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REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

•• HOUSE AND SENATE KEY VOTES FOR 1968 

The editors of Congressional Quarterly annually select a series of "key votes" that represent major issues 
before Congress and also reflect both the mood of Congress and the impact constituent and other pressures can 
have on a Member's vote. In 1968 the major issues were open lwusing, the tax surcharge, budget cuts, crime in 
general and gun controls in particular, the massive new housing bill, foreign aid and funds for antipoverty programs. 
The "conservative coalition" of Republicans and Southern Democrats voting against Northern Democrats appeared 
on seven of the 13 key votes in the House and on fi.ve of the 12 in the Senate. 

House Key Votes 

1. TRUTH-IN-LENDING. The President scored a victory 
early in the session when the House on Feb. 1 passed a strong 
truth-in-lending bill (HR 11601; S 5) by an overwhelming vote. 
The bill required lenders and retail .creditors to disclose the 
annual percentage mst of credit and restricted garnishment of 
workers' wages. With unusual Republican support for such a 
measure, the vote was 383-4 (D 218-3; R 165-1). As finally 
enacted, the bill was still one of the toughest and most far­
reaching consumer bills enacted by Congress in many years. 

2 and 3. OPEN HOUSING. When the Senate returned 
the civil rights bill (HR 2.516) to the House, -it contained a con­
troversial Administration-backed open housing provision banning 
racial di~crimination. The showdown vote in the House was on 
April 10 on a motion to order the previous question on a resolu­
tion (H Hes 1100) to accept the Senate version of the bill with­
out change. The motion was adopted by a 229-195 vote in a 
defeat for the conservative coalition (ND 140-12; SD 12-77; 
R 77-106), which wanted the bill sent to conference with the 
Senate. With many Republicans . switching, the House then 
adopted H Res 1100 (thus agreeing to Senate amendments to 

A.HR 2516) by a vote of 250-172 (D 150-88; R 100-84). (See· 
S"3enate key votes 1 and 2.) 

4 and 5. CRIME. .When the Senate returned the omni-
. bus crime bill (HR 5037) to the House, it contained controversial 
Administration-opposed provisions permitting widespread wire­
tapping and seeking to alter Supreme Court rulings on criminal 
procedural law. (See Senate kev votes 5 and 7.) The showdown 
vote in the House on June 6 w~s on a motion to order the pre­
vious question on a resolution (H Res .1197) to accept the Sen­
ate version of the bill without change. The motion was adopted 
by a vote of 349-40 (D 180-3-1; R 169-6), with a smell group of 
liberals voting "nay;" A number then switched to support the 
bill, and the House adopted H Res 1197 (thus agreeing to Sen­
ate amendments to HR 5037) by a vote of '369-17 (D 197-16; 
R 172-1). 

6. TAX SURCHARGE, BUDGET CUTS. The Adminis­
tration's long-sought 10 percent surcharge on corporation and 
individual income taxes, which the House Ways and Means 
Committee had pigeonholed, was.approved by the Senate as en 
amendment to the excise tax extern•ion bill (HR 15414). Tied to 
cutbacks in federal spending and personnel, the surcharge was 
recommended in the conference report. The House on June 20 
adopted the conference report by a vote of 268-150 (D 154-77; 
R 114-73). (See Senate key vote 4.) 

7. POVERTY FUNDS. The House was in en economy 
mood wh!'n it considered the appropriations bill (HR 18037) for 
Labor-Health, Education and Welfare Departments end re­
lated agrncies. Having cut $307 million from the funds for the 
Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO), the antipoverty agency, 
.the House on June 26 considered an amendment cutting another 
$100 million from that agency's fu.nds. In a defeat for the con­
servative co;.l;!ion and a victory for ·the Administration, the 
.House rejecl< -.~ the amendment by a vote of 181-220 ·(ND 11-
132; SD 60-2 i; R 110-64). The Senate restored $215 million to 

:-; the OEO. <Seq Senate. hey vote 11.) 
8. HIGHWAY Bl'.;AUTIFICATION. O_ne of the Adminis­

tration's more contro\'ersial. programs was to beautify the na­
tion's highways by controlling'i>illboards, hiding unsightly junk­
yards end adding landscaping.· The program. was a favorite of 

the President's wife. The House on July 10 considered an amend­
ment to the Federal Aid Highway Act (HR 17134) which struck 
out ell funds for highway beautification projects. The House 
accepted the amendment by a 211~145 vote in a victory for the 
conservative coalition (ND 21-102; SD 46-27; R 144-16). The 
Senate restored a $255-million, three-year program; but, as 
enacted, the measure (S 3418) contained. only $25 million for 
highway beautification for fiscal 1970. 

9. GUN CONTROLS. Following the assassinations of 
the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and of Sen. Robert F. 
Kennedy (D N.Y.), the House on July 24 passed a bill (HR 
17735), banning mail-order end most out-of-state ·purchases of 
rilles end shotguns and the interstate shipment of handgun 
ammumt10n. The House stopped short of including provisions 
requiring registration of firearms. The roll call was the first ' 
time in 30 Y.ears that House Members had taken a record vote 
on firearms legislation. The vote was 305-118 (0 158-79; R 147-
39). The Senate passed a similar measure (S 3633) end the bill 
was cleared shortly before adjournment. (See Senate key votes 
5 and 6.) 

10. CAMPUS RIOTERS. The chief controversy in House 
consideration of the Higher Education Amendments (S 3769; · 
HR 15067) centered on provisions requiring colleges to deny 
federal funds to students· who participated in campus disorders. 
The bills extended authorizations for four major education pro: 
grams. The House accepted the amendment on campus dis­
orders on July 25 by a vote of 260-146. The vote was a victory 
for the conservative coalition (ND 50-98; SD 76-5; R 134-43). 
The President took no position on the amendment. The Senate 
version was somewhat milder and a compromise was agreed on 
in the final bill. 

I, 

11. HOUSING. The House on July 26 adopted the con­
ference report on the Administration-backed Housing and Urben 
Development Act (S 3497), the most far-reaching housing bill 
passed by Congress since 1949. The conference report deleted 
strict House limits ori the income of families receiving aid to 
buy or rent homes, permitting more families to qualify than 
the House originally favored. The vote was 228-135 in a defeat 
for the conservative coalition (ND 124-2; SD 32-41; R 72-92). 
(See Senate key vote 8.) 

12. FOREIGN AID. The House on Sept. 19 passed e $1.6 
billion foreign aid appropriations bill (HR 19908), the lowest 
amount in the history of the program. Even so, on the 174-138 
vote the conservative coalition opposed passage (ND 96-9; SD 
24-46; R 54-83). (See Senate key vote 9.) 

13. SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. The House. June 26 
accepted amendments to Health, Education end Welfare Depart­
ment (HEW) appropriations to cripple the Department's enforce­
ment of school desegregation by permitting Southern "freedom­
of-choice" desegregation plans. On Oct. 3, by e close vote, the 
House reversed itself by adding language to the amendments 
to retain HEW's power to withhold federal funds from school 
districts using "freedom-of-choice" plans which HEW considered 
ineffective in achieving desegregation. The 167-156 roll-call 
vote on Oct. 3 was a defeat for the conservative coalition (ND 
96-12; SD 4-67; R67-77). 
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Key Voles - 2 REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

House Votes on Truth-in-Lending and Open Housing; 

• Accepts · Crime Bill and Passes Income Tax Surcharge 
1. HR 11601. Truth-in-Lending. Passage of the bill requir­

ing all lenders and retail creditors to disclose the annual per­
centage cost of credit; restricting garnishment of wages to 10 
percent of a worker's income above S30; and establishing a Na­
tional Commission on Consumer Finance. Passed 383-4: R 165-1; 
D 218-3 (ND 138-0; SD 80-3), Feb. 1, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

2. H Res 1100-HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. H 
Res 1100 was a resolution to permit House acceptance of Senate 
amendments to a House-passed ci~·il rights. bill (HR 2516). Mad­
den (D Ind.) motion to order the previous question on H Res 
llOO. thereby bringing the resolution to a vote with no opportunity 
to alter the language and'--in effect- expre;;sing the· House's 
desire. to accept the Senate's open housing and other amend­
ments without change. Adopted 229-195: R 77-106; D 152-89 (ND 
l.t0-1:2; SD 12-7i), April 10, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's ~ositi·on. 

3. H Res 1100-HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. 
Adoption of the resolution to agree to the Senate amendments to 
the House-passed civil rights bill (HR 2516) and to send HR 2516 
to the President. The Senate amendments-which were the sub­
stance of HR 25l~prohibited interference with a person exer­
cising specified federally protected rights; prohibited discrimina­
tion in the sale or rental of housing .. Adopted 250-172; R 100,84; 
D 150-88 (ND 137-13; SD 13-75), April 10, 1968. A "yea" was a 
\·ote supporting· the President's position. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 123456 

ALABAMA Los Angeln Co. 
3 Andrews Y N N ? ? N 29 Brown y y y x • N 
7 Bevill Y N N y y N 22 Corman y y y N y y 

8 Jones Y N N y y N 21 Howkins y y y x x x 
4 Nichols Y N N y y N 19 Holifield y y y y y y 

S Selden Y N N :j: :j: x 17 ·King ? ./ ./ y y y 

6 Buchanan Y N N y y N 26 Ree• y y y . y 

2 Dickinson Y N N y y N 30 RoTbal y y y ? ? N 
I Edwards YNN y y N 31 Wison :j: y y y y y 

ALASKA 28 Bell y y y ? ? y 
AL Pollock Y N Y N y y 21 Clawson :j: N N y y N 
ARIZONA: 32 Hosmer. Y N N y :j: y 

i Ud111l y y y t:I y x 2.J Lipscomb :j: N N y y y 

I Rhodes ? N N Y y y 27 Reinecke Y N N y y y 

3 Steiger Y N N y· y N 20 Smith Y N N y y N 
ARKANSAS 25 Wiggins YNN y y y 

l Gathings Y N N y y y COLORADO 
2 Mills ?. N N y y y 4 Aspinall Y N N X x y 
4 Pryor ? NN y y y 3 Evan•· y y y N y y 
3 HammerschmidtY NN y y y 1 Rogers y y y y y y 

