The Leadership
Conference on Civil Rights
The 109" Congress, First Session

Republican control of both the White House

and the United States Congress continued in the 109"
Congress. Working in concert, the White House and
Congress pushed forward a conservative agenda
that undermined critical civil rights protections and
had a devastating impact on the most vulnerable
Americans. For most of the first session of the 109"
Congress, the extreme partisanship enabled the
Republican leadership to enact its own agenda with
little input from or compromise with the Democrats.
It was only at the end of the session with President
Bush’s decreased popularity and polls showing
support for Congress dwindling, that House and
Senate leaders had trouble holding their majorities
together to pass controversial legislation. Despite
this turn of events, much of the legislation passed
during the first session of the 109™ Congress is still
detrimental to the constituencies that the Leadership
Conference on Civil Rights (LCCR) represents.

The Republican leadership of the 109" Congress
repeated the strategy they employed in the 108"
Congress to control the agenda. They passed the
most conservative and controversial bills possible
in the House, then sent them directly to the Senate
floor, sometimes disregarding the regular order that
demands committee review and legislative hearings.
Further, the Republicans excluded Democrats from
conference committees, which ensured that most
Democratic amendments passed by the Senate were
stripped out by conferees. Thus, the final bill often
did not represent a fair compromise between the
House and Senate versions.

The tactics used in the 109" Congress to ensure
that the House Republican leadership’s agenda was
passed were the same ones used in the last Congress.
These strategies included: preventing amendments
from being added to bills or alternative legislation
from being offered; refusing to allow the minority
party to see legislative language until immediately

before committee or floor consideration; and holding
votes open well beyond the 15 minutes specified in
House rules in order to obtain sufficient votes to pass
their agenda. Predictably, a few moderate Republican
senators and most Senate Democrats balked at the
demands to rubber stamp House bills. However,
most often at the end of the day, with the cooperation
of House and Senate Republicans, many of these bills
became law. The exception came at the end of the
first session with President Bush’s popularity falling;
House and Senate leaders found themselves working
harder and offering more compromises to secure
their majorities, and at the end of the day, even that
was not enough to hold their majorities together on
key appropriations-related votes.

House and Senate leaders prioritized message,
ideology, and special interest legislation. Rather than
attempting to enact bipartisan proposals, they pushed
measures that had the greatest resonance among
corporate interests or their right-wing Republican
base. Further, House and Senate leaders would not
allow for bipartisan consensus measures, such as
hate crimes, immigration reform, racial profiling, and
environmental safety, to reach the floor. Instead, floor
time was taken up by corporate interest legislation
like the Bankruptcy Reform Bill and Class Action
Reform Act and measures to placate the right-wing
Republican base such as the REAL ID Act and
controversial judicial nominations.

In addition, House and Senate leaders pressed for
language, funding cuts, and other restrictions in
several bills that would have an adverse impact on
women, students, the working poor, and minorities.
This included: revising bankruptcy law in ways that
increase hardships on the most financially vulnerable
citizens, cutting education and health care programs
to balance the budget, restricting who can benefit
from government services, and decreasing the
protection and services available to the unemployed
or underemployed. In fact, in the case of the Labor-
HHS-Education Appropriations bill, some cuts were
so severe that the Republican leadership had to add
additional funds to rural health and other programs
to secure enough Republican support to pass the final
bill. Congress also enacted budget legislation that
would negatively affect these vulnerable populations
by reducing funding for key education programs,
health programs, job training, and social services-



all while extending tax cuts that disproportionately
benefit the wealthiest Americans. In the wake of
Hurricane Katrina, this is a particularly troubling
outcome, as these programs are essential to helping
those most impacted by the hurricane recover from
the devastation. The reduction in funding for these
programs, made in the name of providing Katrina
relief, will disproportionately affect populations
most at risk.

The judicial nominations process was again marked
by bitter partisan disputes. The administration failed
to honor the Senate’s constitutional role of advise
and consent and insisted on nominating individuals
to the federal and Supreme Courts who were out of
the mainstream of American jurisprudence. Nowhere
was this more evident than in the nomination of John
Roberts to be the Chief Justice of the United States.
The nomination came on the heels of Republican
threats to change the chamber’s standing rules on
Senate debate that date back to the 1800s. Although a
compromise was reached that preserved the Senate’s
historic rules, that same compromise allowed three
of the most right-wing and controversial judicial
nominees to be confirmed: Janice Rogers Brown,
Priscilla Owen, William H. Pryor, Jr. These judges
were confirmed despite overwhelming Democratic
opposition.

An extreme partisan atmosphere prevented the 109™
Congress from enacting a positive agenda on civil
rights. Whereas previous Congresses have had many
highlights, there were only a few positive votes on
civil rights. These votes included: approval of the
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement Act in the
House; passage of housing relief for the victims of
Hurricane Katrina; House passage of an amendment
that would increase Section 8 housing; and Senate
passage of an increase in Pell Grant awards.

Overall, the divisive, pervasive, and continuing
partisanship in the 109™ Congress has resulted in
troubling times for LCCR’s priority issues and for
those working to protect the civil rights and civil
liberties of all Americans.

