SPECIAL SUPPLEMENT *

National Taxpayers Union Rates Congres:

***\
* \

T ONTW
% National Taxpayers Union
www.ntu.org

108th Congres® 2nd Session, 2004

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
2004 (2nd 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 182 House and 93
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
45% 39%
49% Median 46%
89% High 90%
7% Low 6%

PARTY SCORES

Democratic Average
Democratic Median
Republican Average
Republican Median

Average

17%
14%
71%
71%

13%
12%
62%
59%

National Taxpayers Union ¢ Congressional Rating Supplement * Page 1

=

D




U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

GRADE  SCORE

ALABAMA

Everett, T
Rogers, M.............

GRADE SCORE
Roybal-Allard, L .............
Royce, E ....ocvvei
Sanchez, Linda ............
Sanchez, Loretta
Schiff, A oo
Sherman, B

Tauscher, E ....cc..ccoovvveene.
Thomas, W .....cc...ccouevveee..

Waters, M ......c..cooeveinennns
Watson, D .....ccoovvrrirnnes
Waxman, H ....................
Woolsey, L ...........
State Average......................

GRADE
Gingrey, P ..o
Isakson, J .....veerrveeernnnnes
Kingston, J ......cccccoeevneenee.
Lewis, ] .....
Linder, ] ...
Majette, D .....
Marshall, J ....
Norwood, G ...
Scott, D e F..
State Average.........cocceueeneene 50%

SCORE

Northup, A ccoccvvevveviirns [ m— 49%
Rogers, H ..o Co 50%
Whitfield, E....oooooovvre. Ct . 54%
State Average............ceueuenns 42%

LOUISIANA

HAWAII

Abercrombie, N .............. | 9%

State Average

Alexander, R ...

Jefferson, W. wFo . 11%
John, C.........
McCrery, ] ...
Tauzin, B .NA
VAtter, D oo A 74%
State Average..........ceeueuenns 41%

IDAHO

MAINE

(015757080 O
Simpson, M ......
State Average

Alen, T oo,
Michaud, M .... .
State Average.........ceeueeennenne 11%

COLORADO

ILLINOIS

MARYLAND

Beauprez, B ...
DeGette, D ..ovvvvvenrinne
§(C(CTA)
McInnis, S oo
Musgrave, M ..........coceo....
Tancredo, T .....co.ooevvvvvene
Udall, M ..o
State Average.........coceeeuenne

CONNECTICUT

State Average.......... 44%
ALASKA

Young, D ..o C+.....cee. 54%
ARIZONA

Flake, ] ..o, A 90%
Franks, T .....ooccoevvvierrrnnnn. A, 85%
Grijalva, R ... F 11%
Hayworth, J .. 75%
Kolbe, J.... .49%
Pastor, E . 1%
Renzi, R ....... 51%
Shadegg, J . ..o A 81%
State Average...........oeeeeeeeee 56%
ARKANSAS

Berry, M ..o Fo. 11%
Boozman, ] .. B 61%
Ross, M ....... Fo 13%
Snyder, V.......... o Fon, 15%
State Average.........coceevueeneee 25%
CALIFORNIA

Baca, J .o

Becerra, X ....
Berman, H ...
Bono, M .......
Calvert, K
Capps, L .......
Cardoza, D .....ooevvvvene.
(010> O
Cunningham, D ..
Davis, S ............
Dooley, G
Doolittle, J ...
Dreier, D .
Eshoo, A ..
Farr, S .....
Filner, B .....coovvvervvenrne.
Gallegly, E .....ocoocoveriirnns
Harman, ] .... .
Herger, W .....
Honda, M .....
Hunter, D
Issa, D ...
Lantos, T .

Lewis, J oo,
Lofgren, Z ......coocovvevvvvvneens
Matsui, R .....
McKeon, B .......
Millender-McD.,
Miller, Gary .....
Miller, George .
Napolitano, G ..
Nunes, D ......
088, D oo

Radanovich, G
Rohrabacher, D...............

