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Key Votes 116th House of Representatives

1- Protecting Life in Global Health Assistance/United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA)

On January 3, 2019, the U.S. House of Representatives considered the Consolidated Appropriations Act (H.R. 21), a bill to fund certain 
government programs through September 30, 2019.  The bill contained language to overturn President Trump's pro-life Protecting Life in 
Global Health Assistance program, under which certain forms of foreign aid may go only to organizations that agree not to perform abortions 
(except to save the mother's life or in cases of rape or incest), lobby to change the abortion laws of host countries, or otherwise actively promote 
abortion as a method of family planning.  Another objectionable provision of H.R. 21 would restore funding to the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA); such funding was blocked by the Trump Administration in 2017 due to that agency's involvement in coercive population-
control policies.  Because of these provisions, NRLC opposed the bill, as explained in detail in a letter sent to House members.  However, the 
House passed the bill, 241-190 (House roll call no. 11, January 3, 2019).  On this roll call, 234 Democrats and 7 Republicans voted for the bill 
(pro-abortion), while 190 Republicans opposed it (pro-life).  

2- "For the People Act of 2019" (restrictions on free speech)

The so-called "For the People Act of 2019" (H.R. 1) is intended to make it as difficult as possible for corporations (including nonprofit, issue-
oriented corporations such as NRLC) to spend money to communicate with the public about the actions of federal officeholders, by applying an 
array of restrictions on ads, as well as requirements that violate the privacy rights of donors.  NRLC expressed its strong opposition to the bill in 
aletter sent to members of the House of Representatives on March 6, 2019.  NRLC said that the overriding purpose of the legislation is "to 
discourage, as much as possible, disfavored groups (such as NRLC) from communicating about officeholders, by exposing citizens who 
support such efforts to harassment and intimidation, and by smothering organizations in layer on layer of record keeping and reporting 
requirements, all backed by the threat of civil and criminal sanctions.  On this roll call, 234 Democrats voted for the bill, while 190 Republicans 
opposed it (NRLC position).  

3-  The So-Called "Equality Act"



In addition to other issues, H.R. 5 poses a significant pro-life threat. It amends the 1964 Civil Rights Act, adding language that could be used to 
make abortions more available, expand taxpayer funding of abortion, and weaken conscience protections for health care providers opposed to 
participating in abortions.  National Right to Life Committee opposed passage of H.R. 5, which passed the House, 236-173, on May 16, 2019 
(House Roll Call No. 217). The bill was supported by 228 Democrats and 8 Republicans. It was opposed by 173 Republicans. 7 Democrats and 
16 Republicans did not vote. See more here: https://www.nrlc.org/equality-act/

4-  Amendment to Restore Conscience Protection (Cole)
H.R. 2740, the Labor, Health and Human Services, Education, Defense, State, Foreign Operations, and Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2020 is a bill opposed by the National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) as it includes several provisions that roll back 
current pro-life policies. Among other things, H.R. 2740 would block implementation and enforcement of the recent rule, “Protecting Statutory 
Conscience Rights in Health Care,” issued by the Department of Health and Human Services.  That rule would enforce approximately 25 
existing longstanding statutory civil rights provisions that protect health care providers from suffering discrimination if they do not participate 
in abortion, sterilization, or assisted suicide.

Representative Cole offered an amendment to strike this language and permit the ‘‘Protecting Statutory Conscience Rights in Health Care’’ rule 
to stand. NRLC supported the Cole Amendment. On June 12, 2019, the House of Representatives blocked the Cole Amendment by a roll call 
vote of 230 to 172.  The amendment was supported by 189 Republicans and 3 Democrats.  Voting against it were 230 Democrats. NRLC 
opposes passage of the underlying bill, H.R. 2740. House roll call no. 266, June 12, 2019.

5-  Amendment to Restore Pro-life Protections to Title X Program (Roby)
H.R. 2740 (see above) would block the Administration’s final rule related to prolife changes to the Title X family planning program.  Under the 
rule, abortion facilities may not be in the same location where family planning services are delivered.  The rule also states that Title X grantees 
may not refer for elective abortion.  The rule does not cut one dime of funding for family planning, but ensures that funding goes to health 
facilities that do not perform or promote abortion as family planning.  Under the Obama Administration policy (which H.R. 2740 would 
restore), Title X consistently funded family planning through organizations that promoted and provided abortions.

Representative Roby offered an amendment to strike the language that prevents the implementation of the pro-life Title X rule.  NRLC 
supported the Roby Amendment. On June 12, 2019, the House of Representatives blocked the Roby Amendment by a roll call vote of 231 to 
171.  The amendment was supported by 188 Republicans and 3 Democrats.  Voting against it were 231 Democrats. NRLC opposes passage of 
the underlying bill, H.R. 2740. House roll call no. 267, June 12, 2019. 

6-  Fiscal 2020 Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations



H.R. 2740 includes several provisions that roll back pro-life policies. H.R. 2740 would block implementation and enforcement of the recent 
rule, “Protecting Statutory Conscience Rights in Health Care,” issued by the Department of Health and Human Services. That rule would 
enforce approximately 25 existing longstanding statutory civil rights provisions that protect health care providers from suffering discrimination 
if they do not participate in abortion, sterilization, or assisted suicide.

