A SPECIAL MESSAGE FROM YOUR INTERNATIONAL OFFICERS

Political action is not something that takes place only around

Election Day. In order to stand up for ourselves as working

people, we need constant involvement in the legislative and

political processes so that we can truly make our voices heard.

One of the key ingredients of effec-
tive political action is holding our
elected representatives accountable for
their positions. Promises are not enough.
Each of us needs to know how our Sen-
ators and Representatives voted when
the chips were down.

That is why we are pleased to pub-
lish this voting record of the 105th Con-
gress, which was in office from January
1997 until the swearing in of the 106th
Congress on January 6, 1999. The 105th
Congress was active right up until the
end of 1998, and we have included votes
that were cast shortly before the elec-
tion. The tabulation of these votes must
be done with great care, as it is impor-
tant to present a completely accurate
picture of how these officials acted on
key issues affecting IBEW members and
all working people in the United States.

The voting record is important for
several reasons. First, it allows rank-and-
file members to hold their elected offi-

Edwin .
D. Hill

International
Secretary-Ireasurer

cials accountable. Union members are
urged to thank members of Congress for
their support or encourage them to be
more favorable to labor’s position on
issues, whichever the case may be. Sec-
ond, the record is a lobbying tool that
can be used to show Senators and Rep-
resentatives that IBEW members—their
constituents—are active participants in
the political and legislative processes
and are monitoring their votes. Also, the
record provides a good overall picture of
a member’s support for or opposition to
working people’s issues and serves as a
valuable guide on whom to support or
oppose in the next election.

As we have stated, the newly redis-
covered grass roots activism of the labor
movement is one of the most positive
developments in years. By acting in
unity and solidarity—time-tested princi-
ples—working people can have a posi-
tive impact on the decisions that affect
their working lives and on the future of
their families and communities.

And so, we urge every IBEW member
to keep this record handy. Since this
covers the 105th Congress, some Sena-
tors and Representatives no longer hold
the offices in which they are
listed. These are marked for
your information. The vast
majority of members of the
House and Senate, however,
are still in office, and this

guide will help you deter-
mine where they stand. Let’s

]J use the information in this

Barry

voting record to help build
stronger support for issues

International
President

that affect us all.

U.S. Senate

1-Nuclear Waste
The Senate passed the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1997 (S. 104),
which mandated construction of a temporary storage site for
high-level nuclear waste at Yucca Mountain, Nevada. The bill
passed by a 65-34 vote. The IBEW position on Official Roll Call
Vote #42, April 15, 1997: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong).
2—-Comp Time
S. 4 sought to amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938.
Instead of paying private-sector workers cash for overtime
worked after eight hours, it allowed employers to pay workers in
compensatory time off with weak penalties for violating the pro-
visions. Worker-friendly lawmakers staged a filibuster (open-
ended debate designed to kill a hill) and defeated a cloture
motion (vote to cut-off debate) that would have moved the bill to
a 51-47 vote (60 votes are needed for cloture). The IBEW posi-
tion on Official Roll Call Vote #93, June 4, 1997: OPPOSE (Yes
= Wrong, No = Right).
3-Fast Track
This bill allowed the President of the United States to submit bills
implementing trade pacts to Congress with no amendments
allowed and no opportunity to add worker and human rights pro-
tections. Fast Track opponents in the Senate staged a filibuster
against a motion to bring the bill (S. 1269) to the floor; however,
the Senate voted to kill the filibuster by a 63-31 vote. The IBEW
position on Official Roll Call Vote #292, November 4, 1997:
OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).
4-Paycheck Deception/Union Dues
S. 1663 would have singled out labor unions for cumbersome
political fund-raising restrictions by requiring union members to
sign a government form every year to allow a portion of their
dues to be used for pro-worker political and legislative activities,
eliminating the worker’s voice from the political process. This bill
died on the Senate floor when it failed on a cloture vote of 45-
54. IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #17, February 26,
1998: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right)
5—-Foreign Worker Visas
High Tech Industry claims there are not enough skilled American
workers. Instead of putting resources into training Americans,
companies sought to expand the number of H-1B visas to allow
more immigrants into the U.S. to fill high-tech jobs. Despite
organized labor’s concerns that the bill did not include worker
protection language or training provisions, the bill passed by a
vote of 78-20. The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #141,
May 18, 1998: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).
6-Social Security
The Republican-controlled Congress wanted to finance an elec-
tion-year tax cut largely by using the Social Security Trust Fund
surplus. The Hollings Amendment to S. 2260 sought to “save
Social Security first” by reserving any fiscal 1999 budget surplus
for that purpose. The Senate rejected this amendment by a 47-63
vote. The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #222, July 22,
1998: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong).

(Continued on page VR-3)
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S & F S ¢
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 R W % 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 R W %

ALABAMA LOUISIANA
Sessions (R) R w w w W W W Ww 1 1 3% : Breaux (D) W R W R W R R R 5 3  16%

Shelby (R) R W R W W W W W 2 6 58  landiew® W R W R W R R R 5 3 5%
ALASKA © MAINE

Murkowsi ® R W W W W W W W 1 7 2% : Colins (R) R W W R W W W W 2 6 1%
Stevens (R) R W R R W W W W 3 5 41% Snowe(R) R W R R W R W W 4 4 3%
ARIZONA © MARVLAND

Kyl (R) R W W W W W W W 1 7 3% : Mkisk@® W R R R R R A R 6 1 95%
McCain (R) R W W R W W W W 2 6 12% : Sahanessd W R R R R R R R 7 1 0%
ARKANSAS © MASSACHUSETTS

Bumpes@®' W R W R R R R R 6 2 7% : Kemedy® W R R R R R R R 7 1 95%
Hutchinson® R W W W R W W W 2 6 3% Kerry (D) wW R W R R R R R 6 2  93%
CALIFORNIA . MICHIGAN

Boxer (D) W R R R W R R R 6 2 9% Awham® R W W W W W W W 1 7 10%
Feinstein (D) W R R R W R R R 6 2 8% : Levin(D) R R R R R R R R 8 0 9%
GOLORADO - MINNESOTA

Nilard (R) R w w wW w W w Ww 1 1 3% Grams (R) R W W w w w w w 1 1 8%
Campbel ® W R R R W W R W 4 4 5% : weisone)y W R R R R R R R T 1 8%
CONNECTICUT . MISSISSIPPI

