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The League of Conservation Voters is a national, non-partisan political
committee formed in 1970 to help elect and re-elect conservation-minded

candidates to office.

We support candidates with outstanding environmental

records running in close elections, and endorse others who deserve recog-

nition.

The League makes cash campaign contributions and does extensive
field organizing and get-out-the-vote drives in certain races,

Every year

the committee analyzes, evaluates and published the environmental voting
records of public officials and distributes these charts to hundreds of
thousands of voters in key states and Congressional districts.

The League's decisions are made by a steering committee consisting of

leaders from major national environmental groups.
viduals and not as representatives of their organizations.

They serve as indi-
They decide

which candidates to support and which votes to use on our charts.

STEERING COMMITTEE

Brent Blackwelder - President

Environmental Policy Center
Marion Edey - Executive Director

League of Conservation Voters
John Adams

Natural Resources Defensé Council
Richard Ayers

Natural Resources Defense Council
David Brower

Friends of the Earth
Janet Welsh Brown

Environmental Defense Fund
Charles Clusen

Wilderness Society
Elizabeth Davenport

Environmental Action
Louise Dunlap

Environmental Policy Center
Thomas Dustin

Izaak Walton League

Membership in the League costs $15 a year. _
our charts and election reports on a regular basis.

Brock Evans
National Audubon Society
Michael McCloskey
Sierra Club
Richard Pollock
Center for Science in the
Public Interest
Rafe Pomerance
Friends of the Earth
Douglas Scott
Sierra Club
Gary Soucie .
National Audubon Society
Gus Speth
Vim Crane Wright
Institute for Environmental
Studies
David Zwick
Clean Water Action Project

This entitles you to receive
Write your check

to the League of Conservation Voters and send it to our Washington DC

address.

Additional copies of this chart are available for $3 each.

Special thanks to the Sierra Club for their generous help with computer services.
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Explanation of Scores

Votes we consider pro-environmental are in capital letters, Votes we
consider anti-environmental are in small letters. Each Member of Congress
is given a-score based on the votes shown. To compute the score: divide
the number of votes each Member cast by the number of votes defined as
correct, then subtract one point for each unexcused absence designated
with a lower case "a." Excused absences are official committee business,
family illness or district disaster and are designated with an upper case
"A." A dash {-) indicates that a Member was not in office at the time of
the vote. An "x" indicates co-sponsorship of a House Resolution, and is
not included in calculating the LCV score. National averages are shown
at the end of this booklet.

Explanation of Votes

We chose the votes considered most important by environmental lobbyists
and activists in 1981. All are recorded votes taken on the House and
Senate floors. We try to cover as broad a range of issues as possible,
but our choices are Timited to whatever issues came to floor votes that
year. 1981 was mostly a year of budget votes. Please remember that
these votes do not reflect your representative's total record. They are
the tip of the iceberg and the tip may be deceiving. For example, two
of the most outstanding leaders in the Senate, Robert Stafford (R-VT})
and William Proxmire (D-WI) cannot be judged merely by chart scores which
show only floor votes and do not reflect their outstanding work in
Committee or leadership on Senate floor fights.
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4| Nomination of James Watt to be Secretary of Interior. After the Presi-
dent, the Secretary of Interior has more power than anyone else in govern-
ment over the nation's public lands and natural resources. He is steward
over a quarter of the nation's 1and area, and 300 million acres on the
outer-continental shelf. The Secretary is required by many laws to care-
fully balance the grazing, timber and mining interests with fish and wild-
1ife conservation, watershed protection, wilderness and recreational needs.

Watt's positions on virtually every important Interior Department program
were well known and documented when he was nominated. As President and
chief legal officer of the Mountain States Legal Foundation (MSLF) Watt
jnitiated many lawsuits to stop or impede federal programs to protect the
environment. For example, MSLF 1} tried to block efforts to control over-
grazing on public lands; 2) repeatedly sued to stop EPA from controlling
air pollution; 3) promoted diversion of water away from Wild Rivers al-
ready in danger of drying up; and 4) fought restrictions on oil development
in wilderness study areas.

MSLF is funded by corporations and trade associations who stand to gain or
lose billions of dollars because of Interior Department policies. Watt
could not be expected to even-handedly regulate the same interest groups

he had previously represented, while also serving a broader public interest
as Secretary of Interior. Watt's record in his first year confirmed envi-
ronmentalists' worst expectations. The Wilderness Society's Watt Book
concluded that he "has done more to dismantle long-standing conservation
law... than any other person ever to hold his office."” Watt's nomination
confirmed 83-12 {Republicans 50-0, Democrats 33-12); January 12, 1981.

NO is the pro-environment vote.

:! Nomination of John Crowell to be Assistant Secretary of Agriculture for
Natural Resources & Environment. This Assistant Secretary is responsible

for the U.S. Forest Service, which manages 190 million acres of National
Forest in 44 states. Much of that land contains timber, o0il, gas and
minerals, as well as watershed, wilderness and wildlife habitat. The
Assistant Secretary will play a key role in determining the development
status of some 60 million acres of unspoiled forest whose fate has not
yet been decided.

Crowell's past actions convinced environmentalists that he could not
properly balance the two goals of conservation and development., He spent
his entire professional career as an attorney and advocate for Louisiana
Pacific and other timber companies that depend heavily on national forests
for timber production. He led efforts to thwart measures designed to pro-
tect federal forests, such as restrictions on the use of dangerous herbi-
cides, 1imits on the size of clear cuts, and requirements for buffer zones
along streams.

Worst of all was the evidence that Crowell was personally invelved in
illegal price fixing activities by Louisiana Pacific's Ketchikan Pulp
subsidiary. Senator Kennedy noted during the confirmation hearings that

- continued -
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"in at least seven instances documented so far, it is clear that Mr.
Crowell was significantly involved in occurrences, negotiations and
contracts found by the courts to be violations of the -anti-trust laws."
Nomination confirmed 72-25 (Republicans 51-0, Democrats 21-25); May 20,
1981. NO is the pro-envirpnment vote.

Garn (R-UT} motion to table (kill) the Hart (D-CO) amendment to the
fiscal year 1982 Continuing Appropriations. The Hart amendment would
have restored funding for the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) to the levels contained
in the Conference Report.

Congress has already loaded the EPA with tremendous responsibilities for
controlling air pollution, water pollution, solid waste disposal, radia-
tion, pesticides, noise, and toxic chemicals. To this Congress recently
added the crushing new burden of administering the "superfund" for
cleaning up toxic waste dumps. EPA is far behind in meeting a number of
statutory deadlines, and the new hazardous waste programs could double
its workload. The National Wildlife Federation released a study demon-
strating the need to nearly double EPA's budget to $2.16 billion.

Instead, the Reagan Administration has begun to systematically destroy
EPA. Reagan's 1982 budget request was 21% less than the 1981 budget,

and a 31% drop in purchasing power if inflation is taken into account.
The staff is leaving at the astounding rate of 32% a year. The former
head of EPA under President Ford, Russell Train, said, "the result at

EPA has been demoralization and institutional paralysis... from which

it is unlikely to recover for at least ten years, if ever." The Senate
Continuing Resolution accepted Reagan's massive cuts, without any changes
in EPA's massive responsibilities. The Hart amendment would have in-
creased the EPA budget by a modest 11% ($130 million} and the CEQ budget
by 12% ($125,000). Garn's move to kill it passed 59-37; November 19, 1981.
NO is the pro-environment vote.

Metzenbaum (D-OH) and Heinz {R-PA) amendment to the fiscal year 1982
Budget targets to reduce funding for water projects by $300 million. In
a year when an unprecedented $30 bilTion was cut from social programs,
the Reagan Administration left the budget for water projects virtually
intact, recommending only a $40 million or 2% cut in the $2.16 biilion
program. This amendment would have reduced the water project budget by
an additional $300 million, a modest 7% reduction compared to most other

budget cuts.

Many of these water projects destroy free flowing rivers, wetlands, rich
farmland, and important wildlife habitat for very questionable benefits.
They often cannot be justified economically except through the use of

outmoded and unrealistic interest rates used for calculating their cost/

- continued -
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benefit ratios. Often they benefit a select few at the expense of the
general public. A 1981 U.S. General Accounting Office report found one
project which was 94% federally financed, yet had only three users, one
of them an oil company which would receive 86% of the benefits. The
real cost of irrigation water is usually far more than farmers are
asked to pay, and the artifically low prices invite a waste we can i1l
affornd when water tables are dropping dangerously. Rejected 39-52;

May 11, 1981. YES is the pro-environment vote.

Percy (R-IL) - Moynihan (D-NY) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Energy
and Water Development Appropriations to remove $189 million for the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway. This "three billion dollar ditch" is the
most expensive and perhaps most controversial project ever undertaken
by the Corps of Engineers. The cost of the project has shot up tenfold
since contruction began, and stopping it now would save taxpayers an
estimated $1.6 billion dollars.

This waterway will cut through a mountain ridge to 1ink the Tennessee
River with the Tombigbee River in order to provide a shorter route to
the Gulf of Mexico. It would destroy over 100,000 acres of forest,
farmland, wetland and wildlife habitat along the Tombigbee River. But
it provides no hydropower, flood control, irrigation or water supply
benefits to anyone. All it provides is a barge canal running roughly
parallel to the Mississippi River in an area already well served by
railroads. The General Accounting Office has thoroughly discredited the
Corps' economic arguments for the project. Only the clout of a few
senior Congressmen and Senators has kept this project alive. Amendment
rejected 46-48; November 4, 1981. YES is the pro-environment vote.

Mattingly (R-GA) amendment to make a 5% cut of $380 million in the fiscal
year 1982 Appropriations for the Department of Interior, Forest Service,
and some Department of Energy Programs. The Interior Department would
have been most affected by the cut, and its 1982 budget was already $353
million below 1981 levels. Environmentalists supported most {though not
all) of the programs in the bill, which included the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund (used to buy parkland, wildlife refuges and national
forests), the operating budgets for the National Park Service and Fish

& Wildlife Service, the Youth Conservation Corps, historic preservation,
and the Solar and Conservation Bank. Rejected 35-61; October 27, 1981.
NO is the pro-environment vote.

