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THE LEAGUE OF CONSERVATION VOTERS 

The League i s  a n a t i o n a l ,  nonpar t i san  campaign committee 

which suppor ts  l e g i s l a t c r s  who a r e  working ha rdes t  t o  

protect t h e  environment, and opposes l e g i s l a t o r s  whose 

p o l i c i e s  a re  ecological1.y destructive. We raise money and 

manpower f o r  a f e w  candidates  who f a c e  very c l o s e  races, 

and endorse o t h e r s  who c!eserve r ecogn i t ion .  The League 

works i n  cooperation wid& the Environmental Pol icy  Center, 

and we base our  decisioris upon the advice of conserva t ion  

l e a d e r s  from many groups, 
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EXPLANATION OF SCORES 

L i s t ed  below are  some of the  more r e v e a l i n g  r o l l  c a l l  votes  

during 1971-1972, cover ing  a wide range of  environmental  

i s sues .  Votes we cons ide r  c o r r e c t  are  i n  c a p i t a l s ;  v o t e s  

we consider  wrong a r e  i n  small l e t t e r s .  Each Senator  i s  

given a score  based on the  v o t e s  shown. To compute the  

score ,  c a l c u l a t e  t h e  percentage of c o r r e c t  v o t e s  among those  

the  Senator a c t u a l l y  c a s t  ( i g n o r i n g  absenses)  . Then, s u b t r a c t  

2 p o i n t s  as a pena l ty  f o r  every absence. Many conserva t ion  

v o t e s  have been l o s t  because those on o u r  s i d e  d i d  n o t  bother  

t o  show up f o r  the  vote. Unavoidable absences caused by ill- 

ness  appear i n  c a p i t a l  l e t t e r s  and are n o t  penal ized .  

These a r e  not s c o r e s  of  the  Senators '  t o t a l  records .  A S e n a t o r ' s  

publ ic  vote  i s  only t h e  t i p  of an i cebe rg ,  and t h e  t i p  may 

be deceiving. H i s  behavior  on an important  committee has 

far  more impact than his v o t e s  on the  Senate  f l o o r .  Publ ic  

vo tes  r e f l e c t  t h e  p r e s s u r e s  o f  h i s  cons t i tuency  as wel l  as 

h i s  personal  conv ic t ion  and may make him appear b e t t e r  o r  worse 

than he  i s  i n  the  p r ivacy  of a committee room. 



DESCRIPTION OF VOTES 

Department of Transpor ta t ion  Appropr ia t ions  f o r  f i s c a l  1971 
( H  J Res 468). The vote  i s  on t h e  Senate  Appropriat ions Committee 
amendment to  r e s t o r e  $134 m i l l i o n  f o r  cont inued f inancing  of two 1 ,/ proto type  supersonic t r anspor t  p lanes  (The SST). The Nixon Admin-  
i s t r a t i o n  supported the  amendment. (Re jec t ed  46-51. March 24, 1971. 
"NO" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote.)  

Agr i cu l tu re ,  Consumer, and Environmq ta l  Appropriat ions b i l l  for 
f i s c a l  1972 (HR 9270). The v o t e  is  on t h e  Nelson amendment t o  remove 
$7.8 m i l l i o n  f o r  t he  Department of A g r i c u l t u r e ' s  massive f i r e  a n t  
c o n t r o l  program, which included widespread a e r i a l  spraying of t h e  

J p e s t i c i d e  rnirex over 120 m i l l i o n  a c r e s  in the  southeas tern  U.S. 
Before t h i s  vo te  occurred, t h e  Environmental P ro tec t ion  Agency had 
a l r eady  cancel led  the r e g i s t r a t i o n  of  mirex because i t  was extremely 
t o x i c ,  and more p e r s i s t e n t  i n  human t i s s u e  than DDT. ( Rejec ted  
28-33. J u l y  15, i y * ( l .  "xES4 i s  t n e  c o r r e c t  v0te. j  -- - 

Atomic Energy Commission Author iza t ions  ( H R  9 3 8 8 ) .  The vo te  i s  on 
t h e  Gravel amendment to  delay t h e  Pro jec t Cannikan Nuclear b l a s t  on 
Amchitka I s l a n d ,  Alaska, u n t i l  May 31, 1972. Conse rva t ion i s t s  opposed 

J t he  b l a s t  because of the  r i s k s  of earthquakes,  r a d i o a c t i v e  leakage  , 

i n t o  t h e  ocean, and damage t o  endangered w i l d l i f e .  The Nixon Adminis- 
t r a t i o n  opposed the  Gravel amendment. (Rejec ted  37-57. J u l y  20, 1971. 
"YES" i s  t h e  c o r r e c t  vote.)  