Dodd (D) W R wW R W R R R 5 3 9% cohan®R) R W W W W W W W 1 T 1%
Lieberman®@®) W R W R W R R R 5 3 80% © Lot R) R W W W W W W w 1 7 ' 10%
DELAWARE . MISSOURI

Biden (D) W R W R R R R R 6 2 8% pheot® R W W W W W W W 1 7 1%
Roth (R) RW w w w w W W 1.7 1% : Bod) R W W W W W W w 1 7 15%
FLORIDA © MONTANA

Graham (D) R R W R W R R W 33 7% Bauus(D) W R W R W R R R |5 3 7%
Mack (R) Rw w w w W W W 177/ 10%: Buns(R) R W R W W W W W 2 6 10%
GEORGIA . NEBRASKA

Cleland (D) R R W R W R R R 6 2 6% . Hagel(R) R W W W W W W W 1 7 3%
Coverdell® R W W W W W W W 1 7 4% @ Kerey(D) W R W R W R R R 5 3 79%
HAWAII © NEVADA

Akaka (D) W R W R R R R R 6 2 9% : Byan(D) W R W R W R R R 5 3 %
Inouye (D) W R W R W R R R 5 3 91% Reid(D) W R R R W R R R 6 2 90%
IDAHO © NEW HAMPSHIRE

Craig (R) R W W W W W W W 1 7 1%  Greg(QR) R W W W W W W W 1 7 3%
Kempthome R)' R W W W W W W W 1 1 4% : Smith R) R W R W W W W W 2 6 10%
ILLINOIS © NEW JERSEY

Durbin (D) W R R R R R R R 7 1 98% lateberg® W R W R W R R R 5 3 91%
MoseleyBram ®* R R R R R R A R 7 0 80% : Tomicei® W R R R R R A R 6 1 90%
INDIANA © NEW MEXICO

Coats (R) ' w w w w W W W W 0 8 1% : Bingamam®) W R W R W R R R 5 3 8%
Lugar (R) R W W W W W W W 1 7 1%  Domenici® R W W W W W wW W 1 7 2%
I0OWA © NEW YORK

Grassey® R W W wW w W w w 1 7 1% : Dmao®*® R R W R A W A R 4 2 4%
Harkin (D) R R R A R R R R '7/0 9% : Moynhan® W R W R R R R R |6 2 9%
KANSAS © NORTH CAROLINA

Brownback ® R W W W W W W w 1 7 3% : Fachth®® R W R W A W W W 2 5 %
Roberts (R) R W W W W W W W 1 7 3% : HlmsQR) RwW w w w w ww 1 7 9%
KENTUCKY : NORTH DAKOTA

Ford (D) ' W R R R W R R R 6 2 8% : Conrad(D) W R R R W R R R 6 2 8%
McComell® R W W W W W W W 1 7 10% : Dorgan (D) W R R R W R R R 6 2 8%
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1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 R W % 1 2 3 5 6 1 8 R W %
OHIO : TEXAS
DeWine (R) R W w wW w wW W W 1 7 1% : GammQ®) R W wW w w w w w 1.7 5%
Glenn (D) ' W R W R R R R A 5 2 8% Hutchison® R W W W W w W W 1 7 2%
OKLAHOMA : UTAH
Inhofe (R) R W R W W W W W 2 6 7% : Benmett(R) R W wW w w w w w 1 7 3%
Nickles (R) R W wW w w w w w 1 .7 3% | Hatch(R) R W w w w w w w 1. 7 12%
OREGON : VERMONT
Smith (R) R w w w w wW W w 1 7 3% Jeffords R) R A W w w w w2 5 4%
Wyden (D) R R W R W R R R 6 2 81% Leahy (D) R R W W R R R 6 2 | 8%
PENNSYLVANIA . VIRGINIA
Santorum (R) R-W R W W W W W 2 6 1% : Robb(D) R R W W R R R 6 2 Ti%
Specter (R) R R R R W R A R 6 1 168% @ Warner(R) R W wW w w w w w 1. 7 1%
RHODE ISLAND : WASHINGTON
Chafee (R) R W W R W W W W [ 2 6 #H% : Gorton(R) R W wW w w w w w 1 7 1%
Reed (D) w A R R W R R R 5 2 98% : Murray (D) R R W W R R R 6 2 9%
SOUTH CAROLINA : WEST VIRGINIA
Hollings (D) R R R R W R A W 5 2 68% : Byd(D) W R R R R R R 71 78%
Thurmond®) R W R W W W W W 2 6 12 : Rockefeler® A R W R R R R 6 1 1 90%
SOUTH DAKOTA : WISCONSIN
Daschle (D) W R W R W R R R 5 13 8% : Feingold (D) W R R R R R R T .1 95%
Johnson (D) R R W R W R R R 6 2 5% : Kohl (D) R R W W R R R 6 2 5%
TENNESSEE : WYOMING
Frist (R) R W W wW wW W w W 1 7 3% Enzi(R) R W R W W W W W 2 6 1%
Thompsn®) R W W R W W W W 2 6 4% : Thomas (R) R W W W R W W W 2 6 3%

U.S. Senate
(Continued from page VR-1)

7—Right to Organize/Anti-Salting

S. 1981 would have outlawed the practice of “salting” by
which building trades union members hire on at non-union
companies in order to organize them. The worker-friendly
members of the Senate threatened to filibuster, so the
Republican leadership proceeded with a cloture vote. They
failed to garner the 60 votes needed for cloture, so the
bill died. The cloture vote was 52-42. The IBEW position
on Official Roll Call Vote #266, September 14, 1998:
OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

8—Minimum Wage

Senator Edward Kennedy (D-MA) introduced a bill to raise
the minimum wage 50 cents in 1999 and 50 cents in 2000,
raising it from $5.15 per hour to $6.15 per hour over two
years. The Democrats tried, by amending the Consumer
Bankruptcy Revisions bill with the increase, to force a vote
on minimum wage. The Republican majority voted to table,
or kill, the amendment. The IBEW supported the bill to
raise the minimum wage; and we opposed the motion to
table the amendment, because it would not give Senators
the opportunity to vote on the bill itself. The vote to table
passed by a 55-44 vote on the actual bill. The IBEW posi-
tion on Official Roll Call Vote #278, September 22, 1998:
OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