LCCR is eager to return to a time in which civil
rights enjoy broad and bipartisan support in both the
House and Senate. Just over 20 years ago (in the
97™ Congress), 220 representatives, and 52 senators

voted in support of civil rights issues at least 80
percent of the time.

Today, LCCR can count on only 185 representatives
and 36 senators to support its priorities on 80 percent
or more of the votes in the LCCR Voting Record,
while 196 representatives and 49 senators support
LCCR priorities less than 20 percent of the time.
The loss of broad support for civil rights issues is a
direct result of the fact that only a few Republicans
now vote with LCCR on these issues. This contrasts
with 20 years ago, when approximately 25 percent
of Republicans in Congress could be counted on to
support civil rights most of the time.

About LCCR

LCCR is the nation’s oldest, largest, and most
diverse civil and human rights coalition. Founded
in 1950, LCCR is currently made up of nearly 200
organizations representing persons of color, women,
children, labor unions, individuals with disabilities,
older Americans, major religious groups, gays and
lesbians, and civil liberties and human rights groups.
LCCR works to effect meaningful legislation,
policies, and executive branch appointments, and to
ensure the proper enforcement of civil rights laws
to unite us as a nation true to its promise of equal
justice, equal opportunity, and mutual respect.

Reading the LCCR Voting Record

Based on these votes, each member of Congress
earns a percentage rating for support of LCCR
priorities. This rating cannot indicate the full extent
of a legislator s support for or opposition to LCCR
positions and represents neither endorsement nor
condemnation of any member of Congress.

LCCR has taken a sample of bills considered
during the first session of the 109" Congress. The
LCCR Voting Record was created with the bills in
this sample. While it is difficult to predict what
legislation will be enacted by the end of the session,
this sample of bills that have already been considered
reflects how members of Congress have aligned with
LCCR priority areas as of November 18%.

A vote in accordance with LCCR’s position is a “+”
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vote; a vote contrary to LCCR’s position is a
vote. An “X” indicates a yea or nay vote was not
cast. An “I” indicates the member of Congress was
not in office for the full term. Rep. Christopher Cox
(R-Calif.) resigned and was succeeded by Rep.
John Campbell (R-Calif.); Rep. Doris O. Matsui
(D-Calif.) won a special election in March 2005;
Rep. Robert J. Portman (R-Ohio) resigned and
was succeeded by Rep. Jean Schmidt (R-Ohio).

The votes of the District of Columbia (D.C.) delegate
do not appear in the LCCR Voting Record because
although D.C. residents must pay federal taxes, they
are not given voting representation in Congress.

The LCCR Voting Record for the 109" Congress
reflects positions taken by every senator and
representative on the legislative priorities of the
Leadership Conference on Civil Rights and its
coalition members. The priorities for the 109™
Congress include civil rights, judicial appointments,
voting rights, hate crimes, education, bankruptcy
reform, tax cuts, the budget, class action reform,
rights of workers, relief for victims of Hurricane
Katrina, Medicaid reform, and religious freedom.

The LCCR Voting Record reflects only roll-call votes
that were officially recorded on the floor of the U.S.
Senate or House of Representatives. While the LCCR
Voting Record is an important tool in monitoring the
actions of Congress, it is important to recognize that
it is not the sole reflection of a legislator’s record.
Again, the LCCR Voting Record is neither an
endorsement nor a condemnation of any member
of Congress.

For more information, please contact LCCR’s Public
Policy Department at 202/466-3311.




Senate Vote Descriptions
109" Congress, First Session

Budget

Budget Reconciliation -- Emergency Health Care
for Katrina Victims (S. 1932) During consideration
of S.1932, the Budget Reconciliation, Senator
Blanche Lincoln (D-Ark.) offered an amendment
that would grant access to Medicaid coverage for
victims of Hurricane Katrina for five months. The
amendment would also provide full federal funding
for Medicaid in Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama
for one year and provide other health care assistance
for hurricane victims who are trying to rebuild their
lives in wake of the devastation to their communities
caused by Hurricane Katrina. The funding for these
emergency measures would be offset with funds
unspent by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency.

LCCR supported this amendment because it helped
address the urgent health care needs of Katrina
survivors. This amendment would have guaranteed
$5 billion in funding for Medicaid to help the
neediest families who are victims of Hurricane
Katrina and who require access to health care as
they try to recover their families, homes and jobs.
LCCR believes it is important to ensure that victims
of Katrina have their health care needs addressed
and that all the institutions providing health care,
especially those that are financially strapped, get
resources they need to continue their assistance.

The Senate rejected the motion to waive the point
of order raised against the Lincoln amendment (48-
51). A vote in favor of Senator Lincoln's motion to
waive was recorded as a + vote. Roll Call No. 285
(11/3/2005).

Additional Funding for the Low-Income Home
Energy Assistance Program (H.R. 3010) Senator
JackReed (D-R.1.) made amotion to waive the Budget
Act to allow an amendment to provide an additional
$2.9 billion in emergency funding for the Low-
Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP).

