts
as opposed to amending the Constitution.
H.R. 2028 states: “No court created by
Act of Congress shall have any jurisdic-
tion, and the Supreme Court shall have no
appellate jurisdiction, to hear or decide
any question pertaining to the interpre-
tation of, or the validity under the Con-
stitution of, the Pledge of Allegiance ...
or its recitation.” This legislation would
prevent the federal courts from ruling that
the phrase “under God” in the Pledge of

Allegiance is unconstitutional.

The House passed H.R. 2028 on Sep-
tember 23, 2004 by a vote of 247 to 173
(Roll Call 467). We have assigned pluses
to the “yeas” because H.R. 2028 would
protect the Pledge of Allegiance from fed-
eral court activism.

4 Extending Tax Cuts. The final
version (conference report) of this
tax-cut legislation (H.R. 1308) would ben-
efit most Americans by extending the life
of several middle-class tax breaks set to
expire at the end of this year. It would ex-
tend provisions providing relief from the
“marriage penalty” through 2008, extend
the $1,000 per child income tax credit
through 2009, and keep a greater number
of taxpayers in the 10 percent income tax
bracket through 2010. It would also revive
some expired business tax incentives.
The House adopted the conference re-
port on H.R. 1308 on September 23, 2004
by a vote of 339 to 65 (Roll Call 472). We
have assigned pluses to the “yeas” because
the bill would extend the life of tax cuts,
benefiting a large number of Americans.

About This Index

cc 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
is what 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 herein,
look him up in the tables on pages 18-23. The scores are derived by dividing a congress-
man’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” indicates
that he voted “Present.” If a congressman cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score

is not assigned.)

The average House score for this index (votes 31-40) is 34 percent; the average Sen-
ate score is 57 percent. Representatives Trent Franks (R-Ariz.), Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.),
Tom Tancredo (R-Colo.), and Ron Paul (R-Texas) scored 100 percent. Senators Richard
Shelby (R-Ala.), Wayne Allard (R-Colo.), Peter Fitzgerald (R-Il1.), Pat Roberts (R-Kan.),
Trent Lott (R-Miss.), Conrad Burns (R-Mont.), John Sununu (R-N.H.), Pete Domenici
(R-N.M.), and Don Nickles (R-Okla.) also earned perfect scores.

We encourage readers to examine how their own congressmen voted on each of the
10 key measures in this index as well as overall. Our first index for the 108th Congress
(votes 1-10) appeared in our July 14, 2003 issue, our second index (votes 11-20) ap-
peared in our December 29, 2003 issue, and our third index (votes 21-30) appeared in

our July 12, 2004 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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Senate Vote Descriptions

3 Nuclear Weapons Study. Sen.

Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) sponsored
this amendment to prohibit the use of
$36.6 million authorized by the Defense
authorization bill (S. 2400) for two fea-
sibility studies into options for modern-
izing our nuclear stockpile — one per-
taining to “bunker buster” weapons that
would explode deep underground, and
the other an Advanced Concepts Initia-
tive including research into a “low yield”
nuclear weapon. Sen. Wayne Allard (R-
Colo.), who opposed Kennedy’s amend-
ment, noted that our existing nuclear
stockpile “was developed for a massive
nuclear exchange with one nation. Today,
these weapons are too powerful and may
result in greater damage than necessary to
neutralize a target.”

The Senate rejected Kennedy’s amend-
ment on June 15, 2004 by a vote of 42 to
55 (Roll Call 113). We have assigned plus-
es to the “nays” because national defense
is a constitutional function of the federal
government.

L 8

3 Hate Crimes. Sen. Gordon Smith

(R-Ore.) proposed a measure, in
the form of an amendment to the Defense
authorization bill (S. 2400), to expand the
definition of “hate crimes” to include as-
saults based on sexual orientation, gender,
or disability. Current federal hate crimes
law imposes stricter sentences when as-
saults are based on race, ethnicity, or
religion.

The Senate adopted Smith’s amendment
on June 15, 2004 by a vote of 65 to 33
(Roll Call 114). We have assigned pluses
to the “nays” because Smith’s amendment
would further federalize the criminal code,
and because “hate crimes” measures are
intended to punish not just criminal acts
but the thoughts behind them.

3 Missile Defense. During consid-

eration of the Defense authoriza-
tion bill (S. 2400), Sen. Barbara Boxer
(D-Calif.) offered an amendment that
would prohibit deployment of a ground-
based system of missile interceptors until
“the Secretary of Defense certifies ... that
the capabilities of the system ... have been

confirmed by operationally realistic test-
ing of the system.” The problem with Box-
er’s amendment is that the system cannot
be operationally tested without initial de-
ployment, scheduled for later in the year in
Alaska. “If you prohibit this ‘deployment,’
you prohibit operationally realistic testing
— and prevent the very basis for the cer-
tification that the amendment requires,”
noted Senate Armed Services Committee
Chairman John Warner (R-Va.).

The Senate rejected Boxer’s amend-
ment on June 17, 2004 by a vote of 42 to
57 (Roll Call 124). We have assigned plus-
es to the “nays” because national defense
is a constitutional function of the federal
government.

3 Tax Rate Increase. Sen. Joe Biden

(D-Del.) proposed a measure, in the
form of an amendment to the Defense au-
thorization bill (S. 2400), to increase the
top income tax rate from 35 percent to 36
percent, starting in 2005 and lasting until
2010. The additional revenue would be
earmarked for security and stabilization
operations in Iraq.

