SPECIAL SUPPLEMENT

National Taxpayers Union Rates Congre

108th Congres® 1st Session, 2003

very year National Taxpayers Union
(NTU) rates U.S. Representatives and
Senators on their actual votes—every
ote that significantly affects taxes,
spending, debt, and regulatory burdens on con-
sumers and taxpayers. Unlike most organiza-
tions that publish ratings, we refuse to play the
“rating game” of focusing on only a handful
of Congressional votes on selected issues. The
NTU voting study is the fairest and most accu-
rate guide available on Congressional fiscal
policies. It is a completely unbiased account-
ing of votes.
NTU assigned weights to the votes, re-
flecting the importance of each vote’s effect.”
NTU has no partisan axe to grind. All Mem-
bers of Congress are treated the same regardless
of political affiliation. Our only constituency is
the overburdened American taxpayer. Grades are
given impartially, based on the Taxpayer Score.

TAXPAYER SCORE

The Taxpayer Score measures the strength of
support for reducing spending and regulation
and opposing higher taxes. In general, a higher
score is better because it means a Member of
Congress voted to lessen or limit the burden on
taxpayers.

The Taxpayer Score can range between
zero and 100. We do not expect anyone to score
a 100, nor has any legislator ever scored a per-
fect 100 in the multi-year history of the com-
prehensive NTU scoring system. A high score
does not mean that the Member of Congress was
opposed to all spending or all programs. High-
scoring Members have indicated that they would
vote for many programs if the amount of spend-
ing were lower. A Member who wants to increase
spending on some programs can achieve a high
score if he or she votes for offsetting cuts in other
programs. A zero score would indicate that the
Member of Congress approved every spending
proposal and opposed every pro-taxpayer reform.

NTU believes a score qualifying for a grade
of “A” indicates the Member is one of the stron-
gest supporters of responsible tax and spending
policies. We are pleased to give these Members
of Congress our “Taxpayers’ Friend Award.”

Asscore qualifying for a grade of “B” rep-
resents a “good” voting record on controlling

spending and taxes. A “B” grade indicates that
the Member voted for taxpayers most of the
time, but slightly less than those who attained
the grade of “A.”

A score qualifying for a grade of “C” rep-
resents 2 minimally acceptable voting record on
controlling taxes and spending. To qualify for a
grade of “C” a Member must have a Taxpayer
Score of at least 50 percent. While such a score
may be “satisfactory,” there is clearly room for
improvement.

We are also issuing pluses and minuses for
the grades of “B” and “C” in order to better rec-
ognize the differences in the voting records of
Members with these grades.

Ascore qualifying for a grade of “D” indi-
cates the Member has a “poor” voting record on
controlling taxes and spending,

A score significantly below average quali-
fies for a grade of “F.” This failing grade places
the Member into the “Big Spender” category.

VOTE SELECTION

We analyzed every roll call vote taken during
2003 (1st Session of the 108th Congress) and
selected all votes that could significantly affect
the amounts of federal taxes, spending, debt, or
regulatory impact. A total of 287 House and 269
Senate roll call votes were selected. We included
votes cast on appropriations bills, authorization
bills, budget target resolutions, tax bills, amend-
ments, and certain procedural votes that could
affect the burden on taxpayers. Votes that sim-
ply shifted equal amounts of spending from one
area to another were excluded, as were unani-
mous votes on increasing spending. Also ex-
cluded were votes where there was a significant
difference of opinion on how to vote to reduce
spending.

We believe the number of votes used in the
analysis, the objective and non-partisan weight-
ing of the votes, computerized calculations, and
many error checks all combine to ensure the
highest possible standards of accuracy.

OTHER FACTORS

Although we believe this voting analysis is the
most accurate guide available on Congressional
fiscal performance, no study of roll call votes

can fully evaluate a Member’s overall record. A
Member’s committee work, leadership, and ef-
fectiveness with other Members also affect his
or her influence on the amount of federal
spending, taxes, debt, and regulatory impact.

Because of the complexity of the calcula-
tions and the number of votes involved, we do
not have space to reprint the votes of each Rep-
resentative and Senator here. A list of the votes
used in the study, including the weight assigned
to each vote, is available on request.

