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Rubio ..

Klobuchar...

GRADE  SCORE GRADE  SCORE GRADE  SCORE GRADE  SCORE
ALABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE TEXAS
SESSIONS ..vevverrereererenes : 81% | Grassley .....coevveneunn : 73% | AYOHE oo B . 78% | COMYN .o B+ .o 81%
Shelby oo : 70% | Harkin...ocoveeernieinirens | 13% | Shaheen........ceuens F oo 10% | Hutchison......ccccovuunee. C oo 59%
State Average.......ccoociicininininnnns 75% | State Average........ooviniicrinnns 43% | State Average .........cocoeensreniinnnns 44% | State Average ..........cocoeenireniinnns 70%
ALASKA KANSAS NEW JERSEY UTAH
i Lautenberg..........cc.eeen. F oo 15% | Hatch .o A e 90%
Menendez
State Average .......oocvveviierernnirnnnens 31% | State Average ........oovvnncssnnenns 66% | State Average .........ovnrininnennns 13% | State Average ..........cormmrerineinas 94%
ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO VERMONT
[ PO A 86% | McConnell.......coveueuneee B s 77% | Bingaman..........ccce.n. | 10% | Leahy ..o | 8%
McCain ..o : E 85% | Paul.....onvemreriririnnnne - 95% | Udall..coooirrererrrrirenens F o 6% | Sanders.......omerennn. F o 9%
State Average........cooceiicsinniiinnnns 85% | State Average .......ovvriniveriinns 86% | State Average ........coeirnisiriinns 8% | State Average .........ocnverriniiniens 8%
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW YORK VIRGINIA
Boozman........cccveeneeenes [ 68% | Landrieu......ccoomeeuneene Foos 16% | Gillibrand.......ccccocunevnnee | 7% | Warner.....ccoveneevneens D s 19%
Vitter Schumer
State Average.......ccooceiiininininnns 46% | State Average ........covceiverressininns 7%
MAINE NORTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON
Collins...oooeevreirrereenne D o 30% | BUIT .o : 78% | Cantwell......cccovvvverens F o 8%
SNOWE ... D s 38% | Hagan ... Foos 12% | MUITaY .o | O 8%
State Average ........ococrereerrencrienns 34% | State Average ........covrrnencrrenens 45% | State AVerage ........oooemercrreneennens 8%
MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA
Conrad Manchin.........coeeeneeenee
Hoeven . Rockefeller
State Average ........cooceiiciinininnnns 28% | State Average........ovrinincininns 15%
CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS OHIO WISCONSIN
Blumenthal .......ccccoe...... | 8% | Brown .....ocomeenneen. ) S 35% | BrOWN oo | 9% | Johnson.......cccccrreeennce A 92%
Lieberman......cocovuunee. 13% | Kerry wooeeeeeveereeeveieeins | 9% | Portman.........e.. : S 77% | Kohloooioiiieeins 13%
State Average........ccocoevicininininnnne 11% | State Average.........covivverenincnnns 22% | State Average.......ooiininnrennns 43% | State Average .........coocoerenernurinnnns 53%
DELAWARE MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA WYOMING
Barrasso
ENZi oo
State Average
FLORIDA MINNESOTA OREGON
NelSON....ccurvrerreeernene Franken ........ccceovveeeeenene

SCORE  GRADE COMMENTS

State Average State Average
GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA
Chambliss ........coeeenene B- i 71% | Cochran......cccoceneeens C o 53% | Casey F 14%
Isakson . Wicker
State Average ........covriivininnnnnnnnns 70% | State Average ........ovvnrenesninns 58%
HAWAII MISSOURI
BIUNt oo Reed.....ooveererierinnne
McCaskill ... Whitehouse...

Nelson....

State Average State Average
MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA
BaUCUS ..vovveverrrreereaene | 1% | DeMint...coovevvernerrenenns A e, 98% #
Tester Graham
State Average.........coeeiiciniiiiinnnns 11% | State Average
ILLINOIS NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA
Durbin Johanns.....ccoveveeiieieen € i Johnson

State Average

NEVADA TENNESSEE

Heller ..o C o 59% | Alexander.........ccooun.... C o 62%
Corker
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State Average........