Tower (R-TX) motion to table (kill) the Levin (D-MI) - Kassenbaum (R-KS)
amendment 1o the fiscal year 1982 Defense Authorization bill to require
advance approval of both houses of Congress before the funds in the bill
could be spent on a basing mode for the MX Missile. This vote was taken
before President Reagan cancelled the multiple protective shelter basing

- continued -
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mode for the MX missile. To protect against a Soviet nuclear strike,

the Air Force wanted to put 200 MX missiles in valleys in Nevada and
Utah. Each missile would move continually between 4600-shelters and

23 potential launch sites, so the Soviets would not know their exact
location at any one time. This shell game is called the basing mode,
and would affect 25,000 square miles of land, much of it de facto
wilderness. Local ranchers and environmentalists, as well as several
national environmental groups, opposed this method of basing the missiles
because it meant massive withdrawals of land, boom towns, a staggering
drain on the area's water resources and an end to traditional rural
lifestyles. The missiles will be almost impossible to hide unless the
whole area is off limits to the public. The missiles can be used as
offensive first strike weapons. The shell game basing mode could have
cost $50 billion, excluding the production costs of the missile itself,
money that would then not be available either for social programs or

for more sensible defense program. Motion agreed to 59-39; May 13, 1981.
NG is the pro-environment vote.

Proxmire (D-WI) - Nickles (R-OK) amendment to the fiscal year 1982
Tnterior Appropriations bill to remove $130 million for a solvent refined
coal demonstration plant in Newman, Kentucky. Solvent refined coal
(SRC-1) is a chemical process that turns coal into solid coke and 1iquid
boiler fuel. SRC-1 would release toxic chemicals into the air and water,
and could violate federal health regulations and expose on-site workers
to high cancer risks. For many of the plant's exotic by-products and
wastes, air quality standards and emission 1imits "do not as yet exist,”
the plant's environmental impact statement said. SRC-1 wili consume
tremendous amounts of water and pour potentially toxic metals into the
Green River, sometimes causing significant deterioration in water quality.

The refining process requires a lot of energy, so that the net energy
produced per ton of coal would be only 75% of what it would be if the

coal were burned directly. Ultimately this means that more carbon dioxide
is put into the global atmosphere for each unit of energy produced. For
this reason, heavy reliance on synthetic fuels 1ike SRC-1 could change

the earth's climate. Since this project began, its estimated cost has
gone up more than sevenfold, and is now estimated to be $4.5 billion. To
cover costs, the SRC-1 fuel would have to sell at $76 per barrel, compared
to $34 per barrel for oil on the world market today. Amendment rejected
40-57; October 27, 1981. YES is the pro-environment vote.

Johnston (D-LA) motion to kill the Bumpers (D-AR) - Humphrey (R-NH) amend-
ment to the Energy & Water Development Appropriations bill to_reduce by
half the money for the Clinch River nuclear breeder reactor. This meant
a cut of $90 million. Breeder reactors produce more nuclear fuel than
they consume, but they are more expensive and much more dangerous than

the 1ight water reactors now in use. They require the production and
shipping of large amounts of plutonium, one of the most poisonous sub-

- continued -
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stances known. Terrorists or other nations would need only a small
amount of plutonium to make a nuclear bomb. The core of the breeder
generates tremendous heat and is usually cooled with 1iquid sodium,
which is itseif dangerous and can explode or burn on contact with either
air or water.

The Clinch River breeder reactor is now expected to cost $3.2 billion,
up from $700 million in 1970. More than $1 billfon has already been
spent, yet construction has not even begun. The project is considered
obsolete even by many who support breeder technology. When he was in
Congress, the OMB Director David Stockman opposed the breeder on eco-
nomic grounds. Motion passed 48-46; November 4, 1981 NO is the pro-
environment vote.

Kennedy (D-MA) amendment to the Budget Reconciliation Act to reduce the
nuclear fission research and development budget by $309 million. Despite
the massive cuts that Congress and the Administration made in nearly all
non-military programs in 1981, funding for nuclear research and development
was substantially increased. The Senate rejected this amendment to eli-
minate a 41% increase in nuclear R & D funding the day after it voted huge
cuts in solar and energy conservation (see vote 11). Despite a 26 year,
multi-billion dollar investment by the federal government, nuclear power
remains extremely dangerous and expensive, with no end in sight to its
escalating costs. It is ironic that many politicians who speak the loudest
in favor of free market economics voted to increase federal handouts for
the most heavily subsidized segment of the energy industry. Rejected 25-69;
June 25, 1981. YES is the pro-environment vote.

Bumpers (D-AR) - Hart (D-CO) amendment to the Budget Reconciliation bill

to increase the budget for solar energy research and development, energy
conservation, and the solar Energy & Conservation Bank by $450 million.
Under pressure from the Reagan Administration, the Senate Budget Committee
had cut conservation by 30% and the Solar and Conservation Bank by 60%
below the original Carter Budget for 1982. This amendment attempted to
more fairly balance the subsidies which the government extends to nearly
all energy sources. In the long run, conservation and renewable sources
are the safest and cheapest energy programs. Uniike other energy sources,
they do not pollute and never run out. They are inflation-resistant: once
the 1nitial 1nvestment is made no further fuel costs are required. Through
greater reliance on conservation and renewable resources, the U.S. could reduce
its energy consumption by a third over the next 20 years, save $300 billion
in fuel costs, and forgo the construction of 700 new nuciear or coal-fired
alectrical generating plants, without any difference in American productivity
or lifestyie. The amendment was rejected 35-63; June 24, 1981;

YES is the pro-environmental vote.
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Mitchell (D-ME) - Cohen (R-ME) amendment to the fiscal year 1982
Tnterjor Appropriations bill to add $27.5 million for energy conser-
vation and weatherization of Tow-income homes. The 342 mitlion cut

Tn aid to low income families for home weatherization is one of the
best examples of "penny wise, pound foolish" budget cuts adopted by the
Senate this year. While spending nearly $2 billion to help poor people
pay their fuel bills, the Senate rejected this much more modest effort
to help them insulate their homes. According to the Department of
Energy, a $1,000 weatherization investment reduces home heating costs
by an average of 25% per year. It pays for itself jn just a few years,
while reducing oil imports. But many low-income Americans cannot
afford the capital investment to insulate, and the poor do not benefit
from the 15% tax credit as middle and upper income families do.
Rejected 46-49; October 27, 1981. YES is the pro-environment vote.

Dole (R-KS) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Interior Appropriations

5i11 to cut §7 million for the Residential Conservation Service. This
program requires large gas companies and electric utilities to conduct
residential energy audits on request to help customers fearn how to
conserve energy in their homes. While very little federal funding is
required to support this service, the Department of Energy estimates
that in the first five years, the program could stimulate $15 billion
in weatherization investments, and ultimately reduce energy consumption
by $30 billion. Rejected 17-71; October 1981, NO 'is the correct vote.

Chafee (R-RI) amendment to the Budget Reconciliation bill to restore

T600 mijlion for public transportation and $100 million to help poor

people insulate their homes. The amendment also added money for numerous
other social programs for fiscal year 1982 and 1983. 0f the many good
programs cut by Congress this year, public transportation suffered some

of the most severe cuts. The Senate Budget Committee slashed $3.2 billion
from the transit budget, a 30% cut from previously authorized levels.

Environmentalists strongly support mass transit as an alternative to the
single passenger automobile, especially for commuters. Greater reliance
on mass and rail transit will reduce smog and air pollution, and promote
energy conservation. New York City with its extensive subway system
only uses half the energy per person for transportation as most other
American cities. (See also vote 12 for a description of the 1ow-income
weatherization program.}

Kasten (R-WI) amendment to the Noise Control Authorization bill to keep
federa] authority to preempt state noise control standards for new motor-
cycles. Federal law prevents states from setting noise standards where
comparable federal standards exist. The Kasten amendment would have

- continued -
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prevented states from setting standards for the manufacture and sale
of motorcycles, even though there will be no such federal standards
until 1983, and all federal funding to enforce the standards has been
eliminated. The Harley Davidson Company whose advertising slogan

is "Make Your Own Thunder" pushed this amendment Tlargely to avoid com-
pliance with California noise standards, which are stricter than the
federal standards would be. Motorcycles are one of the greatest
sources of noise pollution in America, and evidence is growing that
excessive noise is not only a nuisance, but a danger to physical and-
mental well-being.

Environmentalists have traditionally supported the rights of states to
set stricter environmental protections than those of the federal
government. They feared that this amendment might set a bad precedent
for federal preemption of state law not only for noise, but for other
pollutants. This problem is especially serious at a time when the
federal EPA is no longer willing or able to cope with its pollution
control responsibilities. Rejected 40-55; July 14, 1981, NO is the
pro-environment vote.

Byrd (D-WV) - Specter (R-PA) amendment to exempt the Mine Safety and

Health Administration from the 4% funding cut in the fiscal year 1982

Continuing Appropriations Resolution. Funding cuts in the Mine Safety
and Health Administration (MSHA) have proven so disastrous that the
Reagan Administration is now asking that $2 mi1lion be added back in
1982 and $15 million in 1983. Reagan changed his mind because of the
public outcry after 153 miners were killed in 1981 (the highest total
since 1975) and 20 were killed in January 1982 alone (compared to the
9 the year before). Fewer mine inspectors have been issuing fewer
violation notices, closing fewer mines for safety, and collecting less
in fines. The amendment would have restored $6 million for MSHA.
Environmentalists support a safe and healthy workplace enviranment.

We cannot in good conscience continue to support deep mining as an
alternative to strip mining unless we work to improve conditions in
the deep mines. Rejected 38-54; December 11, 1981. YES is the pro-
enviraonment vote.
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Gramm (D-TX) - Latta (R-OH) substitute to the Budget Committee's fiscal

fl year 1982 First Budget Target Resolution. This was the substitute
supported by the Reagan Administration, to set its initial budget targets
and reduce non-military spending by $180 billion over several years. About
$18 billion of these cuts came out of energy, environmental and natural
resource programs. Ironically, some of the most extravagent pork barrel
programs, like big dams and exotic nuclear technologies, were left
virtually intact. Reagan was using the Congressional budget process to
make the largest funding cuts for environmental programs in history.