CALIFORNIA 2 Brotzman y y y y y y 

. S Burton y y YNNN CONNECTICUT 
7 Cahalan y·y y ? x ./ 1 Doddorio y y y y y y 
9 Edwards y y Y N Y N 3 Giaimo :j: y y y y y 

34 Hanna y y y y y y 4 Irwin y y y y y y 

2 Johnson y y y y y y S Monagan :j: y y y y y 
4 Leggett y y YNNN 2 St: On~•. :j: y y y y y 

15 Mcf<lll :j: y y y y y 6 Meski l y y y y y N 
8 Miller y y y :j: :j: y DELAWARE 
3 Moss :j: y YNNN AL Roth y ? ? y y y 

16 Sisk y y y :j: :j: y RORI DA 
38 Tunney y y y ./ ./ y 3 Bennett Y N N y y y 
37 Von Deerlin y y y y y y 12 f<lscell y y y y y y 
14 Waldie YYYNNY 2 Fuqua YNN y y y 
J Clausen :j:NNYYN 6 Gibbons :j: N N y y N 

10 Gubser YNNYYY 7 Holey YNN y y N 
lJ McCloskey y y y y y y 4 Herlong y N y y y 
6 Mailliard y y y y y y 11 Pepper y y y y y y 

18 Mathias YNNYYY 9 Rogers YNN y y y 
33 Pettis YNNYYY l Sikes Y N N y y y 
12 Talcott ?NNY.YY 10 Burke YNN y y N 
13 Teague YNN y y y 8 Cramer :j: N N y y N 
3.5 Utt Y N N y y N 5 Gurney :j: N N y y N 
36 Wilson Y N N y y y 

4. H Res 1197-HR 5037. Omnibus Crime Bill. H Res 1197 
was a resolution to permit House acceptance of Senate amend­
ments to the House-passed Omnibus Crime Bill. Sisk (D Calif.) 
motion to consider the previous question on H Res 1197, thereby 
bringing the resolution to a vote with no opportunity to alter 
the language and expressing the House's desire to accept the . 
Senate provisions on criminal law, wiretapping and gun control 
without change. Adopted 349-40: R 169-6; D 180-34 (ND 102-32; 
SD 78-2), June 6, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

5. H Res 1197-HR 5037. Omnibus Crime Bill. Adoption 
of the resolution permitting House acceptance of Senate amend­
ments to the bill. Adopted 369-17: R 172-1; D 197-16 (ND 118-15; 
SD 79-1), June 6, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

6. HR 15414. Surcharge-Spending Limitation. Adoption 
of the conference report (H Rept 1533) on the bill imposmg a 
IO-percent surcharge on personal and corporate income taxes, 
requiring the Federal Government to cut fiscal 1969 expenditures 
by $6 billion, requiring a reduction in the number of federal em­
ployees, extending certain existing excise taxes, accelerating pay. 
ment of corporation taxes, revising or extending the effective 
date of certain welfare and medical assistance laws, and includ­
ing provisions on ·various other subjects .. Adopted 268-150: R 114-. 
73; D 154-77 (ND 96-49; SD 58-28), June 20, 1968. A "yea" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 - KEY-
y Record V{)te !or (yea). 

GEORGIA 

" Paired for. 3 Brinkley YNN y y N 
t. Announced for or CQ poll for. 7 Dovis Y N N y y y 

6 Flynt Y N N y y N N Record vote against (nay). 
1 Hogon YNN y y N X Paired against. 
9 Landrum ·y N N y y y Announced against or CQ poll 
2 O'Neal Y N N :j: :j: N against. 

10 Stephens NNN y y y 1 Absent, general pair, "present" or 
8 Stuckey YNN y y N did not announce 01' answer poll. 
4 Blackburn Y N N Y y y 
5 Thompson Y N N. Y y N 

HAWAII 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Al Matsunaga y y y y y y 
AL Mink :j:YYNNN IN DIANA IDAHO 3 Brademas y y y y y N 2 Hansen YNN y y N 

9 Hamilton y y y y y y 
I McClure NNN y y N 

11 Jacobs y y ·y y y N 
ILLINOIS 1 Madden y y y y y x 
21 Gray y y N :j: y y 

S Roush y y y y y y 
24 Price y y y y y y 

4 Adair Y N N y y N 
23 Shipley y y y y y N 

6 Bran, YNN y y N 
16 Anderson y y y y y y 

2 Ha leek ?NN y YN 17 Arends YNN y y y 
7 Myers YNN y y N 

14 Erlenbom :j: y y y y y 
10 Roudebush YNN y YN 20 Findley y y y y y y 
8 Zion YNN y YN 12 McClory :J: y y y y y 

IOWA 18 Michel y y y 

* :j: N 2 Culver y y y y y y 
19 Railsback y y y y y y 

5 Smith :j: y y y y N 
15 Reid YNN y y y 

3 Gross YNN y YN 22 Springer y N y y Y. N 4 fie/ YNN y y N 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 ayne y N y y y y 

7 Annunzio y y y N y y 7 Scherle YNN y YN 1 Dawson ? y y ? ? y 
1 Schwengel y y y y y y s Kluczrski y y N y ? y KANSAS 3 Murp y . y y y :j: :j: y 1 Dole y N y y y y 

2 O'Hara y y y ? ? y 2 Mize y y y y y y 
11 Pucinski Y NN Y Y y 4 Shriver ?NN y y y 6 Ronan y y. y N y y 5 Skubitz YNN y y y 8 RoslenkoW9ki y y y y y y 3 Winn y N y y YN 9 Yates y y y N y N KENTUCKY JO Collier Y N N Y y y 2 Natcher Y N N y y y 4 Derwinski YNNN y y 7 Perkins y y y y y y 13 Rumsfeld :j: Y. y y y y I Stubblefield YNN y y y 

... 
Democrats In this type; Republicans in italics 
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REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 

6 Watts Y N N y y y 2 Curtis Y N N Y N N 11 Taylor 
5 Carter Y N N ? ? y 7 Hall Y N N y y N 10 Whitener 
3 Cou9er y y y :j: t N MONTANA 9 Broyhill 
4 Sny er YNN y YN 1 Olsen y y y y y y 4 Gardner 

LOUISIANA 2 Battin YNN y y y 8 Jonas 
2 Boggs y y y y y y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA 
7 Edwards Y N N y y N 2 Cunningham y y y y y N 1 Andrews 
1 Hebert YNN y y N 1 Denney y N y y y y 2 Kleppe 
8 Long Y N N y y N 3 Martin YNN y y y OHIO 
5 Passman :j: N N t :j: N NEVADA 9 Ashley 
6 Rarick YNN y y N Al Ba~ing YNN y YN 20 Feighan 
4 Waggonner Y N N y y N NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Hays 
3 Willis YNN y y y 2 Cleveland :j: y y y y y 19 Kirwan 

MAINE 1 Wyman y N y y y N 21 Vanik 
2 Hathaway y y y :j: :j: N NEW JERSEY 17 Ashbrook 
1 Kyros y y y y y N 14 Daniels y y y y y y 14 Ayres 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher y y y y ? y 8 Betts 
4 Fallon y y N y y y 9 Helstoski y y y N y x 22 Bolton 
7 Friedel y y y y y y 3 Howard y y y y y N 16 Bou· 
3 Garmatz y y N y y N 8 Joelson y y y y y y 7 Brou·n 
2 long * y y y y y 11 Minish y y y y y N 2 Clancy 
5 Machen YNN y y N 15 Patten y y y y y y 12 Devine 
8 Gude y y y y y y 10 ~dino y y y y y ~ 6 Harsha 
6 Mathias y y y y y y 4-T omrson y y y N y J 5 Latta 
I Morton YNN y y y 6 Cahil y y y y y y 24 Lukens 

MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwyer y y y y y y 4 ,\'1 cCulloch 
2 Boland y Y' y y y y 5 . Frelinghuysen y y y y y y JO Miller 

11 Burke y y y y. y y 1 Hunt y N y y y N 2.1 Minshall 
4 Donohue y y y y y y 2 Sai1dman y y y y y N J.1 Mosher 
7 Macdonald ? y y y y N 7 Widnall y y y y y y 11 Stanton 
9 McCormack NEW MEXICO 1 Tat 
8 O'Neill y y y J :j: y Al Morris y y y y y y 3 W a/en 
3 Philbin y y y y y y Al Walker Y N N y y N 15 H-'y/ie 
6 Bates y y y y y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 
I Conte ·y y y y y y 27 Dow y y y N y N 3 Albert 

JO Heckler y y y y y N 41 Dulski y y y y y y 2 Edmondson 
12 Keith y y y y y y 34 Hanley y y y y y y 5 Jarman 
. 5 Murse .. y y y y y y 39 McCarthy y y y y y y 4 Steed 
MICHIGAN ~5 Ottinger y y y N y N 1 Belcher 
12 O'Hara y y y N y y 1 Pike y y y y y y 6 Smith 
18 Broomfield :j: y y y YN 28 Resnick y y :j: x :j: y OREGON 
·3 Brown y y y y y y 35 Straiton y y y y y y 3 Green 

JO Cedcrber'fa :j: N y y y y 5 Tenzer y y y y y N 2 Ullman 
6 Chamber in y N y y :j: y 3 Wolff y y Y N Y N 4 Dellenback 
2 Esch y y y y y y 29 Button y y y y y y I Wyatt 
5 Ford y N y y y y 37 Conable y y y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 
8 Harvey y y y ? ? y 38 Goodell y y y y y y 25 Clark 
4 Hutchinson y N y y y N 2 Grover y y y y y N 21 Dent 

19 McDonald y y y y y y 36 Horton y y y y y y 11 Rood 
7 Riegle y y y y YN 30 Kinft y ? ? y y N 20·Halland 

II Ruppe y y y y y y 31 Mc wen y ? y y y y 14 Moorhead 
9 Vander Jagt. YN y ? ? y 32 Pirnie y y y y y y 26 MoJan 