86% or more A Taxpayers' Friend
80%-85% B+

75%-79% B  Good
70%-74%  B-

65%-69%  C+

50%-64%  C Satisfactory
40%-49% C-

17%-39% D Poor

16% or less F  Big Spender

*Score based on less than 75%, but more than
50%, of weighted total of votes cast.

**Voted on 50% or less of weighted total of
votes cast; score and grade not issued.

#: Resigned; seat was vacant prior to end of voting.

F Based on every roll call vote affecting fiscal
policy; see back page for methodology.

www.ntu.org



GRADE SCORE
ALABAMA
Aderholt.........ccoevuee.. [ 66%
Bachus

Bonner
Brooks

ALASKA

B (01U o TR [ SR 64%
ARIZONA

Barber ......ccooveerennnee NA. ... N.A**

Grijalva .
Pastor....

Quayle ..........
Schweikert ........

A

A

A

F

A
State Average ........ccvriininininnninns

ARKANSAS

Crawford
Griffin........

Bilbray
Bono Mack................... ;S 70%

Denham....
Dreier....
Eshoo.

(CE {1110 )
Garamendi

Lofgren ....oceeeeeereeeneennes
Lungren.......ccooeeuniennee
Matsui........
McCarthy ......
McClintock....
McKeon.........
McNerney......
Miller, Gary ...
Miller, George
Napolitano........cccceveenee
Nunes....

GRADE  SCORE

Thompson...
Waters ...
Waxman .

Woolsey..........
State Average
COLORADO
Coffman ......cccoeeneeenn. : S 78%
DeGette ....covvvererrereenes F oo 18%
Gardner.........coocenereenn. B+ 82%

CONNECTICUT

Courtney
Delauro.......ccocvevvveienne

Stearns
Wasserman Schultz
Webster.

GEORGIA

Barrow .......ccceeeeveeeeennne
Bishop....

GRADE SCORE
Scott, D. v F
Westmoreland.
Woodall ........ccoevvernenee
State Average.......ccovcviiiiiniiinnnns 60%
HAWAII
Hanabusa ........ccccocuuee. F o 12%
Hirono .F .
State Average ........cccoociiiiiiinininnnns 1%
IDAHO
Labrador ........ccceveneee. A s 90%
SimMPSON ....veveeeeeennns [ 67%
State Average .......cocovciiiriiiniiininas 78%
ILLINOIS
Biggert......cocoevvirnrinns [ R 67%
Costello.....vrrrrrrrrane. ) R 24%
Davis F 16%
GULIEITEZ e F 18%
Hultgren .......coevvvneirs : S 77%
Jackson N.A. N.A**#
Johnson......cccccceeeune. B- 73%

Kinzinger.......cocvveveune.
Lipinski ........
Manzullo......

Quigley........
Roskam...

Schakowsky . .
Schilling covoeeeeeeieeenene
SChOcK oo
Shimkus ..

INDIANA

Bucshon

IOWA

Boswell.....c.cocovvvevernnen D

KANSAS

Huelskamp.......c.ccoeuenee. A

Jenkins ... B+
Pompeo...
Yoder ......
State Average

KENTUCKY

Chandler......c.cccovvnne.

Whitfield.
Yarmuth......

LOUISIANA

Alexander........c.cooeuue. C
Boustany
Cassidy ....c.uevereeereeenenns
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UniTED STATES HOUSE

GRADE

SCORE

Richmond .
SCalise....vrrerererereienns

State Average ........cceverrncrnsennnns 69%
MAINE

Michaud........cccecovevnnnes

Pingree..............
State Average....
MARYLAND
Bartlett......cccoovveernnen.
CUMMINGS oo
Edwards....

Ruppersberger ..
Sarbanes...
Van Hollen....

State Average

MASSACHUSETTS

Tsongas
State Average ........ccooviiciinnniinnnas 17%

MICHIGAN

Conyers.
Curson......
Dingell.......
Huizenga
Kildee

Upton ....ccceveceniecienee
Walberg
State Average .......ccoeceiiciiniininnnns 51%
MINNESOTA

Bachmann....................

Cravaack ......oevnvernernnes

ElliSON ..o

McCollum.
Paulsen ....
Peterson...