H.R. 2740 would block the Administration’s final rule related to prolife changes to the Trump Administration Title X family planning program. 
See more above.  H.R. 2740 contains language that would effectively overturn the current pro-life Protecting Life in Global Health Assistance 
program, and further, it would create a statutory prohibition against a future Administration ever issuing a similar pro-life policy again. This 
vital pro-life policy, sometimes referred to as the Mexico City Policy, was originally adopted by President Reagan and announced at a 1984 
population conference in Mexico City. The policy was reinstated by President’s Bush in 2001, and restored and expanded under President 
Trump in 2017. Under the Protecting Life in Global Health Assistance program, in order to be eligible for U.S. “population assistance,” a 
private organization must sign a contract promising not to perform abortions (except to save the mother’s life or in cases of rape or incest), 
lobby to change the abortion laws of host countries, or otherwise “actively promote abortion as a method of family planning.” National Right to 
Life Committee opposed passage of H.R. 2740, which passed the House, 226-203, on June 20, 2019 (House Roll Call No. 367). 226 Democrats 
voted in favor of the bill. 7 Democrats and 196 Republicans voted against the bill.

7- Fiscal 2020 Financial Services and General Government Appropriations (D.C. Hyde)
H.R. 3351 repeals the “D.C. Hyde Amendment” (sometimes called the Dornan Amendment) that has prevented tax-funded abortion in the 
District of Columbia for many years.

The “D.C. Hyde Amendment” prohibits the use of government funds to pay for abortion in the Federal District (except to save the life of the 
mother, or in cases of rape or incest), which for decades (with brief interruptions) has been part of the annual appropriations bill that covers the 
District.

National Right to Life Committee opposed passage of H.R. 3351, which passed the House, 224-196, on June 26, 2019 (House Roll Call No. 
424). 224 Democrats voted in favor of the bill. 5 Democrats and 191 Republicans voted against the bill.

8 - The “Shield Act” (restrictions on free speech)



The so-called "Shield Act" (H.R. 4617) is intended to make it as difficult as possible for corporations (including nonprofit, issue-oriented 
corporations such as NRLC) to engage in non-political campaigns. H.R. 4617 expands the definition of “qualified political advertisement” to 
“any political matter of national importance, including… a national legislative issue of public importance.” Therefore, advertisements (digital 
or broadcast) that touched on abortion and were run, for example, in favor choosing adoption, or that described a developing unborn child, close 
enough to an election could only be done by a political action committee, and would be subject to new burdensome disclaimer and reporting 
requirements from the FEC. This would have a powerful chilling effect on the ability of groups like NRLC to talk about abortion in the public 
space.

Since the bill would expand the definition of “electioneering communications,” a standard currently limited to radio and television campaigns, 
to include online campaigns, these online communications will be subject to FEC requirements for the first time. This would result in 
organizations, like NRLC, becoming subject to politically motivated complaints, investigations, and legal liability. These costs would negate 
the many benefits organizations like NRLC have in using online grassroots campaigns to effect social change.

On this roll call, 227 Democrats voted for the bill, while 179 Republicans, 1 Democrat, and 1 Independent opposed it (NRLC position). The bill 
then went to the U.S. Senate, which is not expected to take up the legislation.  House roll call no. 583, October 23, 2019. 

9 - H.R. 3 Prescription Drug
H.R. 3, the so-called "Lower Drug Costs Now Act of 2019", if enacted, would prevent people from accessing current life-saving medication 
and prevent new innovative medications from coming to market.  H.R. 3 would effectively impose rationing of lifesaving drugs through drug 
price controls, not only in Medicare, but in the entire U.S. health market.

H.R. 3 would instruct the Secretary of Health and Human Services to negotiate prices for many prescription drugs. The prices resulting from 
these "negotiations" would then be imposed on the entire U.S. healthcare market. Manufacturers that attempt to deviate from these fixed prices 
would face massive civil monetary penalties.

Under current law, prices are negotiated by competing private insurers --not simply accepted at a level set by the drug companies. However, 
there are checks and balances on these negotiations by private parties that help prevent them from driving prices so low as to result in rationing 
and harm to new drug development — checks and balances not present when the government steps in to set prices. Under new government 
price setting, H.R. 3 would drive most companies out of the process of innovation, if not out of business altogether.

National Right to Life Committee opposed passage of H.R. 3, which passed the House, 230-192, on December 12, 2019 (House Roll Call No. 
682). The bill was supported by 228 Democrats and 2 Republicans. It was opposed by 191 Republicans. 4 Democrats and 4 Republicans did not 
vote.