" Did not seek re-election in 1998

2 Defeated in 1998.

U.S. House of Representatives

1-Comp Time

HR. 1 sought to allow employers to avoid paying private-sector
workers cash for overtime worked after eight hours, and instead give
compensatory time off. The bill passed by a 222-210 vote. The IBEW
position on Official Roll Call Vote #59, March, 19, 1997: 0PPOSE
(Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

2-Taxes/Independent Contractors

The Taxpayer Relief Act included a provision that would re-classify
millions of employees as “independent contractors” This allows
employers to avoid paying their share of Social Security and
Medicare taxes, and strips re-classified workers of benefits and pro-
tections like Workers’ Compensation, prevailing wage laws or the
Family and Medical Leave Act. The bill passed by a 253-179 vote. The
IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #245, June 26, 1997:
OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

3—-Worker Protections

The Employment Standards Administration is the government agency
that enforces minimum wage, child labor, and anti-sweatshop laws,
as well as the Davis-Bacon, Service Contract, and Family and Medical
Leave Acts. The Mclntosh Amendment proposal to slash $4.3 million
from the agency’s budget would have reduced enforcement of these
worker protections. The amendment was defeated by a 167-260 vote.
The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #367, September 5, 1997:
OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

4—-National Labor Relations
Board Funding

Since 1992, anti-labor lawmakers have been whittling
away at the NLRB budget as a way to weaken enforce-
ment of laws that protect workers. The Hayworth
Amendment to the Department of Labor, Health and
Human Services budget proposed an additional 15 percent
cut. The amendment failed by a 170-253 vote. The IBEW
position on Official Roll Call Vote #385, September 10,
1997: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right).

