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INTRODUCTION

This is the sixteenth annual edition of the
Private Property Congressional Vote Index.
The League of Private Property Voters (LPPV)
has published the Index each year since 1989.

LPPV is a coalition of more than 600 grassroots
organizations that advocate the rights of
property owners, including farmers, ranchers,
woodlot owners, residents of rural communities,
owners of recreational property, and inholders
of private property located within and adjacent
to federal lands. It also includes cabin
permittees, off-road vehicle owners,
equestrians, snowmobilers, hunters and
recreational shooters, and livestock grazers,
foresters and miners who make productive use
of federal lands.

Votes for this year’s Index were chosen from
discussions among approximately twenty five
leaders of the Wise Use movement nationwide.
These votes represent 2003’s most important
snapshots demonstrating protection of the
constitutional rights of property owners against
apowerful and overbearing federal government.
They also show support for recreational and
commercial access for federal lands, upon
which many rural communities depend and all
Americans share.

We encourage readers to examine the voting
records of their Senators and Members of
Congress. Please thank those that stood up for
us, and educate the rest.

- The Editors

CHAMPIONS AND ENEMIES

A CHAMPION of Property Rights is a score of
80% or higher on the LPPV Index.

An ENEMY of Property Rightsis a score of 20%
or lower on the LPPV Index.

Senate:

The Senate was generally supportive. It voted
in support of the Healthy Forest Initiative and
to repeal the Estate Tax while also rejecting ill-
advised proposals to vastly expand federal
spending and regulations that would have
damaged private property rights and multiple
use of federal lands.

There are 36 Champions of Property Rights, all
Republicans and 37 Enemies of Property
Rights, all Democrats.

House:

The House supported private property rights
and to protect public lands access more often
than not. This included votes on both
recreational and commercial access. It also
approved the Healthy Forest Initiative, with its
superior version prevailing in the House-Senate
conference and being signed into law.

There were 198 Champions of Property Rights,
including 195 Republicans and Democrats
John (LA), Peterson (MN) and Stenholm (TX).
There were 171 Enemies of Property Rights,
including 162 Democrats and Republicans
Saxton, Smith, Ferguson and LoBiondo (all
NJ), Ramstad (MN), Leach(IA) and Johnson,
Shays and Simmons (all CT).

The 2004 Private Property Congressional Vote Index is created and published by The League of Private Property Voters, PO Box 423, Battle
Ground, Washington 98604; phone (360) 687-2471; fax (360) 687-2973; E-mail Ippv@pacifier.com © 2004 LPPV. Permission is hereby given to reprint this
Index, in full or in part, provided credit is given to LPPV. Editors: Chuck Cushman and Mike Hardiman.
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UNITED STATES SENATE

The votes listed on the scorecard show how each Senator supported (+) or opposed (-)
the League of Private Property Voters position. A description of each vote is listed below.

You will gain the greatest benefit by first looking up your Senator to see what his or her
private property score was on the scorecard. Then read each vote description. The League's
private property position listed near the top of the scorecard shows how we believe your Senator
should have voted on each issue. Check to see whether your Senator supported (+) or opposed

(-) the League's private property position.

US SENATE VOTES

#1 - REPEAL THE DEATH TAX - Senate Vote
62 - S Con Res 23: Fiscal 2004 Budget
Resolution - Estate Tax Repeal March
20,2003 - Kyl, R-Ariz., amendment that would
accelerate repeal of the estate tax from 2010 to
2009. The Death Tax is a major reason for the
breakup of businesses and Adopted 51-48: R 47-
4:D4-43;10-1. LPPV POSITION: YES

#2 - LAND TRUST TAX BREAK —Senate Vote
127 - S 476: Charitable Contributions - Land
Sales

April 09, 2003 - Grassley, R-Iowa, motion to table
the Nickles, R-Okla., amendment. Senator Nickles
amendment would have eliminated the special deal
that land trusts carved out for themselves in S 476 -
sellers of land get a tax break - ONLY if they sell to
land trusts! It allows gigantic outfits like the
Nature Conservancy to undercut on price other
nonprofit buyers of land such as churches and
nonpublic schools, as well as placing private parties
atadisadvantage. This special deal for land trusts,
which would have cost taxpayers nearly one billion
dollars in lost revenue, was dropped from the bill
later.

Motion agreed to 62-38: R 14-37; D 47-1;1 1-0.
LPPV POSITION: NO-SCORED WITH A
DOUBLE WEIGHT

#3-REDUCE LEGAL BARRIERS TO
FOREST THINNING - Senate Vote 423 - HR
1904: Forest Thinning - Judicial Review
October 30, 2003 - Cochran, R-Miss., motion to
table (kill) the Leahy, D-Vt., amendment no. 2039
that would strike sections in the bill that deal with
administrative and judicial reviews.