Computation

NTU’s federal budget experts assigned a weight to each
vote ranging from 0 to 100. A low weight was assigned to
votes that had relatively little effect, while a high weight
was assigned to votes with the most significant effect on
federal spending, taxes, debt, and regulation.

Weights were based solely on the relative effect of
each vote on the total amount of federal spending, taxes,
debt, or regulatory impact. Consideration was given to
the long-term effect of a vote, even though relatively little
might be immediately at issue. A vote with average im-
portance should have a weight close to 10.

Scores were computed by dividing the weighted total
of votes cast against higher spending, taxes, or regula-
tion or for lower spending, taxes, or regulation, by the
weighted total number of fiscal issues on which the Mem-
ber of Congress voted. Average scores for each state were
also computed using the weighted total of votes cast by
each state delegation.

In computing these scores, we included only those
votes on which the Member actually voted for or against a
bill, resolution, or amendment. Paired votes, announced
positions, and absences were excluded. Because some
Members were absent frequently (or otherwise failed to
vote yes or o), their scores and grades, based on rela-
tively few votes, may not accurately reflect fiscal attitudes.
The Members falling into this category are noted.

TAXPAYER SCORES

SENATE HOUSE
47%  Average  45%
58% Median 55%
8%  High  90%
11% Low 16%

PARTY SCORES
19%  Democratic Average  24%
17%  Democratic Median ~ 24%
73%  Republican Average  63%
73%  Republican Median ~ 62%
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GRADE SCORE GRADE  SCORE