LCCR supported this motion because without
adequate funding for the LIHEAP, many of the
working poor and low-income elderly will be at risk
this winter. Many LIHEAP recipients are “working
poor” or elderly who do not receive any other public
assistance through welfare, food stamps, SSI, or
subsidized housing. LIHEAP is a vital measure of
last resort for these individuals. Because they are
more likely to live in older, poorly insulated homes,

older persons — particularly the elderly minority
poor — also have a heightened risk of hypothermia.

Among low-income households, the proportion of
income expended for energy consistently amounts to
3-4 times the proportion spent by households across
the board.

The Senate rejected the motion to waive the Budget
Act to allow the Reed amendment (54-43; 60 votes
are needed to waive the Budget Act). A vote in favor
of the motion to waive the Budget Act was counted
as + vote. Roll Call No. 270 (10/26/05).

Civil Rights

Amendment to Increase Tribal Program Funding
(S. Con. Res. 18) During consideration of the fiscal
year 2006 budget resolution, Senator Dorgan (D-
N.D.) offered an amendment that would decrease
tax cuts in the budget by $3.2 billion over five years,
and increase the discretionary spending limit in the
budget by $1 billion. The additional discretionary
funds would be used to increase spending for tribal
programs.

LCCR supported the Dorgan amendment because
there is an ongoing crisis in health care, housing,
and education on Indian reservations in this country.
Many appropriations that would have made a
difference have been cut. This amendment restores
some of those cuts by a total of $1 billion, which
would be paid for by closing a tax loophole.

The Senate rejected the amendment (45-55). A vote

in favor of the amendment was counted as a + vote.
Roll Call No. 78 (3/17/2005).



Education

Amendment to Increase Elementary and
Secondary Education Funding (S. Con. Res. 18)
During consideration of the fiscal year 2006 budget
resolution, Senator Bingaman (D-N.M.) proposed an
amendment that would increase education funding
for FY 2006 by $4.75 billion, restoring it to fiscal
2005 levels, and reduce the federal debt by $4.75
billion. It would be offset by a $9.5 billion reduction
in tax cuts.

LCCR supported the amendment because schools
and students will continue to struggle to meet the
requirements of the “No Child Left Behind” Act
until the bipartisan law is fully funded. The Budget
Resolution fell woefully short of the commitment of
financial support that was made when the law was
passed. It only spends two cents of every federal
dollar on education, and completely eliminates
funding for 48 important programs, including
the Teacher Quality Enhancement program and
the Excellence in Economic Education Act. Full
funding of the “No Child Left Behind” Act should be
a national priority.

The Senate rejected the Bingaman amendment to
increase education funding (44-49). A vote in favor
of the amendment was recorded as a + vote. Roll
Call No. 45 (3/14/2005).

Amendment to Increase Higher Education
Funding (S. Con. Res. 18) During consideration
of the fiscal year 2006 budget resolution, Senator
Kennedy (D-Mass.) offered an amendment that
would increase the discretionary spending limit in
the budget by $5.4 billion, to a total of $848.8 billion,
in order to increase the maximum Pell Grant award
to $4,500; restore vocational education programs
that were facing cuts, including Perkins Grants; and
expand student loan forgiveness programs for future
math and science teachers. It would decrease the
five-year tax cut reconciliation instruction figure by
$5.4 billion.

LCCR supported the Kennedy amendment. It is
essential that the Pell Grant program continue to
provide equal educational opportunity by increasing
the grants in response to continually rising college
tuition costs. The Kennedy amendment would make

it possible for more low-income children to pursue
higher education. The loan forgiveness programs
would help to attract and retain 57,000 teachers in
math, science, and another woefully understaffed
area, special education. Finally, this amendment
would ensure the future competitiveness of the
workforce by preserving investments in workforce
development, adult literacy, and vocational education
— giving adults the tools they need to be economically
productive.

The Senate adopted the Kennedy amendment (51-

49). A vote in favor of the amendment was counted
as a + vote. Roll Call No. 68 (3/17/2005).

Immigration

PathtoLegalizationforAgricultural Guestworkers
(H.R. 1268) H.R. 1268 was introduced as an
emergency measure to provide badly-needed funds
for U.S. troops serving in Iraq as well as for tsunami
relief efforts. During its consideration, however,
the House leadership attached the text of H.R. 418,
the REAL ID Act (see House votes). When the
bill reached the Senate, and because the bill had
now become a vehicle for unrelated immigration
amendments, Senators Larry Craig (R-Idaho) and
Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) offered the text of the
Agricultural Job Opportunity, Benefits, and Security
Act of 2005 (“AgJOBS”) as another amendment.
AgJOBS is a compromise bill that has been endorsed
by both farmworkers and their agricultural employers,
as it would give employers a stable labor supply and
provide farmworkers — the majority of whom are
undocumented — a realistic path to legalization.