The House Budget Committee had already adopted a very tight budget with
heavy cuts for environmental agencies. But Gramm-lLatta went even further,
and also put back money for the most harmful programs. [t reduced spending
targets for solar and renewable energy from $500 million down to $200
million and cut energy conservation from $600 million to $200 million. Yet
Gramm-Latta increased the nuclear budget from $1.1 to $1.6 billion and
added $150 million for water projects. It removed all funds for parkland
acquisition, and cut the mass transit budget by almost $2 billion over
three years.

While the First Budget Resolution did not mandate how much was to be cut

from each program, it directed the 14 House committees to amend existing

Jaws and adjust their spending levels to meet overall budget targets. The
passage of Gramm-latta demonstrated to these committees that Reagan had the votes
to get the cuts he wanted, and set the stage for devastating cutbacks in the

EPA and Interior budgets. Adopted 253-176 (Republicans 190-0, Democrats

62-176); May 7, 1981. NO is the pro-envirgnmental vote.

Bolling {D-M0O) motion to allow separate votes on funding cuts for individual

:! programs (including energy and the environment) in the fiscal year 1982
Budget Reconciliation biil. The House was about to vote on whether to
approve the funding levels set by the House committees in an effort to meet
the targets of the first Gramm-Latta resolution (see vote # 1, above). Once
again there was a confrontation between House committee leaders and the
Reagan Administration. which wanted to impose its own budget priorities.
Bolling wanted the House to have the opportunity to vote separately on the
budgets proposed by each committee, or the Reagan alternatives for those
same programs. Reagan wanted a single up or down vote on the entire
package -- either the Budget Committee's proposal or his own Gramm-Latta
substitute. '

Environmentalists believe they would have fared much better had the Taw-
makers been forced to vote separately on energy and environmental programs
and consider them on their merits. But it was much easier for Members to
justify their vote for the entire Gramm-Latta package as their “support for
the President's budget" which was popular at the time. Environmentalists
strongly favored a number of the House committees' proposals over the Gramm-
Latta substitute. Gramm-Latta repealed the weatherization program for Tow-
income homes, and put in money for the Clinch River breeder reactor and the
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SRC-1 synfuels plant {see vote descriptions # 12 & 13, below), which the
Science and Technology Committee had refused to fund. Bolling motion
rejected 210-217 (Republicans 1-188, Democrats 209-29); June 25, 1981.

YES is the pro-environment vote.

It is instructive to compare these first two votes, which cut funds for
good environmental programs, with other votes on this chart which cut very
wasteful and destructive programs. The lineup is quite different, showing
that many Members who call themselves "fiscal conservatives" are not
consistent in voting that way.

Dannemeyer (R-CA) amendment to a fiscal 1982 appropridtions bill ta forbid

the Environmental Protection Agency from spending money to enforce Clean
Air Act requirements for vehicle emissions inspection and maintenance
programs. The air in many American cities is getting cleaner because of
technological improvements in auto emission control devises which the Clean
Air Act requires. It is vital that these control devices function
properly if we are to keep these gains and further control smog and other
pollutants. Unfortunately, the new technology is not foolproof. Auto
emissions can increase dramatically through tampering or mechanical
failure of emission control devises, by using Teaded fuels in cars
designed for unleaded, or simply through a failure to keep a car properly
tuned. : '

Thus the Clean Air Act requires urban areas which will violate smog and
carbon monoxide health standards after 1982 to conduct vehicle inspection
and maintenance programs. Such programs have been successful in New Jersey,
Portland, Oregon and elsewhere, and were found to substantially reduce air
pollution. The Dannemeyer amendment would have made it impossible for EPA
to enforce state implementation of this requirement. Automobile exhaust
produces carbon monoxide and ozone, which aggravate heart disease, asthma,
bronchitis, emphysema and other lung diseases. Rejected 177-184; July 17,
1981. NO is the pro-environmental vote.

Pritchard(R-WA) - Edgar (D-PA) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Energy and
Water Development appropriations bill to remove $18% million for the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway. This "three billion dollar ditch™ is the most
expensive and perhaps most controversial project ever undertaken by the
Corps of Engineers. The cost of the project has shot up tenfold since
construction began, and stopping it now would save taxpayers an estimated
$1.6 billion dollars.

This waterway will cut through a mountain ridge to link the Tennessee River
with the Tombigbee River in order to provide a shorter route to the Gulf of
Mexico. It would destroy over 100,000 acres of forest, farmland, wetland
and wildlife habitat along the Tombigbee River. But it provides no hydro-
power, flood control, irrigation or water supply benefits to anyone. All

- continued -
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it provides is a barge canal running roughly parallel to the Mississippi
River in an area already well served by railroads. The U.S. General
Accounting Office has thoroughly discredited the Corps' economic arguments
for the project. Only the clout of a few senior Congressmen and Senators
has kept this project alive. Amendment rejected 198-208; July 23, 1981.
YES is the pro-environmental vote.

Conte (R-MA) - Dingell (D-MI) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Energy and
Water Development Appropriations bill to_delete $4 million in planning
funds for the Garrison Diversion Water Project in North Dakota. This
amendment was an attempt to cut off funding for the Project, which would
ultimately cost over $1 billion. The Garrison Diversion would flood nearly
as much productive farmliand as it would irrigate (220,000 compared to
250,000 acres), providing an $800,000 subsidy to each benefitted farm. It
would cause more damage to the National Wildlife Refuge system than any
project in history, destroying or damaging 12 such areas, many of them
major breeding grounds for waterfowl. It would also destroy large areas of
native prairie and prairie wetlands, and pollute rivers flowing into South
Dakota, Minnesota and Canada. The Canadian government claims that construc-
tion of Garrison would violate the U.S. - Canadian Boundary Waters Treaty
(see vote description # 6, below). Amendment rejected 188-206; July 23,
1981. YES is the pro-environmental vote.

Bevill (D-AL) motion to the fiscal year 1982 Energy and Water Appropriations
Conference to agree to a Senate amendment allowing construction to continue
on the Garrison Diversion Water Project, which had been halted by a federal
court. While planning for the Garrison project continues (see vote descrip-
tion # 5, above), a federal court has ordered that construction of the
project be temporarily halted until Congress has an opportunity to review
some major environmental and legal problems, including Canada's claim that
the project would seriously and adversely effect its water quality in
violation of the U.S. - Canadian Boundary Waters Treaty. 80% of the project
would affect waters flowing into Canada. The court also established a
process which includes additional environmental studies and international
negotiations, that will enable Congress to intelligently review the project.

Without waiting for this information, the Senate by voice vote set aside
the court order and directed the Secretary of the Interior to proceed with
construction. The Bevill motion in the House would have accepted the
Senate's action. Environmentalists strongly objected to this attempt to
disregard the environmental impacts, circumvent the federal courts and
violate U.S. Treaty obligations. Motion rejected 67-314; November 20, 1981.
NO is the pro-environmental vote.
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Frank (D-MA) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Energy and Water Development

Appropriations bill to_delete $17.8 million for the Stonewall Jackson Dam
in West Virginia and prohibit further federal spending on the project.

The Stonewall Jackson dam is one of the best examples of a proposed Army
Corps of Engineers' water project Justified by a clearly unreasonable
"cost/benefit analysis." The Corps claimed that 47% of the benefits from
this $216 million project will come from water quality improvement, yet
federal water pollution and strip mining laws now provide for direct treat-
ment or control of the pollutants at their discharge peéint - a far more
effective method of reducing water pollution. 15% of the benefits are
claimed for recreational facilities to be built and operated by the state,
which the West Virginia Senate has announced it won't fund. Other benefits
are wildly overestimated, while the cost estimates for the dam assume an
absurd interest rate of under 5%. The project would displace 1050
residents and flood 10% of the county's farmland in a state where agricul-
tural land is scarce. Amendment rejected 137-267; July 23, 1981. YES is
the pro-environmental vote. '

Loeffler (R-TX) motion to recommit for further cuts the House-Senate
Conference Report on appropriations for the Department of Interior,

Forest Service, and some Department of Energy programs. The Interior
Department would have been most affected by the cut, and its 1982 budget

was already $364 million below 1981 Tevels. Environmentalists supported

most (though not all) of the programs in the bi1l, some of which President
Reagan and Interior Secretary Watt wanted to eliminate: the Land and

Water Conservation Fund {used to buy parkland, wildlife refuges and

national forests), historic preservation, urban parks and the Solar and
Conservation Bank. The President also wanted reductions in the operating
budgets for the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service.

Motion rejected 199-199; November 12, 1981. NO is the pro-environmental vote.

Simon (D-IL) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Defense Authorizations bill
to require advance approval of both_houses of Congress before the funds_in
the bil11 could be spent on a basing mode for the MX missile. This vote was
taken before President Reagan cancelled the multiple protective shelter
basing mode for the MX missile. To protect against a Soviet nuclear strike,
the Air Force wanted to put 200 MX missiles in valleys in Nevada and Utah.
Fach missile would move continually between 4600 shelters and 23 potential
launch sites. so the Soviets would not know their exact location at any one
time. This shell game is called the basing mode, and would affect 25,000
square miles of land, much of it de facto wilderness. Local ranchers and
environmentalists, as well as several national environmental organizations,
opposed this method of basing because it meant massive withdrawals of land,
boom towns, a staggering drain on the area's water resources and an end to
traditional rural 1ifestyles. The missiles will be almost impossible to
hide unless the whole area is off limits to the public. The missiles can

- continued -
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be used as offensive first strike weapons. The shell game basing mode could
have cost $50 biliion, excluding the production costs of the missile itself,
money that would then not be available either for social programs or for
more sensible defense programs. Amendment rejected 201-207: July 9, 1981.
YES is the pro-environmental vote.