10- EPA Water Regulations and Unborn Children



H.R. 535, the PFAS Action Act of 2019, H.R. 535, deals with the Safe Drinking Water Act and would require the Environmental Protection 
Agency to declare two types of substances, known as PFAS, as hazardous. Rep. Cathy McMorris Rodgers (R-WA) offered a motion to 
recommit to amend the Safe Drinking Water Act to add “unborn child” to the list of subpopulations at greater risk of being affected by 
contaminants in drinking water. 
Currently, Section 1458 of the Safe Drinking Water Act identifies subpopulations that include “infants” and “pregnant women.”  This MTR 
recognizes that, when a pregnant women is exposed to contaminated drinking water, there are two people put at risk in that situation: the 
pregnant woman and her unborn child.

The MTR uses the definition of “unborn child” from the Unborn Victims of Violence Act (18 U.S. Code § 1841). It defines “unborn child” as 
“a child in utero,” which is defined as “a member of the species homo sapiens, at any stage of development who is carried in the womb.” On 
January 10th, 2020, the House of Representatives blocked the motion by a vote of 187-219.  The motion was supported by 183 republicans and 
4 Democrats.  Voting against it were 219 Democrats. House roll call 12, January 10, 2020.

11- "Equal Rights Amendment" to U.S. Constitution
The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) opposes adding any so-called "Equal Rights Amendment" to the federal Constitution, unless an 
"abortion-neutral amendment" is included to prevent the ERA from being used as a pro-abortion legal weapon.  In 1972, Congress submitted to 
the states an ERA that contained no abortion-neutral language, and therefore could be used to attack virtually all limits on abortion.  The ERA 
failed to achieve ratification by the required 38 state legislatures by the 1979 deadline that Congress included in the original resolution; only 35 
legislatures passed ratification resolutions, most of which explicitly referred to the deadline, and five states rescinded their ratifications before 
the deadline.  In 1982, the U.S. Supreme Court recognized that the 1972 ERA was dead. 

Nevertheless, pro-abortion Rep. Jackie Speier (D-Ca.) introduced H. J. Res. 79, which purports to retroactively remove the ratification deadline.  
NRLC opposes H.J. Res. 79 because it seeks to place the pro-abortion 1972 ERA into the U.S. Constitution, and also because it seeks to employ 
an unconstitutional method.  On this roll call, No. 70, 232 Democrats and 5 Republicans voted for the joint resolution, while 182 Republicans 
and one Independent opposed it (NRLC position). 

12- MTR Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protection Act
"The Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protection Act (BAASPA),  sponsored by Congresswoman Ann Wagner (R-Mo.), would enact an explicit 
requirement that a baby born alive during an abortion must be afforded “the same degree” of care that would apply “to any other child born 
alive at the same gestational age,” including transportation to a hospital.  In addition, the bill applies the existing penalties of 18 U.S.C. Sec. 
1111 (the federal murder statute) to anyone who performs “an overt act that kills a child born alive.” The bill also empowers women with a 
right to sue their abortionists and others for harm caused by violations of the act.

On February 28, 2020, during consideration of H.R 2339, Republican offered a Motion to Recommit with instructions to consider BAASPA.   
The bill was supported by all 183 Republicans, three Democrats, and one Independent.  220 Democrats voted against the Motion to recommit.   
Eight Democrats and 14 republicans were absent. House roll call no. 77."                                                                                                                                        



13- Obamacare Expansion and Drug Price Controls
H.R. 1425 contains several objectionable provisions including: 1) Permanent tax credit increases to the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act (PPACA); 2) A new federal reinsurance program run by states without Hyde-like protections; and 3) Prescription drug price controls that 
will lead to the rationing of treatment.

Up until the passage of Obamacare, an array of long-established laws, including the Hyde Amendment, had created a nearly uniform policy that 
federal programs did not pay for abortion or subsidize health plans that included coverage of abortion, with narrow exceptions. Regrettably, 
provisions of the 2010 Obamacare health law ruptured that longstanding policy. Among other objectionable provisions, the Obamacare law 
authorized massive federal subsidies to assist many millions of Americans to purchase private health plans that cover abortion on demand.  H.
R. 1425 amends the PPACA by permanently enlarging the federal insurance premium subsidies and also by expanding eligibility for who can 
receive the premium tax credits.  In addition, H.R. 1425 creates a new federal insurance program dealing with cost-sharing reductions (CSR) 
and reinsurance, and these payments do not include Hyde-like protections. If enacted, the H.R. 1425 CSR payments can be expected to 
underwrite a significant number of Obamacare plans that cover abortion on demand.  H.R. 1425 also contains significant components of H.R. 3, 
the so-called "Lower Drug Costs Now Act of 2019". (see above)
National Right to Life Committee opposed passage of H.R. 1425, which passed the House, 230-192, on June 29, 2020 (House Roll Call No. 
124). The bill was supported by 232 Democrats and 2 Republicans. It was opposed by 177 Republicans and 1 Independent. 18 Republicans did 
not vote.

14- Tax Subsidies for Abortion-Promoting Groups Overseas
On July 24, 2020, the U.S. House of Representatives considered the Consolidated Appropriations Act (H.R. 7608), a bill to fund certain 
government programs through September 30, 2021.  The bill contained language to overturn President Trump's pro-life Protecting Life in 
Global Health Assistance program (formerly known as the Mexico City Policy), under which certain forms of foreign aid may go only to 
organizations that agree not to perform abortions (except to save the mother's life or in cases of rape or incest), lobby to change the abortion 
laws of host countries, or otherwise actively promote abortion as a method of family planning. 

