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The year 2004 saw national political focus on congressional activity take a back seat to the presidential election. As
busy as Congress was in 2003 on retiree issues with the Medicare prescription drug legislation, 2004 did not have as
high a level of activity. Nonetheless, Congress did address key issues such as government spending, pension protections,
and veterans’ health care.

The results in many instances were not senior-friendly. Budget deficits continue at record high levels, which threaten the
financial stability of the Social Security and Medicare Trust Funds. Congressional actions in 2004 exacerbated the sky-
rocketing federal deficits. As the nation approaches the retirement of the baby boomers in great numbers, the American
fiscal house is not in order. The coming years will see even more pressure on the Social Security and Medicare Trust Funds
at a time when they will be needed most to pay promised benefits. In spite of the mounting budget problems, many in
Congress and President Bush are actively advocating the privatization of Social Security. Privatization would only mag-
nify the federal deficit, by as much as $1 trillion during the next ten years.

In addition to compounding the nation’s fiscal problems in 2004, Congress failed to enact legislation to provide tough
pension and retirement security laws that punish corporate wrongdoers and protect the savings from a lifetime of hard
work. Loose rules and loose enforcement have threatened the retirement security of millions of Americans. Many retirees
in the steel and airline industries have seen their pensions cut or even eliminated because of deliberate underfunding of
pension plans or under the guise of bankruptcy laws. It is time for laws that enforce pension promises made.

The many flaws of the 2003 Medicare prescription drug law went unaddressed as well. The touted so-called "discount
cards" were poorly advertised and undersubscribed. Americans still pay the highest prescription drug prices in the world
and seniors bear the greatest burden. Yet Congress did nothing to stop the ban on the authority of Medicare to negotiate
for lower prices when the drug program takes effect in 2006. With drug prices increasing at double-digit inflation rates
each year, more seniors will pay 100% of their drug costs after $2,250 in annual drug spending. It is time that Congress
enacts a Medicare prescription drug program that benefits seniors, not the pharmaceutical and insurance companies.

This Voting Record reflects how committed our elected representatives are to retirees and older Americans. Use it to
educate yourself on where your elected representatives stand. Get active today and help create an America that protects
the health and economic security of seniors, strengthens families and builds safe and thriving communities.

Jongrer " Ruden Burs i d

Gédrge ). Kourpias Ruben Burks Edward F. Coyle
President Secretary-Treasurer Executive Director
How To Read This Record
Democrat (D) Republican (R) Independent (1) (@) Not Eligible Member
il Voted With Alliance Policy + Announced For
l Voted Against Alliance Policy = Announced Against
S Speaker Did Not Vote AL At-Large
P Present The number before each name indicates Congressional District.
? Did Not Vote 100% Best Score Possible

888 16th Street, NW, Suite 520 0 Washington, DC 20006 0 (202) 974-8222 0 FAX (202) 974-8256 0 Toll Free (888) 373-6497

IO LU . J .



SENATE VOTES

The following is a list of eight key votes selected as representative of the votes
of critical importance to retirees taken by the U.S. Senate:

() Budget Priorities

Sen. Daschle, D-SD, introduced an amendment to the
budget resolution that would increase funding for vet-
erans’ medical care and lower the national debt by reduc-
ing the President’s tax breaks for taxpayers with incomes
in excess of $1 million a year. The changes would re-
direct tax cuts weighted toward the wealthiest Americans
in favor of other budget priorities such as health care. The
amendment failed 44-53. A YES vote is the pro-retiree
vote. S. Con. Res. 95, Roll Call No. 34, March 9, 2004.

9 Budget Discipline

Sen. Feingold, D-WI, introduced an amendment to the
fiscal year 2005 budget resolution that would require that
either new revenues or spending cuts pay for future tax
cuts. This pay-as-you-go amendment better protected the
Social Security and Medicare Trust Funds against spend-
ing without offsetting revenue increases. The amendment
passed 51-48. A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote. S. Con.
Res. 95, Roll Call No. 38, March 10, 2004.