Gingrey, P ...vvvvvecevevrrns Rogers, H oo [ (R~ 60%
u.s° HOUSE OF RE PRESE NTATIVES IsaKson, J ...ooooevvvvcririnn, Whitfield, E.......ccoooovvvveeee. C+......... 60%
GRADE  SCORE GRADE SCORE Kingston, J ....cccoocovviieneens State Average..........c.ceun.en. 55%
Lewis, ] .....
Roybal-Allard, L ............. Linder T ... LOUISIANA
ALABAMA )
Aderholl R Royce, E .............. Majette, D ..... Alexander, R .........c.cco....
B elil 0 t’s Sanchez, Linda .. Marshall, J .... Baker, R......
Bac Us, Sanchez, Loretta Norwood, G ... Jefferson, W.
C?;IIEZII“"{S SChlff, A SCOtt, Do, JOhn7 C..
Davis. A Sherman, B State Average McCrery, J ...
A s Solis, H....... Tauzin, B ...
Everett, T Stark, P oo HAWAII Vitter, D...........
Rogers, M Tauscher, E ..o Abercrombie, N State Average............ecovuuee.
State Average Th()rnas7 W ... Case, E oo MAINE
State Average
ALASKA L — 1N D—
YOUNG, D oo Ct . 60% L 3% | IDAHO Michaud, M .................F.
5 Watson, D
ARIZONA Waxman H Otter, B, State Average.........ocueucuene 23%
Flake, ] oo, A, 90% Woolsey, L...... Simpson, M MARYLAND
Franks, T AL . State Average.........ccccevennen. State Average Bartlett, R ....ooooccvvvvn.
Grijalva,hR . F. COLORADO ILLINOIS gardin,. B . .
l;slygzof ] Beauprez, B .........ooovov.. B 68% Biggert, J .o Gﬁrcl;lr?é;;gé’v ’
Pastor B DeGette, D .o D.... 27% | Costello, Jrie Hover. § ..
o Hefley, J .ovvvvecerveersrce B+.....71% Crang, P ..o VL, S v
Renzi, R .o ; : Ruppersberger, D
McInnis, S ... e 62% Davis, D ... .
Shadegg, ] 1 Van Hollen, C .................
State Average Musgrave, M .......c..ccoeo A . 81% Emanuel, R .. Werm, A
48 Tancredo, T .....cooooevvvvnene .. 84% Evans, Lo St};ltey Averae
ARKANSAS Udall, M............ 33% | Gutierrez, L. Fo. 22% e ——
Berry, M oo D......28% | StateAVerage..... 61% | Hastert, D - - MASSACHUSETTS
Boozman,J . D CH o CONNECTICUT Hydev H... - Capuano, L
Ross. M Jackson, ] . - Delahunt, W ...
088, M oo DeLauro, R F 22% h
Snyder, V.......... F. Johnson, N oo ¢ 549, Johnson, T .. Frank,B......
State Average ...........coceeeune. 34% " > | Kk M. Lynch, S......
LaHood, R Markey, E
CALIFORNIA Lipinski, W ... McGovern, J ...
BACA, J e, Manzullo, D .....ccooevvvveennn. Meehan, M ..o,
Becerra, X ... . RUS B oo Neal, R ...
Berman, H ... Schakowsky,J .. - Olver, J ..
Bono, M Castle, M oo ererre Co 50% Shimkus, J ... Tierney, ] ........ .
Calvert, K g/ellen [{ ~~~~~~~~~~~ - e State Average.. . 23%
tate Average.............ceue....
cas. L. 8 ° | MICHIGAN
Cox. C INDIANA Camp, D oo
Cunningham, R BUrton, D .., Conyers, ] ...
Davis, S Brown-Waite, G ............... Buyer, S ... - gllqulgell,vj """
Dooley, C Crenshaw, A (07117011 ) LS, Ve
Doolittle, ] ... Davis, ] ... Chocola, C Hpekstra, |
Dreier, D Deutsch, P ... Hill, B....... Kl'ldee,'D ..... .
ESh00, A oo Diaz-Balat, L. ..... Hostettler, J ... Kilpatrick, C ...
Farr, S ..... Diaz-Balart, M Pence, M....... anllenberg,}
Filner, B Feeney, T ....... Squder, M.... Levin, §..........
Gallegly, E Foley, M .... Visclosky, P McCotter, T .
Harman, ] Goss, P State Average..........ccecuruenne Miller, C......
Herger, W Harris, K.ooovoeeeee IOWA gogeﬁs ) M.
Honda, M Hastings, A. M, N
Hunter7 D Keller7 R... BQSWEH’ L. Stupak? B,
1852, D oo Meek, K .. King,§ .... upton, F.......
Lantos. T Mica, I Latham, T State Average
LeeB ... Miller,] ... ;euiffeJJ . MINNESOTA
Lewis, ] .... Putnam, A ..... State yAverage """""""" Gutknecht, G .....cccooe......
Lofgren, Z Ros-Lehtinen, I . G .. 60% | StALE AVErage coeeossivmvvnnsess Kennedy, M ..
Matsui, R ..... Shaw, C........... KANSAS (I
McKeon, B .......... Stearns, C.... Moore. D McCollum, B ..
Millender-McD., ] Weldon, D .. Moran T Oberstar, J .......
Miller, Gary ..... . Wexler, R ... Ryun j Peterson, C ........ooocccc..
Miller, George ..........co.... Fo 23% Young, B ........ Tiahtt T . Ramstad, ] .cccocoooeverrres
Eﬁﬂ?ﬁ%ﬂo’ L | — 20% | State AVErage ........c.eseseresens SALE AVETAZE orrrrererrerroer gabo, M.
08¢, D .. GEORGIA KENTUCKY tate Average
Pelosi, N... Bishop, S ..oovcccoverceeen Fo 22% Fletcher £ MISSISSIPPI
Pombo, R...... Burns, M .....ccooovvvviinnrrnnnns CH...oe. 61% Lewis R7 Pickering, C...........cccccee Ct...... 60%
Radanovich, Colling, M ....oovvverrrrs B... 69% Luca.; K Taylor, G ..o D... 40%
Rohrabacher, D Deal, N ..o, B... 69% North:up,x Thompson, B ................... Fo 22%
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GRADE  SCORE

Emerson, J ...ooovvvvvveeenens 54%
Gephardt, R ™ .......ccooo..... NiAL .
Graves, S ......
Hulshof, K ...
McCarthy, K.
Skelton, I .............

State Average......... R 50%
MONTANA

Rehberg, D .....oovvvvvveerrrees B-....... 62%
NEBRASKA

Bereuter, D ......ccooevvvnnne [ 53%
Osborne, T ......c.ooevvvernne, C+........ 59%
Terry, L covveveecccccvvvvveeees B 68%
State Average...........cceceeenee 60%
NEVADA

Berkley, S......ooooeeeierreein. Fo 24%
Gibbons, ] B 67%

Porter, J ...