Motion agreed to 62-33: R 51-0; D 11-32; 1 0-1.
LPPV POSITION:YES

#4-REDUCE DELAYS FOR FOREST
THINNING - Senate Vote 426 - HR 1904:
Forest Thinning - Environmental Impact
Statements

October 30, 2003 - Crapo, R-Idaho, motion to table
(kill) the Cantwell, D-Wash., amendment no. 2038
that would require the Comptroller General to
study the costs and benefits of the analysis of
alternatives in environmental assessments and
environmental impact statements.Motion agreed to
57-34: R 46-3; D 11-30; 1 0-1. LPPV POSITION:
YES

#5- FARMLAND LAND GRAB - Senate Vote
442 - HR 2673: Fiscal 2004 Agriculture
Appropriations - Conservation Reserve
Program

November 06, 2003 - Leahy, D-Vt., amendment no.
2119 that would bar the Agriculture Department
from spending funds designated for land acquisition
for technical assistance instead from the

Conservation Reserve Program. Rejected 38-56: R
10-39; D 27-17;11-0. LPPV POSITION: NO

#6 - MYERS NOMINATION —Senate Vote 158:
Myers Nomination - Cloture

July 20, 2004 - Motion to invoke cloture (thus
limiting debate) on President Bush’s nomination of
William G. Myers III of Idaho to be a judge for the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit.

Myers is an advocate of private property rights and
should have been confirmed as a judge. Motion
rejected 53-44: R 51-0; D 2-43;10-1. LPPV
POSITION:YES
Note: Three-fifths of the total Senate (60) is
required to invoke cloture. A “yea” was a vote in
support of the president’s position.
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SENATE SCORECARD
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Alabama
Sessions, J. (R) 100% + + + + + +
Shelby (R) 100% + + + + +
Alaska
Murkowski (R) 100% + + + + + +
Stevens (R) 71% + - + + + +
Arizona
Kyl (R) 100% + + + + + +
McCain (R) 57% - - + + + +
Arkansas
Lincoln (D) 57% + - + + + -
Pryor (D) 43% - - + + + -
California
Boxer (D) 14% - - - - + -
Feinstein (D) 43% - - + + + -
Colorado
Allard (R) 100% + + + + + +
Campbell (R) 86% + + + + X +
Connecticut
Dodd (D) 0% - - - - - -
Lieberman (D) 0% - - X X X -
Delaware
Biden (D) 14% - - - - - +
Carper (D) 0% - - - - - -
Florida
Graham,B. (D) 0% - - - - - -
Nelson, Bill (D) 14% + - - - - -
Georgia
Chambliss (R) 100% + + + + + +
Miller, Z. (D) 29% X - + + X X
Hawaii
Akaka (D) 0% - - - - - -
Inouye (D) 14% - - - - + -
Idaho
Craig (R) 100% + + + + + +
Crapo (R) 100% + + + + + +
lllinois
Durbin (D) 14% - - - - + -
Fitzgerald (R) 86% + + + + - +

December 2004

League of Private Property Voters




PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX
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Indiana
Bayh (D) 14% - - - - + -
Lugar (R) 100% + + + + + +
lowa
Grassley (R) 71% + - + + + +
Harkin (D) 14% - - - - + -
Kansas
Brownback (R) 71% + - + + + +
Roberts (R) 1% + - + + + +
Kentucky
Bunning (R) 100% + + + + + +
McConnell (R) 100% + + + + + +
Louisiana
Breaux (D) 29% - - + + - -
Landrieu (D) 29% - - + + - -
Maine
Collins (R) 43% - - + + - +
Snowe (R) 43% - - + + - +
Maryland
Mikulski (D) 0% - - - - - -
Sarbanes (D) 0% - - - - - -
Massachusetts
Kennedy, E. (D) 0% - - - - - -
Kerry (D) 0% - - X X X X
Michigan
Levin,C. (D) 0% - - - - - -
Stabenow (D) 0% - - - - - -
Minnesota
Coleman (R) 100% + + + + + +
Dayton (D) 43% - - + + + -
Mississippi
Cochran (R) 100% + + + + + +
Lott (R) 100% + + + + + +
Missouri
Bond (R) 86% + + + X + +
Talent(R) 100% + + + + + +
Montana
Baucus, M. (D) 43% - - + + + -
Burns (R) 100% + + + + + +
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PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX
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Nebraska
Hagel (R) 100% + + + + + +
Nelson, Ben (D) 43% + - X X + +
Nevada
Ensign (R) 100% + + + + + +
Reid, H. (D) 0% - - - - - -
New Hampshire
Gregg (R) 43% + - + - - +
Sununu(R) 57% + - + + X +
New Jersey
Corzine (D) 0% - - - - - -
Lautenberg (D) 0% - - - - - -
New Mexico
Bingaman (D) 0% - - - - - -
Domenici (R) 100% + + + + + +
New York
Clinton (D) 0% - - - X - -
Schumer (D) 0% - - - - - -
North Carolina
Dole (R) 86% + + + + - +
Edwards, J. (D) 0% - - X X X X
North Dakota
Conrad (D) 14% - - - - + -
Dorgan (D) 14% - - - - + -
Ohio
DeWine (R) 43% + - + - - +
Voinovich (R) 57% + - + + - +
Oklahoma
Inhofe (R) 100% + + + + + +
Nickles (R) 100% + + + + + +
Oregon
Smith, G. (R) 71% + - + + + +
Wyden (D) 43% + - + + - -
Pennsylvania
Santorum (R) 100% + + + + + +
Specter (R) 71% + + + - - +
Rhode Island
Chafee (R) 43% - - + + - +
Reed, J. (D) 0% - - - - - -
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PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX
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South Carolina
Graham (R) 100% + + + + +
Hollings (D) 0% - - X X - -
South Dakota
Daschle (D) 43% - - + + + -
Johnson, Tim (D) 71% - + + + + -
Tennessee
Alexander, L. (R) 71% + - + + + +
Frist(R) 100% + + + + + +
Texas
Cornyn (R) 100% + + + + + +
Hutchison (R) 100% + + + + + +
Utah
Bennett(R) 100% + + + + + +
Hatch (R) 100% + + + + + +
Vermont
Jeffords (1) 0% - - - - - -
Leahy (D) 0% - - - - - -
Virginia
Allen, G. (R) 100% + + + + + +
Warner (R) 86% + + + X + +
Washington
Cantwell (D) 0% - - - - - -
Murray (D) 0% - - - - - -
West Virginia
Byrd (D) 0% - - - - - -
Rockefeller (D) 0% - - - X - -
Wisconsin
Feingold (D) 14% - - - - + -
Kohl (D) 14% - - - - + -
Wyoming
Enzi(R) 86% + + + + - +
Thomas, C. (R) 100% + + + + + +
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The votes listed below show how each Representative supported (+) or opposed (-) the
League of Private Property Voters position. A description of each vote is listed below.