Detroit-Wayne Co. 26 Reid y y y N y y 6 Rh es 
1 Conyers y y Y N NW 33 Robison :j: y y y y y 15 Rooney 

13 Diggs y y YNNN 40 Smith y y y y y y 24 Vigorito 
16 DinJell y N YNNN 4 Wydler y y Y N Y N 8 Biester 
15 For y y y y y N New York City IB Corbett 
17 Griffiths y y y ? ? x 7 Addabbo y y y y y N 16 Eshleman 
14 Nedzi y y y N y J 23 Bingham y y y N y y 2i Fulton 
MINNESOTA 11 Brosco y y y y y N 19 Goodling 

8 Blatnik y y y y y y IS_ Corey y y y y y ~ 2.1 Johnson 
S Fraser y y Y N N Y 10 Celler y y y y y y JO McDade 
4 Karth y y y y y y 9 Delaney Y N N Y y N 22 Sar/or 7 Langen y N y y y y 19 Farbstein y y Y. y y N 17 Sc neebeli 
3 MacGregor y y y y y y 22 Gilbert y y y y y N 13 Schu,eiker 
2 NeL~en y y y y y y l2 Kelly y y y y y N 9 Watkins 
I ~uie y y y y y y 13 Podell** y y y y N 12 Whalley 
6 wach y y y y y y 16 Murphy y y y y y y 7 Williams 

MISSISSIPPI 18 Vacancy Philadelphia City 
1 Abernethy NNN y y y 14. Rooney y y y :j: J y 1 Barrell 
5 Colmer Y N·N y y. y 8 Rosenthal :j: y Y N Y N 3 Byrne 
4 Montgomery NNN y y y 20 Ryan y y YNNN 4 ·e;1berg 

. 2 Whitten YNN y y N 21 Scheuer y y Y N Y N 5 Green 
3 Griffin* NN y y y 24 Fino y . y y N 2 Nix 

MISSOURI 6 Halpern y y y y y N RHODE ISLAND 
S Bolling y y y y N y 17 Kupferman . ? y y N y y 1 St. Germain 
6 Hull YNN y y N NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan 
9 Hungate y N ? y y y 2 Fountain 
8 lchord Y N N y y y s Golifianakis 

10 Jones y - y y y 3 Henderson 
1 Karsten ? ? ? :j: :j: y 1 Jones 
4 Rondell y ~N y y N 6 Kornegay 
3 Sullivan y y y y y y 7 Lennan 

•Rrp Churl1•."> /I_ Grilf,-11 (/) .\fis .... J ,\u·orn 1'n A1anh 18. l~i>i 
••R,p. IJNtram L. H1d"1l tD N. \'.) ... u•orn in Frb. 2~. J96l{ 

:j: N N y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
y N N y y y 4. Ashmore 
y N N y y NI 3 Dorn 
y N N y y N' 5 Gettys 
y N N y v v I 6·McMillan 
y N N y y N' 

i 

Key Votes.- 3 

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Y N N y y y 1 Rivers y N N J J y 
Y N N y y y 2 Watson y N N y y y 
Y N N y y y SOUTH DAKOTA 
YNN y y N 2 Berry y N y :j: :j: y 
YNN y y y 1 Reifel y y y y y y 

TENNESSEE 
y y y y y N 6 Anderson Y N N y ,y y 
y y y y y N 7 Blanton Y N N y 'y y 

8 Everett Y N N y y y 
y y y y y y 4 Evins Y N N' :j: :j: •' y y y y y y 5 Fulton y y y y y y 
y y y y y J 3 Brock Y N N y y y 
y y y y y y 2 Duncan Y N N y y N 
y y y y y N 9 Kuykendall Y N N y y N 
YNN y y N I Quillen YNN y y N 
y y y y y y TEXAS 
y y y y y y 9 Brooks y y y y y y 
Y N N :j: :j: N 17 Burleson ? N N y y y 
Y N N :j: :j: y 5 Cabell ? N N y y y 
y y y y y y 22 Casey Y N N y y y 
Y N N y y N 15 de la Garza y N y y y y 
YNN y y N 2 Dowdy Y N N :j: :j: N 
YNN y y N 8 Eckhardt YYYNYN 
Y N N y y y 21 Fisher YNNYYY 
y N y y y N 20 Gonzalez YYYNNY 
y y y y y y 23 Kazen y y y y y y 
Y N N y y N 19 Mahon YNNYYY 
Y N N y y N 1 Patman .. YNNYYY 
y y y y y y 10 ·Pickle YYNYYY 
y y y y y y 11 Poage y ? ? y y y 
:j: y y y y N 13 PUrcell y N N * :j: y 
:j: y y y y N 4 Roberh Y N N y y y 
Y N N y y N 6 Teague Y N N y y J 

16 White Y N N y y y 
y y y y y y 12 Wright y N y y y y 
Y N N y y N 14 Young y y y y y y 
Y N N y YN 7 Bush y N y y y y 
YNN y y y .'J Vacancy 
Y N N y y y IB Price Y N N y y N 
Y N N y y N UTAH 

1 Burton Y N N N y y 
y y y y y y 2 Uovd y N y y y y 
y y y y y y VERMONT 
y y y y y y AL Stafford y y y y y y 
y y y y y y VIRGINIA 

4 Abbitt Y N N y y N 
:j: N y y N y 1 Downing Y N N y y y 
y y y y y y 2 Hard~ Y N N :j: :j: ? 
y y y y y y 7 Mars YNN y y y 
y y y x x x 3 Satterfield Y N N y y y 
y y y N y y S Tuck Y N N y y N 
y y y y y y JO Broyhill Y N N y y y 
y y y y y y 6 Poff Y N N y y N 
y y y y y y 8 Scott YNN y y N 
y y y y y y · 9 Wampler Y N N ? ? N 
y y y y y y WASHINGTON 
:j: y y y y y 7 Adams y y y y y N 
y y y y y y S Foley y y Y N.N y 
y y y y y y 3 Hansen ? y y y y y 
Y N N y y N 6 Hicks y y y y y y 
YNN y y y 2 Meeds y y y y y y 
y y y :j: :j: y 4 Ma~ y N y y y y 
YNN y y N I Pel y y y y y y y 
y y y y y y WEST VIRGINIA 
y y y y y y 4 Hechler y y y y y N 
Y N N y y N 5 Kee ,y y. y y y y 
YNN y y y 3 Slack y y y y y N 
YNN y y N 2 Staggers y y y y y y 

I Moore y y y y y N 
y y y y y N WISCONSIN 
y y y y y y 2 Kastenmeier y y YNNN 
y y y y y y S Reuss y y Y N N Y 
y y y y y y 4 Zablocki y y y y y x 
y y y N y y 8 Byrnes y N y y y y 

9 Davis Y N N y y y 
y y y J ? y 7 Laird :I: N y y y y 
y y y y y y JO O'Konski y y y y y y 

1 Schadeberg Y N N y y N 
y x x y y y 6 Steiger y y y y y y 
Y N N y y y 3 Thomson y N y y y N 
Y N N :j: :j: y WYOMING 
YNN J J J AL Harrison YNN :j: :j: y 
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House Votes on OEO, Highway Beauty, Gun Controls, 

Campus Rioters, Housing, Foreign Aid, Desegregation 
7. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Scherle (R 

programs of federal assistance for homeownership and rental 
housing for low-income families, federal reinsurance for insurance­
industrv riot losses, flood insurance for . homeowners, federal 
assistance for developers .of entire new towns and new com­
munities, and extending and expanding a number of existing 
housing and urban development programs. Adopted 228-135: 

Iowa) amendment to cut appropriations for the Office of Eco­
nomic Opportunity by an additional $100 million. Rejected 
18L-220: R 110-64; D 71-156 (ND 11-132; SD 60-24), June 26, 
1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 17134. Federal Aid Highway Bill. Cramer (R Fla.) 
amendment denying all funds .for highway beautification except 
$l,250,000 for a ~tudy on beautification. Accepted 211-145: R 144-

" 16; D 67-129 (ND 21-102; SD 46-27), July 3, 1968. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position.. · 

R 72-92; D L56-43 (ND 124-2; SD :12-41), .July 26, 1968. A "yea" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 19908. Foreign Aid Appropriations. Passage of the 
bill appropriating $1,619, L00,000 for foreign aid in fiscal 1969. 
Passed 174-138: R 54-8:l; D 120-55 (ND 96-9; SD 24-46), Sept. 19,-
1968. The President did not take a position on the bilL 

9. HR 17735. Gun Control Act of 1968. Passage of the bill 
prohibiting the interstate shipment of rifles and shotguns and 
handgun ammunition and restricting the out-of-state purchase of 
rifles and shotguns. Passed 305-118: R 147-:19; D 158-79 (ND 138-
12; SD 20-67), July 24, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position_ 

13. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Cohelan .(D 
Calif_) motion to accept a Senate amendment weakening a House 
provision prohibiting HEW from withholding federal funds in 
order to force busing, school closings or attendance of students 
at a particular school. The primary purpose of the House provi­
sion, sponsored by Whitten (D Miss.), was to prevent HEW from 
withholding funds from. Southern districts using "freedom-of­
choice" desegregation plans which HEW considered ineffective 
in achieving desegregation. The Senate language restated exist­
ing HEW powers to 'withhold funds. Adopted 167-156: R 67-77; 
D 100-79 (ND 96-12; SD 4-67), Oct .. 3, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 15067. Higher Education. Scherle (R Iowa) 
amendment requiring colleges to deny federal funds to stu- · 
dents who participated in serious campus disord·ers. Accepted 
260-146: R 134-43; D 126-102 (ND 50-98; SD 76-5), July 25, 
1968. The President did not take a position on the amendment. 