Additionally, H.R. 7608 would weaken the Kemp-Kasten Amendment while also providing increased funding to the UNFPA. The Kemp-
Kasten Amendment was originally enacted in 1985 in response to the UNFPA’s extensive involvement in China’s coercive population control 
program. The amendment prohibits giving U.S. “population assistance” funds to “any organization or program which, as determined by the 
President of the United States, supports or participates in the management of a program of coercive abortion or involuntary sterilization.” In 
2017, the Trump Administration determined that the UNFPA remains in violation of the Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion law and withheld funding. 
The Appropriations bill would increase funding, while at the same time weaken the ability of the administration to withhold funds.

Because of these provisions, NRLC opposed the bill, as explained in detail in a letter sent to House members.  However, the House passed the 
bill, 224-189 (House roll call no. 166, July 24, 2020).  On this roll call, 224 Democrats voted for the bill (pro-abortion), while 182 Republicans 
and 7 Democrats opposed it (pro-life).  The bill then went to the U.S. Senate, which is not expected to pass it without extensive modifications.



15 - Fiscal Year 2020 Appropriations Conscience/Title X/DC Hyde Amendment
H.R. 7617 includes several provisions that roll back current pro-life policies. H.R. 7617 would block implementation and enforcement of the 
recent rule, “Protecting Statutory Conscience Rights in Health Care,” issued by the Department of Health and Human Services. That rule would 
enforce approximately 25 existing longstanding statutory civil rights provisions that protect health care providers from suffering discrimination 
if they do not participate in abortion, sterilization, or assisted suicide.

H.R. 7617 would block the Administration’s final rule related to prolife changes to the Title X family planning program. Under the rule, 
abortion facilities may not be in the same location where family planning services are delivered. The rule also states that Title X grantees may 
not refer for elective abortion. The rule does not cut one dime of funding for family planning, but ensures that funding goes to health facilities 
that do not perform or promote abortion as family planning. Under the Obama Administration policy (which H.R. 7617 would restore), Title X 
consistently funded family planning through organizations that promoted and provided abortions.

H.R. 7617 repeals the “D.C. Hyde Amendment” (sometimes called the Dornan Amendment) that has prevented tax-funded abortion in the 
District of Columbia for many years. The “D.C. Hyde Amendment” prohibits the use of government funds to pay for abortion in the Federal 
District (except to save the life of the mother, or in cases of rape or incest), which for decades (with brief interruptions) has been part of the 
annual appropriations bill that covers the District.

Because of these provisions, NRLC opposed the bill.  However, the House passed the bill, 217-197 (House roll call no. 178, July 31, 2020).  On 
this roll call, 217 Democrats voted for the bill (pro-abortion), while 185 Republicans and 12 Democrats opposed it (pro-life).  

16- Heroes Act Abortion Expanding Provisions
NRLC opposed the House Amendment to the Senate Amendment to H.R. 925, or Heroes 2.0. Heroes 2.0 deals broadly with adressing the 
Covid-19 pandemnic.  However, the legisltaion contains numerous provisions aimed at propping up the abortion industry as well as potentially 
funneling millions of dollars into programs without Hyde Amendment protections. Heroes 2.0 specifically states “no person otherwise eligible 
shall be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or subjected to discrimination in the administration of, programs and services 
receiving funding under a covered law…, based on any factor that is not merit-based, such as age, disability, sex…” In the legislation, “sex” is 
defined to include “pregnancy, childbirth, or related medical conditions.” It is well established that abortion will be regarded as a “related 
medical condition.”

The language of Heroes 2.0 would open the door to legal challenges regarding abortion because it would establish that any pregnancy-related 
medical conditions—including abortion—could not be treated less favorably than other physical conditions. 

Heroes 2.0 would also apply retroactively to previous Covid-19 relief packages. On this roll call, No. 214, 214  Democrats voted for the 
measure, while 188 Republicans, 18 Democrats, and one Independent opposed it (NRLC position)



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Score
ALABAMA

1 Byrne, Bradley X X X X X X X X X X NV NV X NV X X 100%
2 Roby, Martha X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
3 Rogers, Mike X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X NV 100%
4 Aderholt, Robert B. X X X X X X NV X X NV X X X X X X 100%
5 Brooks, Mo X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Palmer, Gary J. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Sewell, Terri A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

ALASKA
AL Young, Don X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

ARIZONA
1 O'Halleran, Tom O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Kirkpatrick, Ann O O O O O O O O O NV NV O O NV O O 0%
3 Grijalva, Raúl M. O O O O O O O O O O O NV O O O O 0%
4 Gosar, Paul A. X X X X X X X X NV X X X NV X X X 100%
5 Biggs, Andy X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Schweikert, David X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Gallego, Ruben O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Lesko, Debbie X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Stanton, Greg O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