B Budget Fairness

Sen. Nelson, D-FL, introduced an amendment to the
fiscal year 2005 budget resolution that would create a
reserve fund for an increase in veterans’ medical care by
eliminating abusive tax loopholes. Experts project a greatly
increased demand for veterans’ health care during the
next ten years. The amendment failed 46-51. A YES vote
is the pro-retiree vote. S. Con. Res. 95, Roll Call No.
40, March 10, 2004.

O Anti-Retiree Budget

The Senate passed the annual budget resolution for fis-
cal year 2005. The resolution sets spending and rev-
enue guidelines. This budget cuts domestic spending
programs by $113 billion over five years while acceler-
ating and making permanent tax cuts that help only the
wealthiest Americans. This fiscal policy threatens the
financial stability of the Social Security and Medicare
Trust Funds. The resolution passed 51-45. A NO vote is
the pro-retiree vote. S. Con. Res. 95, Roll Call No. 58,
March 12, 2004.

© Asbestos Victims’ Rights

The Senate refused to limit debate on legislation that
severely limited the rights of asbestos victims to fair com-
pensation. The proposed legislation, designed to help
insurance companies and asbestos companies, would
have left a proposed asbestos victims trust fund $40 bil-
lion short of what experts believe is necessary to pay
claims. Due to the long latency of asbestos related dis-
eases, many victims are retired by the time a disease man-
ifests itself. The motion to limit debate failed 50-47. Sixty
votes are needed to limit debate. A NO vote is the pro-
retiree vote. S. 2290, Roll Call No. 69, April 22, 2004.

@ Overtime Protections

Sen. Harkin, D-IA, offered an amendment to the Labor
Department funding bill that would prohibit enforce-
ment of rules that reduced the eligibility for overtime
of more than six million workers. Older Americans often
return to the work force in order to earn income to meet
their daily needs. The amendment passed 52-47. A YES
vote is the pro-retiree vote. S. 1637, Roll Call No. 79,
May 4, 2004.

@ Veterans’ Health Care

Sen. Daschle, D-SD, offered a motion to the Defense
Department authorization bill that assured funding for
veterans’ health care each fiscal year in order to cover
increases in population and inflation. Much of this fund-
ing would otherwise have to come out of the Medicare
Trust Fund. The Senate rejected the motion to waive the
Budget Act 49-48. Sixty votes are necessary for a waiver.
A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote. S. 2400, Roll Call
No. 145, June 23, 2004.

@ National Debt Increase

Sen. Frist, R-TN, sponsored a bill that would increase the
statutory limit on the public debt by $800 billion. Tax cuts,
benefiting only the wealthiest Americans, during the past
four years have greatly increased the national debt. Inter-
est payments on a skyrocketing national debt threaten the
financial stability of the Social Security and Medicare Trust
Funds. The bill passed 52-44. A NO vote is the pro-retiree
vote. S. 2986, Roll Call No. 213, November 17, 2004.
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HOUSE VOTES

The following is a list of eight key votes selected as representative of the votes
of critical importance to retirees taken by the U.S. House of Representatives:

B Pro-Retiree Budget

Rep. Spratt, D-SC, offered a substitute amendment to
the fiscal year 2005 budget resolution. The substitute
amendment would establish pay-as-you-go rules so that
any tax cuts would have to be offset by revenues. The
substitute amendment better protected the Social Secu-
rity and Medicare Trust Funds from the spending of their
funds without offsetting revenue increases. The amend-
ment failed 194-232. A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote.
H. Con. Res. 393, Roll Call No. 91, March 25, 2004.

B Anti-Retiree Budget

The House passed the annual budget resolution for fis-
cal year 2005. The resolution sets spending and rev-
enue guidelines. This budget cuts domestic spending
programs by $120 billion over five years while acceler-
ating and making permanent tax cuts that help only the
wealthiest Americans. This fiscal policy threatens the
financial stability of the Social Security and Medicare
Trust Funds. The resolution passed 215-212. A NO vote
is the pro-retiree vote. H. Con. Res. 393, Roll Call No.
92, March 25, 2004.