SE OF REPRESENTATIVES GRADE  SCORE GRADE  SCORE GRADE  SCORE
Fitzpatrick.......oovereerneenee C 62% | Smith B- 2%

Gerlach.... 61% | Thornberry B 78%

GRADE  SCORE 19% | State AVerage .......oooemeeresreneens 62%
Carnahan.......cooeuuee. F o 16% UTAR
dewar Bt
£ ' Chaffetz....ccoveverrernne,
Gmerson Matheson
ra"els """""""""""""" Tumer......... : - B- State AVEage .......ccovrsseveeerssneen 74%
Hartzler. Ve|a2quez .......... . . P|attS ....... . VERMONT
Iiontgk. """""""""""""""" State Average SChWAItZ...ooooeevveee . 15% | Welch F 8%
uetkemeyer chuster o | W s B
NORTH CAROLINA | DU - VIRGINIA
State Average BUtterfeld........... R 2% | ThOMPSON .. Chorrrrnn 6% | TR - T
MONTANA State AVerage .........coverevveneereerenens 48% Connolly F 15%
o | SOPE e B s 00T TR TR IR e L ConNOMY e F o
Rehberg ..o R 66% RHODE ISLAND Forbes B 2%
NEBRASKA Gicillin v Goodlatte..........rvvenne. A 84%
Fortenberry ................. R 68% Langevin............. - Griffith
0111113 [ B- e 74% State Average Hurt
- 0,
Terry ............................. B-.ee 70 /0 SOUTH CAROLINA
State Average .......cccvvirinennicnnnns 1% McIntyre Clyburn ..
NEVADA Miller Duncan ...
AMOGEi..ovvvvvvevevvvereeneeens (I 78% | Myrick.... -B . - GOWAY ..vvvvvvevvvvvverrvnneen
Mulvaney
Scott .
Wilson.......cccvevevennnn. : E 83% | WASHINGTON
DelBene.......ccoevevnee. NA. ....cc.cco.e. N.A**
D] 1d

Hastings......ccoevvveeninnns
OHIO Herrera Beutler ....
NEW JERSEY AUSEHA v [ 68% Larsen ...occeeeeveneveeenens
Andrews ..........coeveeeee. Boehner.......ccovevnienns NA. ......c..... N.A** McDermott ..........cc......
Frelinghuysen Chabot... McMorris Rodgers........
10T I Reichert.......ccovieneinienns
(1] L SMIth oo
Johnson . State Average ........coocevrnensreinsinnnnes
Jordan... WEST VIRGINIA
Kaptur.... Capito e C o 64%
Kucinich..... McKinley ........coveenrrennee [ o 65%
Rahall D 24%
....... State Average ........coueurenieirennnnn31%
"""""""""""" WISCONSIN
----------------------------- Baldwin ....c.cooevvvviveeeF . 20%
Duffy B 76%
Kind D 25%
NEWMEXICO = [ U0 MOOre....coveieeiriiriene F o, 15%
Heinrich iberi ] 1 : & 81%
LUjan. s . Ribble.......cccooovvvinirinenn. A s 84%
Pearce ........... Culberson Ryan B 7%
State Average DOGGELE o Sensenbrenner............. . 89%
NEW YORK Farenthold...
Ackerman .........cooeevvnee F o 13% - : FIOTeS ....vvuevvrererrareerenns
BISHOP veveveeereeeceeresee Lankford........ccoceerreennee : S 78% | GOhMErtomee oo,
Buerkle...... . LUCAS oo C o 64% | Gonzalez
Clarke o...... Sullivan........... .B . 8% | Granger.......oo,
0,
Erowlley State Average ...........coouemrevnnensinnnns 8% | Green, Au....ooeeeeeeeersesenns SCORE  GRADE COMMENTS
Nget ... OREGON - " 84% ormore A Taxpayers' Friend
Gibson... Blumenauer ................. > 23% 80%-83% B+
Grimm... . Bonamici........couvvvvrrnnnne F o, 19% Hensarling .................... 75%-79% B Good
Hanna....... . DeFazio...... Hinojosa ......... . 70%-74% B-
Hayworth .. . Schrader..... . . Jackson Lee.... 65%69%  C4
Higgins ..... . Walden............... . . Johnson, E. .... 50%-64% C Satisfactory
Hinchey.....ocovvvverrerene State Average Johnson, S. .. 40%-49% C-
Hochul ..o PENNSYLVANIA Marchant.... 21%-39% D Poor
Israel . Altmire McCaul........ 20% or less F  Big Spender
Barletta .. .C . . Neugebauer-................ *Score based on less than 75%, but more than
50%, of weighted total of votes cast.
Brady..... L Olson . ) _
(@7 S Paul.... - - Votks Catescov ane s ot e
V1<l | POR....ovvssvrsirsinn #: Resigned; seat was vacant prior to end of voting.
Doyle..... REYES .o

TONS o | S 799 F Based on every roll call vote affecting fiscal
Fattah ........................... Sessions 9 /0 policy; see back page for methodology.