DeLauro, R
Johnson, N ..

DELAWARE

Castle, M oo Coo 52%

FLORIDA

Brown-Waite, G ............... B..... 68%
Crenshaw, A ...........cc........ [ P 50%

Davis, J .......
Deutsch, P *
Diaz-Balart, L
Diaz-Balart, M
Feeney, T ....cccccovvvvrenneen.
200 [y /0L
GOSS, P oo,
Harris, K....ooooovverren
Hastings, A" .......cooooo.
Keller, R ...,
Meek, K oo,
MiCa, J oo
Miller, J v
Putnam, A ......cccooovvrnnee.
Ros-Lehtinen, I ..

Shaw, C.........
Stearns, G.....ooevvvverernn.

Young, B ...........
State Average

GEORGIA

Bishop, S ...
Burns, M ....
Collins, M "
Deal, N ..o,

Biggert, J ..oevvvnecrireerianne
Costello, ] . .
Crane, P ...
Davis, D ..ocovereee
Emanuel, R ........ccoo.........
Evans, L ... .
Gutierrez, . .
Hastert, D™ ... NAL . NA.
Hyde, H ..o

Jackson, J .
Johnson, T
Kirk, M ...
LaHood, R .....
Lipinski, W ...
Manzullo, D .

Schakowsky, J ...
Shimkus, J ....
Weller, ] ..........
State Average

INDIANA

Burton, D ..o
Buyer, § ...
Carson, J *
Chocola, C
5111 S
Hostettler, ] ... B+
Pence, M ....... .
Souder, M ......oovveervnn.

Visclosky, P ......ccrrrvevnnnn. Fo 11%
State Average.........occeueennene 50%

IOWA

King, S ..o

Leach, ] ....
Nussle,J oo ..
State Average .........ccceeceuruene 48%

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

Chandler, B ..................... Fo 14%
Lewis, R ... .B-.

Bartlett, R ..o, A
Cardin, B ........
Cummings, E .
Gilchrest, W ....
Hoyer, S ..........
Ruppersberger,
Van Hollen, G ......

Capuano, M ...
Delahunt, W ...

McGovern, |

(01173 ) IO

by by g g g g g g e

State Average.........coeueeennenne

MICHIGAN

Camp, D ..
Conyers, J ....
Dingell, J.....
Ehlers, V......
Hoekstra, P .
Kildee, D .....coovevveerrne.
Kilpatrick, C
Knollenberg, J
Levin, S ...........
McCotter, T .
Miller, C......
Rogers, M.....
Smith, N .....
Stupak, B ...
Upton, F oo

State Average .........cocveeneene

MINNESOTA

Gutknecht, G ................... A
Kennedy, M......
Kline, J ...........
McCollum, B .. .
Oberstar, J ....... ..F
Peterson, C .
Ramstad, J .. .
Sabo, M ..o, F
State Average......................

MISSISSIPPI

Pickering, G .....cccooovvvvvvvees [ p— 51%
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GRADE SCORE
Taylor, G ..o D.... 30%
Thompson, B .................. F.... 12%
Wicker, R w..vvvverervveennn. Cmo 48%
State Average.........coeveeeneenne 35%
MISSOURI
AR, T s
Blunt, R
Clay, W
Emerson, ] ...
Gephardt, R
Graves, S ..........
Hulshof, K......cooovvveerennee
McCarthy, K.....ovvvevvrnnnnee Fo. 9%
Skelton, I ......... . U 13%
State Average
MONTANA
Rehberg, D ......ocvvvvvrererens B 61%
NEBRASKA
Bereuter, D" .....ooooooo..... C+........ 55%
Osborne, T ... G, 47%
Terry, L ..., B, 67%
State Average...................... 57%
NEVADA
Berkley, S ... Fo. 16%
Gibbons, J ..vvcoeevvviees . 77%

GRADE
Meeks, G ..ooovvvveerene

Nadler, J ..oveervreeirrrrieennns

Owens, M .....cc.ooeverrerrnnes

Quinn,J*...
Rangel, C ...
Reynolds, T
Serrano, J .......
Slaughter, L.
Sweeney, J ..
Towns, E ....
Veldzquez, N ........ccooooee.
Walsh, J ..o,
Weiner, A ...........
State Average

NORTH CAROLINA

Ballenger, G ..........ccooovee. A, 75%

Coble, H .........