® Pension Stability

Rep. Andrews, D-NJ, moved that the House send a pen-
sion bill back to the House-Senate conference commit-
tee with instructions that the bill include more relief for
the pension plans and beneficiaries of smaller employ-
ers, many of which are in the construction trades. The
instructions would give such plans the ability to stabilize
funding obligations and keep plans operating. The motion
failed 195-217. A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote. H.R.
3108, Roll Call No. 116, April 2, 2004.

O LIHEAP Funding

Rep. Sanders, I-VT, offered an amendment to the Health
and Human Services funding bill that would increase
funding for the Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program (LIHEAP) by $26 million. Older Americans
often rely on this vital program to pay for home heat-
ing costs. The amendment passed 305-114. A YES vote
is the pro-retiree vote. H.R. 5006, Roll Call No. 427,
September 8, 2004.

@ Pension Disclosure

Rep. Miller, D-CA, introduced an amendment to the
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) funding
bill that would permit the agency to notify pension plan
participants of underfunding in their plans. The PBGC
insures private pensions through premiums paid by
pension plans. Current law permits the agency to with-
hold disclosure of underfunding. The amendment passed
268-148. A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote. H.R. 5006,
Roll Call No. 429, September 8, 2004.

@ Overtime Protections

Rep. Obey, D-WI, offered an amendment to the Labor
Department funding bill that would prohibit enforce-
ment of rules that reduced the eligibility for overtime
of more than six million workers. Older Americans often
return to the work force in order to earn income to meet
their daily needs. The amendment passed 223-193. A
YES vote is the pro-retiree vote. H.R. 5006, Roll Call No.
434, September 9, 2004.

e Medicare Data Disclosure

Rep. Stark, D-CA, introduced an amendment to the Health
and Human Services Department funding bill that would
reduce available funds to the department by $84,500. The
Medicare administrator had forbidden department staff
to release information to Congress on the true cost of
the 2003 Medicare prescription law. The proposed fund-
ing cut represents the proportional amount of the Medicare
administrator’s salary during the previous fiscal year. The
amendment failed 195-216. A YES vote is the pro-retiree
vote. H.R. 5006, Roll Call No. 437, September 9, 2004.

@ Cash Balance Pensions

Rep. Sanders, I-VT, introduced an amendment to the Trea-
sury Department funding bill that would prohibit the fed-
eral government from overturning a federal court decision
which ruled in favor of older workers. The case arose
because IBM changed its pension plan to a cash balance
plan. Over eight million workers have had their pensions
reduced because of conversions to cash balance plans
while another fourteen million are at risk. The amend-
ment passed 237-162. A YES vote is the pro-retiree vote.
H.R. 5025, Roll Call No. 458, September 21, 2004.
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13. Harris (R) |:| D I:I |:| |:| |:| I:I |:| 0% 0% 16IManzul|o (R) |:| D I:I D D D I:I |:| 25%  11%
14.Goss (R) gogogg?2?2?22?2 0% 0% e D) OO0 0O0d0O0Q0 O Q 1% 100%
sweldon® L1 LL OO OLO o6 o Pl e OO0200000 a% 1%
le. Foley (R) Doopooolse 3% 8t R OO00Od0000 38% 8
17. Meek (D) L OO O OO [O0 8% 89%  !19>himkus - ’ ’
18.Ros-Lehtinen ®) [ [] 2 [J [ [J [ [] 14% 3%  |ndiana
9. Wexler (D) 0000000 0 100% 100% wiscosky OO O OOOMO 2?2 8% 92%
0. Deutsch (D) 00O 00O OO0 100%  97% 2.Chocola (R) 000 B (1 [ [ [] 13% 6%
n.Diaz-Balart, L. R)L] [ 2 [ [] [ O] LI 0% 3% ¢ W0 R) OO0 000000 13% 3%
2. Shaw (R) OO0 Oddooogg o 3% + Buyer (R) O0O000000 0% 3%
3. Hastings (D) L OO OO OO L 100% 100% 5. Burton (R) OO0 000000 1B% 11%
1. Feeney (R) godonon o 6w o R) O0000000 0% 6%
5.DiazBalat, M. R) [ [ [ [ [ [ ][] 0% 0% 7. Carson (D) 000 00000 100% 100%
Georgia 8.H95tettler (R) OO0 OO0 O00OT0O 25% 14%
1. Kingston (R) O 0000000 0% 3% °Hillo U0 0O0OO0O0O O 1% 79%
1. Bishop (D) U0 0O0dgduo ? 100% 8% jowa
sMarshall 0 [ L] 0000 O OO O3 75% 71 70 oo Oo0oQg2000 8% 8%
1. Majette (D) 0o oo 202 00%00% 5o G0 OO0 OoO000daog sow 29%
5. Lewis (D) U0 0O 0OOOO O 100% 100% + Boswell (D) O000000 0O 0% 8%
5. Isakson (R) ooaodod? o 0% e ® O0D0O000000 25% 5%
7. Linder (R) Dooodogn s 3% King (R) O0O000000T0 13% 1%
5. Collins (R) 00000000 0% 3%
). Norwood (R) E E :; % % % % % 0% 6% Kansas
10. Deal (R) : 0% 0% 1.Moran (R) O 0000 07?2 0 29% 14%
11. Gingrey (R) D0 O0d 0000 13% 6% 2.Ryun (R) O000O000Q0 13% 8%
12. Burns (R) O OO0 0000 13% 6% 5 Moore (D) O 00000 2 [ 100% 78%
13. Scott (D) O 000000 100% 78% 4 Tiahet R) OO0 000000 13% 3%