11. S 3497. Housing and Urban Development Act of-1968. 
Adoption of the conference report on the bill, providing new 
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6 Walls Y Y Y Y Y X N 2 Curtis Y Y N N N :j: 11 Taylor Y N Y 
5 Carter N Y N Y ? N N 7 Hall Y ,; Y Y N X N 10 Whitener Y Y N 
3 Cou•ger N Y Y Y :j: X - MONTANA 9 Broyhill Y Y Y 
4 Snyder Y Y N :j: - N X 1 Olsen N N N N Y X ? 4 Gardner Y Y N 

LOUISIANA. 2 Battin Y Y N Y N N 8 Jonas Y Y Y 
2 Boggs N N Y Y Y Y Y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA 

Y Y N N 
YNNN 
YNNN 
y x x 
YNNN 

7 Edwards · Y N Y :j: X X 2 Curzningham N ,; ? :j: :j: N N I Andrews Y ,/ N N Y N Y 
1 Hebert Y N X ,/ ? ,/ N I Denney Y Y Y Y N N N 2 Kleppe Y Y N Y N N Y 
8 long ,/ ? N ,/ ? N X 3 Martin Y Y N Y N N ? OHIO 
5 Passman · Y :j: N Y N Y N NEVADA 9 Ashley 
6 Rarick Y Y N Y - X X Al Baring Y :j: N Y N N N 20 Feighan 
4 Waggonner Y N N Y N N N NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Hays 
3 Willis ,/ X N Y Y N X 2 Cleveland Y Y Y N Y N Y 19 Kirwan 

MAINE I Wyman Y Y Y Y Y N Y 21 Vanik 
, 2 Hathaway N N Y N Y Y Y NEW JERSEY /7 Ashbrook 

I Kyros N N Y Y Y Y Y 14 Daniels N N Y N Y Y Y 14 Ayres 
MARYLAND 13 Gallagher N N Y X :j: ,; ? 8 Betts 

4 Fallon X N Y Y Y Y Y 9 Helstoski N-N Y N Y Y ? 22 Bolton 
7 Friedel N N Y N Y Y Y 3 Howard N N Y N Y Y Y 16 Bow 
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l>&troit-Wayne Co. 26 Reid N N Y N Y Y Y 6 Rhodes N N ? :j: :j: ,/ Y 
. 1 Conyers N X :j: N y ? Y 33 Robison N Y Y N Y Y Y 15 Rooney N Y Y Y Y Y J 
13 Diggs N X y N y y Y 40 Smith N Y Y N Y Y N 24 Vigorito N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
16 Dingell N N N N y ,; Y 4 Wydler N Y Y N Y Y Y 8 Riester N Y Y N Y Y Y 
15 Mlrd N X y N ? ,; Y New York City 18 Corbett N N Y Y :j: Y N 
17 Griffiths N X y N y ,; ? 7 Addabbo N Y Y Y Y ,; y 16 Eshleman Y Y Y Y Y N N 
14 Nedzi N N y y y y Y 23 Bingham N X Y N Y Y y 27 Fulton N N Y Y Y Y N 
MINNESOTA 11 Brasco N N Y N Y Y y 19 Goodling Y Y Y Y N N N 

8 Blatnik N N Y N Y Y Y 15--Corey._!'l _ _/(~Y__v'_J' 23 Johnson - Y Y N Y · N N 
5 Fraser N N Y N Y Y Y 10 Celler N N Y N ? ,/ ,t IO McDade N Y Y N Y ,/ Y 
4 Karth N Y Y N :j: Y ./ 9 Delaney N Y Y Y Y N y 22 Saylor N N N Y Y N N 
7 Langen Y Y N Y N N N 19 Farbstein N N Y N Y Y y 17 Schneebeli Y Y Y Y N Y N 
3 MacGregor N ,/ Y Y Y Y Y 22 Gilbert N N Y N Y y 13 Schweiker N Y Y N Y :j: ? 
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1 Quie N Y Y N Y Y Y 13 Podell N N Y N :j: Y ,; 12 Whalley Y Y N Y N N N 
6 2wach Y Y Y Y Y N Y 16 Murphy N N J N Y Y ,; 7 Williams ,/ Y Y Y N N N 

MISSISSIPPI 18 Vacancy Philadelphia City 
1 Abernethy Y Y N -Y N N N 14 Rooney N X Y N Y Y y I Barrett N N Y N Y Y Y 
5 Colmer Y ,/ N Y N N N 8 Rosenthal N N Y N ? Y y 3 Byrne N N Y N Y Y Y 
4 Montgomery Y Y N Y N N N 20 Ryan . N N Y N Y Y ,; 4 Eilberg N N Y N :j: Y N 
2 Whitten Y Y N Y N N N 21 Scheuer . N Y N Y Y y 5 Green N N Y N Y Y Y 
3- Griffin Y Y N Y N N N 24 Fino Y Y Y :j: :j: X 2 Nix N N Y N Y Y Y 

MISSOURI 6 Halpern N N Y N Y Y y RHODE ISLAND 
5 Bolling N N Y N ? :j: Y 17 Kupferman N N Y N :j: ,; ,t 1 St. Germain N N Y Y Y Y Y 
6 Hull Y Y Y Y :j: N X NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan N N Y Y Y Y Y 
9 Hungate Y Y Y N :j: X X 2 Fountain Y Y N Y N X N SOUTH CAROLINA 
8 lchord Y :j: Y Y N X ? 5 Galifianakis . Y Y Y :j: Y N N 4 Ashmore Y 

10 Jones ? ? Y Y ? N ? 3 Henderson Y Y N Y N N N 3 Dorn Y 
1 Karsten ? Y :j: :j: ? ? I Jones Y Y N Y N N N 5 Gettys Y 
4 Randoll Y Y N Y y N N 6 Kornegay .; ? Y Y N X N 6 McMillan Y 
3 Sullivan X N :(, Y :j: Y Y 7 Lennon y y N Y N N N 

· • HPp. Charle.•· E. Goode/Ir R fV_ Y.) re•i11nP'd Sept_ 9. 196/i 
.. Hrp. ElmcrJ. Hollandl/JPa.JdirdAug.9 .. /96/l_ 

•••Rep. J.ara., M .. Colliru IR Iha.<) su'o~~ in Sepl. 4. 1968.
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5 Reuss N N 
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Key Votes· 6 REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

Senat_e Key Votes 

1 and 2. OPEN HOUSING. After falling seven votes 
short of invoking cloture on the previous day, the Senate 
Feb. 21 showed unexpected support from Republicans and 
Northern Democrats for nondiscrimination in housing. The 
Senate rejected a motion to table (kill) an open housing 
amendment to the pending civil rights protection bill (HR 
2516). The vote was 34-58 (D 18-39; R 16-19). With an open 
housing provision in the bill, the Senate then went on to invoke 
cloture on March 4 and to pass the bill on March 11 by a 71-20 
vote (D 42-17; R 29-3), an unexpectedly large margin generated 
in part by the switch of Minority Leader Everett McKinley 
Dirksen (R Ill.) to support open housing. The House accepted 
the Senate version of the bill. (See House key uotes 2 and 3.) 

3. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE. The Senate squarely 
faced the issue of public disclosure of Senators' finances and 
investments when it voted on March 20 on an amendment re­
quiring Senators and their employees earning more than $15,000 
-to file public reports on the market .value of their asst-ts and 
liabilities and other information. The amendment to a code of 
ethics resolution (S Res 266) was rejected in a victory for the 
conservative coalition by a vote of 40-44 (ND 24-11; SD 4-13; 
R 12-20). Two days later the Senate adopted a watered-down 
rule providing that the reports. be kept sealed until such time 

. as the Senate Select Committee on Standards and Conduct 
saw fit to examine their contents. Sen. George D. Aiken 
(R Vt.) alone voted against the rule change, calling it a 
"farce." 

4. TAX SURCHARGE, BUDGET CUTS. Both the Presi­
dent and the conservative coalition won a victory on April 2 
when the Senaie accepted an amendment to the excise tax 
extension bill (HH 1.5-114). The amendment gave the Presi­
dent his long-sought IO-percent surcharge on individual and 
corporate income taxes but it also imposed a $180.1 billion 
ceiling on fiscal 1969 spending, a Republican-favored pro­
posal. The vote was 53~35 (ND 12-24; SD 10-8; R 31-3). The 
provisions ·remained in the bill as signed into law. (See 

.House key uote 6.) 

5 and 6. GUN CONTROLS. In the face of heavy and 
effective lobbying by the National Rifle Assn., the Administra­
tion made little headway in the Senate early in the year to 
obtain strong gun control5. The Senate May 16 defeated an 
amendment to the omnibus crime bill (S 917) which would have 
prohibited interstate mail-order sales of rifles and shotguns. 
The amendment, offered by Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D 
Mass.), was rejected by a vote of 29-53 (D 20-31; R 9-22). The 
legislation was enacted with controls over hand guns only. 
Following the assassination of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy (D 
N. Y. ), however.· the Senate made a dramatic turnabout and on 
Sept. 18 passed a bill (S 3633; HR 1773.5) banning mail-order 
and most out-of-state sales of rifles, shotguns anrl ammunition. 
The vote was 70-17 (D 39-13; R 31-4): (See House key uote 9.) 

7. SUPREME COURT. While considering the omnibus 
crime bill (S 917), the Senate May 21 rejected a series of 
efforts by Sen. Joseph D." Tydings (D Md.) to delete provisions 
related to the rights of prisoners or suspects in federal custody. 
The provisions were seen· as an attempt to restrict those rights 
and thus alter the standards enunciated by the Supreme 
Court. When the Senate reached provisions denying the Court 
jurisdiction to review a determination by a state court judge 
that a confession ~as "voluntary," the Senate drew the line. 
It accepted a Tydings amendment to delete the restriction 
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on the Court's jurisdiction. Hepublicans and Northern Demo­
crats switched heavily to suµport Tydings in his defense of 
the Court's scope of review. The vote was 52-32 (D 36-17; 
R 16-15). The provisions relating to Court rulings remained in 
the legislation as enacted. 