You will gain the greatest benefit by first looking up your Representative to see what his
or her private property score was on the scorecard. Then read each vote description. The
League's private property position listed near the top of the scorecard shows how we believe
your Representative should have voted on each issue. Check to see whether your Represen-
tative supported (+) or opposed (-) the League's private property position.

US HOUSE VOTES

#1 - OPEN UP ANWR - House Vote 134 -
HR 6: Energy Plan -ANWR Limit

April 10, 2003 - Wilson, R-N.M.,
amendment that would limit to 2,000 acres
the maximum surface area that could be used
by oil production facilities in the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge.

Adopted 226-202: R 196-30; D 30-171; 1 O-
1. LPPVPOSITION: YES

#2 - REPEAL THE DEATH TAX — House
Vote 288 - HR 8: Estate Tax Repeal -
Passage

June 18, 2003 - Passage of the bill that
would make permanent the repeal of the
estate tax contained in the 2001 tax cut law
(PL 107-16) and which is set to expire after
2010.

Passed 264-163: R 223-4; D 41-158; 1 0-1.
LPPV POSITION:YES

#3-STARVE THE KLAMATH BASIN
FARMERS — House Vote 380 - HR 2691:
Fiscal 2004 Interior Appropriations -
Klamath Wildlife Refuge

July 17,2003 - Blumenauer, D-Ore.,
amendment that would bar funds from being
used to enter into new agricultural leases
that allow growing row crops or alfalfa in
Oregon’s and California’s Lower Klamath
and Tule Lake National Wildlife Refuges.
Rejected 197-228: R 20-205; D 176-23;1 1-
0. LPPV POSITION: NO

#4 - LOCK UP THE FEDERAL LANDS —
House Vote 386 - HR 2691: Fiscal 2004
Interior Appropriations - Roadless Lands
July 17,2003 - Inslee, D-Wash., amendment
that would prohibit funds from being used to
change the Roadless Area Conservation
Rule. Rejected 185-234: R 20-200; D 164-
34;11-0. LPPV POSITION: NO

#5- PERMIT REASONABLE RIGHTS
OF WAY - House Vote 388 - HR 2691:
Fiscal2004 Interior Appropriations-
Rights-of-Way on Public Lands

July 17,2003 -Taylor, R-N.C., amendment
to the Udall, D-Colo., amendment. The
Taylor amendment would limit “disclaimers
of interest,” which allow the Bureau of Land
Management to grant non-federal entities
rights-of-way on public lands without
congressional approval, in national
monument, park and wilderness areas. The
Udall amendment would prohibit funds from
being used to carry out any disclaimers of
interest. Adopted 226-194: R 206-14; D
20-179;10-1. LPPV POSITION: YES

#6 - EASE PERMITTING FORENERGY
PROJECTS — House Vote 242 - HR

4513: Alternative Energy Projects -
Passage

June 15, 2004 - Passage of the bill that
would streamline licensing and siting for
alternative energy projects on federal lands.
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PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX

Federal agencies would not be required to
identify different project locations, other
than the proposed action and a “no action”
alternative, when preparing an
environmental assessment or impact
statement for a renewable energy project.
Passed 229-186: R 200-18; D 29-167; 1 0-
1. LPPVPOSITION: YES

#7 - ALLOW OPEN-ENDED CLAIMS
OF SACRED SITES — House Vote 252 -
HR 4568: Fiscal 2005 Interior
Appropriations -American Indian Sacred
Sites

June 16, 2004 - Rahall, D-W.Va.,
amendment that would prohibit funds from
being used to adversely affect American
Indian sacred sites on certain federal lands.
The amendment would permit IndianTribes
to define “Sacred Lands” as just about
anything imaginable, opening up
opportunities for fraudulent claims.
Rejected 209-215: R 15-206; D 193-9; 1 1-
0. LPPV POSITION: NO