Rousselot (R-CA) amendment to the Labor-Health Appropriations bill, to stop
enforcement of the Mine Safety & Health Administration regulations for
surface mining of sand, gravel and stone. This removed 162,000 sand, gravei
and stone miners from the protection of the Mine Safety and Health Adminis-
tration (MSHA). Theoretically these miners are still protected by the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA} but that heavily
overworked agency has no expertise in conducting mine inspections, and has
not hired anyone to do so. 86% of all sand and gravel operators are exempt
from OSHA in any case. Sand, gravel and stone mining is actually more
dangerous than surface mining of coal, and accounts for 50% of the deaths in
the non-coal mining industry. Environmentalists support a safe and healthy
workplace environment. Amendment adopted 264-165; October 6, 1981. NO is
the pro-environmental vote.

7ablocki (D-WI) - Prichard (R-WA) motion to adopt a Joint Resolution
expressing dismay at the U.S. vote against the World Health Organization's
international marketing code for infant formula. The Resolution urged the
Reagan Administration to cooperate with other countries in implementing

the code, and urged the U.S. corporations which export infant formula to
abide by it also. Some U.S. and foreign corporations have been vigorously
promoting the use of infant formula as an alternative to breast feeding in
third world countries. But the use of the formula in poor countries
frequently endangers or €ven kills the baby, because of improper sanitation,
impure water, and the poverty and ignorance of the family. Once the breast
milk has dried up, they have no choice but to use the formula, but often
cannot afford it, and over-dilute it.

The U.S. was the only member nation of the World Health Organization to
oppose the code, which sets guidelines forbidding the promotion of infant
formula in the third world, and 1imits informational advertising to health
officials. The Reagan Administration opposed the code because it did not
want to dictate to U.S. corporations how to run their foreign operations.

But environmentalists believe that the U.S. government has the responsibifity
to restrict the export of dangerous products and technologies, whether they
be pesticides, enriched uranium, drugs or improperly marketed infant

formula. Motion adopted 301-100; June 16, 1981, YES is the pro-gnviron-
mental vote.
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Weber (R-MN) - Wolpe (D-MI} amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Interior
Appropriations bill to remove $135 million for a solvent refined coal

demonstration plant in Newman, Kentucky. Solvent refined coal (SRC-1) is

'Z chemical process that turns coal into solid coke and liquid boiler fuel.
SRC-1 would release toxic chemicals into the air and water, and could
violate federal health regulations and expose on-site workers to high
cancer risks. For many of the plant's exotic by-products and wastes, air
quality standards and emission limits "do not as yet exist," the plant's
environmental impact statement said. SRC-1 will consume tremendous amounts
of water and pour potentially toxic metals into the Green River, sometimes
causing significant deterioration in water guality.

The refining process requires a lot of energy, SO that the net energy
produced per ton of coal would be only 75% of what it would be if the coal
were burned directly. Ultimately this means that more carbon dioxide 1is

put into the global atmosphere for each unit of energy produced. For this
reason, heavy reliance on synthetic fuels like SRC-1 could change the earth's
climate. Since this project began, its estimated cost has gone up more than
sevenfold, and is now estimated to be $4.5 billion. To cover cosis, the
SRC-1 fuel would have to sell at $76 per barrel, compared to $34 per barrel
for 0il on the world market today. Amendment rejected 177-236; July 22, 1981.
YES is the pro-environmental vote.

Coughlin (R-PA) amendment to the Energy and Water Development Appropriations
bill to delete the $228 million appropriated for the Clinch River nuclear
breeder reactor. Breeder reactors produce more nuclear fuel than they
consume, but they are more expensive and much more dangerous than the

light water reactors now in use. They require the production and shipping
of large amounts of plutonium, one of the most poisonous substances known.
Terrorists .or other nations would need only a small amount of plutonium to
make a nuclear bomb. The core of the breeder generates tremendous heat and
is usually cooled with liquid sodium, which is itself dangerous and can
explode or burn on contact with either air or water.

The Clinch River breeder reactor is now expected to cost $3.2 billion, up
from $700 million in 1970. More than $1 billion has already been spent,
yet construction has not even begun. The project is considered obsolete
even by many who support breeder technology. When he was in Congress, OMB
Director David Stockman opposed the breeder on economic grounds. Amendment
rejected 186-206; July 24, 1981. YES is the pro-environmental vote.

Derrick (D-SC) - Corcoran (R-IL) amendment to the fiscal year 1982 Energy
and Water Development Appropriations bill to transfer $10 million in
research money away from the privately owned Barnwell Nuclear Fuel
Reprocessing Facility in South Carolina, and spend it on government nuclear
waste research instead. The Barnwell plant was begun by private companies
who wanted to reprocess spent fuel rods from nuclear power plants, in order
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to recover the uranium and plutonium, and use it again for power plants,
breeder reactors or military purposes. Reprocessing is a very dangerous and
dirty process. It produces toxic air pollutants, and large quanitities of
high Tevel radioactive wastes which are more difficult to dispose of than
the fuel rods themselves. It creates a substantial risk of accident and
injury to workens and nearby residents.

The Barmwell plant hasn’t._been completed or.licensed. The private companies
involved have stopped investing their own money, and every year come to
Congress for research grants. Their ultimate objective is to have the
government take over the full $1 billion in funding needed to complete the
plant. The Derrick amendment would have transferred the $10 million into
government research to solidify and dispose of high level nuclear waste.
Rejected 157-213; July 24, 1981. YES is the pro-environmental vote,

Vento {D-MN) - Lewis (R-CA) Resolution, expressing the sense of the House

of Representatives that the Clean Air Act should be maintained and
strengthened. Air pollution is costing urban residents $10 billion a

year in medical bills, according to an American Lung Association study.
Because the Clean Air Act was not reauthorized as expected in 1981, this
year's LCV Voting Chart does not reflect the positions of Members of

Congress on this critical environmental law (except for the vote on the
vehicle emmisions and inspection and maintenance program - see vote description
# 3, above). We have therefore placed an "X" next to the cosponsors of the
Vento-Lewis Clean Air Act Resolution, which reaffirms support for the Act

and urges strengthening of its provisions on acid rain and deadly "toxic"
pollutants. Acid rain is a growing, frightening problem that the existing
Clean Air Act does not address. It has killed fish in hundreds of lakes and
hurts crop and forest productivity. Cosponsorship of the Resplution is not
considered in calculating LCV scores because the Resolution has not been wvoted
on. .

Harkin {D-TIA) - Jeffords (R-VT) Resolution urging the President not to
recommend the elimination or reduction of current tax credits for énergy
fon<ervatijon and renewable resources. For lack of any votes on solar
energy and conservation in the House this year, we are denoting with an e
those Representatives who have co-sponsored the Harkin-Jeffords Resolution.
The Resolution was initiated in response to President Reagan's revised
budget request for fiscal 1982 (submitted in September, 1981) which would
eliminate the current 15% tax credit for home conservation investments, the
40% credit for solar investments in the home, and the 10% tax credit for
similar investments by businesses. The giant energy companies enjoy tremen-
dous subsidies for energy production. It is only fair that there be
equivalent breaks for conservation and renewables. See vote description of
Senate vote # 11 regarding the benefits of conservation and renewables.
Co-sponsorship of the Resolution is not considered in calculating LCV scores
because the Resolution has not been voted on.




1

HOUSE
PAGE

emuIEg-JaMod JeR|oNN
101009 19paalg JEBJINN

S|an4 [1S304 SHAYUAS

BINWLO Jugju-u}BaH

Aiajeg auiy

SUSSIN XIN—SPUB] JIgng
Buipun4 spue 2Hgnd

WEQ UOSHIE[ |[EMBUDIS
,. " oaloig
I31BAN UOSLIED

{EUBD WOJ-UUB]

JUSWBDIOUY JIY UelD

saljliold
106png _mEmEoQ AU

€ E
A C

79

LCV SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89

Name

81

ALABAMA

b4
OO s = O
— MO
O M P ol e
el ™M
T O~ MM
— o Oy

cECcEwm

ececcm©

[ =3 =R =

e R e

24

17

| =S =
= =

=

= >

N n

1 EDWARDS

Dy M 3y Iy

| =S I~ =~ d
PO TWE 3y

L =3~ = =i il
By By By T 3
=S~ el el e
| =S =J i -l

nnan

N

n
n
av.av,av.
[=J = ol S R i
B D Dy Dy I Dy 2

=

o

vy

=r—-r—- O ]
o AaOT.n0
L - O r—
QO S Q)
—— Q- o
OZ o vy
O O =F WD WO P~

ALASKA
1 YOUNG

16

nnNa yY yY a nn 23

yny

ARTZONA

>

= >
o =

i~
=

| i =

‘s w

[ =N~
| =i =

o=
= >
-

1 RHODES
2 Udall -
3 Stump

yny

nnyn ynynn n nn

nn

n

YNy nnan yn yn

4 RUDD -

ARKANSAS

= c =
- -
B3 ™y ™
nn.nn
= =

[ - = i i
P >y >
o S - ©
[l =g i =
Sey By By 3ny

— = = -

N
y
Y
y

1 Alexander

2 BETHUNE:

3 HAMMERSCHMIDT
4 Anthony

Wox X X X X X X »

Mo M D X MM

= 00 W LW N e

N~ Tho O

95004,00%?_76

o I~ W0 oy €O o h

WDt O Qg

1154880m99
L o |

0 C > 3> 5 > > >
O C >35> >> @

- e > O

C > > > > > > >
SME mOEEZZZ=Z

CEC C5>>>>>
PN ZOZEZ=ZZ O

WECEE S>>

= o
- —

wEEEEEEE
E C 5 5 >

- -
o
Sl = . A un %)
— - cEcwE =]
oD =P P —r— 0
A.nntZPP.-'-lmw
rJmm3 33— O -
LOEZT L moEQVi .
N MWW~ 0O
-t

CALIFORNIA

O C S O
mmEEZEZEZE2Z =

(I S oo
NN EEEZEEZR2EZ



2

HOUSE
PAGE

||BMULIEE-13M0d JETIINN
i0)0B8Y Japaalg ieajanN

S|8N (18504 21184 IUAS

2INLUICS JUeju -yl esH
Algyeg duly

alssIN XW—spueq 2lighd
Buipung spueT 2gangd

weq uoSHIeP |[EMRUOLS
10aloid

J31BAA UOSLIED

|BUED WO |-UUS]

UBWADIOUT Ay UBB|D

sajLold

1e6png fejuswuCIiAUg

C E
A C

LCY SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89 81

Name

79

CALIFORNIA (cont.)