8. HOUSING. In a major event or the !>0th Congress, 
the Senate on May 28 passed a massive $5 billion housing 
and urban developmerit bill (S 3497), backed by the Adminis­
tration and incorporating GOP ideas to facilitate home owner­
ship by low- and moderate-income families. The vote was 67-4 
(D 40-3; R 27-1). As cleared later by the House, it was the 
most far-reaching housing legislation since the Housing Act 
of 1949. (See House key uote 11.) 

9. ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS. The Administration 
won an important victory on July 31 when the Senate rejected 
an amendment to the Foreign Assistance Act (HR 15263) 
which would have reduced from $90 million to the House figure 
of $70 million the authorization for the Alliance for Progress 
technical cooperation grants. The vote was 31-43 (D 22-27; 
R 9-16). The $90 million authorization remained in the bill as 
enacted. (See House key uote 12.) 

10. SENTINEL ABM. The recurrent controversy over 
the Sentinel antiballistic missile (ABM) system broke out in 
the Senate again on Aug. I. The Senate considered an amend­
ment "to the military construction appropriations bill (HR 
18785) deleting $227.3 million for construction of ABM installa­
tions. Opponents of the ABM system, which was considered 
effective only against potential Communist Chinese missiles, 
argued that it was wasteful and encouraged an arms race. 
Proponei1ts said it was a necessary defensive measure, would 
strengthen the nation's bargaining position with Russia ·and 
would deter aggression by other nations. The Senate rejected 
the amendment in what was the closest or four votes to deny 
funds. The vote, a victory for the conservati\'e coalition and 
for the President, was 27-46 (ND 20-15; SD 2-17; R 5-14). 

11. POVERTY FUNDS. When the Senate debated the 
appropriations bill (HR 18037) for Labor-Health, Education 
and Welfare Departments and related agencies, the central 
issue was where the line should be drawn between the needs 
of social programs and of economy. That issue was at the 
heart of debate on funds for the Office of Economic Oppor­
tunity (OEO), the antipoverty agency. The House had cut funds 
for the OEO. (See House key uote 7.) The Senate on Sept. 6 
approved, 37-26, an amendment to HR 18037 restoring $215 
million to the OEO funds to bring those funds back up to the 
Administration's Budget level. It was a defeat for the con­
servative coalition (ND 27-1; SD 2-11; R 8-14). 

12. FORTAS NOMINATION. The June 26 nomination by 
President ,Johnson of Supreme Court Associate Justice Abe 
Fortas to be Chief Justice of the United States touched off a 
storm of controversy. Sen. Robert P: Griffin (R Mich.) gathered 
Republican and Southern Democratic forces to filibuster against 
the nomination. The Senate never before. had failed to act, 
favorably or unfavorably, on a nomination to the Court. But 
after five days of debate, the Senate on Oct. I rejected a 
motion to invoke cloture. Thus, the Senate never took uµ the 
nomination as such, but settled the matter on a procedural 
point. With a two-thirds majority needed for cloture, the 
motion failed by 14 votes, losing 45-43 in a victory for the con­
servative coalition (ND 31-4; SD 4-1.5; R 10-24). At the request 
of Justice Fortas, the President Oct. 2 withdrew the nomina­
tion. 
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Senate Votes on Civil Rights, Ethics and Tax Surcharge; 
'Controls on Long Guns Are Voted Down but Later Passed 

1. HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing_ Mansfield (D Mont.) 
motion to table (kill) Mondale (0 Minn.) amendment to pro­
hibit discrimination on the grounds of race or religion in the sale 
and rental of housing. Rejected 3-1-58: R 16-19; D 18-39 (ND 3-36; 
SD 15-3), Feb. 21, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

. 2. HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open. Housing. Passage of the bill 
to prohibit interference with a person exercising specified fed­
erally protected rights, to prohibit discrimination in the sale or 
rental of housing, to guarantee constitutional rights of American 
Indians, and to prohibit travel in interstate commerce with in­
tent to incite or take part in a riot. Passed 71-20: R 29-:l; D 42-
17 (ND 39-0; SD 3-17), March 11, 1968. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

3. S ·Res 266. Senate Standards of Conduct. Clark. (D Pa.) 
-Case (R .N.J.) amendment requiring Senators and employees 
earning more than $15,000 a year to file annual reports publicly 
disclosing the market value of each asset and liability, the 
source and amount of each capital gain and item of income over 
$100, and the details of business and professional associations, 

1 2 3 4 5 6 I 2 3 4 5 6 

ALABAMA INDIANA 
Hill YNNNN y Bayh. N y y_ ~ f'.,j y 
Sparkman Y N N :j: N y Hartke N y y N ? y 

ALASKA IOWA 
Bartlett N YNNN ? Hickenlooper y X N y N y 

Gruening N Y N X N - Miller N x y y N y 

ARIZONA KANSAS 
Hayden YYNNNN Carlson N y N YN y 

Fannin YNNYNN Pearson N y N y y y 

ARKANSAS KENTUCKY 
Fulbri,ht Y N N N - Cooper N y y y y y 
McCle Ian YNN YNN Morton N y :j: y ? y 

CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA 
Kuchel N ,/ ,/ y ,/ y Ellender YNNNNN 
Murphy ,/ y N YN y Long YNNNN? 

COLORADO MAINE 
Allott y y N y N y Mudie N y y y N ? 
Dominick N YN y N y Smith N y N y y :j: 

CONNECTICUT MARYLAND 
Dodd N y y y y y Brews I er N y y N y y 
Ribicoff N y y N y y Tydings N y y y y y 

DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS 

Bo1f;s N y y YN y Kennedv 1'-1 x x ~ x y 
;.\Ii iams YN y y y y Brooke N y y y y y 

RORI DA MICHIGAN 
Holland Y N X y N y Hart N y YNN y 
Smother$ ,/ N N y y y Griffin N y y y y y 

GEORGIA MINNESOTA 
Russell ,/ N ·YNN McCarthy - :j: :j: :j: 
Tolmodge YNNNN y Mondale .. __ N _.LY .N .. _Y'_Y 

HAWAII MISSISSIPPI 
Inouye N y * y :j: y Eastland YNN Y N N 
Fong N YN y y y Stennis YNN YNN 

IDAHO MISSOURI 
Church t!! )'. .t. • ~ N long N y ? ? y ? 
Jordan y YN y N y Symington N y y y y y 

ILLINOIS MONTANA 
Dirksen y y N y N y Mansfield y Y X"Y N ,/ 
Percy N y y y y Metcalf x :j:NNNN 

_ ",~lan .. fidtJ init1alh- ('<Jfcd '\t·a··-, hut It> al'C'ommndat<' S11n. ~\for ... <' ((}r1'.) 1.1·ho u·a.'i 
. nb~rnt a,,u u·i . ..:h"d ta h,· Pair1·P For the amf'ndm(''1t. Jfan . ..:/ield ll'ithdrrw his t•ote 

a11d u·o . ..; TP<'11rd1·d a .. J>airrd Aga'irfst. 
••Sen_ charlr." £. Guadcll (/l .V. \".} l'U'Orn in ·'t'P'· 12. 1908. 

including fees received for services. Rejected 40-44: R 12-20; 
D 28-24 (ND 24-11; SD 4-13), March 20, 1968. The President did 
not take a position on the amendment. 

4. HR 15414. Excise Tax Extension. Williams (R Del.)­
Smathers (D Fla.) amendment to impose a JO-percent surcharge 
on individual and corporate income taxes and to set a $180.1-
billion ceiling on fiscal 1969 spending. Accepted 53-35: R 31-3; 
D 22-32 (ND 12-24; SD 10-8), April 2, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

5. S 917. Omnibus Crime Bill. Kennedv !D !\1ass.) amend­
ment prohibiting the interstate mail-order sale of rifles and shot­
guns. Rejected 29-53: R 9-22; D 20-31 (ND 16-18; SD 4-13), May 
16, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. S 3633. ·Gun Control Act of 1968. Passage of the bill 
banning mail-order and most out-of-state sales (to residents of 
other states) of rifles, shotguns and ammunition and curtailing 
the sale of firearms and ammunition to minors. Passed 70-17: 
R 31-4; D 39-13 (ND 27-7; SD 12,6), Sept. 18,- 1968. A "yea" 
was· a vote supporting the President's position. 

y Recon:I vote for (yea). 
123456 .,, Paired for . 

' Announ~ for or CQ poll for. 
N Record vote o.gainal (nily). 

NEBRASKA x Pain<:! again•l. 
Curtis y Y N Y N Y Announced egainol or CQ poll against. 

Hruska y Y N Y N Y 1 Abeent, 1eneral pair, .. preaeol" or 

NEVADA 
did not announce or &nflwer poll 

Bible N ·y Y N N N I 2 3 4 5 6 
Cannon Y N N N Y 

NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH CAROLINA 
Mcintyre N :j: ? y y y Holling• YNYNXN 
Cotton y y YNN y Thurmond YNNYNN 

NEW JERSEY SOUTH DAKOTA 
Williams N y y N y y McGovern N Y Y N N ? 
Case N y y y ,/ y Mundt y Y N Y N N 

NEW MEXICO TENNESSEE 
Anderson N YNNN y Gore N y y y y y 
Montoya N y N y - y Baker y y N :j: N y 

NEW YORK TEXAS 
Goodell** y Yarborough N y y • y y 
Jauits N y y y y y .Tower y X N y N y 

NORTH CAROLINA UTAH 
Ervin Y N X YN y Moss N y y Y X N 
Jordan YNN :j: N y Bennett y y N :j: N -

NORTH DAKOTA VERMONT 
Burdi~k N YYNNN Aiken N y y y * y 
Young y YXNNN Prouty N y N y ? y 

OHIO VIRGINIA 
LauKhe N y N ,/ y y Byrd, Jr. Y N N y N y 
Young N y .y N y y Spong y N y y y y 

OKLAHOMA WASHINGTON 
Harris N ,/ :j: N ? y Jackson N y y y N y 
Monroney x YNN ? Magnuson N Y Y N X y 

OREGON WEST VIRGINIA 
Morse N Y ,/ N X x Byrd y YNN y y 
Hatfield N y YNN y Randolph N y N y y y 