HOUSE VOTES

N &
. o e &&E & N @ 0
%Qgé Q)‘&G N \0§ & o 5@\ o‘“& bqg} §’Q§; & & & ’ & @Q\% X &\&
o & & & Q‘O NS o & 3 be o & ~‘§> & F &
RN A N A AN < & EEF SR Q & -
S & R T E O I I E LS
& & E TR & & & SRS S FE ¢
Q\Q ‘Z? sz,\\' < Q‘Z}\ OAQ/ ‘\@y F O,Q' é}“o o & & @% & 7\\?" L 2 fl& &
A S SR I PSS O0FTT & E
Alliance Position Y NY Y Y Y Y Y % % Alliance Position Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y % %
Kentucky 9.Knollenberg R)  [] [] [ [ [ [J [ [ 0% 0%
I. Whitfield (R) OO0 000000 25% 5% 10 Miller (R) OO0 000 OO0 38% 22%
. Lewis (R) 00 OO 000 13% 3% 11 McCotter (R) O 00000 OO0 50% 22%
;. Northup (R) O 00000000 13% 5% 12 Levin (D) U] O 0001 O 0000 L] 100% 100%
1. Lucas (D) ? 200000 0O 8% 5% wuskipatick® [ [ [ L 0O O L [ 100% 100%
5. Rogers (R) OO0 0O0oon o0 0%  wconyeso [ [ L 00O OO QO 100% 100%
s.Chandler @) [] [] [ [ [0 [J [J [J 100% 100% 15 Dingell (D) OO 0O0O0OOO DO 100% 97%
Louisiana Minnesota
1. Vitter (R) O OO0 OO OO 13% 5% 1. Gutknecht (R) OO0 00 0000 38% 24%
). Jefferson (D) U] OO0 OO0 OO L 100%  92% 2. Kline (R) O00O0 00D0OT:0 13% 6%
. Tauzin (R) ?2 7?2?22 27?2 ?27? ? 0%  3.Ramstad (R) O 0000 OO0 25% 8%
1. McCrery (R) O OO0 O 000 13% 3% aMcCollum® [ [ [ O] O [0 L0 [J 100% 100%
s.Alexander R) ] [] [J [J [ [J [ [] 50% 39% s .Sabo (D) O] 00 00 O] 000000 L] 100%  95%
5. Baker (R) O O OO O OO0 [ 13% 3% 6 Kennedy (R) O 0000 0010 25% 5%
7.John (D) LT OO 2 ? 100% 63% 7. Peterson (D) OO0 00000 L 8% 55%
Viaine 8. Oberstar (D) U O O OO OO L] 100% 100%
1. Allen (D) U0 0O OO0 OO 0 100% 97%  Mississippi
wMichaud @ [ O O O O O O O 100% 100% 1 wicker (R) OOo0OoOoOoOoOg? o% 3%
Maryland z.Thimpson (D) % I% % [] % % % % 100% 970;0
- — — 3. Pickering (R) L 13% 3%
1. Gilchrest (R) O 0000000 38% 1% m % 749%
».Ruppersberger D) ] [] [ [ [ [ [ [ 100% 94% + Taylor (D) oo s 7a
;. Cardin (D) O O OO OO L 100% 92%  Missouri
. Wynn (D) O O 0O O OO L 100% 92% 1. Clay (D) OO OO0 00O D 100%  94%
5. Hoyer (D) OO O O OO L 100%  97% 5 Akin (R) OO0 000000 o0% 3%
5. Bartlett (R) OO OO O 18% 5%  s3Gephardt [ [0 2 0 2?2 0 2 [ 100% 100%
»cummings ) [ [] [0 O O O O [0 100% 100% 4 Skelton (D) U1 0 000 OO 0L 100%  84%
5. Van Hollen (D) O OO0 0O O O 100% 100% 5 mcCarthy @) [] [] [ (] O O O L 100%  92%
6. Graves (R) U0 0O 0O0o0iuon 13% 3%
Massachusetts I E . . 7. Blunt (R) OO0 0000«00«0n0n 0% 0%
"glvelr(g))) S00o0ooon :ggoj" 1820;" 8. Emerson (R) OO0 0000 OO0 5% 23%
2. Nea Ll L L NN % % 2 ] % %,
sMcGovern D) [ [] 2 [ L] [ L [ 100% 100% o Hulshof (R) o2 0nooan ue 3%