State Average......... R 52%
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Bass, C.vvvvenn. C+......... 59%
Bradley, ] ..coooovvvvrienrrenns C+......... 59%
State Average.........coeeeeueneee 59%
NEW JERSEY

Andrews, R .....cooovvoerrrnnane. Fo. 25%
Ferguson, M ........ 9 S— 62%
Frelinghuysen, R ............ C+ ........
Garrett, S ........

Holt, R.....

LoBiondo, F .
Menendez, R ...
Pallone, F ....
Pascrell, B......oooovvenn.
Payne, D ....ccoccvovvrrnvii
Rothman, S .

State Average..

NEW MEXICO

Pearce, S .......ccooownevvvvvnenn, [ VR 61%
Udall, T ..o Fo 24%
Wilson, H .....oovvvverrnn [ VR 55%
State Average...........cocueeene. 46%

NEW YORK

Ackerman, G
Bishop, T .....
Boehlert, S ...
Crowley, J .....
Engel, E ..
Fossella, V ....
Hinchey, M ..
Houghton, A
Israel, S......ooovvverrrins
Kelly, S oo
King, P ....
Lowey, N .
Maloney, C...
McCarthy, C.
McHugh, J....
McNulty, M ..
MeekKS, G .ooovvvreerene.

GRADE GRADE SCORE
Nadler, ] ..cooornnerrrrrrnn. Fo. Hart, Moo B-...... 63%
Owens, M .......ccoovvvnrvrnnnn. Fo 5 (01511 A
QUIND, T oo Cos Holden, T
Rangel, G ..cooooovvvrvvvvicnnnnns F.. Kanjorski, P ..
Reynolds, T......ccoovvvveevnnnne C+ Murphy, T
Serrano, J ... F.. Murtha, J
Slaughter, L..................... F.. Peterson, ]
SWEENEY, J oo C.. pitts, J .......
TOWNS, E oo D.. Platts, T ....ccovvvevevvceereccen G
Veldzquez, N ..........ccovvo. F.. Sherwood, D . CF o, 61%
Walsh, J .o, CH.. Shuster, B .......ccovvvveerrnne. C+..oo.... 59%
Weiner, A ....c.cooovvvevinnns F... Toomey, P ....occoovvvrees A 80%
State Average ............ceueuenee. Weldon, C ......... .C..
NORTH CAROLINA State Average
Ballance, F ..o Foo. 24% RHODE ISLAND
Ballenger, C ... . Kennedy, P ...
Burr, R ....... Langevin, J ....... .
Coble, H ......... State Average
A SOUTH CAROLINA
Jones,yW _____ Barrett, G ...
McIntyre, M . Brown, H..
Miller, B ..... Clyburn, J.
MVriCk, S DeMint, J .
Price, D ..... Spratt, ] ....
Taylor, C ..oovveeevrcnne WSO, J ...
Watt, M o State Average
State Average SOUTH DAKOTA
NORTH DAKOTA Janklow, W.......cccooovn. Co 57%
Pomeroy, E ... Fo. 16% TENNESSEE
OHIO Blackburn, M ................. B+ ... 71%
Boehner, J ..o, Cooper, ] ....... -
Brown, S .. Davis, L ....
Chabot, S ... Duncan, J.
Gillmor, P .. Ford, H.....
Hobson, D .. Gordon, B
Jones, S ..... Jenkins, W
Kaptur, M... Tanner, J ..
Kucinich, D Wamp, Z ........ D=
LaTourette, S ..o C... 56% State Average .........ccceeeeurucne 45%
Ney, R ........ . TEXAS
OXIEY, M. Barton'.] .....................
Portman, R Bell, C ......
Pryce, D ... Bonilla, H
Regula, R .. Brady, K ........
Ryan, T...... Burgess, M .
Strickland, T . CATET, J e
Tiberd, P oo Culberson, J v,
Turner, M .....oovvvvveanee Ct......... 59% Delay, T ...
State Average ...........cceeeuenene 49% Doggett, L
OKLAHOMA Edwards, C
Carson, B oo Frost, M ....
Cole, T Gonzalez, C ..
Istook, E Granger, K ....
Lucas, F Green, G...
Sullivan, ] Hall, R -
State Average E'ensgrhn%{, |
inojosa, R .......
OREGON Jacks]on—Lee, S.. .
Blumgnauer, B D.... 30% JORSON, E v
DeFazio, P : Johnson, S ...
Hooley, D Lampson, N ......
Walden, G Neugebauer, R *
WU, Do Ortiz, S i,
State Average Paul,R.....
PENNSYLVANIA Reyes, S ...
Brady, R ..o F.... 20% | Rodriguez, C.
Doyle, Moo Fo 21% Sandlin, M ....
English, P ..occoccoveere Sessions, P ...,
Fattah, C .... Smith, L
Gerlach,J ....... Stenholm, C .....
Greenwood, ] Thornberry, M