LCCR supported the AgJOBS amendment. The
treatment of guestworkers is of great importance to
the civil rights community because guestworkers have
long faced severe social and economic discrimination
as well as a shortage of labor protections. They are
subject to below-poverty level wages, non-existent
or substandard housing, and a lack of coverage by
basic labor standards that other American workers
take for granted. The long-overdue AgJOBS bill
would significantly improve the status and conditions
of agricultural workers. Because opponents of the
measure tried to prevent it from getting an up-or-
down vote, 60 votes were required in order to invoke
“cloture,” or cut off debate, and proceed to a vote on



resources for NASA to use to fulfill its small and
minority business contracting goals.

The House rejected the vote by (192-206). A vote in
favor of this amendment was recorded as a + vote.
Roll Call No. 415 (7/22/2005).

Fiscal 2006 Labor-HHS-Education
Appropriations-Conference (H.R. 3010) The
Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations bill supports
$602 billion in appropriations, including $142.5
billion in discretionary spending, for the Labor, Health
and Human Services and Education departments and
related agencies in fiscal 2006. The bill provides
$63.5 billion for the Education Department, including
$13.2 billion for Pell Grants; $14.8 billion for the
Labor Department, including $5.1 billion for training
and employment services; and $474.1 billion for
Health and Human Services, including $28.5 billion
for the National Institutes of Health. Overall funding,
however, is below FY 05 levels, with education, job
training, rural health care and employment benefits
taking deep cuts. Additionally, the bill provided no
earmarks for existing or new projects traditionally
funded under this Appropriations bill.

LCCR opposed this legislation because of the
inadequate funding levels that will have a devastating
impact on social services programs that help working
families, children, and the unemployed. This bill cuts
funding for job training and employment programs;
eliminates any increase to Pell Grants and freezes
all other student aid programs; cuts access to health
care initiatives in rural and urban areas; and reduces
spending on education programs under No Child Left
Behind to below FY 05 levels. This legislation makes
it impossible to fund current services for the most
vulnerable Americans, with cuts to education, health
care and job training drastically undermining any
opportunity for those individuals and their families
to get ahead. Additionally, program cuts at minority-
serving institutions will disproportionately impact
people of color and undermine efforts to eliminate
disparities in education and health care.

The House rejected this legislation (209-224). A vote
against this bill was recorded as a + vote. Roll Call
Vote No. 598 (11/17/2005).

Hate Crimes

Local Law Enforcement Hate Crime Prevention
Act (H.R. 3132) Rep. John Conyers (D-Mich.)
proposed an amendment to the Children’s Safety
Act of 2005 (H.R. 3121) to attach the Local Law
Enforcement Hate Crimes Prevention Act (H.R.
2662). The amendment would eliminate overly-
restrictive obstacles to federal involvement in
certain hate crimes based on race, national origin,
or religion, and would allow federal prosecution of
offenses motivated by the victim’s sex, disability,
or sexual orientation. It also would authorize funds
for the Justice Department to assist states and local
authorities in investigating and prosecuting hate
crimes.

LCCR supported the Conyers amendment because
of the need to strengthen existing federal hate crime
laws. Across the country, we continue to witness hate
crime violence directed toward African Americans,
Latinos, Jews and other religious minorities, as
well as an unfortunate and deeply disturbing rise
in the incidence of hate-motivated violence against
Arab Americans, Muslims, South Asians and Sikhs.
Documentation on hate crime activity makes clear that
additional governmental action is necessary to address
the problem. While LCCR recognizes that bigotry
cannot be legislated out of existence, we strongly
believe that Congress must do everything possible
to empower the federal government to assist in local
hate crime prosecutions and, where appropriate,
expand existing federal authority to permit a wider
range of investigations and prosecutions.

The House passed the motion to amend the Children's
Safety Act with the Local Law Enforcement Hate
Crimes Prevention Act (223-199). A vote in favor of
the motion was counted as a + vote. Roll Call No.
114 (September 14, 2005).

Immigration

Passage of REAL ID Act (H.R. 418) Touted by its
sponsors as an anti-terrorism measure, the “REAL ID
Act” (1) institutes broad new federal requirements for
drivers’ licenses, including a requirement that motor
vehicle agencies investigate and verify each piece of
ID that an applicant shows as proof of identity; (2)
for noncitizens, requires drivers’ licenses to expire

11



12

on the same date as an applicant’s visa; (3) authorizes
the Secretary of Homeland Security to waive “all
laws” that might impede the construction of roads
and barriers at U.S. borders; and (4) introduces new
rules of evidence in asylum cases that will make it
more difficult to prove legitimate claims. It also
changes the process for appealing some deportation
orders in federal court.

LCCR opposed the REAL ID Act. The drivers’
license provisions are extremely burdensome and
expensive, for citizens and noncitizens alike, and
will do little to reduce the threat of terrorism. Rather
than preventing terrorists from boarding planes as
they did on September 11, the requirements will
increase discrimination and will simply lead to more
unlicensed drivers on the roads. The waiver of “all
laws” is an extremely disturbing and unprecedented
assault on our most basic constitutional principles.
Under it, the Secretary can ignore not only
environmental protections, as previous law allowed
in limited circumstances, but also any civil rights
laws, immigration laws, labor laws or even criminal
laws that he unilaterally believes pose a burden.
The asylum provisions will prevent many legitimate
refugees from obtaining safe haven in the United
States, while doing little to prevent terrorism, as
terrorists are already barred from asylum or any other
immigration benefit.