ARKANSAS
1 Crawford, Eric A. "Rick" X NV X X X X X X X NV NV X X NV X X 100%
2 Hill, J. French X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Womack, Steve X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Westerman, Bruce X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



CALIFORNIA
1 LaMalfa, Doug X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Huffman, Jared O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Garamendi, John O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 McClintock, Tom X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Thompson, Mike O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Matsui, Doris O. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Bera, Ami O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Cook, Paul X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 McNerney, Jerry O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Harder, Josh O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
11 DeSaulnier, Mark O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
12 Pelosi, Nancy O O O NV NV NV NV NV NV NV O NV O NV NV O 0%
13 Lee, Barbara O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
14 Speier, Jackie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
15 Swalwell, Eric O O NV NV NV O NV O O O O O O O O O 0%
16 Costa, Jim O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
17 Khanna, Ro O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X O 6%
18 Eshoo, Anna G. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
19 Lofgren, Zoe O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
20 Panetta, Jimmy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
21 Cox, TJ O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
22 Nunes, Devin X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
23 McCarthy, Kevin X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
24 Carbajal, Salud O. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
25 Hill, Katie O O O O O O O O I I I I I I I I 0%
25 Garcia, Mike* I I I I I I I I I I I X X X X X 100%
26 Brownley, Julia O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
27 Chu, Judy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%



28 Schiff, Adam B. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
29 Cárdenas, Tony O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
30 Sherman, Brad O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
31 Aguilar, Pete O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
32 Napolitano, Grace F. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
33 Lieu, Ted O O O O O O O O NV O O O O O O O 0%
34 Gomez, Jimmy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
35 Torres, Norma J. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
36 Ruiz, Raul O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
37 Bass, Karen O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
38 Sánchez, Linda T. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
39 Cisneros, Gilbert Ray, Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
40 Roybal-Allard, Lucille O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
41 Takano, Mark O O O O O O O NV O O O O O O O O 0%
42 Calvert, Ken X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
43 Waters, Maxine O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
44 Barragán, Nanette Diaz O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
45 Porter, Katie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
46 Correa, J. Luis O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
47 Lowenthal, Alan S. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
48 Rouda, Harley O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
49 Levin, Mike O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
50 Hunter, Duncan** X X X X X X X X NV NV I I I I I I 100%
51 Vargas, Juan O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
52 Peters, Scott H. O O O O O O O NV O O O O O O O O 0%
53 Davis, Susan A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

*Vacancy due to the resignation of Katie Hill, November 3, 2019. Mike Garcia assumed office May 19, 2020.
**Vacancy due to the resignation of Duncan Hunter, January 1, 2020.

COLORADO



1 DeGette, Diana O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Neguse, Joe O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Tipton, Scott R. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Buck, Ken X X X NV NV X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Lamborn, Doug X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Crow, Jason O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Perlmutter, Ed O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

CONNECTICUT
1 Larson, John B. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O NV O 0%
2 Courtney, Joe O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 DeLauro, Rosa L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Himes, James A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Hayes, Jahana O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

DELAWARE
Blunt Rochester, Lisa O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

FLORIDA
1 Gaetz, Matt X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Dunn, Neal P. X NV X X X X X X X X X NV X X X NV 100%
3 Yoho, Ted S. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Rutherford, John H. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Lawson, Al, Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Waltz, Michael X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Murphy, Stephanie N. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Posey, Bill X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Soto, Darren O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Demings, Val Butler O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
11 Webster, Daniel X X X X X X X X X X X NV O X X X 100%



12 Bilirakis, Gus M. X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
13 Crist, Charlie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
14 Castor, Kathy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
15 Spano, Ross X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
16 Buchanan, Vern X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X 100%
17 Steube, W. Gregory X X NV X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
18 Mast, Brian J. X X X X X X X X X X NV X X NV X X 100%
19 Rooney, Francis X X X X X X NV X NV X X NV NV X NV X 100%
20 Hastings, Alcee L. O O O NV NV NV O O O O O O O O O O 0%
21 Frankel, Lois O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
22 Deutch, Theodore E. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
23 Wasserman Schultz, Debbie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
24 Wilson, Frederica S. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
25 Diaz-Balart, Mario X X O X X X X X X X X X X X X X 94%
26 Mucarsel-Powell, Debbie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
27 Shalala, Donna E. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

GEORGIA
1 Carter, Earl L. "Buddy" X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Bishop, Sanford D., Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O NV O O O O 0%
3 Ferguson, A. Drew, IV X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Johnson, Henry C. "Hank" O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Lewis, John O O O O O O O O NV NV O I I I I I 0%
6 McBath, Lucy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Woodall, Rob X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
8 Scott, Austin X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
9 Collins, Doug X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%

10 Hice, Jody B. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X 100%
11 Loudermilk, Barry X X X X X X X X X NV X NV NV X X NV 100%
12 Allen, Rick W. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



13 Scott, David O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
14 Graves, Tom X X X X X X X X X X NV X X NV X NV 100%

HAWAII
1 Case, Ed O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Gabbard, Tulsi O O O NV O O NV NV NV NV NV NV O NV O O 0%