Hayes, R .....
Jones, W .....
Mclntyre, M
Miller, B .....
Myrick, S ...
Price, D ..ooovvevereene Fo 13%
Taylor, € .ooevrevvvecvnnrenne

Watt, M ...............
State Average

NORTH DAKOTA

Pomeroy, E ... F... 12%
Bradley, ] ..o C+...... 54% OHIO
State Average...........cceeeene 56% Boehner, | o
NEW JERSEY gﬂni st
ADIEWS, R o Fo 11% DanoL, 9 ...
o Gillmor, P ...
Ferguson, M .........coccnnne C-ooe. 48%
4 Hobson, D ..
Frelinghuysen, R.............. [ F— 48% Jones, $
Garrett, S ........ K t’ M
Holt R........ AL, M
y Kucinich, D
LoBiondo, F .
LaTourette, S .......ccovvvene
Menendez, R ... Nev R
Pallone, F .... W B
Oxley, M......
Pascrell, B.... P R
Payne, D ...... Portmzlt)n,
’ ryce, D ...
Rothman, S ..........c......... Regula, R .
Ryan, T ......
Strickland, T ............c..
Tiberi, P oo
NEW MEXICO Turner, M ..........
Pearce. S . State Average
Udall, T... OKLAHOMA
Wilson, H ........ Carson, B
State Average...........eeueuenes 38% Cole, T........
NEW YORK | o v

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

OREGON

Blumenauer, E ............... Fo. 11%
DeFazio, P .....coooevveernne
3 (010) 53728 ) IR
Walden, G ..

PENNSYLVANIA

Brady, R ...ooooovoececee Foooo. 6%
Doyle, M...oooercrcr 6%
English, P ..
Fattah, C ....
Gerlach, J ..o,

GRADE SCORE GRADE SCORE
Greenwood, J ................ Turner, J ..o Fo.. 15%
Hart, Moo State Average..........c.coceeeene 41%
Hoeffel, ] vovvvoverrivieeinns
Holden, T ..... . UTAH
Kanjorski, P .. . BiShOP, R oo
Murphy, T .. Cannon, C ..
Murtha, J ...... Matheson, J.....
Peterson, | State Average...................... 58%
Pitts, J ....... VERMONT
Platts, T o5 B F 7
Sherwood, D . Sanders, B ..o F o °
Shuster, B ..... VIRGINIA
Toomey, P... Boucher, R ccccocoocrverre.n. Fooe.
Weldon, C ........ .C.. Cantor, E ... B
State Average.........coeueeeneenne Davis, ] .. B
RHODE ISLAND Davis, T .. ..C.
Kennedy, P..............ooooono. Forbes, R. ~.B.
Langevin, J ...... . Goode, V...... ~.B.
State Average Goodlatte, S S, B.....
Moran, J ..o F....
SOUTH CAROLINA Schrock, E . By
Barrett, G ..o A, 80% Scott, R ... Fo..
Brown, H.. 2CH e 55% WOl G-
Clyburn, ] o 10% State Average.........cccueueee
DeMint, ] S 75%
Spratt, J ceceeeevevevecrirnerenee Friccinn, 10% WASHINGTON
L1072 R WA 75% Baird, B
State Average ...........ceeeuenene 49% Dicks, N
SOUTH DAKOTA Dunn, ]
Herseth, S* oo Foo. 3% | Dasings,D o
Inslee, J oo
TENNESSEE Larsen, R ........
Blackburn, M ................. A 75% McDermott, J ..
Cooper, ] F.. Nethercutt, G ..
Davis, L ..o Smith, A ...... .
Duncan, J ... State Average.............c.e.e.... 28%
Ford, H .....
Gordon, B WEST VIRGINIA
Jenkins, W Capito, §
Tanner, ] . Mollohan, A
Wamp, Z ......... Rahall, N
State Average State Average ...................... 28%
TEXAS WISCONSIN
Barton, J ..cccccccccoeeeeeerrrrnns B 69% Baldwin, T
Bell, C WF.. Green, M
Bonilla, H Kind, R
Brady, K Kleczka, G
Burgess, M Obey, D
Carter, | Petri, T ...