#8 - STOP FOREST MANAGEMENT —
House Vote 254 - HR 4568: Fiscal 2005
Interior Appropriations - Forest
Management Plans

June 16,2004 - Udall, D-N.M., amendment
no. 3 that would prohibit funds from being
used to finalize or implement regulations

that would change scientific and public input

criteria related to developing forest
management plans. Rejected 195-230: R
20-202; D 174-28;11-0. LPPV
POSITION: NO

#9 - ANIMAL RIGHTS FOR BISONS —
House Vote 261 - HR 4568: Fiscal 2005
Interior Appropriations - Bison in
Yellowstone Park

June 17,2004 - Hinchey, D-N.Y.,
amendment no. 18 that would bar funds from
being used to kill, or assist in killing, bison
in Yellowstone National Park. Rejected
202-215: R 34-184; D 167-31; 1 1-0.

LPPV POSITION: NO

#10 - STOP SNOWMOBILES IN
YELLOWSTONE — House Vote 263 - HR
4568: Fiscal 2005 Interior Appropriations
- Snowmobiles inYellowstone and Grand
Teton Parks

June 17,2004 - Holt, D-N.J., amendment no.
4 that would block funds from being used to
do anything inconsistent with the phase out
of recreational snowmobile use in
Yellowstone and Grand Teton National
Parks. Rejected 198-224: R 28-195; D
170-28;10-1. LPPV POSITION: NO

#11 - DE-FUND THE UNITED NATIONS
— House Vote 333 - HR 4754: Fiscal 2005
Commerce, Justice, StateAppropriations
-UNESCO Funds

July 07, 2004 - Paul, R-Texas, amendment
that would prohibit the use of funds in the
bill to pay for any U.S. contribution to the
United National Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Organization (UNESCO). Rejected
135-283: R 132-90; D 3-192; 1 0-1. LPPV
POSITION:YES

sy
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HOUSE SCORECARD
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Alabama
4 Aderholt (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
6 Bachus, S. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
1 Bonner (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
5 Cramer (D) 64% + + - + + + - + - + -
7 Davis,A. (D) 27% - - - + - + - + - ; -
2 Everett(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Rogers, Mike D. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
Alaska
AL Young, D. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + X
Arizona
6 Flake (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Franks, T. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
7 Grijalva (D) 0% - - - - - - - R R - .
5 Hayworth (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
8 Kolbe (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
4 Pastor (D) 0% - - - - - - - - R - .
1 Renzi(R) 91% + + + + + + - + + + +
3 Shadegg (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + +
Arkansas
1 Berry(D) 64% + + - + + + - + + - -
3 Boozman (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Ross (D) 73% + + - + + + - + + + -
2 Snyder (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
California
43 Baca (D) 45% + - + + - - - + + - .
31 Becerra (D) 0% - - - - _ _ _ _ _
28 Berman (D) 0% - - - X X - - - X X -
45 Bono (R) 82% + + + + + + + + + - -
44 Calvert (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
23 Capps (D) 0% - - - - - - - - . - .
18 Cardoza (D) 55% - + + + - - - + + + -
48 Cox (R) 91% + + + + + + + + X + +
50 Cunningham (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
53 Davis, S. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
20 Dooley (D) 55% + + + - - + + - + - -
4 Doolittle (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
26 Dreier (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
14 Eshoo (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
17 Farr (D) 9% - + - - - - - - R - -
51 Filner (D) 9% - - - - - - X X R + .
24 Gallegly (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
36 Harman (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Herger (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
15 Honda (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X
52 Hunter (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
49 lIssa (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
12 Lantos (D) 0% - - - - - - - R R - .
9 Lee (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
41 Lewis, Jerry (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
16 Lofgren (D) 0% - X - - - _ _ - _ _ _
5 Matsui (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X
25 McKeon (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
37 Millender-McDonald (D ) 0% - - X X X X - - - - -
7 Miller, George (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
42 Miller, Gary (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
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PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEXX
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California (Continued)
38 Napolitano (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
21 Nunes (R) 82% - + + + + + + + + + -
3 Ose(R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
8 Pelosi (D) 0% - - X - - - - - - - -
11 Pombo (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
19 Radanovich (R) 91% + X + + + + + + + + +
46 Rohrabacher (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
34 Roybal-Allard (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
40 Royce (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
39 Sanchez, Linda (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
47 Sanchez, Loretta (D) 9% - X +
29 Schiff (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
27 Sherman (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -
32 Solis (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
13 Stark (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
10 Tauscher (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
22 Thomas, B. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
1 Thompson, M. (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
35 Waters (D) 9% - - - - - - - - - + -
33 Watson (D) 0% - - - - - X - - - - -
30 Waxman (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -
6 Woolsey (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
Colorado
7 Beauprez (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
1 DeGette (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
5 Hefley (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
3 Meclnnis (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Musgrave (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
6 Tancredo (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Udall,M. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
Connecticut
3 Delauro (D) 0% - - - - - - - - -
5 Johnson, N. (R) 18% - - + - +
1 Larson,J. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
4 Shays (R) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
2 Simmons (R) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
Delaware
AL Castle (R) 36% - + + - + - + - - - -
Florida
9 Bilirakis (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Boyd (D) 64% + - - + + + - + + + -
3 Brown,C. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
5 Brown-Waite (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Crenshaw (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
11 Davis, Jim (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
20 Deutsch (D) 0% - - - - - X - - - - X
21 Diaz-Balart, L. (R) 82% + + + + + X + + + + -
25 Diaz-Balart, M. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
24 Feeney (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
16 Foley (R) 82% + + + + + + + + + - -
14 Goss (R) 82% + + + + + + + + + - -
13 Harris (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
23 Hastings, A. (D) 0% - - - - - - X X X X X
8 Keller (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
17 Meek, K. (D) 9% - - + - - - - - - - X
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Florida (Continued)