5-Prevailing Wage/D.C. Appropriations
Congress took aim at IBEW construction workers’ pay-
checks in the District of Columbia with a bill to waive the
prevailing wage law on school construction and repair
projects. The IBEW supported the amendment to strike
the provision that gutted Davis-Bacon in the FY 1998 D.C.
spending bill. The amendment passed by a 234-188 vote.
The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #511,
October 9, 1997: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong).
6—Rail Worker Restrictions/
Amtrak Reform
Rail unions (IBEW included) and Amtrak have had heat-
ed disputes over various labor reform and worker pro-
tections including proposed changes in severance and
contracting practices. The LaTourette amendment to the
FY 1998 Amtrak Reform and Privatization Act brought the
(Continued on page VR-4)
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. 1-Comp Time T-Nuclear Waste § R
s 5_” 2-Independent Contractors  8—Right to Organize/ §‘ §’
" 3-Worker Pratections Anti-Salting ,\@ ,\§ &
4-National Labor Relations ~ 9-Paycheck Deception : 1.2 3 45 6 7 8910112 RW %
Board Funding 10-TEA-21 (Transportation) . ALABAMA
5-Prevailing Wage/ 11=Fast Track : 1 Callahan (R) WWWRWARWWAWA 2 7 15%
D.C. Appropriations i ; 2 Everett (R) WWWWWMWRWWRRW' 3 9 18%
6-Rail Worker Restrictions 12~S0cial Security 3 Riley () WWwWWwWWwWWWRWWRRW 3 9 1%
© 4 Aderholt (R) WWWWWMWRMWRIRRW, 4 8 15%
;5 Cramer (D) RWRURRRRRRRRR 1 1 8%
: 6 Bachus (R) RWWWWMWRWRRWW, 4 8 10%
1 Hilliard (D) R RRRARRRRRRR T 0 98%
ALASKA
: Young (R) RWWWRRRRRRRW' 8 4 48%
© ARIZONA
: 1 Salmon (R) WWWwWWwWWwWWwRWWWWW 1 1 3%
;2 Pastor (D) R RRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9%
CODES ;38tump(R) WWWwWWwWWwWWwWRWWWWW, 1 1 %
U.S. House : 4 Shadegg®) W W W WWWRWWWWW 1 1 3%
(Continued from page VR-3) R-oted With Us | 5 kolne () WWWAWWRWWWWW 1 10 5%
, - : W-Voted Against Us | © 6 Hayworth ® W W W W W W R W W W W W 1 1 3%
issues to the bargaining table and also ensured a fair and balanced P_Present . ARKANSAS
process. T.he QUlnn substitute to the LaTmllrette Amendment A<Did Not Vote 1 Bemy (D) RRRRRRRRRRWR 1T 1 9%
blocked rail unions and Amtrak from negotiating over the labor S Soeaker © 2 Snyder (D) RRRRRRRRRRWR 1 1 9%
reform issues. The Quinn substitute was defeated by a 195-223 . p ) . 3 Hutchinson®) W W W R W W R W W R AW 3 8 25%
vote. The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #529, October 24, ~Not In Office O Dickey® WWWWWARWWRWW 2 9 6%
1997: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrang, No = Right). AL-At Large © CALIFORNIA
7—Nuclear Waste Lifetime-Career Right | 1 Riggs (R) ' WWWWWWRWAAWW 1 9 19%
The U.S. House of Representatives passed the Nuclear Waste Policy Vote Percentage 2 Her.ger (R? WwwwwwwwwwwWw 0 12 12%
Act, which mandated construction of a temporary storage site for 3 Faz"f 0) RRRRRRRRRARR T 0 8h
. . N 4 Doolittle (R) WWwWWwWWWWRWWRRW, 3 9 10%
high-level nuclear waste at Yucca Mountain, Nevada. This bill forced the Department of Energy 5 Matsui (D) RRRRRRRRRRRER 12 0 9%
to develop an integrated management system for spent nuclear fuel being stored in 41 states. 6 Woolsey (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9%
The bill passed by a 307-120 vote. The IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #557, October 30, = 7 pjiller (D) RRRRRRWRRARER 10 1 95%
1997: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong). 8 Pelosi (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9%
8—-Right to Organize/Anti-Salting © 9 Dellums (D) RRRARRW®™* * * * > 5§51 0%
HR. 3246 would have outlawed the practice of “salting” by which building and construction trades ~ : 9 Lee (D) Freweroeox o X RRRI3II0D MR
union members “hire on” at non-union contracting companies with the intent to organize them. 10 Tauscher (D) RRRRRRWRRRWW 9 3 0%
The bill passed by a vote of 202-200. IBEW position on Official Roll Call Vote #78, March 26, 1998: 1‘2 [’;:;‘D’g (([f;)) ‘a’ ‘a’ ‘a’ ‘a’ ‘a’ ‘a’ W ‘a’ ‘a’ g g ‘a’ 121 11“ gngz
AR i = Uiz, LD =L | 13 Stark (D) RRRRRRWRRWRP R 10 2 91%
9-Paycheck Deception/Union Dues © 14 Eshoo 0) RRRRRRWRRWWR R 9 3 95%
H.R. 2608 would have singled out unions for harsh restrictions by requiring members to sign a  15Campbel ®) W R R RWWRRRWWW 6 6 25%
government form every year to allow a portion of their dues to be used for pro-worker political 16 Lofgren (D) R RRRRRWRRAWR 9 2 9%
and legislative activities. This bill failed on the House floor by a vote of 166-246. IBEW position 17 Farr (D) R RRRRRWRRRRR M 1 9%
on Official Roll Call Vote #83, March 30, 1998: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right). ¢ 18 Condit (D) RWRRRRWRRRRR 10 2 7%
10-TEA-21 (Transportation) 19 Radanovich (R) WWWwWWwWWwWwWwWwWwWRWW 1 1l 3%
Congress passed a compromise transportation bill that provides $216 billion in funding over six 20 Dooley (D) WWRRRWRRRRWR 8 4 65%
years for the nation’s highway and transportation infrastructure. Many IBEW members in trans- 2! Thomas (R) WwRWWW E \QI \QI E \QI \QI 39 12?’
portation-related jobs will receive additional support from the dollars provided by TEA-21, and gg E:SE?‘LN(B[;) B B B B B B “ R RRRR g g gguﬁ
other members will benefit from employment on construction projects funded through the pack- 2 Galleg’Iyl(R) WWWWWWRWWRRW 3 9 1%
age. The House passed the final version of the bill by a 297-86 vote. The IBEW position on 94 Sherman (D) RWRRRRWRRRRR 10 2 9%
Official Roll Call Vote #192, May 22, 1998: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong). © 25 McKeon (R) WWWWWWWWWRWW 11 4%
11-Fast Track i 26 Berman (D) RRRRARWRRWRA 8 2 8%
H.R. 2621 would allow the President to submit foreign trade bills to Congress requiring up-or- ~ : 27 Rogan (R) WWWWWWRWWRWW, 2 10 5%
down votes without an opportunity to add labor and environmental protections. Fast Track oppo- 28 Dreier (R) WWwWwwWwWwRWWRWW 2,1 5%
nents rallied enough support to kill the bill by a 180-243 vate. The IBEW position on Official Roll @ 29Waxman(@®) R R R A R R W R R W R R 8 2 0%
Call Vote #466, September 25, 1998: OPPOSE (Yes = Wrong, No = Right). . J0Becera® R R R R RRWRRRRR T 1 938%
12-Social Security ) Martlnez D) R RRRRRWRRRPR 10 1 9%