PENNSYLVANIA WISCONSIN 
Clark N y y N y y Nel•on N Y 'f N N y 
Scott N y y y N y Proxmire N Y Y N N y 

RHODE ISLAND WYOMING 
Pastore x ,/ ,/ ,/ ,/ y McGee N Y Y N N N 
Pell N y N y y y Hansen y Y N Y N Y 
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Kev Votes - 8 REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

Senate Leaves Supreme Court Jurisdiction Intact; 

Votes on Housing, Foreign 

7. S 917. Omnibus Crime Bill. Tydings (D !\Id.) amend­
ment deleting from Title II language denying the Supreme Court 
and lower federal courts jurisdiction to review the determination 
by a state court trial judge. that a confession was "voluntary." if 
the judge's determination had been upheld by the state"s highest 
court. Accepted 52-32: R 16-15; D 36-17 (ND 31-3; SD 5-14), May 
21, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 3497. Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968. 
Pa·ssage of the bill to provide federal assistance for homeowner­
ship for low-income families and low-income rental. housing, to 
provide federal reinsurance for insurance industry riot losses. to 
set up a flood insurance progra·m and to extend and expand a 
number of housing· and urban development programs. Passed 
67-4: R 27-1; D 40-3 (ND 29-0; SD 11-3), l\fay 28, 1968. A "yea" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 15263. Foreign Assistance Act of 1968. Morse (0 
Ore.) amendment to reduce the authorization for the Alliance 
for Progress grants to $70 million from $90 million. Rejected 
31-43: R 9-16; D 22-27 (ND 11-21: SD 11-6), .1.uly 31, 1968 .. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

"000.0-C'< "coo.O-N 

ALABAMA INDIANA 
Hill N Y ? N N N Bayh y y Lt:! ti 'i 
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Jordan y y YNNN Symington y y y y y y 
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Aid, ABM, OEO, Fortas 

10. HR 18785. Defense Construction Appropriations. Nel­
son (D Wis.) amendment to reduce the appropriation for army 
construction from $537.6 million to $310.3 million to delete the 
$227.3 million designated for costs related to the deployment of 
the Sentinel antiballistic missile (ABM) system. Rejected 27-
46: R 5-14; D 22-32 (ND 20-15; SD 2-17), Aug. 1, 1968. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

11. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Pastore (D 
R.I.) amendment to· increase the bill's appropriation for the 
Office of Economic Opportunity in fiscal 1969 by $215 million 
(from $1,873,000,000 to $2,088,000,000). Accepted 37-26: R 8-14; 
D 29-12 (ND 27-1; SD 2-11), Sept. 6, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position.· 

12. Fortas Nomination. Mansfield (D Mont.) motion to 
stop debate by invoking cloture on his motion to take up the nomi­
nation of Abe Fcirtas to be Chief Justice of the United States. 
Rejected 45-43:R 10-24; D 35-19 (ND 31-4; SD 4-15), Oct. 1, 1968. 
The votes of two-thirds (59) of Senators present and voting were 
required. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
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The editors of Congressional Quarterly annually select a series of "key votes" that represent major issues 
before Congress and also reflect both the mood of Congress and the impact constituent and other pressures can have 
on a Member's vote. They also show, if it is known, how Members reacted to the President's position. Jn 1969, the 
major issues were taz reform and ta% reduction including increased personal exemptions and decreased advantages 
for the .oil and gas industry, approval of the nuclear nonproliferation treaty, electoral reform, deployment of anti­
ballisti.c missiles (ABM), coal mine safety, voting rights extension, poverty program extension, the lottery plan for 
selective servi.ce and foreign aid. 

House Key Votes 
1. POWELL SEATING. The House Jan. 3 ended the 

two-year exile it had forced on Rep. Adam C. Powell 
(D N.Y.) in 1967. Before permitting him to be seated, 
however, the House fined him $25,000 and stripped him 
of his seniority. The key vote was on a motion by Judi­
ciary Committee Chairman Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) to 
move the previous question on the resolution (H Res 2) 
to seat Powell, fine him the $25,000 at the rate of $1; 150 
per month and to commence his seniority as of the date of 
his swearing-in. The previous question was ordered by a 
249-171 vote with the Republicans divided almost evenly 
on the qul!Stion, 96-89 and the Democrats voting 153-82 
(ND 136-12; SD 17-70). 

2. SURTAX. President Nixon's tax package, designed 
to fight inflation and give tax relief to the poor, squeaked 
by the House June 30 by a 210-205 party-line vote. Four 
Republicans switched their votes to aid passage. The 
bill (HR 12290) extended the surtax at 10 percent through 
Dec. 31, 1969, and at 5 percent through· June 30, 1970, re­
pealed the 7-percent investment credit and provided a low­
income allowance for individuals. The bulk of the oppos­
ing votes came from liberals who had insisted upon mean­
.ingful tax reform as a price for the one-year surtax 
extension, and conservatives who were .against increased 
federal spending implied by higher taxes. Voting for the 
bill were 154 Republicans and 56 Democrats; against the 
bill were 26 .Republicans and 179 Democrats. The break­
down of the Democratic vote was ND 22-129; SD 34-50. ' 

3. EDUCATION FUNDS. Despite Administration 
efforts to hold the line on spending for federal programs to 
help curb inflation, the House July 31 voted to increase 
spending on education programs by more than $1 billion 
over the amounts 'requested by the Administration. The 
bulk of the increase-$894.5 million-was added through 
an amendment to the Labor-HEW appropriations bill 
(HR 13111) by Charles S. Joelsc:m (D N.J.), supported by 
almost all Democrats and a majority of the Republicans. 
Nearly half of the increase ($398 million) was for the 
politically popular program of aid to federally impacted 
areas, which reaches more than 375 Congressional· dis­
tricts. The amendment was adopted 294-119: R 99-81; 
D 195-38 (ND 147-2; SD 48-36). 

4. TAX REFORM. Climaxing seven months of work 
by the House Ways and Means Committee, the House 
Aug. 7 overwhelmingly approved a major tax reform bill 
(HR 13270). The legislation lowered individual tax rates 
by an average of 5 percent, provided a low~income allow­
'ance to remove most poor persons from tax rolls and con­
tained provisions to ensure that persons with large non­
taxable incomes and large deductions did not totally 
escape tax liability. The comprehensive measure, ap­
proved by a 39"5-30 vote, also tightened tax treatment of 
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private foundations, other tax-exempt organizations, 
charitable contributfons, income from oil and other 
minerals, capital gains and real estate. The investment 
tax credit was repealed and the surtax extended at 5 
percent through June 30, 1970. Only 10 Republicans and 
20 Democrats voted against passage: R 176-10; D 219-20 
(ND 150cl; SD 69-19). 

5. ELECTORAL COLLEGE. With the memory of 
the 1968 Presidential election fresh in their minds and the 
possibility that the election could have been thrown into 
the House of Representatives for selection of the Presi­
dency, the House Sept. 18 passed a proposed constitu­
tional amendment to abolish the electoral college system. 
By a 338-70 vote, thi;i House passed H J Res 681 to provide 
for the direct popular election of the President and Vice 
President. Opposition to the measure came largely from 
Southern Democrats-R 154-26; D 184~44 (ND 142-3; SD 
42-41). The President did not take a position on the 
resolution. 

6. SELECTIVE SERVICE REFORM. The President 
scored a major victory Oct. 30 when the House passed 
the Administration's draft lottery proposal (HR 14001). 
Action on the bill came after the President Sept. 19 
threatened to "take unilateral action by executive order" 
if Congress failed to act in the 1969 session. The House 
passed the Administration proposal by a lopsided 383-12 
vote: R 175-1; D 208-11 (ND 126-11; SD 82-0). On Nov. 19, 
the Senate, which earlier had been divided over the Ad­
ministration proposal, approved it by a voice vote. 

7. VIETNAM RESOLUTION. The second major pol­
icy declaration on Vietnam by Congress since the 1964 
Gulf of Tonkin resolution was approved Dec. 2 by the 
House. During a two-day debate on a number of issues re­
lated to the war in Vietnam, the Hou~.P. by a 334-55 vote 
passed a resolution (H Res 613) commending President 
Nixon's efforts to achieve "peace with justice" in Vietnam. 
Only one Republican-Ogden R. Reid (N.Y.)-was 
among the 55 opponents. Although H Res 613 had the ac­
tive support of the leadership of both parties, liberal Dem­
ocrats and some Republican doves objected to the speed 
with which the measure was sent to the floor shortly af­
ter the President's Nov. 3 address to .the nation on Viet­
nam. The breakdown of the vote was R 172-1: D 162-54 
(ND 89-54; SD 73-0). (See vote 25, p. 9-S, 1967 Almanac.) 

8. FOREIGN AID. By a narrow 200-195 vote, the ~ 
House Dec. 9 passed a bill (HR 15149) appropriating $1.6 
billion for foreign aid in fiscal 1970. Those who voted 
against the bill-the lowest appropriation in the history 
of foreign aid-included supporters of the program who 
objected to the addition of $104.5 million in military · 
assistance to South Korea and Nationalist China. A 
majority of Republicans and Southern Democrats voted 
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against the measure-R 79-91; D 121-104 (ND 92-52; SD 
29-52) . 

. 9. VOT.ING RIGHTS. Another close victory for the 
Administration came when the House Dec. 11 approved 
by a 208-204 vote the Administration voting rights bill 
(HR 4249). Southern Democrats joined Republicans to 
pass the measure to extend the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
nation\J.ide rather than to extend the Act unamended . 

. The Administration bill had the effect of weakening the 
Act, particularly by deleting a provision in the Act which 
required federid approval before state laws on voting 
could take effect. The key vote was on an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute (HR 12695) by Minority 
Leader Gerald R. Ford (R Mich.) to the committee bill. 
The amendment was adopted 208-204: R 129-49; D 79. 
155 (ND 10-141; SD 69-14). 