Publ ic  Works and Atomic Ehergy A p p r o p r i a t i o n s - f o r  f i s c a l  1971 
(HR 10090). The vo te  i s  on the  Nelson amendment to  withhold funds f o r  
cons t ruc t ion  of four  watershed p r o j e c t s  u n t i l  February 1, 1972, 
because t h e  agencies  involved f a i l e d  t o  f i l e  adequate environmental 
impact s tatements .  The amendment defended the  i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  

J Nat ional  Environmental Pol icy  Act, which r e q u i r e s  t h a t  comprehensive 
environmental impact s ta tements  be completed before  such p r o j e c t s  a r e  
begun. These fou r  p r o j e c t s  would dam and channel ize  very b e a u t i f u l  
f reef lowing eas t e rn  r i v e r s ,  They a re :  The Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway 
i n  Alabama and Miss i s s ipp i ,  t h e  T e l l i c o  Dam on the  L i t t l e  Tennessee 
River ,  t he  Duck River dams i n  Tennessee, and the  La Farge Dam on the  
Kickarao River i n  Wisconsin. (Amendment r e j e c t e d  17-56. J u l y  31, 
1971, "YES" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote.)  

Defense Procurement Authorizat ion b i l l  ( H R  8687). The vote  i s  on the  
Nelson amendment t o  withhold n e a r l y  a l l  the  funding f o r  P r o j e c t  
Sanguine, pending a f u l l  review of i t s  f e a s i b i l i t y  and  i t s  environ- 

'mental  impact. This i s  a  Navy proposa l  f o r  an underground e l e c t r i c a l  
g r i d  covering v a s t  a r eas  of no r the rn  Wisconsin t o  be used f o r  submarine 
communications. Nobody knows what t h e  continuous low-frequency c u r r e n t  
would do to  the  nervous sys terns of l i v i n g  organisms above and below 
t h e  ground. (Rejec ted  35-45. September 22, 1971. "YES" i s  t h e  
c o r r e c t  v o t e , )  

Water P o l l u t i o n  Control  b i l l  ( S  2770). The b i l l  g ives  the  Environ- 
mental P ro tec t ion  Agency c o n t r a c t  a u t h o r i t y  t o  guarantee f e d e r a l  
payment of 60075% of the c o s t s  of waste t reatment  p l an t s .  The v o t e  

' i s  on the  Boggs amenbment to  r e q u i r e  annual  Congressional approp- 
'Ji r i a t i o n s  f o r  waste water t rea tment ,  i n s t e a d  of us ing  c o n t r a c t  

a u t h o r i t y ,  This makes EPA's f u t u r e  funding unce r t a in ,  and d iscourages  
l o n ~  range e f f o r t s  by c i t i e s  a n d  s t a t e s  who depend on the  f e d e r a l  
government t o  pay i t s  share. (Rejec ted  34-58. November 2 ,  1971. 
"NO" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote.)  

Revenue Act of 1971 ( H R  10947). The v o t e  i s  on the  Percy amendment 
t o  d e l e t e  a provis ion  earmarking 7% of the  f e d e r a l  a l coha l  t a x  
revenues f o r  t he  Highway Trus t  Fund. T h i s  would add another  $350 ,/ m i l l i o n  a year  t o  the  Trust  Fund, which a l r eady  spends about  
$5 b i l l i o n  a year  exc lus ive ly  on highway cons t ruc t ion  a t  the  expense 
of o ther  forms of t r anspor t a t ion .  The Nixon Administration supported 
the  amendment. (Rejected 43-46. November 16 ,  1971. "YZS" i s  the  
c o r r e c t  vote.  ) 



Vote on the  confirmation of D r .  Earl L, bu tz  as Sec re t a ry  of 
Agr icul ture ,  (Zxecutive Report 92-13) ,  This i s  a key environmental 
p o s i t i o n ,  s i n c e  t h e  Agr icul ture  Department c o n t r o l s  f e d e r a l  p o l i c i e s  
on f o r e s t r y ,  s t ream channel iza t ion ,  and farming p r a c t i c e s ,  and has  
p a r t i a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over p e s t i c i d e s ,  D r .  bu tz  i s  a f r i e n d  of t h e  
b i g  a g r i b u s i n e s s  corpora t ions  t h a t  a r e  d r i v i n g  t h e  small  farmer o f f  
the  land and promoting farming methods t h a t  i nc rease  our dependency 
on p e s t i c i d e s ,  His nomination was opposed n o t  only by environmental 
groups, but  a l s o  by farm and consumer o rgan iza t ions ,  Butz i s  openly 
an tagon i s t i c  t o  the  environmental .movement, c a l l i n g  i t  " the  r e a l  - .  - . *  . + 