NATIONAL TAXPAYERS UNTON RATES CONGRESS | 112TH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION www.ntu.org



o

Nationall Traxg.;yers Union)

Bte CONgress

1C0Nngress,Secont wwuuz_uu

Methodology

very year National Taxpayers
Union (NTU) rates U.S.
Representatives and Senators on
their actual votes — every vote
that significantly affects taxes, spending,
debt, and regulatory burdens on consumers
and taxpayers. Unlike most organizations
that publish ratings, we refuse to play the
“rating game” of focusing on only a hand-
ful of Congressional votes on selected
issues. The NTU voting study is the fairest
and most accurate guide available on
Congressional fiscal policies. It is a com-
pletely unbiased accounting of votes.

NTU assigned weights to the votes,
reflecting the importance of each vote’s
effect.”

NTU has no partisan ax to grind. All
Members 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.

The Taxpayer Score measures the strength
of support for reducing spending and regula-
tion 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 0 and 100. We do
not expect anyone to score a 100, nor has
any legislator ever achieved a 100 in the
multi-year history of the comprehensive
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 spending 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 pro-
grams. A zero score would indicate that the
Member of Congress approved every spend-
ing proposal and opposed every pro-taxpay-
er reform.

NTU believes a score qualifying for a
grade of “A” indicates the Member is one of
the strongest supporters of responsible tax
and spending policies. We are pleased to give

these Members of Congress our “Taxpayers’
Friend Award” (subject to minimum atten-
dance criteria).

A score qualifying for a grade of “B” rep-
resents a “good” voting record on control-
ling spending and taxes. A “B” grade indi-
cates 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 a 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 recognize the differences in the vot-
ing records of Members with these grades.

A score qualifying for a grade of “D”
indicates the Member has a “poor” voting
record on controlling taxes and spending.

A score significantly below average qual-
ifies for a grade of “E.” This failing grade
places the Member into the “Big Spender”
category.

We analyzed every roll call vote taken in
the Second Session of the 112th Congress
(through 1/1/2013) and selected all votes that
could significantly affect the amounts of fed-
eral taxes, spending, debt, or regulatory
impact. A total of 274 House and 127
Senate votes were selected. We included votes
cast on appropriations bills, authorization
bills, budget target resolutions, tax bills,
amendments, and certain procedural votes
that could affect the burden on taxpayers.
Votes that simply shifted equal amounts of
spending from one area to another were
excluded. Also excluded were votes where
there was a significant difference of opinion
on how to vote to reduce or control govern-
ment and unanimous votes.

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

NATIONAL TAXPAYERS UNION RATES CONGRESS | 112TH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

O1HER 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 com-
mittee work, leadership, and effectiveness
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 calculations and the
number of votes involved, we do not have
space to reprint the votes of each
Representative and Senator here. A list of
votes used in the study, including the weight
assigned to each, is available on our website
at www.ntu.org.

* Computation

NTU? 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 importance
should have a weight close to 10.

Scores were computed by dividing the weighted total of
votes cast against higher spending, taxes, or regulation or
for lower spending, taxes, or regulation, by the weighted
total number of fiscal issues on which the Member of
Congress voted. Average state scores were also computed,
using the weighted total of votes cast by each 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 posi-
tions, and absences were excluded. Because some Members
were absent frequently (or otherwise failed to vote yes or
no), their scores and grades, based on relatively few votes,
may not accurately reflect fiscal attitudes. The Members
falling into this category are noted.

SENATE HOUSE
40% Average 50%
19% Median 64%
98% High 93%

6% Low 7%
PARTY SCORES

1% Democratic Average 18%

10% Democratic Median 16%

72% Republican Average 75%

77% Republican Median 76%
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