7 Mica (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -

1 Miller, J. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
12 Putnam (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
18 Ros-Lehtinen (R) 73% + + + + + X + + - + -
22 Shaw (R) 82% + + + + + + + + - + -

6 Stearns (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
15 Weldon, D. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
19 Wexler (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
10 Young, CW. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + X

Georgia

2 Bishop, S. (D) 73% + + + + - + - + + + -
12 Burns, M. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

8 Collins, M. (R) 82% + + + + + X + + + + X
10 Deal (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
11 Gingrey (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

6 Isakson (R) 82% + + + + + + + + X X +

1 Kingston (R) 82% + + + + + + X + X + +

5 Lewis, John (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

7 Linder (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

4 Majette (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

3 Marshall (D) 45% + - + + - + +

9 Norwood (R) 91% + + + + + X + +
13 Scott,D. (D) 36% - + + - - - - + + - -

Hawaii
1 Abercrombie (D ) 55% + + - + + + + - -
2 Case (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -
Idaho
1 Otter (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Simpson (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
Illinois
13 Biggert (R) 64% + + + - + + + + - - -
12 Costello (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -

8 Crane (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

7 Davis,D. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

5 Emanuel (D) 0% - - - - - - - - -
17 Evans (D) 9% - - - X X + - - - - -

4 Gutierrez (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
14 Hastert (R) N/A SPEAKER DOES NOT VOTE

6 Hyde(R) 91% + + + + + + - + + + +

2 Jackson, J. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
15 Johnson, Timothy (R ) 18% - + - - - - + - - - -
10 Kirk (R) 27% - + + - - - + - - - -
18 LaHood (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + X

3 Lipinski (D) 0% - - - - - - - - X X -
16 Manzullo (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

1 Rush (D) 9% - - - - - + - - - - -

9 Schakowsky (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -
19 Shimkus (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
11 Weller (R) 82% + + + + + + X + + +