Housing and Urban Development Act of 1972 ( S 3248), The vo te  i s  on 
the  A l l o t t  amendment t o  d e l e t e  $800 m i l l i o n  i n  c o n t r a c t  o b l i g a t i o n  
au thor i ty  t o  pay f o r  urban mass t r a n s i t  opera t ing  expenses, Without 
f e d e r a l  a i d  t o  he lp  pay ope ra t ing  expenses, subway and bus systems i n  
many c i t i e s  would be forced t o  shu t  down. The Nixon Adminis t ra t ion  
supported t h e  amendment, (Rejec ted  26-53, March 2 ,  1972, "NO" i s  
the  c o r r e c t  v o t e , )  

Nuclear Reactor Temporary Operat ing License Act (HR l 4655) ,  The v o t e  
i s  on the  Schweiker amendment t o  a l low t h e  s t a t e s  t o  s e t  s t r i c t e r  
r a d i a t i o n  s t anda rds  f o r  nuc lear  power p l a n t s  than those s e t  by t h e  
Atomic Energy Commission, (The s t a t e s  could n o t  allow anyth ing  weaker 
than the f e d e r a l  s tandards . )  The White House took no p o s i t i o n  on 
t h i s  amendment, (Rejected 36-41, May 1 7 ,  1972, "YES" i s  t h e  c o r r e c t  
vo te , )  

Toxic Substances Control  Act of 1972 ( 5  14781, This b i l l  r e q u i r e s  
pre-market t e s t i n g  o f  p o t e n t i a l l y  dangerous chemicals and t h e  
Environmental P ro tec t ion  Agency the  a u t h o r i t y  t o  r e s t r i c t  o r  ban 
t h e i r  commercial use,   he-vote i s  on t h e  ddker amendment t o  l i m i t  
pre-market t e s t i n g  and r e s t r i c t i o n s  t o  only those chemicals which 
EPA "has reason t o  be l ieve  may pose an unreasonable t h r e a t  .,, under 
intended and normal circumstahces of use. ,"  Under t h i s  amendment, 
a chemical could be marketed without  t e s t i n g ,  simply because i t s  
hazards were n o t  y e t  known, The Nixon Administrat ion took no p o s i t i o n ,  
(Rejected 29-43. May 30, 1972. "NO" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote . )  

Labor and HEW Appropriat ions f o r  f i s c a l  1973 (HR 15417). The v o t e  
, i s  on the  curtis-amendment t o  p r o h i b i t  t h e  use of funds i n  t h e  b i l l  

J f o r  i n spec t ion  of f i rms  employing 25 o r  fewer persons f o r  compliance 
w i t h  the Occupational Sa fe ty  and Heal th Act of 1970, The Nixon 
~ d r n i n i s t r a t i o n  was opposed t o  t h e  amendment, ( Rejected 41-44, June 
27, 1972. "NO" i s  the  c o r r e c t  v o t e , )  

Marine Mammal P ro tec t ion  Act of 1972 ( s 2871) , Under t h e  b i l l  no 
person may k i l l  any marine m a m m a l s ,  n o r  import t h e i r  products ,  u n l e s s  
he has a permi t  i ssued  according t o  s p e c i f i e d  r e g u l a t i o n s ,  The b i l l  

J e s t a b l i s h e s  a moratorium onthe g r a n t i n g  of permits  and the  k i l l i n g  of - 
most marine m a m m a l s ,  but  i t  g ives  the  f e d e r a l  agencies  complete 
d i s c r e t i o n  t o  d is regard  the moratorium, This could r e s u l t  i n  wide- 
spread commercial k i l l i n g ,  The v o t e  i s  on the  Williams amendment t o  
fo rb id  the  f e d e r a l  admin i s t r a to r s  from i s s u i n g  any permi ts  except  f o r  
s c i e n t i f i c  and educat ional  purposes. (Rejec ted  36-52.  J u l y  25, 1972, 
"YES" i s  t h e  c o r r e c t  vote.)  