I pledge allegiance to
the Flag of the United
States of America, and
to the Republic for
which it stands, one
nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty
and justice for all.

Hands off the Pledge! The House voted on September 23 to deny all federal court jurisdiction to re-write the Pledge of Allegiance by removing the
phrase “under God.” This was a long-overdue assertion of Congress’ constitutional authority to rein in rogue judges. (See House Vote #39.)
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The Senate rejected Biden’s amend-
ment on June 17, 2004 by a vote of 44
to 53 (Roll Call 130). We have assigned
pluses to the “nays” because the amend-
ment would increase taxes.

3 Missile Defense. Sen. Carl Levin

(D-Mich.) offered an amendment to
shift $515.5 million in the Defense autho-
rization bill (S. 2400) from ground-based
missile interceptors to nuclear nonprolif-
eration programs and homeland security.

The Senate rejected Levin’s amendment
on June 22, 2004 by a vote of 44 to 56
(Roll Call 133). We have assigned pluses
to the “nays” because the U.S. needs a
means of protecting the homeland against
incoming ballistic missiles.

36 Budgeting for Overseas Military
Operations. During consideration
of the Defense appropriations bill (H.R.
4613), Sen. Robert Byrd (D-W.Va.) pro-
posed a nonbinding amendment urging
that the president include in his annual
budget “any request for funds ... for an on-
going military operation overseas, includ-
ing operations in Afghanistan and Iraq,”
and that such funding should be appropri-
ated in regular accounts. In remarks on the
Senate floor, Byrd expressed frustration
that the administration has failed to esti-
mate war costs and has made “stop-gap”
and “emergency supplemental” spend-
ing requests that have caused mistakes in
materiel requisitions — the failure to re-
quest sufficient funds for body armor, for
instance. Byrd described his amendment
as “a simple, common-sense approach that
promotes fiscal responsibility.”

The Senate adopted Byrd’s amendment
on June 24, 2004 by a vote of 89 to 9 (Roll
Call 147). We have assigned pluses to the
“yeas” because his amendment would en-
courage fiscal responsibility.

3 Foreign Aid. During consideration

of the Defense appropriations bill
(H.R. 4613), Sen. Joe Biden (D-Del.) pro-
posed an amendment to add $118 million
in emergency funding “to respond to the
humanitarian crisis in the Darfur region
of Sudan and in Chad.” The $118 million
would be on top of $95 million already
provided by the bill for that purpose.

The Senate agreed to a motion to table
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(kill) Biden’s amendment on June 24,
2004 by a vote of 53 to 45 (Roll Call
148). We have assigned pluses to the
“yeas” — that is, those who voted to kill
the amendment — because foreign aid is
unconstitutional.

3 FDA Regulation of Tobacco. Dur-
ing consideration of a corporate tax
bill (H.R. 4520), Sen. Mike DeWine (R-
Ohio) offered an amendment to authorize
the FDA to regulate tobacco for the first
time and to couple this new regulation with
a $12 billion, 10-year buyout to pay tobac-
co farmers for relinquishing government
quotas governing how much tobacco they
can grow. The FDA would be authorized
to ban many ingredients in cigarettes, but
Congress would retain veto power over any
regulatory attempt to ban nicotine in ciga-
rettes or to ban cigarettes completely.

The Senate adopted DeWine’s amend-
ment on July 15, 2004 by a vote of 78 to 15
(Roll Call 157). We have assigned pluses
to the “nays” because the FDA should not
be regulating tobacco like a pharmaceuti-
cal drug.

3 Federal Funding of First Re-
sponders. During consideration of
the Homeland Security appropriations bill
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(H.R. 4567), Sen. Chris Dodd (D-Conn.)
proposed an amendment to increase fund-
ing by $15.8 billion for police, fire fight-
ers, and other local and state emergency
personnel. It would also require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to “take such action
as is necessary” to offset this additional
expense by reducing tax savings under the
2001 tax law for individuals making $1
million or more.

A point of order was raised against
Dodd’s amendment based on Budget Act
requirements, and that, in turn, led to a mo-
tion to waive the point of order. The Sen-
ate rejected the motion — thereby killing
the amendment — on September 9, 2004
by a vote of 41 to 53 (Roll Call 170). We
have assigned pluses to the “nays” because
federal funding of local law enforcement
will lead to more federal control, and the
federal government should not be funding
local law enforcement in the first place.
4 Extending Tax Cuts. This legisla-

tion is described under House Vote
#40. The Senate adopted the conference re-
port on H.R. 1308 on September 23, 2004
by a vote of 92 to 3 (Roll Call 188). We
have assigned pluses to the “yeas” because
the bill would extend the life of tax cuts,
benefiting a large number of Americans. ll
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House Vote Scores

Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬂ Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 1-40
ALABAMA 35 Waters (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - 29%
1 Bonner (R) 50% + + ? 7o+ - 77 37% 36 Harman (D) 0 R - - - - - 23
2 Everett (R) 78+ o+ + o+ + 2+ o+ 62 37 Millender-McDonald (D) 0 N - - - - - 32
3 Rogers, Mike D. (R) 60 + o+ + + + o+ 45 38 Napolitano (D) 10 - - - - - + 32
4 Aderholt (R) 4+ - - ? -+ + o+ 44 39 Sanchez, Linda (D) 10 e - - - -+ 26
5 Cramer (D) 38 - ? 7+ + + 35 40 Royce (R) 92 + - o+ + + + + + + + 58
6 Bachus, S. (R) 60 + o+ - + + + + 43 41 Lewis, Jerry (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 36
7 Davis, A. (D) 10 - - + 35 42 Miller, Gary (R) 60 + - - o+ + -+ -+ + 54
ALASKA 43 Baca (D) 10 - - - - - - -+ 35
Young, D. (R) 57 L -+ 2+ o+ 4 44 Calvert (R) 40 = _° ° ° 5 T S S
45 Bono (R) 30 - - - -+ - -+ o+ 30
ARIZON{& 46 Rohrabacher (R) 80 + o+ o+ -+ + + + - + 54
1 Renzi (R) 60 tot + + + o+ 48 47 Sanchez, Loretta (D) 10 - - - - - .
2 Franks, T. (R) 100 + + + + + + + + + + 78 48 Cox (R) 67 o+ - - 4+ o« T
3 Shadegg (R) 50+ - -+ -+ -+ o+ 63 49 Issa (R) 40 . s s+ 3
L) 0 o B 50 Cunningham (R) 60 + + - - 4 -+ -+ o+ 43
5 Hayworth (R) 60+ + + + + o+ 46 51 Filner (D) 0 - - . . ) + 35
6 Flake (R) 100 + 4+ + o+ o+ + + + + + 8 52 Hunter (R) 60 T, S+ 4o+ 4
7 Grijaba (D) - * 3|53 Das,S. (D) 0 - - - - - .- e
8 Kolbe (R) 20 - - - -+ + 25
COLORADO
ARKANSAS 1 DeGette (D) 0 - - - - - - - . . . m
1 Berry (D) 30 - - - - + o+ - o+ - 45 2 Udall, M. (D) 0 ) ) ) Y
2 Snyder (D) e - - N 3 McInnis (R) 86 4+ + - + 7 7 4+ 7 + + 38
3 Boozman (R) 60 oot R . 4 Musgrave (R) 70 + o+ + 4+ + + + 03
4 Ross (D) 30 T R 5 Hefley (R) 90 -+ o+ o+ o+ + + + + + 69
CALIFORNIA 6 Tancredo (R) 100 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + + + + 8
1 Thompson, M. (D) o - - - - - - - - - =23 7 Beauprez (R) 40 + + + + 35
2 Herger (R) 70 + o+ - -+ + + - + + 45 CONNECTICUT
5 Ose (R) 20 -t - - -+ 2 1 Iarson, J. (D) 0 - - - - - - - - - 28
4 Doolittle (R) 60 + + - - 4+ -+ -+ + 46 2 Simmons ® 30 - - - -4 . .+ s
5 Matsui (D) 13 [ S - - - -+ 3 Delauro (D) 0 o S 28
¢ ik (D) L o s 4 Shays (R) 30 - - o+ -+ - - - -+ 30
7 Miller, George (D) 0 B - - - - 27 5 Johnson, N. (R) 40 ..+ 4 S 4423
8 Pelosi (D) 0 - - - - - - - - - - 20
9 Lee (D) 0o - - 7 - - - - - - - 33 | DELAWARE
10 Tauscher (D) 10 = = = = = = = = = & 5 Castle (R) 30 SRR - - -+ + 38
11 Pombo (R) 80 + o+ -+ o+ + + -+ + 49 FLORIDA
12 Lantos (D) 11 - - -7 - - - - - 1 3 1 Miller, J. (R) 88 + o+ -+ o+ + 4+ o+ 77 74
13 Stark (D) 10 - -+ - - R 34 2 Boyd (D) 40 = = e = & -+ - o+ + 38
14 Eshoo (D) 10 - - - - - - - - -+ 29 3 Brown, C. (D) 0 - e - e - - - - 35
15 Honda (D) 13 2 S - - - -+ 27 4 Crenshaw (R) 44 + - - -7 -+ -+ o+ 41
16 Lofgren (D) 10 = = + 33 5 Brown-Waite (R) 70 + o+ - -+ + o+ + + 51
17 Farr (D) 10 - - - - - - - + 33 6 Stearns (R) 70 T + o+ + + 56
18 Cardoza (D) 11 - - - - - -7 -+ 31 7 Mica (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 38
19 Radanovich (R) 71 + o+ - - 2 ? o+ 7+ o+ 4l 8 Keller (R) 80 + o+ -+ o+ + o+ + o+ 56
20 Dooley (D) 13 - - - ? ? + 19 9 Bilirakis (R) 60 + o+ - -+ -+ + + 45
21 Nunes (R) 33 - - - + + -+ 7 32 10 Young, C.W. (R) 50 [ 7+ + + 42
22 Thomas, B. (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ - + 30 11 Davis, Jim (D) 10 - - - - + 33
23 Capps (D) 0 - e - - - - - - - 25 12 Putnam (R) 60 + + - -+ -4 + + 48
24 Gallegly (R) 40 = = + + + + 36 13 Harris (R) 50 -+ - -+ -+ + o+ 40
25 McKeon (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 35 14 Goss (R) 25 R + ? 34
26 Dreier (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + 35 15 Weldon, D. (R) 60 + o+ - -+ -+ + o+ 49
27 Sherman (D) 10 .- - - - + 35 16 Foley (R) 40 T - + + 38
28 Berman (D) 10 - - - + 28 17 Meek, K. (D) 13 A S - - - 4+ 35
29 Schiff (D) 10 - - - - - - -+ 25 18 Ros-Lehtinen (R) 33 S - - 7+ o+ 37
30 Waxman (D) 0 - - - - - - - - - - 26 19 Wexler (D) 10 - e - e - -+ 41
31 Becerra (D) 0 - e - - . - - - - - 24 20 Deutsch (D) A S Y S ?o- - - 4+ 47
32 Solis (D) 10 B e 30 21 Diaz-Balart, L. (R) 43 - - - -7 7+ 7+ o+ 38
33 Watson (D) 0 e - - - - 24 22 Shaw (R) 40 R -+ - + + 35
34 Roybal-Allard (D) 13 - - - -2 ?o- - - 4+ 34 23 Hastings, A. (D) 0 [ B 33