Indiana

5 Burton (R) 91% + + - + + + + + + + +

4 Buyer(R) 91% + + X + + + + + + + +

7 Carson, J. (D) 0% - X - - - X - - - - X

2 Chocola (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

9 Hil(D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
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Indiana (Continued)
8 Hostettler (R) 91% - + + + + + + + + + +
6 Pence (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Souder (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + - +
1 Visclosky (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
lowa
3 Boswell (D) 55% - + - + - + - + + + -
5 King, S. (R) 91% - + + + + + + + + + +
4 Latham (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
2 lLeach (R) 9% - - - - - + - - - - -
1 Nussle (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
Kansas
3 Moore, D. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
1 Moran, Jerry (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + - +
2 Ryun,J.(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Tiahrt (R) 91% + + + + + X + + + + +
Kentucky
6 Chandler (D) 0% I I | | I - - - - - -
6 Fletcher (R) 100% + + + + + | I I I I |
2 Lewis, R. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Lucas, K. (D) 64% + + + + - + - + - + -
3 Northup (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
5 Rogers, H. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
1  Whitfield (R) 73% + + + + + + + + - - -
Louisiana
5 Alexander, R. (R) 73% - + + + + + - + + + -
6 Baker (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
2 Jefferson (D) 0% - - X X X - - - - - -
7 John (D) 82% + + + + + + - + + + -
4 McCrery (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Tauzin (R) 82% + + + + + X + + + + X
1 Vitter (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
Maine
1 Allen, T.(D) 9% - +
2 Michaud (D) 9% - - - + -
Maryland
6 Bartlett (R) 91% - + + + + + + + + + +
3 Cardin (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X
7 Cummings (D) 0% - - - - - X - - - - -
1 Gilchrest (R) 55% - + + + + - + - + - -
5 Hoyer (D) 0% - - X - - - - - - - -
2 Ruppersberger (D ) 18% - + - - - - - - - + -
8 Van Hollen (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
4 Wynn (D) 18% - + - - - + - - - - -
Massachusetts
8 Capuano (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
10 Delahunt (D) 0% X - - - - - - - - - -
4 Frank, B. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
9 Lynch(D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
7 Markey (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
3 McGovern (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
5 Meehan (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Neal (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
1 Olver (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
6 Tierney (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
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Michigan
4 Camp (R) 82% + o+ + + + ) N P )
14 Conyers (D) 0% - X - - - - - - X X -
15 Dingell (D) 9% - - - - - - - - + - -
3 Ehlers (R) 36% + + - - + X + - - - -
2 Hoekstra (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
5 Kildee (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
13 Kilpatrick (D) 9% - - + - - - - - X X -
9 Knollenberg (R) 82% + + + + + + + + X + -
12 Levin,S. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
11 McCotter (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
10 Miller, C. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
8 Rogers, Mike (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
7 Smith, N. (R) 82% + + - + + + + + X + +
1 Stupak (D) 36% - - - + - - - + + + -
6 Upton (R) 55% + + - - + + - + - + -
Minnesota
1 Gutknecht (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
6 Kennedy, M. (R) 82% + + - + + + + + + + -
2 Kiline (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 McCollum (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
8 Oberstar (D) 36% - - - + - - + + + -
7 Peterson, C. (D) 91% + + + + + + - + + + +
3 Ramstad (R) 18% - + - - - - - - - + -
5 Sabo (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
Mississippi
3 Pickering (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Taylor,G.(D) 36% + - - - + - - - - + +
2 Thompson, B. (D) 9% - - - + - - - - - - -
1 Wicker (R) 82% - + + + + + + + + + -
Missouri
2 Akin (R) 91% - + + + + + + + + + +
7 Blunt (R) 82% + + + + + + + X + + -
1 Clay (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
8 Emerson (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Gephardt (D) 0% X X X X X - X X - - -
6 Graves (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
9 Hulshof (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
5 McCarthy, K. (D) 0% X - - - - - - - - - -
4 Skelton (D) 27% + + - - - - + - - - -
Montana
AL Rehberg (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
Nebraska
1 Bereuter (R) 55% + - - + + + + + X X -
3 Osborne (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
2 Terry (R) 73% + + + + + + X - + +
Nevada
1 Berkley (D) 9% - + X X X - - - - - -
2 Gibbons (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Porter (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + +
New Hampshire
2 Bass (R) 73% - + + + + + + + - + -
1 Bradley (R) 64% - + + + + + - + - + -
New Jersey
1 Andrews (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
7 Ferguson (R) 18% - + X X X - + - - - -
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New Jersey (Continued)
11 Frelinghuysen (R) 45% - + - - + - + + - + -
5 Garrett (R) 82% - + + + + + + + + - +
12 Holt (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 LoBiondo (R) 18% - + - - - - + - - - -
13 Menendez (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -
6 Pallone (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
8 Pascrell (D) 0% - - - - - X - - - - -
10 Payne (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
9 Rothman (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
3 Saxton (R) 18% - + - - - - + - - - -
4 Smith, C. (R) 18% - + - - - - + - - - -
New Mexico
2 Pearce (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Udal, T.(D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
1 Wilson, H. (R) 82% + + + + + + - + + + -
New York
5 Ackerman (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
1 Bishop, T. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
24 Boehlert (R) 36% - + - - - - + ; + + .
7 Crowley (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
17 Engel (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
13 Fossella (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
22 Hinchey (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X
29 Houghton (R) 45% X - - + + + - - + + -
2 lsrael (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
19 Kelly (R) 27% + + - - - - + - - - -
3 King, P. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
18 Lowey (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
14 Maloney (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
4 McCarthy (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
23 McHugh (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
21 McNulty (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
6 Meeks, G. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
8 Nadler (D) 0% - X - - - - - - - - -
11 Owens (D) 9% - - - - + - - - - - -
27 Quinn (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
15 Rangel (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
26 Reynolds (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
16 Serrano (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
28 Slaughter (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
20 Sweeney (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
10 Towns (D) 18% + - - - - + - - - - -
12 Velazquez (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
25 Walsh (R) 73% - + + + + + + + + - -
9 Weiner (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
North Carolina
1 Ballance (D) 0% - - - - - | I I I I |
10 Ballenger (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
5 Burr(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
6 Coble (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Etheridge (D) 18% - - + - - - - + R - -
8 Hayes (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Jones, W. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
7 Mcintyre (D) 45% - + + - - - - + + - +
League of Private Property Voters 15 December 2004



PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX

(%)
s 5 2]
)
g 5 £ 3
HOUSE KEY S g @ O g 2 »
+ Supported Private Property position Q "‘to gl § 8: ~
- Opposed Private Property position ,§s IS 5 S é’(’} S0 & 3’#’ o
X Did not vote (counts as negative) él’ T 55? g Ss FY é"’é’ E 2 SO <
I Ineligible to vote at the time s u{f & g 55 S£ &g @ & O§§I(5 ég;:o
\] & L o4 LFod o & & S
e 9 w3 § Lo T SF¥ § £ 59 83
S J S S §o [ 6 & 3y 95 59
s § &5 5 fFuf o5 5 § 8758
4 & o O FF 2w Frp o § RN ¢S
%AGREED § & o 9 dF dg ¢ & F 9% Qs
ALL VOTES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
REPRESENTATIVE LPPV POSITION: Y Y N N Y Y N N N N Y
North Carolina (Continued)
13 Miller, B. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
9 Myrick (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
4 Price,D. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
11 Taylor, C. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
12 Watt(D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
North Dakota
AL Pomeroy (D) 45% - - + + + - - - + + -
Ohio

8 Boehner (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
13 Brown, S. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