Marine Mammal P ro tec t ion  Act of 1972 ( s 2871) , The vote  i s  on t h e  
Hart amendment t o  give the  Sec re t a ry  of I n t e r i o r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  
a l l  spec ies  of marine m a m m a l s ,  r a t h e r  than d iv id ing  the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
between the  Departments of I n t e r i o r  and Commerce, Conse rva t ion i s t s  
be l ieve  t h a t  t h e  I n t e r i o r  Department would be more sympathetic t o  the  
p l i g h t  of marine mammals than t h e  Commerce Department, The Adminis- 
t r a t i o n  opposed the  Kart amendment. (Rejec ted  38-48, Ju ly  2 5 ,  1972, 
"YES" i s  t he  c o r r e c t  vo te , )  



Federal  A i d  Highway Act of 1972 ( S  3939). The v o t e  i s  on t h e  Buckley 
amendment to  remove a  s e c t i o n  of t h e  b i l l  t h a t  would ove r tu rn  a fed-  
eral c o u r t  dec is ion  and a l low cons t ruc t ion  of a freeway t h ~ o u g h  the  
Brackenridge-Olmas Basin Parklands i n  San Antonio, Texas. The U.S. 
Court of Appeals had p roh ib i t ed  cons t ruc t ion  on t h e  grounds t h a t  
f e d e r a l  a n d  s t a t e  aeencies  f a i l e d  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  and 
v i o l a t e d  the  Nat ional  Environmental Pol icy  Act and t h e  parklands 
p r o t e c t i o n  p rov i s ions  of t h e  Department of T ranspor t a t ion  Act. The 
b i l l  s e t  a  dangerous precedent  f o r  exempting l o c a l  p r o j e c t s  from 
f e d e r a l  environmental l a w s .  The Nixon Administrat ion took no pos i t i on .  
(Rejec ted  24-49. September 13,  1972. "YES" i s  t h e  c o r r e c t  vote.  ) 

Federal  A i d  Highway Act of 1972 ( S  3939). The b i l l  au thor ized  over 
$6 b i l l i o n  from the  Highway Trus t  Fund f o r  road cons t ruc t ion .  Of 
t h i s  amount, $2 b i l l i o n  could be used on a  l o c a l  opt ion  b a s i s  f o r  bus 
t r anspor t a t ion .  The vo te  i s  on the  Cooper-Muskie amendment t o  allow 
$800 mi l l i on  i n  the  Urban Systems Fund t o  be used f o r  r a i l  t r a n s i t  
a s  wel l  as buses and highways. The Nixon Administrat ion supported the 
amendment. (Adopted 48-26, September 19 ,  1972. nYES" i s  the  c o r r e c t  
vote.)  

Land Use Planning and Local Ass is tance  Act ( S  632) .  The b i l l  s e t  up 
a system of f e d e r a l  g r a n t s  t o  s t a t e s  t o  support  l and  use  planning 

17 'ji 
programs. The vo te  i s  on the  Muskie amendment t o  add s p e c i f i c  land  
use po l i cy  c r i t e r i a  t o  r e s t r i c t  development on wetlands,  f lood  p l a i n s ,  
a n d  r i c h  a g r i c u l t u r a l  Lands, and t o  f o r b i d  developments t h a t  overtax 
e x i s t i n g  sewer, power, o r  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  systems. The Nixon Adminis- 
t r a t i o n  took no pos i t i on .  (Rejec ted  14-61. September 19 ,  1972, 
"YES" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote . )  

Land Use Planning and Local Ass is tance  Act ( S  632).  The vo te  i s  on 
the  M i l l e r  amendment t o  s t r i k e  out  p rov i s ions  r e q u i r i n g  the  s t a t e s  t o  18 :,, inc lude  publ ic  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  a l l  s t a g e s  of t h e  land  use  planning 
process.  The Nixon Administrat ion took no pos i t i on .  (Rejec ted  35-41, 
September 1 9 ,  1972. "NO' i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote . )  

Land Use Planning and Local Ass is tance  Act ( S  6 3 2 ) .  The vo te  i s  on 
the  Jordan amendment t o  slash the  funding f o r  t h e  b i l l  from $100 
m i l l i o n  annual ly f o r  e i g h t  yea r s  t o  $40 m i l l i o n  annual ly  f o r  t he  f irst  
two yea r s  and $30 m i l l i o n  annual ly  f o r  the nex t  f i v e  years. Most 
of t he  money i n  the  b i l l  would be given t o  the  s t a t e s t  however the  
b i l l  lacked f e d e r a l  gu ide l ines  o r  s anc t ions  s t r o n g  enough t o  in su re  

ood s t a t e  programs. The Nixon Administrat ion supported thc  amendment. 
Adopted 44-35. September 19 ,  1972. "NO" i s  the  c o r r e c t  vote.)  ? 