GRADE SCORE
Turner, J .o D.... 28%
State Average ...........ceueuenes 44%

UTAH

Bishop, R ..o
Cannon, C ..
Matheson, J....
State Average...................... 55%

VERMONT

VIRGINIA

Boucher, R .....cccoovvervvnne.
Cantor, E ... .

Moran, J ....ccoveneerneinens
Schrock, E ..
Scott, R ...

Dunn, J .......
Hastings, D .
Inslee, J ......
Larsen, R ...
McDermott, J ..
Nethercutt, G ...................

Capito, S ..o Cuie 55%
Mollohan, A ..................... Fon, 23%
Rahall, N ..o | 25%
State Average ...........oceueueenes 34%

WISCONSIN

Baldwin, T ......ccoovvveee.
Green, M ...cooovververernnns
Kind, R oo
Kleczka, G ...
Obey, D ...
Petri, T ....
Ryan, P .........

Sensenbrenner, J .
State Average ..........c.eevuene

WYOMING

HOUSE KEY
SCORE  GRADE  COMMENTS

T8%ormore A Taxpayers’ Friend
70%—73% B+
65%—69% B Good
62%—64% B-
59%—61% G+
50%—58% (
45%—49% G
26%—44% D Poor
25% or less F Big Spender

“ The Member voted on less than 75 per-
cent, but more than 50 percent, of the
weighted total of bills.

" The Member voted on less than 50 percent
of the weighted total of bills; score and
grade not issued.