1 Chabot (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + - +

5 Gillmor (R) 82% + + + + + + + + + - -

7 Hobson (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -

11 Jones, S. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X
9 Kaptur (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
10 Kucinich (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
14 LaTourette (R) 73% + + + + + + X X + + -
18 Ney (R) 100% + + + + + o+ + 4 N N ;
4 Oxley (R) 64% - + + + + + X + X + -
2 Portman (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
15 Pryce,D. (R) 82% + + + + + + + + - + -
16 Regula (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
17 Ryan, T.(D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
6 Strickland (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
12 Tiberi (R) 82% + X + + + + + + - + +
3 Turner (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
Oklahoma

2 Carson,B. (D) 45% + + - + - X - + + - -

4 Cole (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -

5 lIstook (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

3 Lucas (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

1 Sullivan (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +

Oregon

3 Blumenauer (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - X

4 DeFazio (D) 9% - - + - - - - - - - -

5 Hooley (D) 18% - + + - - - - - - - -

2 Walden (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -

1 Wu(D) 9% - - + - - - - - - - -

Pennsylvania

1 Brady,R. (D) 18% + - - + - - - - - - -
14 Doyle (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - -

3 English (R) 73% + + + + + + + + - - -

2 Fattah (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

6 Gerlach (R) 36% - + + - - - + - - + -

8 Greenwood (R) 45% - + + + - + + - - - -

4 Hart(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
13 Hoeffel (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -

17 Holden (D) 18% - - - + - - - - + - -
11 Kanjorski (D ) 27% + - - + - - - + - - .
18 Murphy (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
12 Murtha (D) 45% + - - + - - + + - + )

5 Peterson, J. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
16 Pitts (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
19 Platts (R) 91% + + + + + + + + - + +
10 Sherwood (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
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Pennsylvania (Continued)
9 Shuster (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
15 Toomey (R) 91% + + + + + X + + + + +
7 Weldon, C. (R) 64% + + - + + - + + - + -
RhodelIsland
1 Kennedy, P. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Langevin (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
South Carolina
3 Barrett (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
1 Brown, H. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
6 Clyburn (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
4 DeMint (R) 55% + + + + + X X X X X +
5 Spratt (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Wilson, J. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
South Dakota
AL Herseth (D) 50% I I I I I - - + + + -
AL Janklow (R) 40% + + X X X | I I I I I
Tennessee
7 Blackburn (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
5 Cooper (D) 9% - - - - - - - - + - -
4 Dauvis, L. (D) 27% - + - + - - - + - - -
2 Duncan (R) 91% - + + + + + + + + + +
9 Ford (D) 9% X + - - - - - - - - -
6 Gordon (D) 9% - + - X - - - - - - -
1 Jenkins (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
8 Tanner(D) 64% + + + + + - - - + + -
3 Wamp (R) 91% + + + + + + + : i N ;
Texas
6 Barton (R) 73% + + + X X + + + + + -
25 Bell (D) 9% - + - - - X - - - - -
23 Bonilla (R) 82% + + + X X + + + + + +
8 Brady, K. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
26 Burgess (R) 82% + + + X X + + + + + +
31 Carter (R) 73% + + + X X + + + + + -
19 Combest (R) 100% + I | | I | I I I | I
7 Culberson (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
22 Delay (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
10 Doggett (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
11 Edwards (D) 73% + + - + + + + + + - -
24 Frost (D) 9% - - - - - - - - + -
20 Gonzalez (D) 9% - - - - - + - - - -
12 Granger (R) 55% + + + X X + X X + + -
29 Green,G.(D) 27% + - - - - + + - - . ;
4 Hall (R) 82% - + + + + + + + + + -
5 Hensarling (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
15 Hinojosa (D) 27% + + - - - + - - - - -
18 Jackson-Lee, S. (D) 9% - - - - - + - - - - -
3 Johnson, Sam (R) 82% + + + X X + + + + + +
30 Johnson, E. (D) 9% - - - - - - - - + - -
9 Lampson (D) 18% - + - - - + - - - - -
19 Neugebauer (R) 100% I + + + + + + + + + +
27 Ortiz(D) 55% + - + + + + - - - + -
14 Paul (R) 82% X + + + + + - + + + +
16 Reyes (D) 36% + - - + + + - - X X -
28 Rodriguez (D) 18% + - - - - + - - - - -
1 Sandlin (D) 64% + + - + + + - - + + -
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Texas (Continued)
32 Sessions, P. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
21 Smith, L. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
17 Stenholm (D) 82% + - + + + + + + + + -
13 Thornberry (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Turner,J. (D) 55% + - + + + - - + + - -
Utah
1 Bishop, R. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Cannon (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
2 Matheson (D) 36% - + - + - - - + +
Vermont
AL Sanders (I) 9% - - - - - - - - - + -
Virginia
9 Boucher (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
7 Cantor (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
1 Dauvis, Jo Ann (R) 91% + + + + + + - + + + +
11 Davis, T. (R) 73% + + + + + + + - - + -
4 Forbes (R) 91% + + + + + + - + + + +
5 Goode (R) 91% + + + + + + + + - + +
6 Goodlatte (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
8 Moran, James (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Schrock (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
3 Scott,R. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
10 Wolf (R) 82% + + + + + - + + + + -
Washington
3 Baird (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
6 Dicks (D) 9% - - - - - - + - - - -
8 Dunn (R) 91% + + + + + + + + + + -
4 Hastings, D. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
1 Inslee (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
2 Larsen,R. (D) 18% - + + - - - - - - - -
7 McDermott (D) 0% - - - - - -
5 Nethercutt (R) 73% + + + + X X -
9 Smith,A. (D) 9% X - - + X X -
West Virginia
2 Capito (R) 82% + + + + + + + + + - -
1 Mollohan (D) 36% + - - + + - - + - - -
3 Rahall (D) 9% - + - - - - - - - - -
Wisconsin
2 Baldwin (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
8 Green, M. (R) 91% + + + + + + + + - + +
3 Kind (D) 9% - - - - - - - - - + -
4 Kleczka (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
7 Obey (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - -
6 Petri(R) 82% - + + - + + + + + + +
1 Ryan,P.(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
5 Sensenbrenner (R ) 82% + + + - + + + + - + +
Wyoming
AL Cubin (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + +
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The 2004 Private Property Congressional
Vote Index is co-sponsored by:

Alaska Miners Association
American Borate Company
American Forest Resource Council
American Land Rights Association
American Policy Center
Associated Industries of Vermont
Associated Oregon Loggers
Bates Construction
Black Hills Multiple Use Coalition
Brizard Compan¥
Brubaker-Mann Incorporated
Buchanan Hardwoods, Incorporated
Bunker Hill Mine
Burgess Logging
Cable Hardwoods, Incorporated
California Forestry Association
California Women in Timber, Siskiyou Chapter
Central Texas Taxpayers Association
Chuckwalla Mountain Desert Rats
Citizens for Constitutional Property Rights
Cochran-Zandi Lumber Company
Communities gor a Great Northwest
Constitution Political Action Committee
Cox Ranch
Crooked Lake Northshore Association
Davis Mountains Trans-Pecos Heritage Association
Double R Properties
Eastern Oregon Mining Association
Family Water Alliance
Fire Island National Seashore Advisory Board
Forest Landowners Association Incorporated
Fur Commission USA
Gulf Lumber Company
Hammond Ranches
Herron Lumber Incorporated
Hill Country Heritage Association
J & J Forest Products Incorporated
Landowners Association of North Dakota
Lejabeach.com
Lumbermen's Association of Texas
Lynch E;;l'others s

acMullin Forest Loggin
Multiple Use Assg]c/iutiongg &
Multiple-Use Land Alliance
National Inholders Association
Nevada Farm Bureau
New Mexico Woolgrowers Action Committee
Northwest Council of Governmnents
Oregonians for Food & Shelter
Papco Incorporated
Parsons Ranch Company

People for the Constitution

Pine River Lumber Company Ltd.

Potlatch Corporation

Prescott Livestock Auction

Professional Agri Service

Property Owners Standing Together (POST)
Property Rights Foundation of America
Quail's Nest Industries

RSG Forest Products Incorporated
Resource Development Council

Robinson & Sons

San Joaquin County Citizens Land Alliance
Simpson Resource Company

South Dakota Women in Timber, Black Hills Chapter
Take Care/Sierra Forest Products

Texas Wildlife Association

The Conservative Caucus Foundation
Trans Texas Heritage Association

V-Cross Cattle/Open N Cattle

Virginians for Property Rights

Warren Land & Development Incorporated
Washington Contract Loggers Association
Washington County Alliance

Washington Property Rights Alliance
Western States Ground Water Alliance
William Tripp Ranch

Individuals:

Dirk Anderson
Richard Broders
Rogan Coombs
Terry Cooper

Robert & Joyce Covey
Jay Cox

Velda Dickey

Roy Doner

Becky Norton Dunlo
Peter & Mary Jane Ehrman
J. Roger Friedman
Ben Gardner

Betty Gibson

Jack & Jane Hearn
Jack Hoa

Anthony Intiso

John & Patricia King
William E. Lindsey
Edith Romey

Tom Strider

Barbara Veale
Gordon Ziesing

Add your name or your Company name to this list!!
Call: 360-687-2471 — Fax: 360-687-2973 or
Email: Ippv@pacifier.com
More co-sponsors are signing up every day. See next page for details.
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PRIVATE PROPERTY CONGRESSIONAL VOTE INDEX
SPONSORSHIP ACCEPTANCE FORM

YES, I wish to sponsor the Private Property Congressional Vote Index.
Hereis my $100 to become an official sponsor.

Enclosed is$35 for membership in theLeague of Private Property Voters. Iunderstand [ will
receive various alerts and publications to keep me informed about government land acquisition, United
Nations, Federal and state land use controls, wetlands, Endangered Species Actand other private property
issues.

1O

|:| I cannot be a co-sponsor of the Index at this time. However, I really like the Vote Index. Here'sa
contribution to help mail the Index to more people.

$500 $200 $100  Other$
NAME ORGANIZATION (ifany)
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP
TELEPHONE FAX
E-MAIL WEBSITE

Please contact the organization below about being a co-sponsor of the Private Property Vote Index.

Organization

ContactName Phone Number

Please mail with your check payable to:

LEAGUE OF PRIVATE PROPERTY VOTERS
PO Box 423

Battle Ground, WA 98604

(360) 687-2471

Fax (360) 687-2973

email: Ippv@pacifier.com
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