CURRENT PREVIOUS 
1 2 3 4 5 5 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19  S C O ~  SCORE 

A I W  (VT) N n n n n N n y N a y N n n n Y n N y  31 4 1  

A L L E N ( & )  N n Y n n y n y N n y H Y Y n n n y y  32 40 

A U O T T ( C 0 )  y n n a n y a y y f i y y Y Y a a a a a  3 11 

ANDERSON ( N M )  N n  n  n  a N n  Y y  n  a N n  n  a  n  n  Y y 1 3  35 

BAKER(TN) y n n a a y a y a n y a a a a a a a a  0 54 

BAYH ( I N )  a a a a a N a y N a a a Y Y Y n n N N  52 58 

B W ( M D )  y n n n n N n y N n y N n n a Y a y y  20 -- 
BELLMON(0K) y n  n  n  n  y  Y y  y  Y a  y  n  Y Y a  a  a  a 19 0 

BENNETT(UT) y  n  n  n  n  y  n  A N a y  a n  n  a Y n  y y 7 11 

BENTsEN(TX) N n n a n N n y N n y y n n n n n N ~  26 -- 

E i I b U ( N V )  y n n n n y n N y n N N n n n n n y y  

BOGGS(DE) y n n n n y  Y y N  Y a N  Y n  a Y a a a  

BROCK(TN) y n n n Y y Y y y n y y n a Y  a a a a  

dROOKE(MA) N A Y a Y N Y y  N Y N N Y n  Y Y n  a N 

B U C X L E Y ( N Y ) y a n Y n y Y y y Y N y n Y Y Y a a a  

BURDICK(ND) N n  Y n Y N n  N N n N N n  Y n  n  n  N N 

BYRD (VA) N n n n n y n y y Y N y n Y n Y n y y  

BYRD ( W V )  y n n n n N n y N n a N n n n n n y N  

CANNON(NV) y  n  n  n  n  N n  N y  a  N y  n  n  n  a a  a a  

CASE (NJ)  N Y Y Y Y N Y y N Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N N  