» o =

63
72

63
72
17
45

w
—

36
61

[ il i
LS

> o =

o > >
= >=

— >
= o=

[ = =i =
= o=
| == =y —
b il =

=" o

- o>
=z »=Z

12 MCCLOSKEY

11 Lantos
13 Mineta

PR

13
50
69
16
13
45
26

63
28
13
43
35

7
50

71
14
15
29
16

| = = o el i i =
=g =i SR = i ) =

T e

cCx>>cm e o
S E D 3y O 3y Do
cC>ccocm
[~ - . S L
| i ol =l e -
ZmnZ2=Z=2©
[ =3 =i = =g .
CE s e
MEZ M N
Cx>>Ccec c
ST E Dny Dy 2y

(=)

=
— 0
> m=x L0

(=4
= O+ ) = e
WhtAAMW
— LT = OO
DOV ECnNoNd
T O T I < O
Voo — 1o
SOOI O
o o o e e O

¥ > M M XM XK X

CcCCeEe>CcComE S
ZEZ2ZZONZZ2g 022
> > o m o> C
= B

[l =S S N =
c = =

o o < (=]
o <€ | wr
Ll bl & Er— W 22Z = —
dAE O T MUl © o D
oOxXx=—EOVNZE O W'
Ll O X Do M X C
HO U@ OoOOQ'— ™o
LEOoOXTo>xxccooOIO
— oM WO OO
NN NN NN

44 59

69
64

o >
o O

[~ =

5= 2
==

> >
==
o
.
o c
o c
>, 2

ral e

31 Dymally
32 Anderson
33 GRISHAM
34 LUNGREN
35 DREIER
36 Brown

37 LEWIS

17
14
87

30
31
72
40
67
31

29
36
21
82

[ i i S
= > o

> > >

- C = >
> By
[l il il
o By

c o>
=2=Z=<<
P> gz ©
il —

Y -

o &>
Sy By

» x

13
70
10
12 6

7
79
36
15

Mmoo =
[ S L= B ==~

oo O

c>>c <
= 2
=il =i =
ZZE 2, ™
oo -
= =Z
o o= -
m e =

ZZ

> =
By By

39 DANNEMEYER

38 Patterson
40 BADHAM

26 20

56
21

o O
= > m

-

- o c
>

> e c
L T

ccm
== >
- > o
> = m®

= >

cCcC s

41 LOWERY
42 HUNTER
43 BURGENER



3

HOUSE
PAGE

||@museg-18mogd 183(2NN
10)2eaY Japaalg Jealony

© §{8ng |1Ss04 JRUUAS

" g|nwiod JUBIY)B3H
Alajeg auin

3|ISSI XN —Spue 911and
fuipund spue anand

We(] UCSHIEL ||EMBLOIS
: 103fo1d
18}BAA UOSIIED

[eues) WOo)-uus|

JUBWAIOJT Iy UEBID

saljlolid
jabpng jeluawuonaul

C E
A C

LCV SCORES
80 79

81

Name

12 3 4567 89

COLORADO
1 Schroeder
2 Wirth

o> e

5=
= nZ Dy D

> o> >
=== >

s e c
A
I -5
F N N

o 0= Z >

> CcCc
=== > >

3 Kogovsek
4 BROWN
5 KRAMER

CONNECTICUT

1 Kennelly

-— e T o=

PO
N N2 =

e
]

3= 5=
== W= L
C> > 5
D= 3 3= D= e

ZEZ=Z =

.— s S o=
= ==

2 Gejdenson
3 DENARDIS
4 MCKINNEY
5 Ratchford
6 Moffett

DELAWARE

50

65

N YYayY yY ¥y Y_ n Yn 53

yn

1 EVANS

FLORIDA

® X X *
>
T HEOWO OO
O W O — LD ) e
DWOO™M OW M~
NP OOl
W OMLUD G MM
NN AN N

ECSCcCoCC o Cwmgc
[l =S =l i i =i I S S

CCCcCr>eEECCoCm

B> O3> O €L >
By Dy Bmy B Dy Dm Dy a3 ©
CC>oCECc S Co'c
ZZ T 2T RyZ >

[l =~ =i~ )~ i A =

EEE NEE NEZ

CCCcC>ECECE
ECcECcEE>c B C>

MMEZ Ul 30D

Cr>C ECC> C» =

By By Imy 3ny 3ny B4y 3ny By 3y

—_—=

= —_— n o, W

L Q. [l =l ]

O Y A I o T o2
= I C O 0~ N
- TOeEe o0 O W
3 I QL OO W QL
T LoOE>>Om2Z2Zm
—OANMT DO OO
—

11 Mica
12 SHAW
13 Lehman
14 Pepper
15 Fascell



4

HOUSE
PAGE

||12Muleg-1amad eajanN

i0joesy Jepaalg Je3|onpy
glong 15504 HBYIuAS

B|NWIOS JUBU|-Y){BaH
Algjeg suly

BISSIA KW —spuRT Siiqng
Buipung spue 219nd

L] UOSHORD ||BMaUCIT
joafald
13BN UDSILIRD

|BUED e -Uuaf
JusWBIoug JIy UBaD

SRl
196png |BluswuolAug

C E
A C

80 79

LCV  SCORES

12 3 4567 89 81

Name
GEORGIA

> X > » XX

— St NN M <t
=t U P~ = — OO
o — OO MW e~
o WO oW o st —
oy W= =k O = O s WD
NSO~ N

Dre B b - OO > 0@
C S>> L C Cm &

O E O cC o o

o D> O > = >
N

CEC»>>>>ccCc ™
W Z2Z P 2w 2y

an yY

CCECcE>CcE s
mMEEEETEE2Z N
Cx>c o> C =
E> C> > C g =

nnan

By By Z I By T 3 3y

e P e 2= 2= OO O C
By By Dy BNEZ D Bm 3ny 3y

. T

- Qwn O — v T
U= ™ L — @ | =g
TP o c e o
Cc e r~r— OO0 Cx &
C+r— >ITZO0 0 C S
-0 A OO QU UMD
I JdJLL O umm
MM WNWSOhO
L |

1 Heftel
2 Akaka

HAWATI
IDAHO

> >
= c
> >
=
-
[ =~
By B

> e
c o

> By

[ =
Ea R

1 CRAIG
2 HANSEN

NY N YYNY Na Na

1 Washington
2 Savage

ILLINODIS
3 Russo

— D D b= D=

LAl =Bt S e
== 2=

T R
N == >y

CC g E
TZZ2 =22 2=
- C» > >
— 3 -

M E oM G = e

> E>>>
M NEE 2 N

8 Rostenkowski

4 DERWINSKI
5 Fary

6 HYDE

7 Collins

9 Yates

10 PORTER



™ Lo > ™ » » = > » » oM o M Eo A A 4 L4
L [N~ 4 > L
7
> w
o
T < [z O M = WO ™M wn W oo <t — O OO WY NGO — o o0 o
o. 67. < I m (3] o LD o = 0D =+ \O ™M 0 Yo B Fe Vs V= Lo =t ™ OO
S
(BN W ool O WO el N Wl S Oh = O o ~ O O O oy < < O
(Y=o NN MMM o N o o N o<t M~ o M~ WD M~ 0 WO WO W < o0
=
[0 ] OWwWmMmAOO < W0 WO W MO Mt OoONST O Om — 0 —~ M
- @ WM )M st = ) — < W00 o O < LD N WO D O O 0 M~ oMoy
|lomLlEeg-1amad Jea|2ny — =t CEC oo > £ o> [l ol = N - S o = o -
injoRay Japasug Jeajony — C>C S CmC &> > o> o> C> > = C = D> 5 5> 5= ol ol = = S
s|ang 115504 2110uLIAS — oy C P32 C > & - S~ C o> > CC &b > > - oo™
B{NWI0 4 JuRju|-4leaH — - e Pl =S P R = - o P 5 O e
f1ayes auly — O OB Dey Dy Dy Ba Dy By Py Ny MR R B B Dy = Dy By ey Dy ey Dy
BISSIN XIN—SpueT] 2Hgng [=)] C o C CEC R > [l =i e =l ol el =l i i ol g S - E =
Buipuny spue J1and [+e] =D D Dy By 3y Dy Dy ey [ -2 EE NN == Dy By e, O =
Emcco.mxum_,.__m.smcogm P~ cCr>rcECc>>Coc oo & oo c C P> OO > _ T > >
10afoid o 222222 2 0= oc=Z=© NEZZZOZ HZZZZ2 ZEZZ2n= o
19)1eMA UOSILIED Te] CCx>>c C» o> = c [l =i S ol =Sl ~A- ol i = >
[EUED WO]-uusg) <t ES>> o> Ed>C »>>gc > OO - S
HBuEdIoIIZ A1y LealD o™ EOMIE DM Dy e I Dy, Dy InE By M e Dy De B D B == = > m = 2
senuold o~ 2R ~J = i el <l B < c s> > o o ~ S~ ~ TR~ =i~ S [l i e
126png (EWAWLLOIAG — E IR NR™EZ i T By By ==
—
»
o
=
=] . = p¥4 .
s oo o = ) [=] = [
— - O = - = > = - O [
N "Xaoc=L Jo W & = E ®© 75 o 4+ w = —
w S WO ZEZQH L vy J [ TR VR M— o I =l — M TV e —
Q —" SZ2JWOFxXTIT _ 080 —= 00 =T Wk DN O L =Z P Q
=] =] S o JdJE N Q= DM...rm = cC+F I J0LIOE OO < D =< '~ & T
] = CEXEOX O~ el = & = = W=t O re > > ] 0T © el 2> E ™ @
= - L OFLWMOETOETExl =0owm m ML TOTWEOoITWVmo m A =Ll T M
-
- AN UO~NDNOD — Ny = MWDo — o — N M WD
— Tl e ) e ] -] o O o ed — — — )