1. Frank (D) LU O O O 0O O L 100% 100%  Montana
5. Meehan (D) L L L L L O L L 100% 100% AL Rehberg (R) (] [ [ D (1 [0 0[] 13% 5%
5. Tierney (D) U1 O O O O OO [ 100% 100%
7. Markey (D) U1 0O 0O O O O O [0 100% 100%  Nebraska
3. Capuano (D) 1 01 O 0O O OO [ 100% 100% 1. Bereuter (R) [1[J[]l o o0 00 0 0% 12%
). Lynch (D) U1 0 O O O OO L 100% 100% 2. Terry (R) O0000000«0n0 0% 3%
0.Delahunt @) [] [1 [ [ ] [ ? [] 100% 100%  3.Osborne (R) O000 0O 0O0OT10 13% 5%
Michigan Nevada
I. Stupak (D) U0 OO0 OO 0O 100% 100% 1 Berkley (D) 00O 00000 100% 92%
. Hoekstra (R) OO OO OO0 ? 14% 6% 2 Gibbons (R) OO0 000 0O0OT0O 25% 5%
3. Ehlers (R) 00000 0O00OLDO 25% 8% 3 Porter (R) OO0 0000010 25% 11%
+.Camp (R) O 0000 OO0 38% 8% )
5. Kildee (D) 010000 0O 0O 0O [0 100% 100%  New Hampshire
5. Upton (R) O 01 010 OO L) 5% 13%  1.Bradley (R) O0O0000 OO0 0 38% 17%
7.Smith (R) OO0 00O 0% 11%  2.Bass(R) O00000O0i0n 2% 11%
3. Rogers (R) O0O0O000 000 5% 5%
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Alliance Position Y NY Y Y Y Y Y % % Alliance Position Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y % %
New Jersey North Carolina
I. Andrews (D) U OO O 0O 0O O 0O 100% 92%  1.Buterfield®) 0o o o [] [] [J [] [J] 100% 100%
. LoBiondo (R) O OO OO O 0 63% 13% 2 Etheridge (D) OO 0O 0O 0o o L s 92%
3. Saxton (R) 00000 000 O 50% 11%  3.Jones (R) OO0 O00000 75% 27%
t. Smith (R) 0 000 L L) 63% 16% 4 Price (D) OO0 00 OO 0 100%  95%
5. Garrett (R) O[] OO0 000 0% 11%  5Burr(R) OO0 O0UUdOonod 2% 8%
5. Pallone (D) U U OO 0O 0O O L 100% 100%  6.Coble (R) OO0 000 0oon 38% 11%
7. Ferguson (R) O O OO O O 0L 50% 11% 7. Mcintyre (D) U0 0O OO oOn L 0% 79%
3. Pascrell (D) U O O OO O O L 100% 97% s Hayes (R) O000000-0 0% 0%
). Rothman (D) U O O OO OO L 100%  97% 9. Myrick (R) O00000010 0% 3%
10. Payne (D) U O OO 0O O O O 100% 97%  10.Ballenger (R) OO0 ? 2?2 2?2 2?20 0% 0%
1. Frelinghuysen ®) (] [] [ [ [J [J [J [J 25% 5%  11.Taylor (R) OO0 000000 25% 8%
12. Holt (D) U] O O 07 00 07 00 0 100% 89% 12 Watt (D) U OO0 00 00 OO0 100% 100%
i3.Menendez (D) [ ] [] [ ] 00 O 0] L] 100% 97% 13 Miller (D) L] OO OO O 0 L] 100% 100%
New Mexico North Dakota
I. Wilson (R) 000000 000 38% 13% A Pomeroy (D) OO0 0O 0O 000 o 0% 84%
). Pearce (R) g I% H H H H H E] 0% 0% Ohio
. Udall (D) 100% 100%
1.Chabot (R) OO0 000 O0OT10O 25% 8%
New York I B B = 2. Portman (R) O00O00O000.10on 13% 3%
I. Bishop (D) (1 ] 0O 0O 0O O L| [] 100% 100% 3. Turner (R) O000000L0n 13% 6%