CHILF,S(FL)  N n Y Y n N n y N a a y Y  Y a Y n N y  

CHURCH(1D) N a  Y n  Y N Y N a Y N N Y Y Y Y n  y  N 

COOK ( K Y )  y n Y Y n N Y N a a y y n n n n n N y  

COOPER(KY) N n  n  n  n  y  Y N N Y y  N Y n  n Y Y N y  

COTTON(NH) y  n  a  a n y  n  y  y  n y  y  n  n n  n  n  y  y  

CRANSTON(CA)N Y Y Y Y N Y N N Y a N  Y Y Y Y n  N N 

CURTIS(NE)  y  n n  n  n  y  n  y  y  n  y  y  n  n  n  n  n  y  y  

DOLE (KS) y n n n n y Y y y n y y n Y n n n y y  

u o l n l N l [ ; n ( r ; u ) y  Y n n  a y  Y a y  n  a  y  n  Y n  a  a a  a  

EACLETON (MO) N Y Y n  Y N Y N N n  N N a a Y Y Y a  y  

E A S T L A N D ( M S ) y n  n  n  n  y  n  y  y  a a  Y n  n  n  n  n  Y N 

EDWARDS(MS) - - - - - - - - - - - a n  n  y  N 

ERVIN (NC) N n n n a y n N y a a y n Y n n n y y  

FANNIN(A2) y  n  n  n  n  y n  y  y  n  y  y  n  Y n a n  y  y  

FONG (HI )  y n Y n n y Y y N n a y n n n Y n y y  

FULBRIGHT(AR)N Y Y n  Y N Y N A n  N y  n  a a  n  a  N N 

GAMBRELL(GA)N n  n  n  n  y  n  N N a N  a a  a n  Y n  y  y  

COLPWATER(AZ)y n  n  a a  a  Y y a n  A A a  a a a a a a 

CRAVEL(AK) y Y Y Y Y N n N N a a N n n a a a a a  

C R I F F I N ( M I )  N A n  a Y N n  y  N Y N y Y Y a Y n  N y  



CURNEYcfi) y n n n n a Y y y n y y n n n y n ~ y  

HANSEN(WY) N n n n n y n y  a n a y n y n n n y  y  

HARRIS(OK) N a a Y a N Y N a a a a Y Y a Y Y N y  

HART ( M I )  N Y Y a Y N Y y a Y N N n Y Y Y Y N N  

WRTKE(1N)  N Y Y Y a N Y N a Y N N n n n a a N N  

HATFIELD ( O R ) N  a Y a Y N Y y  a Y a Y Y n  a Y n  y  Y 

H O U I N C S ( S C ) y  n  n  Y n  N n  N N Y y N n  n  n  n n  N N 

H R U S K A ( N E ) , y  n n  a n y  n  y  y  n  y  y  n n n  Y n  y  y  

HUCHES(1A) N Y Y Y Y N n N  N Y N N Y Y Y a a a a  

I N O U Y E ( H I )  y  n  Y n  Y a n  a a a  N N n  n n  a n N N 

JACKSON(wA1 y  a  a  a  Y N a N a n  N N n  n  n  Y n y  N 

JAVITS(NY1 N Y n Y  Y N Y y N I n N N a Y Y  Y a a a  

JORDAN(NC) A a  n  n  n y  n  N ~ i a  a y a  a n  a  n  y  y  

J O R D A N ( 1 D )  N a  n  n  Y y  a  Y y  y  y  n  n  n  n  n  y  y  . -- , 
~ N ~ D ~ ( M A )  N a  Y a Y N Y N a , Y  N N Y Y a  Y Y N N 

LONG (LA) y a n a n y n y N n a a n n n n n y ~  

MCGOVERN ( 5 D ) N  a Y a  Y N a  N a Y a a a a  a  a  a a a  

MASNUSON (WA) y  n  Y n  a N n  N N n  N N n  n  n Y n  y  N 

MILLER(1A) N Y n a n N Y N y n y y n Y n Y n y y  

MONDAX(MN) N Y Y a Y N Y - N  N Y N N Y Y Y Y n  N N 

MONTOYAINM) N n  n  n  n  N n  N y  a N N Y n  n  n  n  N N 

MOSS (UT) y Y Y n a N n N N n a N n Y n a a a a  

MUNDT fSD) A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A  

MUSKIE (ME) 

NELSON ( W I )  

A PACKWOOD ( O R )  

PASTORE ( R I )  

PEARSON (KS) 

PELL ( R I )  

PERCY ( I L )  

PROXNLIRE (WI) 
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2IbiCOFF (CT) 
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N Y Y a Y N Y N  

N Y n a Y N Y y  

N Y Y Y Y N Y N  
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N N n n a Y n y N  
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a a a a Y a a a a  

N N a a n Y n y y  

N N Y Y Y Y Y N y  

y a n n n n n N N  

N a Y Y Y Y Y N N  



ROTH (DE) 

SAXBE ( O H )  y a n a a y a a N l a N y n n n a n y y  3 

SCHWEIKER (BA)N Y Y n Y N n  y  N ' Y  N N Y Y Y Y n  N N 79 

S C O T T ( P A )  y n n n n a Y  y N Y y N n n n  Y n y y  26 

SMITH (ME) N n n n n N n y N n N y Y n n Y n y y  32 

S P A R K M A N ( A L ) y a n n n N n N N n a y Y n a a a a a  19 

SPONG (VA) N n n Y Y N n y N Y N y Y Y Y Y n N y  63 

STAFFORD (VT) A A A A n  N Y y  a  Y N N Y n  n a n  N y  50 

STENNIS(MS) y  n  n  n  n  y n  y  y n  N y  n n  n  a a a  a  0 

STEVENS(AK1 y n  Y a Y y  a y  N a  y  N n n  n  n n  N N 32 

STEVENSON(1L)N a  Y Y Y N Y N N Y a  N Y Y Y Y Y N N 96 

SYMINSTONfM0)y n Y n  Y N n  N N n  N N Y n n  Y n N N 58 

TAFT ( O H )  y Y n a a a Y y N j n a y Y n n a n N y  26 

TAUdADCi2(GA) y  n  n  n  n  y  n  N N In y  y  n  n  n n  n  y  y 10 

TOWER ( TX) y n n n n y n y y i Y y y n n n a a a a  0 

TUNNEY (CA) N Y Y a  Y N a N N I!: . N N n Y A . Y Y N N  90 