18 THE NEW AMERICAN e NOVEMBER 1, 2004



Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 1-40 Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬂ
24 Feeney (R) 78% + + - + + 7+ + + 068% | KENTUCKY
25 Diaz-Balart, M. (R) 50 + + + + + 45 1 Whitfield (R) 3% = = = = 4 4 + +  42%
GEORGIA 2 Lewis, R. (R) 70 + o+ o+ -+ -+ + + 46
1 Kingston (R) 70+ + - o+ o+ -+ -+ o+ 50 3 Northup (R) 0 - - - - - f + o+ 38
2 Bishop, S. (D) 0 - < - - 7739 4 Lucas, K (D) B tro3%
3 Marshall (D) 50 N -+ -+ + 50 5 Rogers, H. (R) 40 oot -t + o+ 38
4 Majette (D) 17 T T I ¥ 6 Chandler (D) 40 - - -+ -+ + o+ 42
5 Lewis, John (D) 0 - - - - - E 35 LOUISIANA
6 Isakson (R) 67 + - 772 74 + + 44 1 Vitter (R) 43 + - ? - o+ -+ ? 7 35
7 Linder (R) 60 oA = o 4 s + + 45 2 Jefferson (D) 11 - - - -7 -+ 42
8 Collins, M. (R) 77 ? 7 ? 7 + 7 45 3 Tauzin (R) 40 [ -+ 722 31
9 Norwood (R) 70 + o+ + + o+ + + 64 4 McCrery (R) 50 + - - -+ + + + 36
10 Deal (R) 43 + - ? 7+ + 7 54 5 Alexander, R. (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 48
11 Gingrey (R) 60 + + + + + + 45 6 Baker (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 41
12 Burns, M. (R) 50 + - + + + o+ 40 7 John (D) 30 + + + 38
13 Scott, D. (D) 10 - - + 35 MAINE
HAWAII 1 Allen, T. (D) 10 B - - - -+ 31
1 Abercrombie (D) 10 - - - -+ 32 2 Michaud (D) 10 = = = = = ° = = = 4 M)
2 Case (D) 10 e - - - -+ 23 MARYLAND
IDAHO 1 Gilchrest (R) 20 - - - -+ - + 25
1 Otter (R) 80 + o+ -+ o+ + + -+ + 03 2 Ruppersberger (D) 10 - - - - - + 38
2 Simpson (R) 60 + o+ - -+ -+ -+ o+ 45 3 Cardin (D) 13 [ - -+ 25
ILLINOIS 4 Wynn (D) 20 e - - - 4+ + 38
1 Rush (D) 0 - - - - T . (| 5 Hoyer (D) 0 R - - - - B
2 Jackson, J. (D) 0 o R 11 6 Bartlett (R) 90 + + - o+ + + o+ + + + 64
3 Lipinski (D) U R 7 Cummings (D) 0 - - R
4 Gutierrez (D) 0 S S 2 8 Van Hollen (D) 10 - = = = = - - - -+ 30
5 Emanuel (D) 0 - - - - - e 18 MASSACHUSETTS
6 Hyde (R) 50 + - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 37 1 Olver (D) 0 - - - - - - - - - -3
7 Davis, D. (D) 0 R R 31 2 Neal (D) 0 - - - - N 25
8 Crane (R) 60 + -+ -+ -+ - 4+ + 53 3 McGovern (D) 10 - - - - - - - -+ 33
9 Schakowsky (D) 0 - - - - - e 30 4 Frank, B. (D) 10 + - - - 38
10 Kirk (R) 33 - - - -+ -7 -+ o+ 24 5 Meehan (D) 11 - -+ - - - -7 - - 28
11 Weller (R) 40 - - - + + - + + 35 6 Tierney (D) 0 = = = = = e = = = o 33
12 Costello (D) 40 - - - + + - + + 56 7 Markey (D) 10 R .
13 Biggert (R) 20 - - - -+ - + 28 8 Capuano (D) 10 - -+ - - - - - - - 32
14 Hastert (R): Speaker [ S A 7+ 77+ 9 Iynch (D) 10 - - - - - .
15 Johnson, Timothy (R) 40 - - + + - + + 33 10 Delahunt (D) 0 - - - - - -2 ? 36
16 Manzullo (R) 60 + o+ + + -+ + 46 MICHIGAN
17 Eyans (D) 0 - - - + 2 1 Stupak (D) 30 - - o+ - -+ - - - 1+ 5]
18 Latood (R) 50 rero- i i + o+ 38 2 Hoekstra (R) 50 + - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 50
19 Shimkus (R) 50 + - - + + + 40 3 Fhlers (R) 40 .. . P
INDIANA 4 Camp (R) 40 - - = =+ - + + 33
1 Visclosky (D) 0 e - - - - - 33 5 Kildee (D) 10 - - - - + 45
2 Chocola (R) 50 + - - + + + + 40 6 Upton (R) 40 T -+ + + 33
3 Souder (R) 50 + - - + + + + 38 7 Smith, N. (R) 70 + - -+ o+ + o+ + + 66
4 Buyer (R) 60 + -+ + + + + 45 8 Rogers, Mike (R) 50 + - - -+ + + + 38
5 Burton (R) 60 + + - + + + + 47 9 Knollenberg (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 35
6 Pence (R) 50 + - - + -+ + + 49 10 Miller, C. (R) 40 - - - -+ -4 + + 33
7 Carson, J. (D) A S A S ? -+ 39 11 McCotter (R) 60 + o+ - -+ -+ + + 41
8 Hostettler (R) 90 + o+ -+ o+ + + + + + 83 12 Levin, S. (D) 10 - = = = = - - + 30
9 Hill (D) 0o - - - - B I 13 Kilpatrick (D) 0 - - - - - S|
IOWA 14 Conyers (D) 10 R R T |
1 Nussle (R) 40 .- - -y - + + 38 15 Dingell (D) 10 o I -2
2 Leach (R) 30 R T - + 4+ 23 MINNESOTA
3 Boswell (D) 20 - - - - - - + + 36 1 Gutknecht (R) 67 A + + - + + 55
4 Latham (R) 40 - - - -t -+ + + 35
5 King, S. (R) 60 + - -+ 4+ -+ -+ + 53
KANSAS Key to House Votes (see pages 14-15)
1 chtoran Jesty (R 91 31. Defunding UNESCO 36. Foreign Aid
yun, J. (R) 63 + o+ - -7 ? o+ -+ o+ 53 . ; . : .
3 Moore (D) 10 S A 32. Defunding the United Nations 37. Marriage Protection Act
4 Tiahrt (R) 50 o+ - - - 4 - - o+ o+ 43 33. Agriculture Appropriations 38. Labor-HHS-Education Funding