1. Israel (D) OO O O O O L) 100%  79%  4.0xley (R) OO0000001r0n 0% 0%
. King (R) OO OF O OO 2 483% 11% 5. Gillmor (R) O0O00O0000:0n 13% 3%
1. McCarthy (D) (1 01 07 00 0O OO0 0 100% 87%  estickland®  [] [] [ [ [ L] L] [] 100% 100%
s.Ackerman D) [ ] [0 [0 [0 U L L] 100% 100%  7.Hobson (R) O00000010 0% 0%
5. Meeks (D) 1O O OO OO [ 8% 95% s Boehner (R) O0O00000010 0% 0%
. Crowley (D) O O OO OO O 8% 92%  9.Kaptur (D) U 0O 0O 0000 o % 97%
5. Nadler (D) (1 U O O O] O O] L] 100% 100% 10 Kucinich (D) OO0 00000 L 8% 97%
). Weiner (D) L1 U O] O O O O L] 100% 100% 1. Jones (D) L1 OO0 OO0 OO L] 100% 100%
10. Towns (D) (1 01 00 0000 O L [ 100% 94%  12. Tiberi (R) OO000000mnimn o% 0%
11. Owens (D) (1 ] 00 00 0O L L0 L] 100% 100% 13 Brown (D) U100 OO0 0000 L] 100% 100%
i2.Velazquez ) [ [] [ [ [ O O [ 100% 100% 14 taTourette ®) [ [] [] 0] ] [0 [0 0L 50% 14%
13. Fossella (R) 0?2 00 OO0 4% 8% 15 Pryce R) O000000OT0O 0% 0%
14. Maloney (D) U1 O O OO 0O O L 100% 97%  16.Regula (R) 00000000 o 0%
I5. Rangel (D) U O O O 0O O O [ 100% 100%  17.Ryan (D) o 2?2 ? 2?2 2?2 [ 100% 93%
6. Serrano (D) U O O O O O 0O O 100% 100% 18 Ney (R) OO0 ? 000 29% 5%
7. Engel (D) L1 0O 2 2 [0 [ 100% 100%
5. Lowey (D) 00000 OO O 100% 100% — Oklahoma
19. Kelly (R) O 00000 OO 50% 11%  1.Sullivan (R) O000000L0 0% 4%
wsweeney ® [ [ 010 O O [ 50% 12% 2 Carson (D) 0000000 ? 8% 76%
aMeNulty [ [0 O O O O O [J 100% 100% 3. Lucas (R) oo ? 2?20 0% 0%
nHinchey® O 0O 00O0ODO 100% 100% 4 Cole R) OO0 000000 0% 0%
13.McHugh (R) OO OO OO OO 50% 18% 5 Istook (R) OO0000o0bdfg o 1%
4. Boelhrl]ert (R) % % E [] % % % ] 50% 13% Oregon
5. Walsh (R) 38% 8% S S
1. Reynolds (R) 00000000 1B% 3% 1.Wu (D) O 0000 0o 1000/o 920/0
squm® 2 2 OO0 2 20 % we Waden® OO OOO0OOL0 o 0%
wslaughter ® [1 [ 0 00 0 OO [ 100% 100  *Blumenaver® [T [T [ [ O 0] [ * L e
6 Houghton ® [ [ [J [ [] [ OJ ] 25% 14% *DefazioD) U101 0O OO0 oo 100% 97%
5. Hooley (D) U] O] O O OO OO 100%  84%
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Alliance Position Y N Y Y Y Y Y % % Alliance Position Y N Y Y Y % %
Pennsylvania 4.Hall (R) 0 O 0O O 13% 21%
ot HHBHHH B s ieretew QOOOOEEZ & o
). Fatta L % % 6. Barton 0% 0%
s.EHninig)(R) % % E E % % E % gg";o isi";o 7. Culberson (R) E E % % % 0% 6%
+. Hart % % 8. Brady (R) 0% 3%
5. Peterson (R) O O OO OO O L 13% 5% 9 Lampson (D) (][ (] O [ 100% 89%
5. Gerlach (R) OooUdd oo 38% 17%  10.Doggett (D) 0O ] 0O O 100% 100%