6

HOUSE
PAGE

[OMUIEG-18MO] JES|INN

10)10B8Y JBpanIA JESINN

515N (15504 DNBUINAG

BNWIOS JUEU|-YIEaH
Alajeg auln

3|ISSIN XN —SPUE] 911and
Buipun4 spue 2gnd

WEQ UOSHIE[ (|EMBUCIS
1aetald

191EAA UOSILED

[BUBD WO[-Uud]

UBWAEIGJUT JIY Ues|D

sanuond

yabpng [euaunuonaug

C E
A C

80 79

L.CV  SCORES

81

— <

— N

— —

12 3 4567 89

Name

KANSAS

oS i
P o= = >
2 B 3y 3 3y
[l =i i
P

[l ol = i
_E mEZ=
[ =l =i =i
- O

o o o=

c o> o
P AME N

1 ROBERTS

2 JEFFRIES
3 WINN

4 Glickman
5 WHITTAKER

KENTUCKY

1 Hubbard
2 Natcher
3 Mazzoli
4 SNYDER
5 ROGERS
6 HOPKINS
7 Perkins

LOUISIANA

[ =g - o~ o = S

C >3 > o
S e L T

P == S~ ) i |« B g
2 IZ Sy B m Dy

[~ =W =i ol = S =
ZEZERE2Z==2Z
-2 =T ol = ol
[l = = = = o i

Z2RE2mE2=2=2==

[l S el ~ull -l =l -
B I By Dy 3y B =

1 LIVINGSTON

2 Boggs

3 Tauzin
4 Roemer
5 Huckaby
6 MOORE

7 Breaux
8 Long

MA INE

1 EMERY

2 SNOWE
MARYLAND

1 Byson

2 Long

3 Mikulski
4 HOLT

5 Hoyer

6 Byron

7 Mitchell
8 Barnes



7

HOUSE
PAGE

[loMuLIeg-19mod JESJONN
J0ioBaY Japaaig Jealany

sfand |1ss04 21)ayjuAS

‘gINWI0 UBU|-YYESH
Alajes auiiy

BUSSIN XIN—SPUET 24jand
Buipung spue ayqnd

WeQq UoSHIE eEMIUQ)S
, 1oeloid

" I91EpN UOSIIRD
[BUED WO -LLig]

USWFIOIT 1)y UESID

" sanuoud
186png [RIUsWUOIALT

C E
A C

LCY SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89 81

- Name

79

MASSACHUSETTS

79
- 70
79

76
63
85

79
88
100 100

64
91
90
93
100
71

¥n
Y a
Y a
Yy
Y Y
ny
Y Y

[l -l 2

P
wEEEEE=

P N -
==

P
ZEZaEzz==
D Do O £
S

222 N2

£ 5 D= e D= 3=
wEEE =

1 CONTE

2 Boland

3 Early

4 Frank

8 Shannon
‘6 Mavroules

7 Markey

8 0'Nejl1 *
9 Moakley
10 HECKLER

PO -
zzz=

P

= ==

L= Bl =S o
2= F
= =

o o— = -

Z2Z2=Z =

> >
= ==

11 Donnelly
12- Studds

* House Speaker traditionally does not vote except to break ties.

MICHIGAN

x x X X =
—WMm Mo
O~ & oo
- e X
O~ O =
—H~OOWNM O
DT o0
=i

S e B B S e D=
R i S IR — S

e o
2T 3y = =
B> T E > >
= OMIE 3y 3 M =
b ol e S el gl A
=2 =2 v o=

S - B R o
£ D= = 3 b B e

EEZE NN

mE> o C o>
Z R EZ M2 =

1 Conyers

2 PURSELL

3 Wolpe

4 SILJANDER
5 SAWYER

6 DUNN

7 Kildee

8 Traxler -

= c
==
[ I~
- =

>,

= >
>

9 VANDER JAGT
10 Albosta

o M KX >

< O — = D
o h LY W) Ch ™~ ™M
— o) 0 a0 O~
4% wWWw ~w LW
OVOWOWA= O M~
T DWW O LW

—

= S O

e s> T > C
S el Z = M= 2

£ 3= > > > > »
mEEEEEEZ >

i S T
Tz
> oS
P - ol - S

== MNOMWZZZ >

13 Crockett
14 Hertel

1/ Brodhead
18 Blanchard
19 BROOMF IELD

15 Ford
16 Dingell

11 DAVIS
12 Bonior



8

HOUSE
PAGE

[[PMUIBE-10M0d JBDJoNN

Jojoeay Japaslg Je2iony
Slan4 |1sS04 2l1aYIUAg

BINWIOH JUBJLIYIRBH
Aajeg auly

BIISSIA XIW—SPUe 21(and
Buipuny spue ongng

LB UOSHIEP ||emaun)s
198l0id
IBJBAA UOSILED)

JBUED) WO -Uua)
JuBLIAZIOUT J)Y UBS[D

safjuoud
1afipng |ejuswuolALg

C E
A C

LCV SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89 81

Name

79

MINNESOTA

» = o
> » >
O WO N M~ O
= — O i~
0 N—H O <t o O
W N~ od M~
5 WA MWD
W SO~ Q

B
R o O o o

bl SN g ol o~
Dy B B D D

> DM = >
By =

D= W > T
Z O MEEZE N
C >0
> Ex>Cc>c =

M NZEE

N R
P ARZZ N E

2 HAGEDORN

3 FRENZEL

4 Yento

5 Sabo

7 STANGELAND
8 Oberstar

1 ERDAHL
6 WEBER

MISSISSIPPI

21
13

6
14

7
17
17

27

36
23
7
10
6

[ gl i el = B o
[ G~ ol e

[l = el

_ 1 o
By >y >y >y >y

| i = i R aed
ZZ N o

I~ ==
P
-
=g ol o e

=t >y @

> e
Z 0o

3 Montgomery
4 Dowdy

1 Whitten
5 LOTT

? Bowen

MISSOURI

> = »
O NP~ D™ [= o]
(=200 GV N Y N od
M O i~ P~ [=)]
WO MM o
O O O Moy <t
Ch =T QO I ™ N <t -

1 Clay

2 Young

3 Gephardt
4 Skelton

5 Bolling

& COLEMAN

7 TAYLOR

8 BAILEY

9 Yolkmer

10 EMERSON

MONTANA

65

78
a1

nnNn NY NY Y YY 79
yn y Ynyn ya y¥Y

NY N

1 Williams
2 MARLENEE

36

22

Y n

n

NEBRASKA

50
24

52
26

36

29
14

cEcC
| S =

= e

o— o e
By By

=
3y 3y 3y

| vl g
== >
c S
-

2 >y

[ = =
>y 3y

1 BEREUTER
2 DAUB
3 SMITH



o w o > o oM XK X » o X = »x XX > > » W X X X
“...._ [ o b4 » Fad » O > = > > » o X
oD
[ ]
I =1 [=3] [=a] Vo) — OO O Th Oy WO W <+ — o P~ Ch [= o] M WOk J
= [Fo W o od r~ o P~ 0D wm LY~ O M~ 0 D o&d — 0 (Y] W O~ o
Ll
&
[ e o od — MO =t O — OJ Od P~ PO < o) o = od O = O
vy 0 uy’ P~ w0 0 W o M~ w0 oo~ O W <~ = o ™ M~ O~ ™M
=
o o— o co ™M N W NI~ e~ O O MW <k~ <t I~ P~ O st Mol
- O o] o W= WOt O O W0 =<t 0w — Dt IO — WO O WO
— —
|[OMUIEF-19MOd JEE|ONN — =r [1-] - > C>2t CCC > - Ty o | = COCEC @OM> o> a
10)0eBY Japdaug FeaonN — M o — O 22 = £ = - > bl ~ T~ S | =g =l CO>C>CC o> ©
Sland 1ISS04 21BYIUAS — O > c > = > > C > b~ - S cc S>> Cc s o> &
BINWIOH JUeBjUI-U)eaH — e o o > =23 3= D= (U 3 3= e D= D= e D B > = oo D= > W
Aajeg auny =] > = > M W22 == Z2Z == 3 D Sy I 22T =
B|ISSIN XW—Spue] 21qnd L)) - o = ol ol o S ok ol - OBl — T > = > [l il i i =l e o
Buipuny spue 29Qng o« = = > i 3IZE D el 2 = = e mNZE = By ey mE M=
We(g UosHIer ||emaucls ™~ [} > = Er B> s> b it~ T~ ~= [~y = EONCEC>C & > O
108loid [Ve] © == 22022 ==2=2= P 2 = PEZEFZEE2=2X2Z @0
JRIBAN LOSHIRD W o e Bl o b e ol o~ c = S>> C o moe o
[BUED WO j-uuat -r -— < > ol =i =i ol S o P o bl ol =i - |~ C O> >0 C o>
uawanou3 11y Uea|D o o = © ME2EZZZZZ2ZoE Z=2 O2= = > b e - R
S31101d o = -— = > C CCCxoC>»> >0 g>> = = =S ol =i = = ok
186png |ejuawuoIALl — b = > EZEZEZ My mE N e >N ME I EZ=Z =
o
]
Lat p-V4 —
(a4 [ ] - —
— v ] L —+ ]
= = ~ > » T =L o [ N ] o T oL o
= w) = Ll O o [N -3 2 0. cowc [&] = = [l = N A
- [= 1 Q¢ v — ) S I - L) Lt V= — = Z bV Lt U =T <L OO0 C oD
1] + = MG o [ =g B el T RV e Ul =< ST ¢ <UL o ZCEEO O QL O
E = <T, | ul Oz ZaEaD oW cCZEDO M > W — O| £x TxZOCmO il m
=] [an] 1] = ) - =1 — 30T WOO 00O O = - N 4 = " o~ o Ol WO LY O Q-
[T5] — i — O ..r__ LI Kt s i Ty RC T N . s W o W o — Oy = LD _..L_ — oy F__ — O T DWW DO O
= = = —t — ) — = =z —t