The House passed the REAL ID Act (261-161). A
vote against H.R. 418 was counted as a + vote. H.R.
418 was subsequently attached to an unrelated bill
to provide emergency funding for U.S. troops and
tsunami relief (H.R. 1268), and was enacted into law.
Roll Call No. 31 (2/10/2005).

Tancredo Amendment to FY 2006 Homeland
Security Appropriations (H.R. 2360) During
consideration of a bill to fund the Department of
Homeland Security, Rep. Thomas G. Tancredo (R-
Colo.), offered an amendment that would prohibit any
money in the bill from being spent on state or local
governments, if they have restrictions on sharing
information with the federal government about an
individual’s immigration status.

LCCR opposed the amendment, as it would force
state and local police officers to double as federal
immigration agents, without providing them with

the extensive training necessary for such a role. It
would also undermine law enforcement efforts, as
undocumented immigrants would be far less likely
to report crimes if they fear being turned over by
local police to immigration authorities. Rather than
enact measures that treat hardworking immigrants
like criminals, Congress should focus its efforts on
enacting comprehensive immigration reform.

The House rejected the amendment (165-258). A
vote against it was counted as a + vote. Roll Call
No. 177 (5/17/2005).

Labor/Working Families

Job Training Reauthorization - Religious
Preferences (H.R. 27) During consideration of H.R.
27, a bill to reauthorize the Workforce Investment
Act (WIA), Rep. Bobby Scott (D-Va.) offered an
amendment to strike a provision in the bill that would
permit faith-based organizations to use religion as
a factor in hiring decisions. The underlying bill
allowed faith-based employers who received federal
grant dollars under the Workforce Investment Act
to discriminate based on religion when they are
hiring employees under the WIA program. The
amendment provided that if a religious organization
chose to take federal funds to do job training or
workforce preparation under the WIA they cannot
then discriminate using those federal funds. The
amendment would have retained existing law that
allows religious institutions to make hiring decisions
based on religion as long as the position for which
they are hiring is not funded with federal dollars.

LCCR supported the Scott amendment because of
the importance of ensuring that entities that receive
federal funds under the Workforce Investment Act
are prohibited from engaging in discrimination
in employment decisions. The Scott amendment
would make clear that the Title VII exemptions for
religious organizations remain in effect for privately
funded activity, while any organization that accepts
funds or grants under the WIA program is prohibited
from engaging in employment discrimination for
any position that is funded through those taxpayer
dollars. The amendment prevented institutions that
receive federal funding for job training under H.R.
27 from discriminating when hiring people to deliver
the job training. The distinction between publicly-



funded and privately-funded activity is important
and reinforces a bedrock principle of our nation’s
civil rights policy: that federal civil rights obligations
to prohibit discrimination follow federal dollars,
regardless of who receives them.

The House rejected the amendment (186-239). A
vote in favor of the amendment was recorded as a +
vote. Roll Call No. 46 (3/2/05).

Religious Freedom

Head Start Reauthorization - Religious
Organizations (H.R.2123) During consideration
of the School Readiness Act of 2005 (H.R. 2123),
Rep. John Boehner (R-Ohio) proposed an amendment
that would allow faith-based charities that operate
Head Start programs to consider religion as a factor
in hiring decisions.

LCCR opposed this amendment because it would
roll back 30 years of existing civil rights protections
that have always been a part of the bipartisan Head
Start program. It would authorize faith-based
providers of Head Start programs to discriminate in
their hiring practices when spending federal money,
and even allow parent volunteers who held different
religious beliefs to be excluded from participating in
their child’s Head Start program. The amendment is
unnecessary because religious institutions are already
active participants in Head Start and are already
exempt from Title VII’s religious discrimination
prohibition when spending their own money. Even
the association representing Head Start providers
found the amendment so offensive as to oppose the
final passage of the full Head Start reauthorization
because the provision was included.

A vote in favor of the amendment was a vote in
support of the president s position. A vote against
the amendment was counted as a + vote. The
House adopted the amendment (220-196). Roll Call
No. 492 (9/22/05).
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Alabama
Aderholt (R) 0% 0%
Bachus, S. (R) 0% 0%
Bonner (R) 0% 0%
Cramer (D) 56% | 56%
Davis, A. (D) 89% | 89%
Everett (R) 0% 0%
Rogers, Mike D. (R) 22% | 22%
Alaska
Young, D. (R) 22% | 22%
Arizona
Flake (R) 0% 0%
Franks, T. (R) 0% 0%
Grijalva (D) 100% | 100%
Hayworth (R ) 0% 0%
Kolbe (R) 1% | 11%
Pastor (D) 100% | 100%
Renzi (R) 1% | 1%
Shadegg (R) 0% 0%
Arkansas
Berry (D) 78% | 78%
Boozman (R) 0% 0%
Ross (D) 89% | 89%
Snyder (D) 100% | 100%
California
Baca (D) 100% | 100%
Becerra (D) 100% | 100%
Berman (D) 100% | 100%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES
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TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)