7.\éVeldon (RL " % % % % % [; Q i sg;o g;o 11. Edwards (D) [D % % % % 100%  89%
3. Greenwoo 2 7 % % 12. Granger (R) 0% 0%
). Shuster (R) 00000 2?2 2?2 [0 33% 10% 13.Thorngberry(R) O O 000 0% 3%
i0.Sherwood R) [ [] [] [J [J [1 [J L] 0% 3% 14. Paul (R) ][] (1 O [ 43% 23%
n.Kanjorski@) ] [] O] [J [ 2 2 [] 100% 100% 15 Hinojosa @) [ [] (1 [ [ 100% 87%
12. Murtha (D) L O] O OO O O L 100%  97% 16 Reyes (D) ] [ ] [ [ 100% 97%
13. Hoeffel (D) OO O O 0O 0O 0O O 100% 97%  17.Stenholm @) [] [] (10O O 88% 68%
14. Doyle (D) U O O OO O O [ 100% 100% 18 Jackson-Lee (D) [] [] 0 O O 100% 100%
15. Toomey (R) 0o ?? 00 0% 6% 19. Neugebauer R) [ [] L] [0 [ 13% 13%
le. Pitts (R) L) O O OO OF OO L 0% 0% 20 Gonzalez(D) [ ] [] (1 [ O 100% 95%
17.Holden (D) L OO OO 0O O L 100% 97%  21.Smith (R) 0 O O 00O 0% 0%
18. Murphy (R) O O OO O O O[] 38% 17%  22.Delay (R) 0O 000 0% 0%
19. Platts (R) O O OO O OO L 38% 11%  23.Bonilla (R) OO0 0o 0% 0%
thode Island 24. Frost (D) L] [ [] EI % 100% 97%
_ 25. Bell (D) 100% 94%
I. Kennedy (D) U0 OO0 0O 0O L 100% 100% 26. Burgess (R) 0O O 1 0O 0O 25%  11%
2. Langevin (D) O 0000 DO OO 100% 100% 5, oriz (D) 0 040 Qg 100% 95%
South Carolina js'EOdrigl(Jgf ® [ [ N E % :gg:ﬁ" :ggz"
reen ) (]
B R 0% 3% S
tmen DOODOORT &= = Seeeeo 0000BHET w5
3. Barrett (R) E % g % E % % g 0% 6% ;;geasr:ieorrisR)(R) % % % % % g";: 302
1. DeMint (R) : ? 0% 9% '
5. Spratt (D) U0 00000 Q 1% 100% Utah
. Clyburn (D) OO O OO 2 O 0 100% 97% 1 Bishop (R) 002 000 0% 0%
south Dakota zr\CAathesonR(D) % % % g g g 73; 532;0
WHeseth®) 0 0 O [J [ O O [J 100% 1o0% """ ® 4 B "
fennessee Vegm odnt | OO0 0O0O0OOoO % 97«
I Jenkins (R) O0000 00O ? 1% s% o0 v ’ ’
». Duncan (R) OO0 OO0 OO O 25% 8%  Virginia
5. Wamp (R) OO0 00 OO0 13% 8% 1 Davis, ). (R O0O00000O0 13% 5%
1. Davis (D) E E % % % % % % 100% 89% 5 Schrock (R) 00022222 0% 3%
5. Cooper (D) 88% 94% 3 Scott (D) 100% 100%
i‘G|Or?<%n o % % % % % % % % 1000 B aForbes ) % % % % % % % % 0% 3%
. Blackburn (R) 0% 0% 5 Goode (R) OO0 000000 2% 8%
3. Tanner (D) 22?2 20010 2?2 [0 100:/0 652/0 6. Goodlatte (R) O0O000000 o% 3%
). Ford (D) ? 2 0000 ? [0 100% 84%  ; cantor R O0000000 0% 0%
Fexas 8. Moran (D) 2?2 O2?2 000 8% 8%
. Sandlin (D) OO0 000000 ? 8% 8% 9'Bouclper(D) U0 L0 L 100% - 89%
) Turner (D) OO0O000000100% 8% v post® % E % % % E E E i o
sohnson, S.®) [ OO OO? OO 0 0% "
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Alliance Position Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y % % Alliance Position Y NY Y Y Y Y Y % %