Culberson, J .. .
DeLay, T ...oevveevrirecrinnee
Doggett, L
Edwards, C

Granger, K .... .
Green, G... .

Hensarling, ] . AL
Hinojosa, R....cccoevvervenacee F..
Jackson-Lee, S ..
Johnson, E ...
Johnson, S ...
Lampson, N .. Fo
Neugebaver, R ............... B+
(043770 R

Reyes, S ...
Rodriguez, C.
Sandlin, M ....
Sessions, P ....

Stenholm, C .
Thornberry, M

Ryan, P
Sensenbrenner, J . .
State Average .........c.cceveuenene 43%
WYOMING
Cubin, B...oooveee. A, 77%
HOUSE KEY
SCORE GRADE  COMMENTS

T8%ormore A
70%—73% B+

Taxpayers’ Friend

60%—69% B Good
57%—59% B-

54%56% +

50%—53% ( Satisfactory
39%—49% G

20%—38% D Poor
19% or less F Big Spender

" The Member voted on less than 75 percent, but more
than 50 percent, of the weighted tofal of all bills.

* The Member voted on less than 50 percent of the
weighted total of all blls; score and grade not issued.
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GRADE SCORE GRADE SCORE
UNITED STATES SENATE IKTren SOUTH DAKOTA
Hagel, C vooooovvovcrvrrrrns B+........ 75% Daschle, T T —
Nelson, B .oocvvvercvveeeen D.... 34% | Johnson,T"..
GRADE SCORE GRADE SCORE | State Average.........c.eceueuenene 54% | State Average
ALABAMA INDIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE
SESSIONS, ] vvvevvvenrveerirnnns . 82% Bayh, E oo ENSIGN, ] ooverorcrsess A 89% Alexander, L .......ccooovvvenne. B+..... 75%
Shelby, R w.oveereerees B 65% | LugarR....... Reid, H oo B 14% | FHiSL B e B 66%
State AVerage.........ceesueveenens 74% | State Average State AVErage.........oervererenee 54% | State AVerage.............o..... 71%
ALASKA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE TEXAS
Ig/lurkowsTkl, | P [ — 2920 Grassley, C Gregg, ] ... Lornﬁq,] ......................... B+... 7424)
tevens, T....ooeveveverenens B..... 7% Harkin, T ........... Sununu, J Hutchison, K............c....... B+... 73%
State AVerage...........ceueuenene 63% | State Average State AVErage .......oovvvevev.. 83% | State Average............... 74%
?IRJ'ZONA KANSAS NEW JERSEY UTAH
VL J o - Bennett, R .......cccoevvrnecneen. B..... 70%
. Brownback, S ................ COIZINE, | ..oovvvervvrrirnnn. ' .
Ig/I;Ctalr; ] Roberts, P ......... Lautenberg, F .. Hatch, O ..o B, 72/z
e Average State Average State Average State Average..........ccceeeueenne 71%
ARKANSAS
KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO "ffE'EMONT
Bunning, J .....oceevvvvvenenns B, 69% Bingaman, J ..............o..... Fo. 10% J]i a(})]r si)J
McConnell, M ... B 71% | DOMENiC, P oo B 70% Smy'A
State Average............ccuenennee 70% | State Average...........ceueunnes 38% ¢ Average
LOUISIANA NEW YORK VIRGINIA
Breaux, J ......cccooomrrrrvvvreenns Fo 16% Clinton, H ....ccoovrrrrerrrreens Fo. 11%
Landrieu, M ......c.c..coooo..... Fon. 11% Schumer, C......cccooocee.... Fo... 13%
COLORADO State Average .........coveevueenne 14% State Average .........coveevueenne 12% WASHINGTON