IDAHO
1 Fulcher, Russ X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Simpson, Michael K. X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X 100%

ILLINOIS
1 Rush, Bobby L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Kelly, Robin L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Lipinski, Daniel O O O X X O X O O X O X O X O X 44%
4 García, Jesús G. "Chuy" O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X O 6%
5 Quigley, Mike O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Casten, Sean O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Davis, Danny K. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Krishnamoorthi, Raja O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Schakowsky, Janice D. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Schneider, Bradley Scott O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
11 Foster, Bill O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
12 Bost, Mike X X X NV NV X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
13 Davis, Rodney X X X X X X X X X X O X X X X X 94%
14 Underwood, Lauren O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
15 Shimkus, John X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
16 Kinzinger, Adam X X X X X X X X X X NV X X NV NV X 100%
17 Bustos, Cheri O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
18 LaHood, Darin X X NV X X X X X X X NV X X NV X X 100%



INDIANA
1 Visclosky, Peter J. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Walorski, Jackie X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Banks, Jim X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Baird, James R. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Brooks, Susan W. X X O X X X X X X X X X X X X X 94%
6 Pence, Greg X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Carson, André O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Bucshon, Larry X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Hollingsworth, Trey X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

IOWA
1 Finkenauer, Abby O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Loebsack, David O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Axne, Cynthia O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
4 King, Steve X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%

KANSAS
1 Marshall, Roger W. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Watkins, Steve X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Davids, Sharice O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
4 Estes, Ron X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%

KENTUCKY
1 Comer, James X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Guthrie, Brett X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
3 Yarmuth, John A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Massie, Thomas X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X 100%
5 Rogers, Harold X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



6 Barr, Andy X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

LOUISIANA
1 Scalise, Steve X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Richmond, Cedric L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Higgins, Clay X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Johnson, Mike X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X NV X 100%
5 Abraham, Ralph Lee X X X X X X NV X X X X X NV X X X 100%
6 Graves, Garret X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

MAINE
1 Pingree, Chellie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Golden, Jared F. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%

MARYLAND
1 Harris, Andy X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Ruppersberger, Dutch O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Sarbanes, John P. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Brown, Anthony G. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Hoyer, Steny H. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Trone, David J. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Cummings, Elijah E.* O O O O O O O I I I I I I I I I 0%
7 Mfume, Kweisi I I I I I I I I I I I I O O O O 0%
8 Raskin, Jamie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

*Vacancy due to the death of Elijah E. Cummings, October 17, 2019.

MASSACHUSETTS
1 Neal, Richard E. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 McGovern, James P. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Trahan, Lori O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%



4 Kennedy, Joseph P., III O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X O 6%
5 Clark, Katherine M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Moulton, Seth O O NV O O O NV O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Pressley, Ayanna O O O O O X O O O O O O O O X O 13%
8 Lynch, Stephen F. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Keating, William R. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

MICHIGAN
1 Bergman, Jack X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Huizenga, Bill X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Amash, Justin X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Moolenaar, John R. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Kildee, Daniel T. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Upton, Fred O X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 94%
7 Walberg, Tim X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
8 Slotkin, Elissa O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Levin, Andy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Mitchell, Paul X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X NV NV 100%
11 Stevens, Haley M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
12 Dingell, Debbie O O NV O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
13 Tlaib, Rashida O O O O O X O O O O O X O X X O 25%
14 Lawrence, Brenda L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

MINNESOTA
1 Hagedorn, Jim X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Craig, Angie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Phillips, Dean O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
4 McCollum, Betty O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Omar, Ilhan O O O O O X O O O O O X O X X O 25%
6 Emmer, Tom X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



7 Peterson, Collin C. O O NV O X X X X O X O X X X X X 67%
8 Stauber, Pete X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

MISSISSIPPI
1 Kelly, Trent X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Thompson, Bennie G. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Guest, Michael X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Palazzo, Steven M. X X X NV NV X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%

MISSOURI
1 Clay, Wm. Lacy O NV O O O O NV O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Wagner, Ann X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Luetkemeyer, Blaine X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Hartzler, Vicky X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Cleaver, Emanuel O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Graves, Sam X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Long, Billy X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X 100%
8 Smith, Jason X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

MONTANA
AL Gianforte, Greg X X X NV NV X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

NEBRASKA
1 Fortenberry, Jeff X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Bacon, Don X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Smith, Adrian X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

NEVADA
1 Titus, Dina O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Amodei, Mark E. X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%



3 Lee, Susie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Horsford, Steven O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%

NEW HAMPSHIRE
1 Pappas, Chris O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Kuster, Ann M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

NEW JERSEY
1 Norcross, Donald O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Van Drew, Jefferson O O O O O O O O O X O X O X X X 31%
3 Kim, Andy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Smith, Christopher H. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Gottheimer, Josh O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Pallone, Frank, Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Malinowski, Tom O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Sires, Albio O O O O O O O O O O O NV O O O O 0%
9 Pascrell, Bill, Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Payne, Donald M., Jr. O O O O O O O O O NV NV O O NV O O 0%
11 Sherrill, Mikie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
12 Watson Coleman, Bonnie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