HATE CRIMES (H.R. 3132)
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LABOR HHS EDUCATION

APPROPS. (H.R. 3010)

|
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[ - |
[ - |
|
[ - |
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Bono (R) 11%
Calvert (R) 0%
Campbell (R) 0%
Capps (D) 100%
Cardoza (D) 88%
Costa (D) 78%
Cox (R) 0%
Cunningham (R) 0%
Davis, S. (D) 100%
Doolittle (R) 0%
Dreier (R) 0%
Eshoo (D) 100%
Farr (D) 100%
Filner (D) 100%
Gallegly (R) 0%
Harman (D) 100%
Herger (R) 0%
Honda (D) 100%
Hunter (R) 0%
Issa (R) 0%
Lantos (D) 100%
Lee (D) 100%
Lewis, Jerry (R ) 0%
Lofgren (D) 100%
Lungren (R ) 0%
Matsui, D. (D) 100%
McKeon (R) 0%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES

TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)

HATE CRIMES (H.R. 3132)

LABOR HHS EDUCATION

APPROPS. (H.R. 3010)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
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= > <=E
Millender-McDonald (D) [ 100% | 78%
Miller, George (D) 100% | 100%
Miller, Gary (R ) 0% 0%
Napolitano (D ) 100% | 89%
Nunes (R) 22% | 22%
Pelosi (D ) 100% | 100%
Pombo (R) 1% | 11%
Radanovich (R) 0% 0%
Rohrabacher (R) 0% 0%
Roybal-Allard (D ) 100% | 100%
Royce (R) 0% 0%
Sanchez, Linda (D) 100% | 100%
Sanchez, Loretta (D) 100% | 89%
Schiff (D) 100% | 100%
Sherman (D) 100% | 100%
Solis (D) 100% | 100%
Stark (D) 100% | 89%
Tauscher (D) 100% | 100%
Thomas, B. (R) 25% | 22%
Thompson, M. (D) 100% | 100%
Waters (D) 100% | 100%
Watson (D ) 100% | 100%
Waxman (D) 100% | 89%
Woolsey (D) 100% | 100%
Colorado
Beauprez (R) 0% 0%
DeGette (D ) 100% | 89%
Hefley (R ) 0% 0%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES

[ -
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
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[ - |
[ - |

TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)

HATE CRIMES (H.R. 3132)

X
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LABOR HHS EDUCATION

APPROPS. (H.R. 3010)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Musgrave (R) 0% 0%
Salazar, J. (D) 89% | 89%
Tancredo (R) 0% 0%
Udall, M. (D) 89% | 89%
Connecticut
DelLauro (D) 100% | 100%
Johnson, N. (R) 67% | 67%
Larson, J. (D) 100% | 100%
Shays (R) 56% | 56%
Simmons (R) 78% | 78%
Delaware
Castle (R) 44% | 44%
Florida
Bilirakis (R ) 0% 0%
Boyd (D) 89% | 89%
Brown, C. (D) 100% | 100%
Brown-Waite (R ) 0% 0%
Crenshaw (R) 0% 0%
Davis, Jim (D) 89% | 89%
Diaz-Balart, L. (R) 33% | 33%
Diaz-Balart, M. (R) 33% | 33%
Feeney (R) 0% 0%
Foley (R) 1% | 11%
Harris (R) 13% | 11%
Hastings, A. (D) 100% | 89%
Keller (R) 0% 0%
Mack (R) 1% | 11%
Meek, K. (D) 100% | 100%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress
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Mica (R ) 1% | 11% . - - -
Miller, J. (R ) 0% | 0% [ (-) - =
Putnam (R ) 0% | 0% - - - -
Ros-Lehtinen (R ) 33% | 33% [ + + -
Shaw (R) 0% | 0% = - - -
Stearns (R) 1% | 11% [ - -
Wasserman-Schultz (D) | 100% | 100% + +
Weldon, D. (R ) 0% | 0% [ - - =
Wexler (D ) 100% | 78% X +
Young, CW. (R) 0% | 0% - X - =
Georgia - -
Barrow (D) 67% | 67% [ + +
Bishop, S. (D) 89% | 89% + +
Deal (R) 0% | 0% [ - - =
Gingrey (R ) 0% | 0% = - - -
Kingston (R ) 0% | 0% [ - - =
Lewis, John (D ) 100% | 89% X +
Linder (R) 0% | 0% [ - - =
Marshall (D ) 67% | 67% - + +
McKinney (D ) 100% | 100% + +
Norwood (R ) 0% | 0% = - - -
Price, T. (R) 0% 0% - - - -
Scott, D. (D) 89% | 89% + +
Westmoreland (R) 0% 0% - - - -
Hawaii - I
Abercrombie (D ) 100% | 100% + +
Case (D) 78% | 78% + +