10. POVERTY PROGRAM. The strongest effort in 
the history of the poverty program to tum its control over 
to the .states was beaten Dec. 12 after House leaders de­
layed action on the bill for several weeks to rally support 
behind a straight two-year extension of the program. The 
Administration had requested the two-year extension, but 
had been opposed largely by Republicans and Southern 
Democrats who argued that states should be given the. 
option to run the program. The state-control effort was 
defeated when the House rejected by a 163-231 vote a 
motion by William H. Ayres (R Ohio) to recommit the bill 
(HR 12321) to committee with instructions to report 
back the substitute bill providing for state administra-
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tion of the program. The breakdown of the vote was R 
103-63; D 60-168 (ND 7-139; SD 53-29). 

11. COAL MINE SAFETY. Despite the threat of a 
Presidential veto, the House Dec. 17 adopted the confer­
ence report on the bill (S 2917) to improve health and 
safety conditions of persons working in the coal mining 
industry. The Administration objected to provisions to 
compensate victims of black lung disease because, it 
argued, the assistance would cost up to $385 million a 
year. The vote on adoption of the conference report was 
333-12: R 144-12; D 189-0 (ND 128-0; SD 61-0). 

12. MINORITY HIRING. The House sided with the 
Administration late in the session in a dispute over 
whether the Government should require federal contrac­
tors to set targets for hiring minority workers. After the 
Administration ·had developed the so-called "Phila­
delphia Plan" for minority hiring, the Comptroller Gen­
eral ruled that the quota system violated the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. In passing the fiscal 1970 supplemental 
appropriations bill, the Senate had added language 
allowing the Comptroller General to refuse federal funds 
to any programs he considered illegal. When the measure 
came back to the House, a· motion to agree to the Senate 
amendment (and thus, in effect, to kill the Philadelphia 
Plan) was defeated Dec. 22 by a 156-208 vote, with a 
majority of Democrats voting for the Senate amendment 
and a majority of Republicans voting against the amend­
ment. The breakdown of the vote was R 41-124: D 115-84 
(ND 54-78; SD 61-6). 

Senate Key Votes 

1. NONPROLIFERATION TREATY. After months 
of delay during which approval became a political· issue, 
the Senate on March 13 overwhelmingly consented to 
the ratification of the treaty to ban the spread of nuclear 
weap0ns. The accord drafted by the United States and 
Soviet Union had been signed and sent to the Senate in 
July 1968. After the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia 
in August, Presidential candidate Richard M. Nixon 
and others opposed action on the treaty at that time al­
though they supported its contents. On Feb. 5, 1969, 
President Nixon called for "prompt" Senate action. The 
treaty, regarded as a milestone in arms-control efforts, 
barred the transfer of nuclear devices to countries which 
did not possess such equipment. The treaty was approved 
83~15: R 34-8; D 49-7 (ND 38-0; SP 11-7). 
. 2. NATIONAL COMMITMENTS. The Senate June 
25 moved to regain active participation in foreign policy 
by approving a two-year-old declaration of intent de­
fming national commitments and reasserting the Con­
gressional role in making such commitments. This resolu­
tion, which did not carry the force of law, nevertheless 
represented a clear expression of Senate sentiment 
opposed by Presidents Johnson and Nixon as a restriction 
on the President. The measure had been originally in· 
traduced in 1967 as a result of the expanding controversy 
over growing involvement into the undeclared war in 
Vietnam. The Senate passed the resolution, which did 
not require House action, by a vote of '.70-16: R 27-13; 
D 43-3 (ND 28-3; SD 15-0). 

3. FARM SUBSIDY CEILING. For. the second year 
1 a row, the Senate .blocked House· attempts to limit 

,,... form subsidies to individual farmers. Such an amend­
ment was attached t<J.the omnibus farm bill in the House 

in 1968 but deleted in conference with the Senate. In 
1969, the House against accepted a floor ~mendment to 
the agriculture appropriations bill (HR 11612) limiting 
federal farm subsidy payments to $20,000. The Senate 
Appropriations Committee June 25 removed the limita­
tion. It argued the limitation would increase the cost 
of the cotton program and that such action should be 
considered thoroughly as part of a pending review of farm 
legislation. On July 7, the Senate by a vote of 53-34 
specifically approved the Committee's deletion and later 
rejected a separate move to impose an even lower sub­
sidy limit. A majority of Republicans and . Democrats 
opposed the limitation although a majority of Northern 
Democrats favored it in a victory for the conservative 
coalition (ND 13-17; SD15-4; R 25-13). 

4. SURTAX EXTENSION. Despite earlier attempts 
by the Senate Democratic leadership to block extension 

·of the IO-percent income tax surcharge, the Senate on 
July 31, voted such an extension until Dec. 31, 1969, 
by a vote of 51-48 (ND 27-10; SD 18-1; R 6-37). Senate 
Democratic leaders had sought to link the Administration­
sought extension with tax reform proposals they favored. 
President Nixon March 26 requested an extension of the 
IO-percent surtax through June 30. On April 21 he offered 
his tax reform plan. In his proposal, the surtax would be 
extended at lo percent through Dec. 31, and at 5 percent 
through June 30, 1970. When the Democratic leadership 
relented to allow an extension v.ithout tax reform, Sen. 
Russell B. Long (D La.) offered the IO-percent extension 
to Dec. 31 as an amendment to a House-passed bill on 
collection of federal unemployment taxes (HR 9951). 
Although Republicans generally opposed the Long pro­
posal as not going far enough to brake inflation, the 
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Senate approved the partial extension by a narrow 
margin. The House agreed to the Senat.e proposal a few 
weeks later· and a ·provision extending the surtax at 5 
percent until June 30, 1970, was contained in the tax 
reform bill (HR 13270). 

5. SAFEGUARD ABM. In 1969, as in 1968, a signifi­
cant debate involved construction of a defense against 
enemy missiles. In 1968, President Johnson's Sentinel 
ABM program to defend U.S. cities was the subject of 
several votes supporting the plan. President Nixon de­
cided March 14 to protect the U.S. retaliatory missile 
arsenal . instead. Opposition continued, and an intense 
lobbying campaign on both sides was waged in the Sen­
ate, where an extremely close vote was foreseen. Sen. 
Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) introduced an amend­
ment to the Defense Procurement Bill (S 25#l) to knock 
out all funds for the program. When that proposal was 
rejected 11-89 Sen. Smith and other opponents drafted 
a compromise amendment to block any work on the Pres­
ident's Safeguard ABM system but allowing development 
of other ABM defenses. On that crucial vote the Senate 
Aug. 6 divided evenly 50-50 thus rejecting the proposal. 
On a subsequent vote to limit Safeguard work to research, 
Sen. Smith sided .with the Administration to form a 49-51 
vote supporting Safeguard. The ABM was approved by 
larger margins in the House and later in the Senate. 
The 50-50-vote was· a victory for the conservative coalition 
as a majority of Republicans· and Southern Democrats 
sided with the President for the ABM. R 14-29; D 36- · 
21 (ND 31-7, SD 5-14). . . 

6 .. HAYNSWORTH NOMINATION. Perhaps the 
Administration's worst Congressional defeat of 1969 oc­
curred Nov. 21 when the Sena! e, by a 45-55 vote, rejected 
the President's. nomination of Clement F. Haynsworth 
Jr. for the Supreme Court. The rejection, largely over 
Haynsworth's financial dealings while on the 4th Circuit 
Court of Appeals, climaxed three months of debate and 
lobbying over the noraination. The Aug. 18 nomination 
of Haynsworth was actively opposed by organized labor 
and civil rights groups on th.e grounds that Haynsworth 

. had sided against them in decisions before his court. 
Revelation by opponents also indicated that he had had 
financial ties with organizations involved in cases before 
him. The Administration waged an a~gressive lobbying 
campaign in support, and several Senators complained 
of the pressure. l.Jltimately, the Senate rejected the nom­
ination by a 45-55 vote (ND 3-35; SD 16-3; R 26-17). 

7. OIL DEPLETION ALLOWANCE. Senate liberals 
won a sizable victory over a traditional target as the 
chamber Dec. 1 defeated an attempt to retain for tax pur­
poses the 27.5-percent depletion allowance for oil and gas 
companies. In rejecting by a 30-62 vote an amendment to 
the tax reform bill by Allen J. Ellender (D La.) to restore 
the full depletion allowance,. the Senate sided with the 
Fjnance Committee, which had recommended a reduc­
tion. to 23 percent (ND 5-30; SD 8-10; R 17-22). However, 
a subsequent 38-52 vote rejected an attempt to. reduce 
the depletion allowance to the 20-percent level recom­
mended by the House. Although the President favored 
retention of the 27.5-percent allowance, the final version 
of the bill (HR 13270) reduced the figure to 22 percent. · 

8. PERSONAL EXEMPTION. In another blow to 
the Administration, the Senate Dec. 3 voted 58-37 to 
raise the persoQ,,al exemption for the income tax from $600 
to $800: R 10-32; D 48-5 (ND 35-0; SD 13-5). The in-
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crease came over Presidential threats to veto the tax re­
form bill as not "fiscally responsible" if the exemption 
increase was added. The sponsor, Albert Gore (0 Tenn.), 

. had originally sought a $1,000 exemption but switched to 
the $800 figure in a move that undermined Senate Repub­
lican moves to offer their own exemption increase and left 
liberal Republicans critical of the Administration. In a 
compromise move in the House-Senate conference on the 
tax bill, the personal exemption was increased to $750. 

9. TAX REFORM. ·Disregarding a Presidential pro­
mise to veto the bill, the Senate Dec. 11 climaxed a year 
of tax reform deliberations by passing HR 13270 by a 
69-22 vote (ND 35-0; SD 16-2; R 18-20). The President had 
threatened such a veto if the Senate measure contained 
the increase to $800 for personal exemption and the 15-
percent increase in Social Security benefits. In the final 
version of the bill worked out in conference, the personal 
exemption was scaled down to $750 but the Social Se­
curity increase was retained. . 