. . . ¢ 32 Dixon (D) R RRRRRWRRARR R 10 1 9%
The Republican-controlled Congress wanted to pass an election-year tax cut, financed largely 33Royba-lard @ R R R R R R W R R R R R 11 1 5%
by the Social Security Trust Fund reserves. The Rangel substitute amendment prohibited most 34 Torres (D) ' RRRRRRWRRARE R 10 1 9%%
of the cuts from taking effect until Congress addressed the long-term solvency of Social 35 yaters (D) RRRRRRWAARRR R 9. 1 9%
Security. The House rejected this substitute by a 197-227 vote. The IBEW position on Official ~ : 36Harman(®)' W W R R R R W A R A W R 6 4 @ 7%
Roll Call Vote #468, September 26, 1998: SUPPORT (Yes = Right, No = Wrong). 3
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SIS &
s&HE N
SIS SN
SE&E S
12 3 45 6 7 8 9 10M12 RW % 12 3 45 6 7 8 9 10112 RW %
37 Millender- 3 Collins (R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 13%
McDonald®@ R R R R R RW A R R R R 101 95% 4 McKimney@® R R R R R RWRRRRR 1 1 98%
38 Horn (R) RWWRRWRWRRWW 6 6 40% : 5 Lewis(D) R RRRRRWRRWRR R 10 2 98%
39 Royce (R) WWwWWwWWwWWMWRAAARW 2,7 12% : 6 Gingich(®* W W S S SWRWWSWW 1 7,10%
40 Lewis (R) WWRRRWWWWRWW 4 8 14% : 7 Bar(R) WWwWWwWWWMWRWWRRW 3 9 6%
41 Kim (R) ? WWRRWWRWPRWW 4 7 2% : 8 ChamblssR) W W W W A WRWWRWW 2 9 3%
42 Brown (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9% : 9 Deal(R) WWWwWWwWwWWwWWRWWWRW 2 1 10%
43 Calvert (R) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 1 5%%10Non/vnnd(R) WWwWWwWWwWwWWwWMWwWRWWRRW 3 9 10%
44 Bono, S. (R) wwwwwwRrR * **>*>* 1 6 5% : 1 Lnder(R) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
44 Bono, M. (R) xR o ox ok X RWW 102 5% : HAWAI
45 Rohrabacher R) W W W W W W R W W W R W /2 10 1% : 1 Abercromhie® R R R R R R W R R R R R /1 1 9%
46 Sanchez (D) RWRRRRMWRRRRR 10 2 8% : 2 Mink(D) R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 98%
47 Cox (R) WWwWWwWWwWWWRWWWWW 1 1 6% : IDAHO
48 Packard (R) WWwWWwWWwWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5% : 1 Chenoweth ] W W W WWARWRWRW 3 8 5%
49 Bilbray (R) WWWWRWRWWWWW 2 10 10% : 2 Crapo(R)* WWWWWRRARRRW 5 6 10%
50 Filner (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9% : ILINOIS
51 Cunningham R) W W W W W W R W W R W W 2 10 ' 9% : 1 Rush(D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 120 9%
52 Hunter (R) WWWAWWRWAWRMW 2 8 1% : 2 Jackson (D) R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 98%
COLORADO : 3 Lipinski (D) RWRURRRRRRRRR 1T 1 90%
1 DeGette (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR11198%54[3utierrez(D) R RRRARWRRRRR 10 1 98%
2 Skaggs (D) ' RRRRRRWRRAPR 9 1 8% : 5 Blagojesich® R R R R R RWR R RRR 1T 1 9%
3 Melnnis (R) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10, 6% : 6 Hyde(R) WWRRWWRWWAWW 3 8 3%
4 Schaffer (R) WWWWWWRWWWWW 1 11 5% : 7 Dais(Q) R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 98%
5 Hefley (R) WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 M% : 8 CraneR) WWWwWWwWWwWWwRWWWWW 1 1 5%
6 Schaefer )" W W W W W W R WW R WW 2 10 17% : 9 Yates(D)' R ARRRRWAAWAR 6 2 993%
CONNECTICUT §10Pnrter(R) WWRRWWRWWWWW 3 9 20%
1 Kennely ®' R R R R R RRRRRRR 12 0 90% @ 11 Weler(R) RWWRRRRRRRRW 9 3 3%
2 Gejdenssn@® R R R R R R R RRRRR 12 0 98 : 12Costello (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 2%
3 Delauro (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9% : 13Fawel(R)’ WWRRWWRWWAWW 3 8 10%
4 Shays (R) WWRRRWWRWWWW 4 8 44% : 14 Hastert (R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 9%
5 Maloney (D) RWRRRRRRRRRW 10 2 7% : 15Ewing(R) WWRWRWRWWRWW 4 8 10%
6 Johnson (R) WWRRRWRRRRWW 7 5 45% : 16 Manzullo (R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
DELAWARE 17 Evans (D) R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 98%
AL Castle (R) W w R W W W W W W 4 8 22 : 18 LaHood (R) WWRWRWRRRRWW 6 6 2%
FLORIDA i 19 Poshard (D) ' R RRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 90%
1 Scarborough®) W W W W W W R W W R R W |3 9 15% : 20 Shimkus (R) RWWRRWRRRRWW 7 § 4%
2 Boyd (D) WRRRRRRWRWRR 9 3 75% : INDIANA
3 Brown (D) RRRRARRARRRR10095%§1Visclosky(D) R RRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 2%
4 Fowler (R) WWWwWWwWWWRWWRAA 2 8 8% @ 2 Mclntosh (R) WWWwWWwWWwWAWWWRWW 1 10 3%
5 Thurman (D) RRRRRRRRRWRR T 1 9% : 3 Roemer (D) RWRRRRWRRRRW 9 3 7%
6 Stearns (R) WWWWWWRWMWRRW 3 9 15% : 4 Souder (R) WWWwWWwWWwWWwWwWwWwWWwRW 1 1 6%
7 Mica (R) WWWWWWRWWRRW 3 9 10% : 5 Buyer(R) WWwWWwWWwWwWWwWMWwRWWRRW 3 9 10%
8 McColum® W W W W WWRWWWWW 11 8% : 6 Burton(R) WWWWWRRWWAAA 2 7 15%
9 Bilirakis (R) WWWRWARWWWRW3822%§7Pease(R) WWWRWWWWRRWW 3 9 1%
10 Young (R) WWRRWRRWWWWW 4 8 1% : 8 Hostetter R) W W W W W W R WWR R W 3 9 %%
1 Davis (D) RRRRRRRRRRWR M 1 :90% i 9 Hamiton®' R R R R R RWRRRWW 9 3 5%
12 Canady (R) WWWRWWRWWWRW 3 9 10% : 10 Carson (D) R RRARRWRRRRR 10 1 9%
13 Miller (R) WWRRWWRWWWWW 3 9 15% : IOWA
14 Goss (R) WWWWWWRWWWAA 1 9 1% : 1 Leach(R) WWRRWRRWRRWW 6 6 4%
15 Weldon (R) WwWwWwwwAWWRWW 1 10 3% : 2 Nussle(R) WWWwWWwWWWRWWRWW 2 10 9%
16 Foley (R) WWRRWWRWRAWW 4 7 2% : 3 Boswell (D) RWRRRRWRRRWR 9 3 8%
17 Meek (D) R RRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% : 4 Ganske (R) WWRWWWRWWRWW 3 9 10%
18 Ros-lehtinen ®) W W R R W R R A R R R W /7 4 5% : 5 Latham (R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5
19 Wexler (D) R RRRRRRRRARTR R 1 0 98% : KANSAS
20 Deutsch (D) RRRRRRRRRARR T 0 8% : 1 Moran(R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 2%
21Diaz-Balat®) R W R R R R R R R R R W 10 2 '70% : 2 Ryun(R) WWWwWWwWWARWWRWW 2 9 %
22 Shaw (R) WWRRWWRWWRWW 4 8 20%%38nuwharger(R)2WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 %
23 Hastings (D) RRRRRRWRRMWRR 10 2 9% : 4 TahrtR) WWWWWRRWWRWW 3 9 8%
GEORGIA : KENTUCKY
1 Kingston (R) WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 6% : 1 Whitfield R) WWRWWWRMWRRRW 5 7 1%
2 Bishop (D) RRRRRRRRRWR RR R 1T 1 90% : 2 Lewis(R) WWWwWWAWRWWRWW 2 9 9%
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§ §, §\“ 1-Comp Time 5—Prevailing Wage/ 9-Paycheck Deception
NI 2-Independent D.C. Apropriations  19-TEA-21
,\&5 /§ § Contractors 6-Rail Worker Restrictions  (Transportation)
12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10112 RW % 3-Worker Protections T-Nuclear Waste 11-Fast Track