House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Idaho
Otter (R) 1% | 11%
Simpson (R) 0% 0%
lllinois
Bean (D) 89% | 89%
Biggert (R ) 22% | 22%
Costello (D) 89% | 89%
Davis, D. (D) 100% | 100%
Emanuel (D) 100% | 100%
Evans (D) 100% | 100%
Gutierrez (D) 100% | 100%
Hastert (R ) 0% 0%
Hyde (R) 0% 0%
Jackson, J. (D) 100% | 100%
Johnson, Timothy (R) 33% | 33%
Kirk (R) 56% | 56%
LaHood (R) 22% | 22%
Lipinski (D ) 78% | 78%
Manzullo (R) 0% 0%
Rush (D) 100% | 100%
Schakowsky (D ) 100% | 100%
Shimkus (R) 1% | 11%
Weller (R) 22% | 22%
Indiana
Burton (R) 0% 0%
Buyer (R) 0% 0%
Carson, J. (D) 100% | 89%
Chocola (R) 1% | 11%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES

(H.R. 27)
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[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
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TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)

HATE CRIMES (H.R. 3132)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Hostettler (R ) 0% 0%
Pence (R) 0% 0%
Sodrel (R) 0% 0%
Souder (R) 0% 0%
Visclosky (D) 100% | 100%
lowa
Boswell (D) 100% | 67%
King, S. (R) 0% 0%
Latham (R) 1% | 11%
Leach (R) 67% | 67%
Nussle (R) 0% 0%
Kansas
Moore, D. (D) 100% | 100%
Moran, Jerry (R) 1% | 11%
Ryun, J. (R) 0% 0%
Tiahrt (R ) 0% 0%
Kentucky
Chandler (D) 67% | 67%
Davis, G. (R) 0% 0%
Lewis, R. (R) 0% 0%
Northup (R ) 1% | 11%
Rogers, H. (R) 0% 0%
Whitfield (R ) 0% 0%
Louisiana
Alexander, R. (R) 0% 0%
Baker (R) 0% 0%
Boustany (R) 1% | 11%
Jefferson (D) 100% | 78%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES
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TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
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Jindal (R) 1% | 11%
McCrery (R) 1% | 1%
Melancon (D) 88% | 78%
Maine
Allen, T. (D) 100% | 100%
Michaud (D) 100% | 100%
Maryland
Bartlett (R) 0% 0%
Cardin (D) 100% | 100%
Cummings (D) 100% | 100%
Gilchrest (R) 13% | 11%
Hover (D) 100% | 100%
Ruppersberger (D 100% | 100%
Van Hollen (D) 100% | 100%
Wynn (D) 100% | 100%
Massachusetts
Capuano (D) 100% | 100%
Delahunt (D) 100% | 89%
Frank, B. (D) 100% | 100%
Lynch (D) 100% | 89%
Markey (D ) 100% | 100%
McGovern (D) 100% | 100%
Meehan (D) 100% | 100%
Neal (D) 100% | 100%
Olver (D) 100% | 100%
Tierney (D) 100% | 100%
Michigan
Camp (R) 0% 0%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES

(H.R. 27)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Conyers (D) 100% | 100%
Dingell (D) 100% | 100%
Ehlers (R) 1% | 11%
Hoekstra (R ) 0% 0%
Kildee (D) 100% | 100%
Kilpatrick (D) 100% | 100%
Knollenberg (R) 1% | 1%
Levin, S. (D) 100% | 100%
McCotter (R) 1% | 11%
Miller, C. (R) 0% 0%
Rogers, Mike (R) 0% 0%
Schwarz, J. (R) 33% | 33%
Stupak (D ) 100% | 89%
Upton (R) 0% 0%
Minnesota
Gutknecht (R ) 1% | 1%
Kennedy, M. (R) 1% | 11%
Kline (R) 0% 0%
McCollum (D) 100% | 100%
Oberstar (D) 100% | 100%
Peterson, C. (D) 67% | 67%
Ramstad (R) 33% | 33%
Sabo (D) 100% | 100%
Mississippi
Pickering (R ) 13% | 11%
Taylor, G. (D) 38% | 33%
Thompson, B. (D) 100% | 100%
Wicker (R) 0% 0%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES
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Missouri
Akin (R) 0% 0%
Blunt (R) 11% | 11%
Carnahan (D) 100% [ 100%
Clay (D) 100% | 89%
Cleaver (D) 100% | 89%
Emerson (R) 11% | 11%
Graves (R) 0% 0%
Hulshof (R) 0% 0%
Skelton (D) 78% | 78%
Montana
Rehberg (R ) 0% 0%
Nebraska
Fortenberry (R) 11% | 11%
Osborne (R) 11% | 11%
Terry (R) 1% | 11%
Nevada
Berkley (D ) 100% | 100%
Gibbons (R) 11% | 11%
Porter (R ) 11% | 11%
New Hampshire
Bass (R) 22% | 22%
Bradley (R) 1% | 11%
New Jersey
Andrews (D) 100% [ 100%
Ferguson (R) 11% | 11%
Frelinghuysen (R ) 1% | 11%
Garrett (R ) 0% 0%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES
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TANCREDO AMENDMENT