34. Millennium Challenge Account  39. Pledge Protection Act
35. UN Inspection of U.S. Elections ~ 40. Extending Tax Cuts
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Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 1-40 Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 1-40
2 Kline (R) 50% + - - - + -+ -+ o+ 43% 11 Owens (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 28%
3 Ramstad (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ - + 4+ 38 12 Velazquez (D) 10 .- - o - - - - 4+ 33
4 McCollum (D) 0 - - - - - - - - 223 13 Fossella (R) 50 + - - - o+ = 4 oo & o4 43
5 Sabo (D) 0 - + - - - - - - - -2 14 Maloney, C. (D) o - - - - - - 726
6 Kennedy, M. (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ + 38 15 Rangel (D) 10 - - - - - - + 25
7 Peterson, C. (D) 70 + o+ -+ o+ -+ - + 4+ 53 16 Serrano (D) 10 . - + 30
8 Oberstar (D) 0 - e - - - - - - - 33 17 Engel (D) 10 + 30
MISSISSIPPI 18 Lowey (D) mo- - - - - -7 - -+ 20
1 Wicker (R) 40 - = = = -+ -+ o+ 35 19 Kelly (R) 40 SR -+ -+ o+ 28
2 Thompson, B. (D) 0o - - - - - Y 20 Sweeney (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 35
3 Pickering (R) 50 + - - - 4 .4 + o+ 36 21 McNulty (D) 20 .- L L - + 40
4 Taylor, G. (D) 70 + 4+ -+ o+ + o+ P 65 22 Hinchey (D) 13 A S + 32
23 McHugh (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 37
MISSOURI 24 Boehlert (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 26
1 Clay (D) 4 - Tt 38 o5 walsh (R) 7 + + o+ 31
2 Akin (R) 70 A LRI 26 Reynolds (R) 50 + - - -4 -+ -+ o+ 38
3 Gephardt (D) - e e 30 g i R) T I 2 T T T B T
T R R R I I
6 Graves (R) 6B o+ - - o+ + o )y 47 29 Houghton (R) 29 T I
7 Blunt (R) 0 - - o + - 4+ + 38 | NORTHCAROLINA
8 Emerson (R) 50 + - - + + + o+ 39 1 Butterfield (D) - -t
9 Hulshof (R) 70 + + - 4 PR + + 45 2 Etheridge (D) 20 R = = = & & B
3 Jones, W. (R) 90 o+ + - o+ + + + + + + 78
MONTANA 4 Price, D. (D) 0 - - - - - +
Rehberg (R) 60 A R R S < 5 Burr (R) 60 + + + + + o+ 40
NEBRASKA 6 Coble (R) 80 + + + + + = & + + 58
1 Bereuter (R) 22 R S - - 4+ - - 28 7 Mclntyre (D) 50 + + + + o+ 53
2 Terry (R) 50+ - - -+ S+ -+ o+ 40 8 Hayes (R) 75+ o+ - o+ 2 ? o+ + + 58
3 Osborne (R) 33 - - - -+ -+ -+ 7233 9 Myrick (R) 56 + o+ -+ -+ -+ 72 51
NEVADA 10 Ballenger (R) 44 + + ? + + 38
1 Berkley (D) 10 oL L S .26 11 Taylor, C. (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 44
2 Gibbons (R) 80 + + - + + + + - + + 54 12 Watt (D) 10 - - - - - = + 33
3 Porter (R) 40 ..+ -4 - 4+ o+ 35 13 Miller, B. (D) 10 - - - - - - + 31
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA
1 Bradley (R) 40 - = = = -+ -+ o+ 33 Pomeroy (D) 20 - - - - = + 30
2 Bass (R) 30 - - - + + 30 OHIO
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R) 60 + - -+ o+ -+ + + 54
1 Andrews (D) M e e + - 26 2 Portman (R) 4 = = = = -+ + + 33
2 LoBiondo (R) 40 + + + o+ 35 3 Turner, M. (R) 0 - - - - 4 -+ + o+ 33
3 Saxton (R) 44 - -7 + + o+ 32 4 Oxley (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ + + 38
4 Smith, C. (R) 40 - - - - 4 + + o+ 31 5 Gillmor (R) 0 - - - - 4 -+ + + 38
5 Garrett (R) 67 + + - + + -+ -+ 7259 6 Strickland (D) 10 S = + 38
6 Pallone (D) 0 oo oo L 30 7 Hobson (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ 4+ 35
7 Ferguson (R) 40 - s T 10 8 Boehner (R) 50 + - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 4
8 Pascrell (D) 20 -+ - - -+ 37 9 Kaptur (D) 13 - - - -7 ? - -+ 42
9 Rothman (D) 10 oL - - - -+ 02 10 Kucinich (D) 44 - -+ o+ - + 7 + 45
10 Payne (D) 0o - - - - - - - - - -2 11 Jones, 8. (D) 3?7 - - - - - -+ 33
11 Frelinghuysen (R) 38 - - - -2 ? o+ - o+ 4+ 29 12 Tiberi (R) 60 + + - -+ -+ - 4+ o+ 46
12 Holt (D) 0 .. - o S - o - 30 13 Brown, S. (D) 11 N - -2 + 35
13 Menendez (D) 0 oL - - - . . 14 LaTourette (R) 40 S -t - 35
15 Pryce, D. (R) 40 R -+ + + 33
NEW MEXICO 16 Regula (R) 40 - = = = s -+ -+ o+ 35
1 Wilson, H. (R) 50 - - - -+ -+ 4+ 4+ o+ 306 17 Ryan, T. (D) 2 - S .7+ 4 33
2 Pearce (R) 50 + - - -+ -+ - 4+ + 44 18 Ney (’R) 60 e . . v+ &
3 Udall, T. (D) 10 - - - - + 33
NEW YORK OKLAHOMA
: 1 Sullivan (R) 60 + o+ - -+ -+ + + 53
1 Bishop, T. (D) 10 - - - - - - - - -+ 33 4 o i 3
2 Israel (D) 0 - - - - - - e - -+ 25 L g () + — ;
3 King, P. (R) 50 ... o Z Lu;as,F. (R) Z}S + o+ - -+ + o+ + o+ 7
4 McCarthy,C. D) 10 - - - - - -+ 31 iy U STt e 38
ERE — ) 10 o .38 5 Istook (R) 71 + o+ 27+ + + 7 53
6 Meeks, G. (D) 0 - - - + 31 OREGON
7 Crowley (D) 10 = = o + 33 1 Wu (D) 10 T - - - -+ 30
8 Nadler (D) 10 oL L So- - o431 2 Walden (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ o+ 30
9 Weiner (D) 10 .- - L - - - -+ 30 3 Blumenauer (D) 0 R = = = = = A
10 Towns (D) 0 oL .- _ 33 4 DeFazio (D) 30 - - - -+ + - - -+ 43
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Votes: 31-40