3 Nothup®) W WWWWWRWRPRWW 3 9 8% 4-National Labor 8-Right to Organize/ 12-Social Security
4 BumingR)* W W WWWWRWWRWW 2 10 9% Relations Board Funding ~ Anti-Salting & & o
5 Rogers (R) WWWWWWRAWARW 2 8 2% §$§
6 Baeser®' R WRRRRWRRRRR 10 2 7% S &
LOUISIANA . &y
1 Liingston®)° W W R R W W RWWRWW 4 8 1% 123 456 78910112 RW %
2 Jeffrson® R R R R R R R AARAR 9 0 95% :
3 Tauzin R) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 3% : MSSISSIPPI
4 McCrey® W WWWWWRWWAWW 1 1 7% 1 Wiker®) WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 5%
5 Coksey @#'% 0 W W W WWWRAARWW 2 8§ 5 2 Tompsm@® RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 100%
6 Baker R) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 9% . 3Pckeing®) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
7 John (D) WWRRWRRWRRRR 8 4 6o AJPrker®  WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 19%
MAINE 5 Taylor (D) WWWWWWRWWWRA 2 9 3%
1 Allen (D) R 12 0 100% : MISSOURI
9 Baldacci ) R R 19 0 %% 1 Cay@ RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9%
MARVLAND © 2 Talent (R) WWWWWWWWWRWW 1 1 4%
1 Gichest® W W W A WW R WWRWW 2 9 1% 3 Gephadt@® R R R R RRWRRRRR T 15 8%
Ehrlich (R) WWWWWWRWWRWW21010%;48kelton(ﬂ) RWRURRRRRRRWR R 10 2 68%
Cardin (D) RRRRRWRAAWRTP R 8 2 95% 5 McCaty®) R R RRRRRRARRR 1 0 9%
Wynn (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR R 12 0 98% : 6 Danner(D) RWRRRRRRRRRR 1.1 8%
Hoyer (D) RRRRRRRRRWRR 1 1 9% [ But® WWwWwWRWWRWWAWW 2 9 2%
Bartett & W W W W W W R WWWRW 2 10 4% : 8Emeson® WWWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 5%
Cummingg® R R R R R RW R R R R R 1 1 98% @ 9 Hushf ® W WWWWRRWWRWW 3 9 1%
Morella (R) WWRRWWRWRWWW 4 8 50% ;@ MONTANA