Satisfactory
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GRADE SCORE GRADE SCORE
UNITED STATES SENATE a7 SOUTH DAKOTA
Hagel, C Daschle, T
Nelson, B Johnson, T k.
GRADE SCORE GRADE SCORE | State Average.............couc... 60% | State Average..........ccceuenunee. 16%
ALABAMA INDIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE
SESSIONS, ] vvvevvvenrveerirnnns B+.... 78% Bayh, E oo Do 26% ENSIGN, ] ooverorcrsess A 87% Alexander, L .......ccooovvvenne. B 73%
Shelby, R Lugar, R....... - T3% Reid, H oo Foo 17%
State Average ........ccoceeveuenenns 75% | State Average.... .. 49% | State Average...........cecoeveunee. 52%
ALASKA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE TEXAS
Murkowski, L Grassley, C .....vvvvvverrvro GIEZZ, | ovvvverecrvreerersnne . 80% Cornyn, J.... B 79:4’
Stevens, T Harkin, T SUI]UHU,J ........... 85% HUtChlSOH, T B..... 74%
State Average State Average State AVerage ...........ooowvveeen. 83% State Average.........ceeeeeunennee 77%
?IRJ'ZONA by | KANSAS NEW JERSEY UTAH
VL J oo + o % o : o Bennett, R ...
. o Brownback, S ................ B-.... 72% COIZINE, | ..oovvvervvrrirnnn. Fo. 17% '
r;cta“;} """"""""""""" B 7726/00/ RODEITS, P oo B-on72% | Lautenberg, F ... Fo. 200 | Hateh, O
s M —— ° State Average............ceueeunenee 72% State Average...........eeueeuenne 18% State Average
ARKANSAS | KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO VERMONT
Lincoln, B ..o Fo 20% Jeffords, J .....
) Bunning, J ..cccovvcvvrnennens B.... 73% Bingaman, J .....c.cccouevvene. | O 19% Leah i)
McConnell, M .................. B+....... 76% Domenici, P .....cccooeoee.... B, 71% Staty,A """""
State Average ...........oeevenees 75% | State Average............ceeeuenee 45% ¢ Average
LOUISIANA NEW YORK VIRGINIA
Feinstein, D ......ccccovvvvnene Fo 15% Breaux, J ...cocoovevrnrinninnne Clinton, H ......oovvvere. Fo
State Average ....................... 16% Landrieu, M...... SCI’IU.HIEI'7 [OR— i F,
COLORADO State Average .........coveevueenne State Average .........coveevueenne
Allard, W .o A 81% | MAINE NORTH CAROLINA
Campbell, B ...... COLlins, S oo C+........ 64% DOlE, E oo B,
State Average SNOWE, O ..o, [ p— 52% Edwards, J ...oooevvvvvieennnnns Fo,
State Average..........ccceeeeerenes 58% State Average..........cccceeeuerenes 49%
CONNECTICUT ¥ ¥ WEST VIRGINIA
Dodd, C s MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA Bvd R F 19%
Lieberman, J~... —— 0 ) A )
State A , Mikulski, B .....ocrvvvveeernnns | 1300 Conrad, K...ooooovvevvcerrrrrienns Foe. 1 i Rockefeller, ] .....c......... Fo 18%
¢ Average Sarbanes, P ..o Fonis 17% Dorgan, B v Fois 1144’ State AVerage.........eeeeeeeennes 18%
State Average .........c.cceeveeenns 15% State Average.........cccceuueeunnee 14%
DELAWARE - $ $ WISCONSIN
S " | MASSACHUSETTS OHIO Feingold R ... Fooo 7%
Carper, T go'd, %
State ;&vera . 15% Kennedy, E..............oovvvr. Fo. 17% DeWine, M ......ccooovvvvvvvecees Kohl, Hoovvvooccece Fo. 22%
FLORIDAg """""""""""" > Kemy,]' ... Voinovich, G State AVErage........coo...vereeeree 19%
Graham. B State Average State Average........ccccoeueueee 69% WYOMING
Nelson, B ......... MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA ENZi, M oovovvvccicees B+....... 76%
State Average Inhﬁfe’ | zltq:tmaz, (ORI B+ ... 7787%/
i D.... € AVerage........coeeuueeeeenens %
GEORGIA I;i;t: S17\ver e ’
Chambliss, S...........ccc...... B 74% a8
Miller, Z .o [ 04% MINNESOTA OREGON
State AVerage .......coveeuuseeensne 69% | Coleman, N ... B-...... 69% | Smith, G oo B-. 69% SENATE KEY
HAWAII Dayton, M ..o Fone 17% | Wyden, R oo Fo, 15% SCORE  GRADE  COMMENTS
AKGK, D oo State Average ........ocecevenne 43% | State Average...........cceuruenen. 42% 80%ormore A Toxpayers' Friend
Inouye, D.. MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA 5%=19% B+
State Average Cochran, T.....ccoooevvvennnen. B-..... 72% Santorum, R.......ccocevvenne. A, 81% 13%—74% B Good
IDAHO Lott, T oo ) 81% Specter, A ......vvvvvvvvrrreeee. C+........ 65% 66%—72% B
Craig, L vovveveccrveeessen B, 73% State Average.........c.eeeeeucucne 76% State Average.........c.oeevueueucne 73% 55%—65%  (+
Crapo, M ....cccovvvvveineri B..... 73% MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND 50%=54% C Sutisfucfory
State Average.........ceeveeunennee 73% 49%—49Y ¢
Bond, C b
ILLINOIS Talent, ] ‘ 260—41% D Poor
FD}lrbinyE} ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Fo 4% | State AVerage ......oooovmvvevvenes 72% 25%orless  F Big Spender
itzgerald, P ......
State Average MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA * The Member voted on less than 75
To obtain additional copies of this report, please Graham, L percent, butmore than 50 percent, of the
send $2.00 (75¢ each for NTU members) fo: NTU, Hollings, E weighted fotal of all bills.

108 N. Alfred St., Alexandria, VA 22314.

State Average............ccueunennee 53%
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