(H.R. 2360)

HATE CRIMES (H.R. 3132)

LABOR HHS EDUCATION

APPROPS. (H.R. 3010)
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress
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Holt (D) 100% | 100%
LoBiondo (R) 33% | 33%
Menendez (D) 100% | 100%
Pallone (D ) 100% | 100%
Pascrell (D) 100% | 100%
Payne (D) 100% | 78%
Rothman (D) 100% | 89%
Saxton (R) 33% | 33%
Smith, C. (R) 33% | 33%
New Mexico
Pearce (R) 13% | 11%
Udall, T. (D) 100% | 100%
Wilson, H. (R) 44% | 44%
New York
Ackerman (D) 100% | 89%
Bishop, T. (D) 100% | 100%
Boehlert (R ) 33% | 33%
Crowley (D) 100% | 100%
Engel (D) 100% | 100%
Fossella (R) 1% | 11%
Higgins (D) 100% | 100%
Hinchey (D) 100% | 89%
Israel (D) 100% | 100%
Kelly (R) 22% | 22%
King, P. (R) 1% | 11%
Kuhl (R) 1% | 11%
Lowey (D) 100% | 100%
Maloney (D) 100% | 100%

RELIGIOUS PREFERENCES

(H.R. 27)

[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
|
[ - |
[ - |
|
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |

= )
= 5
2 nci
1] I
= »
2 =
W e S
S I
Sz s
+ +
+ +
+ +
+ +
+ +
X X
+ +
+ +
+ -
+ -
+ +
+ -
X +
+ +
+ +
+ +
+ +
+ -
+ +
+ +
+ +
- +
+ -
+ -
+ +
+ +

LABOR HHS EDUCATION

APPROPS. (H.R. 3010)

[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
|
[ - |
|
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |
[ - |



House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &

5| ¢

= > <=E
McCarthy (D) 100% | 100%
McHugh (R) 1% | 11%
McNulty (D) 89% | 89%
Meeks, G. (D) 100% | 89%
Nadler (D) 100% | 100%
Owens (D) 100% | 100%
Rangel (D) 100% | 100%
Reynolds (R) 14% | 11%
Serrano (D) 100% | 100%
Slaughter (D) 100% | 100%
Sweeney (R) 1% | 1%
Towns (D) 100% | 78%
Velazquez (D) 100% | 100%
Walsh (R) 25% | 22%
Weiner (D) 100% | 89%
North Carolina
Butterfield (D ) 89% | 89%
Coble (R) 0% 0%
Etheridge (D) 100% | 100%
Foxx (R) 0% 0%
Hayes (R) 0% 0%
Jones, W. (R) 22% | 22%
McHenry (R) 0% 0%
Mclintyre (D) 67% | 67%
Miller, B. (D) 100% | 100%
Myrick (R) 0% 0%
Price, D. (D) 100% | 100%
Taylor, C. (R) 0% 0%
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Watt (D) 100% | 100%
North Dakota
Pomeroy (D) 100% | 100%
Ohio
Boehner (R) 0% 0%
Brown, S. (D) 100% | 100%
Chabot (R) 0% 0%
Gillmor (R) 0% 0%
Hobson (R) 1% | 1%
Jones, S. (D) 100% | 100%
Kaptur (D) 100% | 100%
Kucinich (D) 100% | 100%
LaTourette (R) 1% | 1%
Ney (R) 22% | 22%
Oxley (R) 1% | 11%
Portman (R) 0% 0%
Pryce,D. (R) 1% | 11%
Reqgula (R) 1% | 11%
Ryan, T. (D) 89% | 89%
Schmidt (R ) 0% 0%
Strickland (D) 89% | 89%
Tiberi (R) 1% | 1%
Turner (R) 11% 11%
Oklahoma
Boren (D) 63% | 56%
Cole (R) 1% | 11%
Istook (R) 0% 0%
Lucas (R) 0% 0%
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House Votes In The First Session of the 109th Congress

col| &
Sullivan (R) 0% 0%
Oregon
Blumenauer (D) 100% | 100%
DeFazio (D) 89% | 89%
Hooley (D) 89% | 89%
Walden (R ) 1% | 11%
Wu (D) 100% | 100%
Pennsylvania
Brady, R. (D) 100% | 89%
Dent (R) 1% | 11%
Doyle (D) 100% | 100%
English (R) 1% | 11%
Fattah (D ) 100% | 100%
Fitzpatrick (R) 33% | 33%
Gerlach (R) 33% | 33%
Hart (R) 1% | 11%
Holden (D) 89% | 89%
Kanjorski (D) 89% | 89%
Murphy (R ) 22% | 22%
Murtha (D ) 100% | 100%
Peterson, J. (R) 0% 0%
Pitts (R ) 0% 0%
Platts (R) 22% | 22%
Schwartz, A. (D) 100% | 100%
Sherwood (R ) 22% | 22%
Shuster (R) 0% 0%
Weldon, C. (R) 1% | 11%
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