=
=
=
=
=
=
=
=
=
=
=
=
-
==}
8

2
3
4
5
6
I
8
MASSACHUSETTS ¢ AL Hill (R)
1
2
3
4
5
6
I
8

Olver (D) RRRRRRRRRRRA 1 0 9% : NEBRASKA

Neal (D) R RRRRRRRRARTR R M 0 95 : 1 Bereuter(R) WWRWWARWARWW 3 7 19%
McGovem® R R R R R R W R R R R R |1 1 9% 2 Chrisensen R)2W W W W W W R W W W WW 1 1 5%
Frank (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR12[]95%23Barrett(R) WWRWWWRWWWWW: 2 10 10%
Meehan (D) RARRRRWRRARR 9 1 8% : NEVADA

Tierney (D) RRRRRRWRRWRR 10 2 98 : 1Ensign®' WWWWWWWWWRRW 2 10, 8%
Markey (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 94% : 2Gbbons® WWWWWWWWWRRW 2 10 5%
Kennedy ' R R R R R R W R R R R R 1 1 95 : NEWHAMPSHIRE
9 Moakley (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR M 1 95% : 1 Sununu) wWwwwwwRWWRWW 2 1 &
0Delahunt@® R R RRRRWRPRRRR 1 1 98% : 2 Bas(R) WwwwWwwRWR ww 3 %
MICHIGAN © NEW JERSEY
1 Stupak (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR R 12 0 9% : 1 Andews@® R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1, 8%
2 Hoekstra®) W W W W WWRWWARW 2 9 2% : 2LloBondd® RWRRRWRWRRRW 8 4 5%
3 Ehlers (R) WWWRWWRWRRWW 4 8 1% : 3 Saton(R) WWRWRWRWRRAAS5 5 3%
4 Camp R) WWWRWWRWWRWW 3 9 1% : 4 Smith(® RWRRRRWRRRRW 9 3 7%
5 Barcia (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% : 5Rukema® W WRRRWRWWWWW 4 8 30%
6 Upton (R) WWWRWWRWWRWW 3 9 30% : 6 Pallone (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9%
7 Smith (R) WWWWWWRWWRRW, 3 9| 4% : 7 Faks(R) WWRRRWRRRRWW 7 5 3%
8 Stabenow® R R R R R R R R R R R R 12 0 100% : 8 Pascrel (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 | 98%
9 Kildee (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% : 9 Rothman® R R RRRRWRRRRR 1| 98%
10 Bonior (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% : 10Payne(D) RRRRRAWAARR RR 1| 96%
M Knollenberg ® W W R W W W R W W R W W 3 9 10% : 1 Frelinghysen W W R W W W R W W WWW 2 10 10%
12 Levin (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% : 12Pappss®> W W R W R WRWRPRRW 6 6 2%
13 Rivers (D) RRRRRRMWRRRRR 1 1 9% : 13Menendez® R R R R RRRRRRRR 12 0 100%
14 Conyers (D) RRRARRWARARTER 8'1 9% : NEWMEXICO
15 Kilpatick ® R R R R R R R R R R R R 12 0 100% : 1 Schiff (R) RAAAAAA> > **x 110 3%
16 Dingell (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR R 12 0 9%% : 1 Wison(R) ok ok ok ek x w  x WOW D2 %
MINNESOTA © 2 Skeen (R) WWRWWWRWWRWW 3 9 1%
1 Gutknecht® W W W W W W R W W R W W 2 10 5% : 3 Richardson (D) * * * * * * * * = = = 0 0 90%
2 Minge (D) WRRRRRRRRWWR 93 70% @ 3Redmond®? * WWWWWRWWRWW 2 9 5%
3 Ramstad @) W W W W WWRWWRWW 2 10 2% : NEWVYORK
4 Vento (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% @ 1 Forbes(R) RWRRRWRRRRRW 9 3 5%
5 Saho (D) RRRRRRWRRWRW 9 3 9% : 2 Llaio(R) WWRRRRRRRRWW 8 4 5%
6 Luther (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR R 12 0 90% : 3 Kng(R) RWRRRRRRRAWW 8 3, 4%
7 Peteson® W R R RRRRRRRRR T 1 8% : 4 McCaty® R W R R R ARRRRRR R 10 190%
8 Oberstr® R R RRRRRRRRRR 12 0 95% 5 Ackeeman® R R R RRRWRRRRR 1 1:9%
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RN NN
S5 S5
$ SSE
1.2 34506 78911012 RW % 12 3 456 78910112 RW %
6 Flake (D) RRRRRRR™* * * * * 7 0 9% : 18NeyQ® WWWWRRWWRRRW 5 7 30%
6 Meeks (D) * x % x x % * R R ARR 4 0 100% 19lalouette W W R RRRRRRRRW 9 3 5%
TManton®' R R RRRRRRRRRR 12 0 95% . OKLAHOMA
8 Nadler (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9% : 1 lagent @ W WWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 6%
9 Schumer®* R R R R R RWRRRRR T 1 9% @ 2 Coum(R) WWWWWWAWRWRA 2 8 %
10 Towns (D) RRRRRRRRRARR T 0 9% 3 Watkis® W WWWWWWWWRWW 1 1 20%
11 Owens (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 98% 4 WatsR WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
12 Velazquez (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1:9% : 5 Istook (R) WWWWWWRWWRWW' 2 10 4%
13 Molinari R) W w > > > > = = * > = > 02 0% : 6 Luas (R) WWWWWWWWWRWW 1 11 3%
1BFossela®  * * * * * * * WWRWW 1 4 3% : OREGON
14 Maloney@® R R R RRRRRRWRR T 1 9% : 1 Fyse(D)’ RRRRRRWRRAAA B8 1 9%
15 Rangel (D) RRRRRAWAAARR 7 1 9% : 2 smith(R)' WWWWWARWWAWW 1 9 5%
®Smno® R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9% 3 Bumenaer® R R R R R R WR R R PR 10 1 9%
17 Engel (D) RRRRRRRARRRR M 0 98% 4 pefazio (D) RRRRRRWRRARR 10 1 9%
:gkuwesz()ﬂ) &&E&EEWEEEE&?]J_gngﬁsmmey(m RRRRRRWRRRWR R 10 2 8%
elly 6 PENNSYLVANIA
21McNuIty(D) RRRRRRWARWRRQZQZ%1Bmdy(n) * x x x x x % % % B R R 3 0 100%
22Solom0n(R)‘ WWWWAWRAARRW3630%%2Fanah([]) RRRRRRRRRRRR R 12 0 98%
gg\')"v‘;:*s‘;f?RgR) V‘;WE‘Q’EWE&EEEWggg:j’iaknnk(n) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9%
, ® 5 peteson® WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
g?gg;z:e{r{()”? R D 4 T GH® RRRRRRRRRRRR 120 9%
© 7 Weldon R WWRRRRARRRRW 8 3 5%
28Slaughter ®® R R R R R RWR R RRR 1 1 gE%EBGreenwo(od)(R)WWRWWWRWRRWW 108 1%
29 LaFalce (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR M 1 8% @ gqore: wwwRWWRWWRRW 4 8 1%
. o
" N Kemjoski® R R RRRRRRRRRR 12 0 93%
NORTH CAROLINA ~
i Caytn® R R R R R RRRRRRR 12 0 ggp 2Mrta@® — R-RRRRRRRRRRR 120 2%
2 Etheridge (D) RRRRRRRRRRWR 1 1 g Sox® WWRRRRRWRRRW 8§ 4 2%
3 Jones (R WWWWWWRWWWRW 21 3%51acoyne(n)] RRRRRRWRRRRR T 1 9%
4 Price (D) RRRRRRRRRWWR 10 2 g5 : D Mohale (D) RRRRRRWRRRRR; T, I,
5 Bur (R) WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 1% . OPts® WWWWWWRWWRWW, 2,10, %%
6 Coble (R) WWWWWWRWARRW 3 8 1 Gekas® WWRRWWRWARWW, 4, T, 18%
7 Meltye@® W W R W R R RWR R RR 8 4 55 10Doyle(D) N, £
8 Hener®)' R RRRARRRRRRER 1 0 0% [O6ooding® WWRWWWRWWRRW 4 8 2%
9 Myrick (R WWWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 5% 2DOMasca® R RRRRRRRRRRR 120 9%
OBallenger ® W W A WWWRWWWWW 1 10 g  2Eish® —RWRRRRWWRRRW 8 4 46%