NEW MEXICO
1 Haaland, Debra A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Torres Small, Xochitl O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X X 13%
3 Luján, Ben Ray O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

NEW YORK
1 Zeldin, Lee M. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 King, Peter T. O X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 94%
3 Suozzi, Thomas R. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%



4 Rice, Kathleen M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Meeks, Gregory W. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Meng, Grace O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Velázquez, Nydia M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Jeffries, Hakeem S. NV NV O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Clarke, Yvette D. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Nadler, Jerrold O O O O O O O O O NV O O O O O O 0%
11 Rose, Max O O NV O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
12 Maloney, Carolyn B. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
13 Espaillat, Adriano O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
14 Ocasio-Cortez, Alexandria O O O O O X O O O O O O O O X O 13%
15 Serrano, José E. O O O O O O O O NV NV O O O O O O 0%
16 Engel, Eliot L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O NV O 0%
17 Lowey, Nita M. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
18 Maloney, Sean Patrick O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
19 Delgado, Antonio O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
20 Tonko, Paul O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
21 Stefanik, Elise M. O X O X X X X X X X X X X X X X 88%
22 Brindisi, Anthony O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X X 13%
23 Reed, Tom X X O X X X X X X X O X X O X X 82%
24 Katko, John O X O X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 87%
25 Morelle, Joseph D. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
26 Higgins, Brian O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
27 Collins, Chris* X X X X X X NV I I I I I I I I I 100%
27 Jacobs, Chris I I I I I I I I I I I X X X X X 100%

*Vacancy due to the resignation of Chris Collins, September 30, 2019.

NORTH CAROLINA
1 Butterfield, G. K. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Holding, George X X X X X X X X X X X NV NV X X NV 100%



3 Murphy, Gregory* I I I I I I I X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Price, David E. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Foxx, Virginia X X X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X 100%
6 Walker, Mark X X NV X X X X X X NV X X X X X X 100%
7 Rouzer, David X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
8 Hudson, Richard X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Bishop, Dan** I I I I I I I X X X X X X X X X 100%

10 McHenry, Patrick T. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X NV NV 100%
11 Meadows, Mark X X X X X X X X X X I I I I I I 100%
12 Adams, Alma S. O O O O O O O O O O NV O O NV O O 0%
13 Budd, Ted X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

*Elected September 10, 2019, to fill the vacancy due to the death of Walter B. Jones, February 10, 2019.
**Elected September 10, 2019, in a new election ordered by the North Carolina State Board of Elections on February 21, 2019.

NORTH DAKOTA
AL Armstrong, Kelly X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X NV X 100%

OHIO
1 Chabot, Steve X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Wenstrup, Brad R. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Beatty, Joyce O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 Jordan, Jim X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Latta, Robert E. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Johnson, Bill X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Gibbs, Bob X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
8 Davidson, Warren X X X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Kaptur, Marcy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Turner, Michael R. X X NV X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
11 Fudge, Marcia L. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
12 Balderson, Troy X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



13 Ryan, Tim O O NV O O O NV O O O O O O O O O 0%
14 Joyce, David P. X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
15 Stivers, Steve X NV X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
16 Gonzalez, Anthony X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

OKLAHOMA
1 Hern, Kevin X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Mullin, Markwayne X X X X X X NV X X X NV NV X NV NV NV 100%
3 Lucas, Frank D. X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Cole, Tom X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Horn, Kendra S. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%

OREGON
1 Bonamici, Suzanne O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Walden, Greg O X O X X X X X X X X X X X X X 88%
3 Blumenauer, Earl O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 DeFazio, Peter A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Schrader, Kurt O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%

PENNSYLVANIA
1 Fitzpatrick, Brian K. O X O X X X X X O NV O X O O X X 60%
2 Boyle, Brendan F. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Evans, Dwight O O O O O O O O O NV O NV O O O O 0%
4 Dean, Madeleine O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
5 Scanlon, Mary Gay O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Houlahan, Chrissy O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
7 Wild, Susan O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Cartwright, Matt O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
9 Meuser, Daniel X X X X X X X NV X NV X X X X X X 100%

10 Perry, Scott X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



11 Smucker, Lloyd NV X NV X X X X NV X NV X X X X X X 100%
12 Marino, Tom X I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 100%
12 Keller, Fred * I I I X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
13 Joyce, John X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
14 Reschenthaler, Guy X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X NV X 100%
15 Thompson, Glenn X X X X X X X NV X NV X X X X X X 100%
16 Kelly, Mike X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
17 Lamb, Conor O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
18 Doyle, Michael F. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

* Elected May 21, 2019, to fill the vacancy due to the resignation of Tom Marino, January 23, 2019.