5 Hooley (D)

PENNSYLVANIA

1 Brady, R. (D)
Fattah (D)
English (R)
Hart (R)
Peterson, J. (R)
Gerlach (R)
Weldon, C. (R)
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
Herseth (D)

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)

2 Turner, J. (D)

3 Johnson, Sam (R)
Hall, R. (R)
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)

00 ~1 O\ R W b

S

o -1 SN

18 Jackson-Lee, S. (D)

19 Neugebauer (R)
20 Gonzalez (D)
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20
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11
60
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1-40
28%

28
32
33
40
38
31
31
23
53
38
44
40
37
40
59
43
51
35
48

35
37

40
40
58
40
40
39

40

45
69
53
41
33
48
48
43
36

44
38
53

51
40
58
44
40
33
35
33

100
33
37

32
47
28

Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40
21 Smith, L. (R) 4% - - - - % - Pa—
22 Delay (R) 60  + + - - o+ -+ o+
23 Bonilla (R) 50 + - - -+ - ox + o+
24 Frost (D) 20 - - -t - +
25 Bell (D) 0 - - - - - : m
26 Burgess (R) 70 + o+ -+ o+ -+ -+ o+
27 Ortiz (D) 0 - - - - - . .
28 Rodriguez (D) 0 - - - o - ?
29 Green, G. (D) 11 .. .- _ ?
30 Johnson, E.B. (D) 10 +
31 Carter (R) 0 - - - - 4 -+ -+ o+
32 Sessions, P. (R) 60 + o+ - -+ - -+ o+
UTAH
1 Bishop, R. (R) 60 + o+ - -+ = & = e
2 Matheson (D) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ o+
3 Cannon (R) 57 + + - - + = & 0 0 0
VERMONT
Sanders (I) 10 .- .. .- .o
VIRGINIA
1 Davis, Jo Ann (R) 80 + + - 4+ o+ + 4+ - o+ o+
2 Schrock (R) 56 + -+ S+ 7+ o+
3 Scott, R. (D) 0
4 Forbes (R) 60 + o+ - -+ S + o+
5 Goode (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ + o+
6 Goodlatte (R) 70 + + o+ + o+ P
7 Cantor (R) 60 + + - -+ -+ g
8 Moran, James (D) 20 - -4+ +
9 Boucher (D) 40 - -+ - - 5 & o B &
10 Wolf (R) 40 - - - - 4 .
11 Davis, T. (R) 40 - - - - S oA o= & &
WASHINGTON
1 Inslee (D) 0 ...
2 Larsen, R. (D) 11 e -
3 Baird (D) 20 - - - - 4 +
4 Hastings, D. (R) 60 o = = % - 4 + o+
5 Nethercutt (R) 44 - - -y 7 o+ 4
6 Dicks (D) 10 ... _
7 McDermott (D) 10 -+ - _
8 Dunn (R) 40 - - - + + - o+ o+
9 Smith, A. (D) 25 - -+ + 77
WEST VIRGINIA
1 Mollohan (D) 10 = = = = = -+ -
2 Capito (R) 40 - - - -+ -+ -+ o+
3 Rahall (D) 50 -+ - + o+ 4
WISCONSIN
1 Ryan, P. (R) 50 o+ - - - 4 S+ -+ ¥
2 Baldwin (D) 0 - - - - . i .
3 Kind, R. (D) 0 - - - - 4 +
4 Kleczka (D) 0 .. - 7
5 Sensenbrenner (R) 80 + o+ o+ -+ + o+ -+ o+
6 Petri (R) 50 + - - - -+ -+ 4
7 Obey (D) 0 .- - - ...
8 Green, M. (R) 50 o= = = -+ -+ o+
WYOMING
Cubin (R) 70 + + - -+ + + -+ o+

Key to House Votes (see pages 14-15)

31. Defunding UNESCO 36. Foreign Aid

32. Defunding the United Nations 37. Marriage Protection Act
33. Agriculture Appropriations
34. Millennium Challenge Account  39. Pledge Protection Act