1 Taylor (R) WWWWWWRWRARW 3 8 14y . RHODEISLAND
12 Watt (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 120 gg% 1 Keomedy® RRRRRRWRRWRR 10 2 9%
ALPomeroy® R R RRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9%  SOUTHCAROLINA
OHIO S 1 Saford®) W W W WWWRWWAWW 1 10 3%
1 Chabst ) W WWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 5 2Sewce® WWWWWWRWWWRW 210 1%
2 Potmn® W WWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 2 ;3 Gmm® WWWWWWRWWARW 2 3 %
3 Hall (D) RRRRRPRWRRRRR R 1 1 8% @ 4 InglisR)’ WWWWWWRWWWRW 2 10, 8%
4 Oxley (R) WWWRWWRWWRWW3910%%5Spmn(n) R RRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 8%
5 Glmr® WWWWWRRWWRWW 3 9 2% : 6Cbum@® R RRRRRRRRRRR 120 9%
6 Strickand@® R R R R R R R R R W R R 1 1 9% : SOUTHDAKOTA
7 Hobson (R) WWWRWWRWWWWW | 2 10 2% : ALThune (R) WWWwWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 13%
8 Boetmer W W W WWWRWWWWW 1 1 3% : TENNESSEE
9 Kaptur (D) ARRRRRWRRRRR 101 95 : 1 Jenkins(R) WwwwwWwRWWRRW 3 8 1%
10 Kucinich@® R R R R R R W R R R R R 1 1 98 : 2 Duncan(R) WwwwwwRWWRRW, 3 8 2%
MStoks®' R RRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9% : 3 Wamp(R) WwwwwwRWWARW 2 9 1%
12 Kasich (R) WWWWWWWWWWWW 0 12 1% : 4Hlleay® W WWWWWRWWRRW 3 9 1%
13 Brown (D) RRRRRRRRRWRR 1 1 97% 5 Clement(D) RWRRRRRRRRWR 10 2 7%
14 Sawyer (D) RRRRRRRRRRWR 1 1 9% : 6 Gordon(D) RWRRRRRRRRRR 1 1 8%
15 Pryce (R) WWAWWWRWWRAA 2 7 4% : 7 ByatQ) WWWWWWRWWRWW 2 10 5%
16 Regula (R) WWWRRWRWRRPRW 6 6 40% : 8 Tanner (D) WRRWRRRWRRWR R 8 4 6%
17 Traficant® R W R R R RRRRRRR 1 1 9% 9 Ford(D) RRRRRRRARRWR 10 1 98%
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|
ey s & . - .
"F‘; & N $ § 1-Comp Time 5-Prevailing Wage/ 9-Paycheck Deception
AT S&e 2-Independent D.C. Appropriations  9_Tg-91
,§ /@% \@\ Contractors 6-Rail Worker Restrictions ~ (Transportation)
1 2 3456 78910112 RW % 3-Worker Protections T-Nuclear Waste 11-Fast Track
TEXAS , 4-National Labor 8-Right to Organize/ 12-Social Security
1 Sndin@® RWRRRRRRRRRR 1T 1 90% Relations Board Funding ~ Anti-Salting & &
2 Tumer (D) RWRRRRRRRRRR 1 1 8% : @%g@
3 Johnsn®) W WWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 % S e
4 Hall (D) WWWWWRRWWWWR 3 9 33% NSNS
5 Sessins(®) W W WWWWRWWWWW 1 1 5% 1234567891011 RW %
6 Barton (R) WWWWWWRWWWWW 1 1 6%
7 Archer ) WWWWWWRWWAWW 1 10 4% : 5 Goode(D) WwwwwwRrRWWRRW 3 9 13%
8 Brady (R) WWWWWWRWWIRWW 2 10 5% : 0 Goodlate W W W W W WRWWRWW 2 10 6%
9 Lampsn® R R R RRRWRRRRR 1 1 9% ;[ Bliey® WwwwwwRWARWW 2 9 12%
0Doggett® R R R RRRWRRRRR 1 1 93% ;@ 8Mran(@) RRRRRRWRRWWR 9 3 718%
Ml Edwards® R R R R RRRRRWWR 1 2 79% : 9 Boucher® R R ARRRRRRARR 10 0 8%
12Ganger @ W W WWWWRWWRWW 2 10 3% : 0WIf® WWRRWWRWWWRW 4 8 18%
13Thombery®) W W W W W W R W W wWww 1 1 3% fDais® WWRRWWRWRRWW 5 7 2%
14 Paul (R) WWWWWRWWRWRW 3 9 gy WASHINGTON
15 Hingjosa® R R R R R RRR R RRR 12 0 9% ! Whit() WwwwwwRWWWWW 1 1 3%
15RBVES(D) RRRRRRWRRARR10198%;2Metca|f(R) RWRWRRRRRRRW 9 3 46%
H H 1
TStenholm@® W R AWWWRWRAWR 4 6 4% - 3 Smth(®) WWRRRRRWWWRW 6 6 30%
18 Jacksonlee® R R R R R R R A R R R R 1 0 98 : 4 Hatings®) W WWWAWRWWWWW 1 1 3%
9Combest® W W WWWWRWWRWW 2 10 1% @5 Nethectt® W WRWWWRWWWWW 2 1 3%
MGonzalez®' R R AAAAAAAARR 4 0 99 ;08 Dicks(D RWRRRRRRRWWR 9 3 8%
22 Delay (R) WWWwWWwWWwWWwWRWWRWW 2 10 3 80m® Wwwwww_RWwWRWW 2 10 2%
23 Bonilla (R) WWWWWWWAWWWW 0 1 3y ;@ 9 Smth® RRRRRRWRRWRR 10 2 8%
24 Frost (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 90% @ WESTVIRGINIA
27 Ortiz (0) RRRRRRRRRRWR 1 1 8w 3 Ranall(® RRRRRRWRRRRR 1 1 9%
28 Tejeda (D) * * * * * * * * * * * * [] [] 95% WISGUNSIN : .
28Rodiguez®) * R R R R R R RRRRR 1 0 fo | Newmam®" W W W WWRRWRRRW 5 T 20%
29 Green (D) RRRRRRRRRARR 1 0 98 2Ku(® WWWWWARWWRWW?Q?BZ/“
0Jonson® R R RRRRRARPRWR 10 1 98 o Knd@ RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 100
UTAH 0 Kecka® R RRRRRWRRRRR T 1 8%
2 Cook (R) WWWWWWRWWRRW. 3 9 25 : 6 Peti® WWRRRWRWRRWW 6 6 25%
3Camon(®) WWWWWWRAARWW 2 8 13% 00 RRRRRRRRRWRR 1 1 8%
VIRGINIA . WYOMING
1 Bateman® W W R RWWRWWAWW 3 8 18 ;@ ALCubin(R) WWWWwWwAAWWRWW 173 3%
2 Pickett (D) WWRIRRRRRRRWR 9 3 2% : ' Did not seek re-glection to House
3 Scott (D) RRRRRRRRRRRR 12 0 9% ? Defeated in 1998
4 Sisisky (D) RWRRRRRRRRRR T 1 75% ? Resigned after election
* Elected to Senate in 1998
MEMBERSHIP CHANGES
Ronald Dellums (D-CA, Dist. 9)  Resigned February 6, 1998 Floyd Flake (D-NY, Dist. 6) Resigned November 17, 1997, to
Barbara Lee (D-CA, Dist. 9) Elected April 7, 1998, to replace Dellums beptmig(ajfu bumeFastor
Water Capps (D-CA, Dist. 22)  Died October 28, 1997 encq Mesksi(0-H0 DIt ) Ekected Febiary 3 198 t
replace riake
Lois Capps (D-CA, Dist. 22) Elected March 10, 1998, to replace o ) p-
Walter Capps Susan Molinari (R-NY, Dist. 13) ~ Resigned August 2, 1997
WWW. Sonny Bono (R-CA, Dist. 44)  Died January 5, 1998 Vito Fossella (R-NY, Dist. 13)  Elected November 4, 1397, to replace
ibew.org Mary Bono (R-CA,Dist44)  Elected April 7, 1998, t replace Rep. Susan Molna
Sonny Bono Thomas Foglietta (D-PA, Dist. 1) Resigned November 12, 1997, to
Steven Schiff (R-NM, Dist. 1) Died March 25, 1398 become Ambassador to italy
g g Heather Wilson (R-NM, Dist. 1) Elected April 7, 1998, to replace Schiff ~ Bob Brady (D-PA, Dist. ) Elelc‘ﬂd 2"*“{-1?{ 1338, to
Bil Richardson (D-NM, Dist. 3 Resigned in 1997 to become U.S. . . 1eplace Fogieta
b Ambassador to the United Nations Frank Tejeda (D-TX, Dist. 28)  Died January 30, 1997
— Bill Redmond (R-NM, Dist. 3)  Elected May 13, 1997, to replace Ciro Rodriguez (D-TX, Dist. 28)  Elected April 12, 1997, to replace
Bill Richardson Frank Tejeda
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