Washington Wisconsin
I.Inslee (D) U] 00 0O 00O 0O 00 100% 97%  1.Ryan (R) O00000:0:0n 13% 5%
. Larsen (D) L] O] O] O] O] 0] O L] 100% 87%  2.Baldwin (D) U1 00 O O 01 O L 100% 100%
5. Baird (D) OO0 00000 ? 100% 8%  3.Kind (D) OO 00000 O 100%  92%
+. Hastings (R) D000 OO0 0% 3%  4Kleczka (D) OO O00O00OL0 8% 97%
5. Nethercutt (R) (T 0? 2?2 2?2 2?21 0% 0% s5.Sensenbrenner R) [ [ [] L) [ [ L] [ 13% 8%
. Dicks (D) (0T 0O 2 000 00 100% 97% 6. Petri (R) O000 0000 25% 11%
McDermott (D) [] [] [ [ [0 [ 0 LJ 100% 100% 7. Obey (D) U OO O 0O 0O O L 100% 100%
3. Dunn (R) OO0 o0ognomon? 0% 0% 8. Green (R) OO0 00 O0OO-@0 13% 3%
). Smith (D) L1 OO0 O] O OO0 [ 100%  78% .

Wyoming
West Virginia AL Cubin (R) OO0 0000Q0g0g o 0%
I.Mollohan (D) 0?2 2?2 000 ?2 100% 97%
). Capito (R) O 000 00 00 50% 13%
5. Rahall (D) U] OO0 OO OO L 100%  92%

Get Activel MakeaDifference!l Vote on Election Day!
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