35. UN Inspection of U.S. Elections ~ 40. Extending Tax Cuts

1-40
38%
40
39
30
30
58
37
33
34
33

48

55
43
46

38

03
47
33

05
50
48
33
43
35
33

23
18
30
45
33
18
35
33
33

39
30
59

40
38
33
42
03
50
41
48

54

38. Labor-HHS-Education Funding

21
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Senate Vote Scores

Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬁ Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬁ

ALABAMA MAINE

Shelby (R) 100% + + + + + + o+ o+ + +  65% Snowe (R) 60% + - - + + + + - o+ - 35%

Sessions, J. (R) 90 + 4+ + + o+ -+ 4+ 4+ + 063 Collins, S. (R) 80 + -+ 4+ o+ + 4+ - 4+ + 40
ALASKA MARYLAND

Stevens (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + - + + 53 Sarbanes (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 33

Murkowski, L. (R) 70 + -+ o+ o+ + + - - + 50 Mikulski (D) 20 e e 0
ARIZONA MASSACHUSETTS

McCain (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 58 Kennedy, E. (D) 11 - - - e . + - - -7 32

Kyl (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ -+ 4+ + + 60 Kerry, J. (D) [ S S A A S A S 14
ARKANSAS MICHIGAN

Lincoln (D) 20 - - - - - + - - - + 25 Levin, C. (D) 20 - - - - - + - - -+ 33

Pryor (D) 30 = = = 4 = + - - - + 33 Stabenow (D) 20 = = = = = o= = = 2
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA

Feinstein (D) 20 e + - - -+ 28 Dayton (D) 20 R + - - -+ 33

Boxer (D) 20 - - - - + - - - + 35 Coleman (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + o+ -+ o+ 54
COLORADO MISSISSIPPI

Campbell (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + - + + 50 Cochran (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + 4+ - 4+ + 55

Allard (R) 100 + + + + o+ + + + + + 062 Lott (R) 100 + + + 4+ o+ + + + + + 068
CONNECTICUT MISSOURI

Dodd (D) 20 . + - - -+ 30 Bond (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + 4+ - 4+ + 53

Lieberman (D) 40 - -+ -+ + - - - + 29 Talent (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ -+ o+ 53
DELAWARE MONTANA

Biden (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 37 Baucus, M. (D) 56 - - -+ - + + ? + + 39

Carper (D) 22 - - - - - + - P - + 23 Burns, C. (R) 100 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + + + + 063
FLORIDA NEBRASKA

Graham, B. (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 33 Hagel (R) 90 + O+ o+ o+ o+ + 4+ - 4+ + 062

Nelson, Bill (D) 56 N + - 2 - + 29 Nelson, Ben (D) 70 + -+ o+ o+ + - -+ + 50
GEORGIA NEVADA

Miller, Z. (D) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + o+ - 4+ o+ 064 Reid, H. (D) 20 - - - - + - - - + 38

Chambliss (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 067 Ensign (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + - + + 70
HAWAIL NEW HAMPSHIRE