A2t d W oo A 4% | MAINE NORTH CAROLINA Cantwell, M
Campbell, B ..o, B 67% | Colling, S oo DOIE, B o Vory M s
State Average............eeeucncne 76% irtlaozve,A [ J— gtti::;ar(is,] . . State Average
e Average € AVerage.........cceeevevennnee %
CONNECTICUT 8 ¥ WEST VIRGINIA
Dodd, C oo Fo 12% MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA Burd R D 1%
ieberman, J .........coo....... Fo, 14% Tk 0 . T L ;
Lie ) Mikulski, B ..o Fooo. 11% | Conrad, K. Do 23% | Rockefeller, ] ............. F__ 14%
State Average.........co.cuvuneee. 13% | Sarbanes, P ... | 14% Dorgan, B ..., | 13% SEALE AVELAZE .evrrrreeererrrne 17%
DELAWARE State Average.........cceeeeeeeeennn 12% State Average.........cceeeeeeeennn 18%
o = s $ WISCONSIN
I S " | MASSACHUSETTS OHIO Feingold R ............. D22
(0713 1T N Fo 17% go'd, ’
State ;&vera e 16% Kennedy, E.......cccooovvvvvvnees Fo.. 15% DeWine, M .......ccoooooenrrnee. CH .. 57% Kohl, H.ooooovvve 18%
L ° Kerry, ] ™ oo NA. .. NA. Voinovich, G voevevvvveeerenenne. B-o.... 60% State AVErage .....cc.errrreerrnns 20%
FLORIDA % %
e — T = State Average............ccueunnnee 15% State Average...........cccuennnee 58% WYOMING
NelSON, B oo Fo. 9% MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA ENZi, M oo B+..... 77%
State AVerage ........oo..vervrenees 129% | Levin, G | 14% Inhofe, J ..ooeoveveeeveveereieennnns Thomas, C ..o A 78%
Stab D.... ickles, D......... . State Average........cceceeverueene 78%
GEORGIA Stiltinz‘if];:ra e I;i;t: S17\ver e ’
Chambliss, S................... A, 83% 8 8
Millet, Z oo ) — 78% MINNESOTA OREGON
State AVerage .......coveeusseeeunne 81% | Coleman, N .occoovrrrene B-...... 60% | Smith, G oo B 61% SENATE KEY
HAWAII Dayton, M .......cc...oovvee. | 12% | Wyden, R oo Foo 18% SCORE  GRADE  COMMENTS
Akaka, D oo F.. 10% State Average..........cceeeuernnes 36% State Average .........coveevueenne 39% 78%ormore A Taxpayers' Friend
Inouye, D ..o 7% MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA 73%—77% B+
State AVerage........ceevveevneeinnee 9% Santorum, R ..o A 83% 65%—72% B Good
IDAHO Specter, A 60%—64% B
State Average............ccoeeueeee 67% 55%-59%  (+
MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND 5054k € Safisfactory
BONd, € oo B-.....62% | Chafee L. C- ... 49% 49 C
ILLINOIS Talent, ] oo Beooron 64% | Reed, ] o 17% 20%43% D Poor
i State Average............eccenne. 63% | State AVerage...........oeeereenet 33% 19%orless  F Big Spender
MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA * The Member voted on less than 75 percent, but more.
T | Graham. L ... B+ . 73% than 50 percent, of the weighted tofal of all bills.
cond S200 (75¢ oach for TU o) N, Hollings, E v F o 8% | | The Member oted onless than 50 percent of the
108 N, Alfred St, Alexandria, VA 22314 State Average...........o.o... 41% weighted total of all blls; score and grade not issued.
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