10

HOUSE
PAGE

HlemuIeg-aM0d JeajanN
J010B3Y Japaalg IBs{ONnN

S19N4 (15504 JNIBYIAS

B|nucH Emhc_‘rz_mml
A19)e5 AUl

a)IssIy XIN—SPUET 2and
Buipund spue oyjand

WEQ UOSHDE[ |[BMaUC]S
1o8foid

18]BAA UOS|HET)

jeuBn) Wog-uual

JUBWOIOJUT IIY UBRID

saijlold
188png [euawuUCIAU]

C E
79 A C

LCY SCORES
80

81

Name

12 3 4567 89

NEW YORK (cont.)

oo X X M XXX

® oM ¥ X X M X
[T el e B Ty (W R W]
WG ™M M~
LD iy o) <t~
O 0O 0 <+ @ ™~ 0
NI P~ sk 0D el M
[=2 Qi =Nos i NToN oI JRT=N. o B )

ol i B S
P i B o SR

— T o T

P e o - P
EOMEZEZE2E N nE =

O E o> o
EEmmE2= = o

ol = ol =l e ol

o"EZ=o0Z=2=2 =

=
-l
|~

= >

CE>>>FKC

B> > > >

Z=E=2Z oo X2 ZF

> > >
EEEEEE N mEE

15 Zeferetti
16 Schumer
17 MOLINARI
18 GREEN

19 Rangel

11 Scheuer
12 Chisholm
13 Solarz
14 Richmond
20 Weiss

o X XK X » X »
> x 3 b4
oW Ol oW~
SN~ O P =~
—
oY SR O OO M
O OWOR TV NM
O —Q = OW MM
7m7m758443

M- >> 0 C
P> >> CC©

C— = > O

S>> o
ZEZE N 3HE

> > C C O
e M EZEZ O

- Era s C»
mMmEZE2Z=E=<K=z=2=2=2
B 3= 23 3l T D= >
=l S ol S i = S

ZEmEE N

> C>>Cc C
FEEE Dy EE N

2l Garcia
22 Bingham
23 Peyser
24 Ottinger
25 FISH

26 GILMAN
27 McHugh
28 Stratton
29 SOLOMON
30 MARTIN

X

> o oW o o X

X

[32) OO N =N
L CdOMAI ™I~ MW
Q N~ =W
wn o Ok P~ LD WD
PO O s~ i — O WD
DO O e P P O

o B = = - B i e S~ e
-l =g - B e e ol e ]

CE S S S0

B E o E
T
C>cCc oo &> O

By 3 EE R

- CE EC
P2 T =
ol ol ol ol S = S o
E e oo

Z M O = 3y o

CCECE>»>> C>
B Dy By Py M E RE

-

- = L QL [+ 1)
L Ll =_1 0 =
r d Omre= X —
= =< @ oo T
X2 X E O
—OMOOo ™M Ol 3
FEEXZ OO0 = 1
NS WO ™SO
MM MO Mo M



O > > Fod > > o X oo = b4 b4 > >
. —f
~—
[¥3] [ & o > » x X »
7]
=4
I = [=2] T~ OO | e S fo ;RN e o] I~ [y ] r~ w WMt <t OO0 i (23]
[« vy M~ — O =t o Ml w = Qo —t o o™ OO o) 0D Od L= Lo
w
S
(BN WO = o O CO W o QO o — o — w P~ Q= (WD LD~ D o o
vy (22 2= e WAy B WM er o™ uw <t ¢ [ag] — < [a¥] od O O O~ ) < WO P~ W
=
[ OMOORMUANIMO W -— OJ PO = LD P e O OO Mok PO -l - ~ OY O
-1 CO sSSP Mo=tFNMmoT r~ WO W) M ol Ly —i G OO O OJ T~ W~ m
|jemuIeg-1I8mod 183|2NN — < o I el — - R i i i = ] D > Do C CoOC>»> [ =l ol N S = = > o
I0J0e3Y Jopasig Jealony — ™M CCECS>r>yocCms o -l ool S i N B B D P 2= S D 3 D [l -]
sjan4 {15504 2118YUA] — O Pl = i M = Bl = - > e oo C o> [ = o = o =i i 2 =i g = - e o
E|NUHCS JUBjU{-YjleaH — — Be P 3= D e O O e C>r» l S C ol =Rl o~ = - e S -~
Aajeg suly — O 2 Dm B B D IE Dy Dy Dy ey - DNEZ DIE W M Dy MEEZZ N RE N2 =z 2z
1SS XIW—Spue oang [ (1 I =R =~ B i~ B~ =~ > e e | O L O (= i Sl o~ = -
Buipuny spuey aygnd <@ ZZZT >/ ZE > = I E I M EETE NE Ny = == >
WIEQ] UOSYIET JIEMBUOIS ™~ CcCECc e oho>C o - - Cr>ocCocCcCoc o CrcCCwmocmome C= g
1981014 (e C=EZ2mZ 22222 o ZEEZEEZIZZZ2Z2 0= EEEZEZ2a M= ==
131BAA UOSILIED) L CERE C o> mcC>>C o D= D= P D= D D D D e e T D D MmO [ = =, . ]
[BUED WO]-Uuay =t Cr o E>>Cc o> = > CxC ocC cC o»>Cc S>> m E C> T = [ =l
BWaou] Iy UB3[D o = MZZ 5 By O = LM I WDy Dy EEZEZE DN = 2=
§9l104d oJ = Cx>Cc o > (=i ol 3 B =~ = = i ErE C > cC > =
12bpng |ejuawuoaug — 2= ME NE ME 2 Dy 3y Dy = Iy By 3y 1 3y Dy Dy By 3y Dy D E T By Dy I Z = >y
=L
= [=2]
— =L > = Q
- = = - - = [ %3] a2 = a4 )
[} — e W o -l ) (=) w = u — o © =
o T o X = L ol a7 = %3] = 98] [~ 4 O = | = O Ol Ll
= v e —_— (%] [ i < o — = o Ll == Z e L) = o O Ol Jor Qe N U S -
Q o VO EPLEr—Z 0 Ch—>0 = o O VLl X oLt ZEwo—~ZSNe— o a2 o
E C S U o N4 o= =~ Mk.ll__lEnUNnDl_ < T G-~ JOT O_j O o 4
- O 0L C WO O WL I o S0 e O Of e Ly =S O U wwv; B © + OO
= m DhELZoOoTE 0 m (=] o O AT O A F DO w X E Moo= O VT =
L s |
o NS WO O o — po d —~ ONMF IO~ 0,mO — O M EF OO i O
= — —~ = (o] — b Bl R N R R I NN LAV AN W aN]



12

HOUSE
PAGE

I9MUIBE-19M0d JESISNN
10}0e0Y I8paaig JES|DNN

saNg [1$504 ANAUAS

BINULIOS JUBJU[-YJERH
Alapeg suln

BIISEIN XIN— SpuET allang
Bulpun4 spue oNgng

WIBQ UOSHIR[ ||eMauc]s
yoaloiy

13JBAA UOSINED)

leues woj-uuay

JUBLLIA2IOJUT Iy Ue3|D)

sallloud

yabpng reluswuoliaug

C E
AC

80 79

LCY SCORES

12 3 4567 89 81

Name
OKLAHOMA

o S o

P e o =
P 3y 3y 3y 3y

P Il ~ N
T2 =

| =Nl =H i =g
MEZZ N
C»>c s
cC-oceccC

ZE mE NN

= =
=== o>

1 Jones
2 Synar
3 Watkins
4 McCurdy
5 EDWARDS
6 English

1 AuCoin

2 SMITH

3 Wyden

4 Weaver
PENNSYLVANIA

OREGON

X

E O 4

88

>}

|
= =

== 1
z==

-~ =1
= Z =
> =1
-1

=Z2=Z 1

— > 1

1 Foglietta

2 Gray
3 Smith *

L R L

=

13
a7
87
12
54

45

60
17
54
93
17
32

O~
Ly

40
14
50

100
61

CERC> =
CC> & Ch

[~~~ S~ =

IR - ST
= OMEE >y

EC E> > cm
S I Y

U C S - O
2222 =E
> o e
Pl ol ol ol i =

S T

CC>e EEC
By 3y HIE >y 3y

- .
| ol D
o Lt [
LN e LT ]
T 10 wllpP—0
OO S mZVn
o R i o B g Y e
QW MV O T W
DWWV E
SO O
—

> Eo g -
>
[aoNap] =5 — O Ch o) LD
[SXRYe] o MO O <t =
D P O M~ 0w W
[ A¥=] < <t O M~ <k O
LN~ OMmOhmmOd
MMM O M e MUy o

> O > o
B ME D E nE N

=T e S e D
ZEEZMENME2ZEZ NE

CECE>>C £ ©
mWEEEZ T O Z
Co CE>>C> >
o m > > ©

YYNn

Dy By Bm 2 By 3y By Dy 3y By

o e S =
N Y - Y

[ ]
= =z = (4>}
=<t — ==
oM _] sy O Q- WV
_— T Ul ble— e O
JTSSESR2EY
—
mEEE LS =N
ZEOoOOELE OO
— oMWW~ O
P e e B e W B I B W2 Y

* Not in office long enough for a fair and complete appraisal of his record.