Inouye (D) 22 - - - - + o+ - -7 26 Gregg (R) 90 + -+ 4+ o+ + + + + + 58

Akaka (D) 13 - - - - - + - - 7 26 Sununu (R) 100 + + + + + + 4+ + + + 70
IDAHO NEW JERSEY

Craig (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 65 Lautenberg (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 33

Crapo (R) 90 + O+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 063 Corzine (D) 20 - = = = = + - - -+ 30
ILLINOIS NEW MEXICO

Durbin (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 23 Domenici (R) 100 + o+ o+ 4+ o+ + 4+ 7 4+ + 066

Fitzgerald (R) 100 e + + + + + 55 Bingaman (D) 20 - - - - - + - - - + 25
INDIANA NEW YORK

Lugar (R) 75 + -+ o+ o+ 77 -+ o+ 42 Schumer (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 25

Bayh (D) 70 o+ - o+ + + + - -+ + 43 Clinton (D) 33 - -+ - - + - - 7 + 28
IOWA NORTH CAROLINA

Grassley (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 58 Edwards, J. (D) 14 - - - - - + - 2 7 30

Harkin (D) 20 s = = = = T S 0 Dole (R) 78 + o+ o+ 4+ o+ -+ - ? + 51
KANSAS NORTH DAKOTA

Brownback (R) 90 + + + + + + + - + + 58 Conrad (D) 30 - - - + - -+ + 38

Roberts (R) 100 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + + + + 58 Dorgan (D) 20 R + - - - + 38
KENTUCKY OHIO

McConnell (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ -+ + 064 DeWine (R) 70 + -+ o+ o+ + - -+ + 45

Bunning (R) 80 + o+ o+ o+ o+ -+ - 4+ + 53 Voinovich (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + -+ + 45
LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA

Breaux (D) 20 . + - - -+ 26 Nickles (R) 100 + o+ o+ 4+ o+ + + + + + 65

Landrieu (D) 30 - -+ - - + - - -+ 33 Inhofe (R) 88 + + o+ 7+ -+ 7+ o+ 55
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Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬂ Votes: 31-40 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 ﬂ
OREGON VIRGINIA
Wyden (D) 20% - - - - - + - - -+ 30% Warner (R) 80% + - + + + + 4+ - o+ +  48%
Smith, G. (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + - + + 53 Allen, G. (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + o+ -+ o+ 55
PENNSYLVANIA WASHINGTON
Specter (R) 67 o+ - o+ o+ o+ + - - 7+ 49 Murray (D) 20 - - - + - - -+ 23
Santorum (R) 90 + + + + + -+ + + o+ 60 Cantwell (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 23
RHODE ISLAND WEST VIRGINIA
Reed, J. (D) 20 . + - - -+ 30 Byrd (D) 30 - - - - - + 4+ - -+ 43
Chafee (R) 50 - -+ -+ + + - 4+ - 30 Rockefeller (D) 20 - - - - - + - - - + 28
SOUTH CAROLINA WISCONSIN
Hollings (D) 30 + - - - - + o+ - - - 35 Kohl (D) 20 - - - - - + - - -+ 38
Graham, L. (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 68 Feingold (D) 20 - - - - + - - -+ 40
SOUTH DAKOTA WYOMING
Daschle (D) 20 - - - - + - - - + 28 Thomas, C. (R) 90 + O+ + o+ o+ -+ o+ o+ o+ 062
Johnson, Tim (D) 20 - - - - - + - - - o+ 32 Enzi (R) 90 + + + + o+ -+ + + + 60
TENNESSEE
Frist (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 55
Alexander, L. (R) 80 + -+ o+ o+ + + - + + 59
TEXAS
Hutchison, K. (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 54 Kev to se“ate v°tes (see pages 16-1 7)
Cornyn (R) 80 + + + o+ o+ -+ -+ + 5 - )

31. Nuclear Weapons Study 36. Overseas Military Operations

vian 32. Hate Cri 37. Foreign Aid
Hatch (R) 90 + o+ o+ o+ o+ + + - + + 55 B a_e_ rimes - TOreign Al ;
Bennett (R) 78+ - o+ 1 o+ + + - + + 50 33. Missile Defense 38. FDA Regulation of Tobacco
VERMONT 34. Tax Rate Increase 39. Funding of First Responders
Leahy (D) 22 7 - - - £ - - -+ 34 35. Missile Defense 40. Extending Tax Cuts
Jeffords (I) 38 7 - - - + - o+ -+ 37

l Commercial
- Cleaning Services
Katty I'nd'l::rhu of Odessa, LTD | i ?
PHONE e Specializing in gas compression equipment .aeaﬂ_
al

452-362-0303 e Power & compressor cylinder relining
800-874-7904 . . . |
* Rod and piston manufacturing & repair William C.

e Thread rolling HemenWﬂy

FAX
432-362-4649
432-362-7175

¢ Cast iron welding

e Compressor valve services
e Rings & riders

e Fuel & air valve components
MAIL

e Metalizing .
P.0. Box 14290
Odessa, TX 79768 ¢ Complete machine shop services N15 W22294 Watertown Rd.

e Cylinder head services W(]Ukesh(l WI 53] 86
!
e Available 24 hours per day 262 542 7756
8815 W. County Road N ( )

Odessa, TX 79764 GOD BLESS AMERICA /I Chronicles 7:14 ' “

SHIP