RHODE ISLAND
1 Cicilline, David N. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Langevin, James R. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

SOUTH CAROLINA
1 Cunningham, Joe O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
2 Wilson, Joe X X NV X X X X X X X NV X X NV X X 100%
3 Duncan, Jeff X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Timmons, William R., IV X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X NV X 100%
5 Norman, Ralph X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Clyburn, James E. O O NV O O O O O O O O NV O O O O 0%
7 Rice, Tom X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

SOUTH DAKOTA
AL Johnson, Dusty X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

TENNESSEE
1 Roe, David P. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Burchett, Tim X X NV X X X X X NV X X X X X X X 100%



3 Fleischmann, Charles J. "Chuck"X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 DesJarlais, Scott X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Cooper, Jim O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
6 Rose, John W. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Green, Mark E. X X X NV NV X X X X X X NV X X X X 100%
8 Kustoff, David X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
9 Cohen, Steve O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

TEXAS
1 Gohmert, Louie X X X X X X X X X NV X NV X X NV X 100%
2 Crenshaw, Dan X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Taylor, Van X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
4 Ratcliffe, John X X NV NV NV X X X X X I I I I I I 100%
5 Gooden, Lance X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Wright, Ron X X X NV NV X X X X X NV X X NV X NV 100%
7 Fletcher, Lizzie O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Brady, Kevin X X NV X X X X X X X X NV X X X X 100%
9 Green, Al O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 McCaul, Michael T. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
11 Conaway, K. Michael X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
12 Granger, Kay X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X NV X 100%
13 Thornberry, Mac X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
14 Weber, Randy K., Sr. X X NV X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
15 Gonzalez, Vicente O O O O O O X O O O O O O O O O 0%
16 Escobar, Veronica O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
17 Flores, Bill X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
18 Jackson Lee, Sheila O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
19 Arrington, Jodey C. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
20 Castro, Joaquin O O O O O O NV O O O O O O O O O 0%
21 Roy, Chip X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%



22 Olson, Pete X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
23 Hurd, Will O X O X X X X X X X X X X X X X 88%
24 Marchant, Kenny X X X X X X X X X NV NV NV NV NV NV NV 100%
25 Williams, Roger X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
26 Burgess, Michael C. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
27 Cloud, Michael X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
28 Cuellar, Henry O O O X X O O O O X O NV O O O O 20%
29 Garcia, Sylvia R. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
30 Johnson, Eddie Bernice O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
31 Carter, John R. X X X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X 100%
32 Allred, Colin Z. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
33 Veasey, Marc A. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
34 Vela, Filemon O O O O O O X O O O O O O O O O 6%
35 Doggett, Lloyd O O O O O O O O O O O NV O O O O 0%
36 Babin, Brian X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

UTAH
1 Bishop, Rob X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Stewart, Chris X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Curtis, John R. X X X X X NV X X X X O X NV O X X 86%
4 McAdams, Ben O O O X O X X O O X O X O O X X 44%

VERMONT
AL Welch, Peter O O O O O O O O O O NV O O NV O O 0%

VIRGINIA
1 Wittman, Robert J. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Luria, Elaine G. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
3 Scott, Robert C. "Bobby" O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
4 McEachin, A. Donald O O O O O O O NV O O O O O O O O 0%



5 Riggleman, Denver X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Cline, Ben X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Spanberger, Abigail O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X 6%
8 Beyer, Donald S., Jr. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Griffith, H. Morgan X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

10 Wexton, Jennifer O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
11 Connolly, Gerald E. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

WASHINGTON
1 DelBene, Suzan K. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
2 Larsen, Rick O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Herrera Beutler, Jaime X X X NV NV NV X X O X X X X X X X 92%
4 Newhouse, Dan X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
5 Rodgers, Cathy McMorris X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%
6 Kilmer, Derek O O O O O O O O O O O O O O X O 6%
7 Jayapal, Pramila O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
8 Schrier, Kim O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
9 Smith, Adam O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%

10 Heck, Denny O O O O O X O O O O O O O O O O 6%

WEST VIRGINIA
1 McKinley, David B. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Mooney, Alexander X. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
3 Miller, Carol D. X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

WISCONSIN
1 Steil, Bryan X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
2 Pocan, Mark O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%
3 Kind, Ron O O O O O O O NV O NV O O O O O O 0%
4 Moore, Gwen O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0%



5 Sensenbrenner, F. James X X X NV NV X X X X X X X X X X X 100%
6 Grothman, Glenn X X X X X X X NV X X X X X X X X 100%
7 Duffy, Sean* X X NV X X X X I I I I I I I I I 100%
7 Tiffany, Tom I I I I I I I I I I I X X X X X 100%
8 Gallagher, Mike X X X X X X X X X X X X NV X X X 100%

*Vacancy due to the resignation of Sean P. Duffy, September 23, 2019. Replaced by Tom Tiffany May 19th, 2020

WYOMING
AL Cheney, Liz X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 100%

LEGEND LEGEND LEGEND
X - Voted with Us X - Voted with Us X - Voted with Us
O - Voted Against Us O - Voted Against UsO - Voted Against Us
P - Voted Present P - Voted Present P - Voted Present
NV - Did Not Vote NV - Did Not Vote NV - Did Not Vote
I - Not In Office I - Not In Office I - Not In Office