21 Bailey
22 Murphy
23 CLINGER
24 MARKS
25 ATKINSON



HOUSE
PAGE

llamuieg-1amo Jes|a3nN
$01085Y 18pa3IY 1LIONN

s[and (1Ss04 MjauluAg

B|NWIoH JUBjU-YIeaH
Alajeg auw

{ISSIN XW—Spue Jlignd
Butpuny spuet 21Ny

WE(] UCSHOB( || EMIU0IS

13

120lo14

RNBAA UOSIIED

[BUED WO ]-Uuaj

JUBLWIB0jUT Iy UBB|D)

sailICUY

126png [ejuaLILOIIALT

C E
79 A C

LCY SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89 81

Name

RHODE ISLAND

74

67

P D

S D
==

> >
= >

>
==
-0
= >

o=

=

1 St. Germain
2 SCHNEIDER

SOUTH CAROLINA

14

y
Y
y
Y
N
n yn ya n nn

1 HARTNETT
2 SPENCE

3 Derrick
4 CAMPBELL
5 Holland
6 NAPIER

78

74

SOUTH DAKOTA

1 Daschle
2 ROBERTS
TENNESSEE

X
X

21
21
28
79
59

46
35
22
35
37

0
0
22
57
57

L i =N -~
L CC s

cCCCc os

[ agil =i Sl
S X

| = i =i
R Z =

ECC o
=L >y D=
cCCECc ECc
il =g il

L M ==

| el i o
3y B M E =

3 Bouquard

1 QUILLEN
2 DUNCAN
4 Gore

5 Boner

6 BEARD

7 Jones

8 Ford

27

0
36
57

X

X

20
31
88

17
58

o & >
| = i =

T B B
==

= > >
o= =

cecc
o >y
ce o
=

b e

= »— >
-

TEXAS

X

cCcCcCm
cCE>aon

= E> o m

— 0 T
NI 3y

c S &>
N=Z mmm

cC>=Cm

X

C--r-c o

& Co >
3y 3y 3y 3y By

|l g g
3y 3y ™z >y

C>cCc o c

S OWZ WO ZZ 2= =

= o> oo
o O & @

By 3y

[l i i i S

2y Py E
. .
[%5] [P =
cE= b
" O O
— V-
—— -4
= O 5o
T =XTOITE
— OJ D=t Wy

E>c cc
Co> oo =

By 3y M=
|l =
By ==
[« T BT I T]
Eul o s —
EI 10
TOW o O
| S g T
D e oo
O~ D
—



HOUSE
PAGE 14

|laMmLIEg-1aMad JES[aNN

101085 19p0aIg ed|INN
sjeny 18504 21jayjuig

B|NWIOH JUEBJU-YlEIH

Alojeg 2UIN

NSSIA KW —Spuet dgnd

Buipung spue angnd

weq uosyIep (JEmMauo)s
10afoiy

J3Y¥epn UOS|LRD

[BUBD) WO -uua]

ualtsiojul Jiy uealq

saynoud

196pNng |eluLaWILGHAUT

E
C

C
A

79

LCY SCORES
80

12 3 4567 89 81

Name

TEXAS {cont.)

M~ <F I~ O WO
O OJ O v ~
—w o <t — oy LD
™ o o0 — ™M
o OO S PN
— DN S\ YALTs}

MECE>n E>c©
CECcCcCcCcCc>Co®

crfcoccCcoccECcC e

D= > e = > > >
By Dy 3y 3n 3y 3y T
=G~ N =B Tl Y 3 S g

BMEZZ G HZmZ

cCCcCcCcCcERE>ER
A - B BN
CcCccCcocococCcocCe
CCEcCcECcC>>C e

L S

E>cCc>>cc> o>
T RMEZZE 3y RE NE

15 de 1a Garza

11 Leath

12 Wright
13 Hightower
14 Patman

16 White

17 Stenholm
18 Leland

19 Hance

20 Gonzalez

xX.
X

=

c =5 >
Dy Dy B E

[ i o~ =
==
ccn
zo==
c>cm
c>cm

3y 3y 2

s s>
==

21 LOEFFLER
22 PAUL

23 Kazen
24 Frost

UTAH

12

40

1o I ==
L, i~

[~ I~

= o
>y
| -l =
> >

[+ 2~
= =
o o
s I =

> >

| =g =

1 HANSEN
2 MARRIOTT

VERMONT

91 89

68

yn N YaNY yY yY Y YY

1 JEFFORDS

VIRGINIA

[l ol il S =i gl i o

Cr>CCCC o>
BBy R R R RT3

[ = = =di ~ll i)~ gl ~ull wafll
Sy Bm Bm B Dy B By Dy ey 3y

cECcCcEfSCc e C
PEZEZ2EZ22 2
P i - I =T . i e
OO C >

P A R e e e Y

cEcceEecCcc e s
Smy B Dmy Bm Bmy By Dm Dmy Dy 3m

5 Daniel, Dan

1 TRIBLE

2 WHITEHURST
3 BLILEY

4 DANIEL, R.W.
6 BUTLER

7 ROBINSON

8 PARRIS

9 WAMPLER

10 WOLF



HOUSE
PAGE 15

|IBMUIEQ-1BM0d JeB[aNN

10}0BBY JBpasig JEIJONN
s[and ||ss04 o[IBYIUAG

BINWLOS JURJUl-\EoH
Ajajeg auiy

BIISSIW XIW—SPUeT 21igng
Buipung spue sgnd

WE(] UOSHIE[ ||EMBUDIS
12aloud

15BN UOSILRD

|BUE]) WOL-uua]

JUaLW3DIojUT Ny UBa|D

sayoud

18bpng (Biuswuoiaul

C E
80 79 A C

LCY SCORES

12 3 4567 829 81

Name

WASHINGTON

» o

X

44
67
78

62
70
77

59

71
99

o o=
> € «r

b ol
Sy =

0
< =Z @©

o S o<r
< 2=
o C e
> > T

===

(=Nl
==

1 PRITCHARD

2 Swift
3 Bonker

- o=

e
=

4 MORRISON
5 Foley

6 Dicks
7 Lowry

WEST VIRGINIA

17 42
48

41

15
36
53

| =+ I~ =
= = >

=S = =

- s>
=Z ==

[~ S - -
= >z

-
By 2 3
o O =
R~
© >

S
=

NY a n

1 Mollohan
2 BENEDICT
3 STATON
4 Rahall

WISCONSIN

» »
<~ OM M~ QO
[va ey} <t Q0 M~ O LD
L ™ oJ <k oD 0D
[=s ] o] <t 0 < M~ <k =
™ 32 N ol el = B e
9m4395m45

-l el = - Bl R el g
e @ >

O3 5= e e e

B 3 e D D 3B e -
FE Dy N

e O O
ZZ O Z NE 3y

> E O e >
ZEZZ22 o= =
e D S e D=3 B e
P R A

Z2ZZZZ mZ M >

>3 C>> E> C O
O I Dy

1 Aspin

2 Kastenmeier

3 GUNDERSON

4 Zablocki

5 Reuss

6 PETRI

7 Obey

8 ROTH

9 SENSENBRENNER

WYOMING

28

nnan yn yn Y aa 12

yn y

1 CHENEY



wurede dwnp asem panuayo agy uy fukegd wanq aa ok - -+ Sop Aydneu KySuey,

TR 1867 ‘1 JAgQUWIIIQ .hu_::uw.m ‘aunquay, aNeT IeS ag

ission

Tribune Company Syndicate, Inc.

.

Reprinted by perm



SUMMARY ANALYSIS

National Averages:

House of Representatives: 49% Senate: 43%
House Democrats: 63% Senate Democrats: 59%
House Republicans: 32% ' Senate Republicans: 28%

Black Caucus: 81%
Congresswoman's -Caucus: 56%

State Averages for the House of Representatives:

OF the state delegations listed below, Massachusetts (85) and Connec-
ticut (85) scored highest, and Utah (7) and Idaho (11) scored lowest.
Bear in mind that the larger the state delegation, the more meaningful the
average score.. Of all the states, 24 scored below 50%.

Alabama 12 Louisiana 37 Ohio 46
Alaska : 23 Maine 44 Dklahoma 43
Arizona 21 Maryland 60 Oregon ' 82
Arkansas 23 Massachusetts 85 Pennsylvania 50
California 51 Michigan 6% Rhode Island 84
Colorado 57 Minnesota 58 South Carolina 33
Connecticut 85 Mississippi 16 South Dakota 50
Delaware 53 Missouri 43 Tennessee 29
Florida 36 Montana 50 Texas 33
Georgia 37 Nebraska 26 Utah - 7
Hawai{ 61 Nevada 50 Vermont 68
Idaho N New Hampshire 70 Virginia 23
[11inois 52 ~ New Jersey 69 Washington 63
Indiana . 55 New Mexico 11 . West Virginia 35
Towa 61 New York 62 - Wisconsin 70
Kansas . 34 North Carolina 40 Wyoming 49
Kentucky 36 North Dakota 71

" High and Low Scores in the House: . . ' '
These representatives scored 100%: Miller (D-CA}, Dellums {(D-CA},
Moffett (D-CT), Yates (D-IL), Mikulski (D-MD), Barnes (D-MD), Shannon (D-MA),
Markey (D-MA), Studds (D-MA), Wolpe (D-MI), Brodhead (D-MI), Rodino {D-NJ},
Minish (D-NJ), Bingham (D-NY), Ottinger (D-NY), Synmar (D-0K), Wyden (D-OR}),
Weaver (D-OR), Edgar (D-PA), Lowry (D-WA), Kastenmeier (D-WI), and Obey (D-WI).
These representatives scored 0%: Stump (D-AZ), Hall (D-TX), Dickinson (R-AL),
Rudd (R-AZ), Hammerschmidt (R-AR), Myers (R-IN), Quillen (R=TN), Duncan (R-TN),
and Beard (R-TN). -

High and Low Scores in the Senate: -
Leany (D-VT) 99%, Biden (D-DE) 99%, Schmitt (R-NM) 5%.

House Regibna] Séores:'Néw Eng1and-79%, Mid Atlantic 58%, Mid West 56%, Far
West 54%, Great Plains 48%, Mountain States 37% South West 32%, South East 30%.

Senate Regional Scores: New England 69%, Mid Atlantic 67%, Mid West 56%, Far
West 43%, Great Plains 36%, Mountain States 37%, South West 19%, South East 26%.
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