10. LAOS TROOP CURB. In another move to re­
store the Congressional role in foreign affairs, the Senate 
Dec. 15 voted to prohibit the introduction of U.S. ground 
combat troops into Laos and Thailand by a vote of 73~17. 
The proposal was a substitute to a pending amendment to 
the defense appropriatfons bill (HR 15090) which would 
have limited U.S. aid to those countries to equipment 
and material. The President had earlier stated no U.S. 
combat troops were involved in Laos. It was supported by 
a majority of both parties (ND 25-7; SD 10-8; R 38-2). 

11. SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. The Senate Dec. 
17 backed the Administration by watering down a House­
passed attempt to legalize freedom-of-choice school 
desegregation plans. The House provision would have 
impeded federal enforcement of school desegregation by 
forbidding termination of funds to districts which had a 
freedom-of-choice plan. This House language was opposed 
by the Administration and liberal and civil rights forces. 
An Administration-backed amendment to the House 
rider to the Labor-HEW appropriations bill (HR 13111) 
weakened the House restriction by adding the words 
"except as required by· the Constitution." This action 
received Senate endorsement 52-37: R 22-19; D 30-18 
(ND 28-3; SD 2-15). A day later, the House agreed~ . 

12. AID TO CHINA. Although the concept of 
foreign aid has repeatedly been a controversial issue in 
the past, in 1969 the most vehement debate centered 
around an unbudgeted item for Nationalist China which 
was added in the House. As a result of efforts by key 
Members of Congress the House approved an additional 
$54.5 million in the foreign aid authorization for Taiwan 
to purchase additional jet aircraft. Although the amount 
was stricken from the authorization measure, it was 
nevertheless included in the foreign aid appropriations 
bill (HR 15149). Numerous Members objected to the· 
appropriations without authorization and specifically 
to additional unrequested military assistance. Liberal 
Senators Dec. 20 won a last-ditch move to block the 
appropriation when the Senate backed a motion by Mike 
Mansfield (D Mont.) to table the conference report on 
HR 15149 by .a 39-29 vote: R 8-19; D 31-10 (ND 23-
4; SD 8-6). The chamber later voted to send the con­
ferees back to negotiate with the House with instruc­
tions that the amount appropriated not exceed the 
authorization, a move which delayed final acceptance 
of the appropriations until 1970. 
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SENATE RATIFIES NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION TREATY; 

VOTES ABM DEPLOYMENT; TURNS DOWN HAYNSWORTH 

l. Exec. H, 90th Congress, 2nd Session. Nuclear Nonprolif­
eration Treaty. Approval of the resolution consenting to the ratifi­
cation of the treaty to ban the spread ·of nuclear weapons. 
Approved 83-15: R 34-8; D 49-7 (ND 38-0; SD II-7), March 13, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

2. S Res 85. National Commitments Resolution. Passage of 
the resolution defining a national commitment as the use of 
armed forces on foreign territory or a promise to assist a foreign 
country by armed force or financial resources, and affirming the 
role of the Congress with respect .to making national commit­
ments. Passed 70-16: R 27-13; D 43-3 (ND 28-3; SD 15-0), June 25, 
1969. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

3. HR 11612. Agriculture Appropriations. Adoption of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee amendment eliminating the 
House-passed $20,000 ceiling on subsidy payments to individual 
farmers. Adopted 53-34: R 25-13; D 28-21 (ND 13-17; SD 15-4), 

·July 7, 1969. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

4. HR 9951. Unemployment Tax Collection. Adoption of Long 
CD La.) amendment to extend the surtax at IO percent through 
Dec. 31. Adopted 51-48: R 6-37; D 45-11 (ND 27-IO; SD JB.l), 
July 31, 1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

5. S 2546. Defense Procurement Authorization. Second Smith 
(R Maine) amendment to prevent funds from being used on the 
Safeguard antiballist.ic missile (ABM) system while allowing 
development of other ABM or weapons systems. Rejected 50-50: 
R 14-29; D 36-21 (ND 31-7; SD 5-14), Aug. 6, 1969. Vice.President 
Agnew also voted "nay." A "nay" was' a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

6. Haynsworth Nomination. Rejection of President Nixon's 
nomination of Clement F. Haynsworth Jr. as an Associate 
Justi_ce of the Supreme Court. Rejected 45-55; R 26-17; D 19-38 
(ND 3-35; SD 16-3), Nov. 21, 1969. A ''.yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

(ForotherkeySenatevotes. ,., p. 106.) 

AlABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

AlASKA 
Gravel 
Stevens 

ARIZONA 
Fannin 
Goldwater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright. 
McClellan 

CAUFORNIA 
Cron1ton 
},f .. ~phy ---

COLORADO 
Allott 
Dominick 

CoNHECTICUT 
Dodd 
Ribicoff 

DELAWARE 
Bo11gs 
·Williama 

RORIDA 
Holland 
Gurney 

GEORGIA 
Ruuell 
Talmadge 

HAWAII 

'I t.' - ~ ,.: l 
NYYNNY 
YtYYNY 

yy,tyyy 

YYYNNY 

NNYNNY 
NNYNNY 

y y y y y y 

?YYYNy 

YYYYYN 
N Y N N Y 

YNYNNY 
NNYNNY 

YNYYNN 
Y t X Y Y N 

Y YNNN Y 
YYNNNN 

Y
0

YYYNy 
NoN\1 NNY 

NtYYNY 
YYYYNY 

IOWA 
Hughes 
Miller 

KANSAS 
Dole 
Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
Coak 
Cooper 

LOUISIANA 
Ellen_der 
long 

MAINE 

YtNYYN 
YYYNNN 

YYYNNY 
YYYNYY 

YYYNYY 
fYYNYN 

yyyyy_y 

NYYYNY 

"Muolcie Y. Y Y Y Y N 
"'Smiflj:------vy -.No.-.Y.-..N,....f~N 

MARYLAND 
Tydings 
Mathias 

Y ? X Y Y N 
YYNNYN 

MASSACHUSETTS 
J(<tnfled~r----~v_y,_...N,_,Y'-'Y~N 
Brooke Y Y • N Y N 

MICHIGAN 
Hart 
Griffin 

MINNESOTA 

YtNNYN 
YN ·NNN 

McCarthy Y Y Y Y Y N 
-Mondal11 ____ ~Y~Y~N~Y~Y~N 

MISSISSIPPI 
Eastland · 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 

NYYYNY 
NYYYNY 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre 
Cotton 

NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Ca.<e 

NEW MEXICO 
Andenon 
Montoya 

NEW YORK 
Goodell 
Javits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin 
Jordan 

HORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick 
Young 

OHIO 
Young 
Sa:rbe 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris 
Bellmon 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
Packwood 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
lnaure Y Y Y Y Y N Eagleton Y y y y Y N Pastore 
Fong Y ? Y N N y Symington 

IDA!,10 MONTANA 
--·_,C;"h~u7rc~h-"----~Y~Y~N'-'-Y~Y N Manafield 

Jordan Y Y Y N N N Metcalf 
IWNOIS NEBRASKA 

Percy 
Smiih 
·iJ1ANA 
Bo'th 
Hartke 

YYNNYN 

••••• y 

Y?NYYN 
YYNYYN 

~ 

.,...\~ 

tt .z.g 24azzs41 JJ .:z. __ :: < s 

Curtis 
Hru.<ka 

NEVADA 
Bible 

.Cannon 

Y Y Y Y Y N Pell 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

Y y N v Y N Hollings 
y y •' y y N Thurmond 

NVYNNY 
YYYNNV 

YYYNNN 
\'YfNYN 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGovern 
Mundt 

TENNESSEE 
Gore 
Baker 

Oemocrah in this type; Republicaru.an Italics 

Y Y N Y YN 
YY?NNY 

Y ? N N YN 
Y Y NY YN 

YY?YNN 

- KEY~ 
Y Record vote for (yea). 
,/ Paired for. 
t Announced for or CQ poll for. 
N R<!cord vote agairu;t (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against or CQ poll 
against. 

? Absent, general pair, "present" or 
did not announce or answer poll. 

Y Y Y N Y N --------------

Y? NY YN -~..,"t"1'0 
Y Y N Y Y N 1---------------4 
N Y Y Y N .Y 
YYYYNY 

YYYNYN 
YYYNNY 

YYNN·YN 
YYNNYN 

Y Y N Y Y·N 
YNNNNY 

YYNNYN 
Y YNNNN 

YYNNYN 
YYNNNN 

TEXAS 
Yarborough 
Tower 

UTAH 
Mon 
Bl'nnett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Prouty 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr. 
Spong 

WASHINGTON 
Jackson 
Magnuson 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd 
Randolph 

WISCONSIN 
y y N y N N Nelson 
y y N Y· Y N Proxmire 

WYOMING 
.N?YYNY McG-
N N y N N y Hansen 

YYN?YN 
YYYNNY 

YfNYYN 
YYYYNV 

YYYYYN 
NNYNNY 

Y?NYYN 
YNYNNY 

y y y y y y 

YYXNNY 

~YNYNY 

YYNYNY 

YN.NYNN 
YY•'YYN 

YYYNNY 
YYYYYY 

Y Y X. N Y N 
YYNNYN 

YNYYNN 
YNYNNy 

• MrmbC'r had not bf'm 1u"Om m when vote was tokf'n. 

1969 CQ ALMANAC-IOI 

i 

\ 
I 

' I 

I 
! 
I 
I 
! 

' I I 
i 
I 
I 
I 

I 
i 
l ,. 

·1 
!' 
t 
' r 



• 



' 

Key Votes· 5 . 

HOUSE SEATS ADAM CLAYTON POWELL; GREATLY BOOSTS 

EDUCATION FUNDS; VOTES 

1. H Res. 2. Powell Seatin~. Ct'llt>r (D N.Y.) motion to move 
the previous question on the rt':ll>lution to s~at .~dam C. ~o~ell 
(D N.Y.), to fine him $2."i,O\\O nncl to strip him of seniority. 
Adopted 249-171: R 96-89; D 153-8:.! tND 136-12; SD 17-70), Jan. 
3, 1969. The President did not tuke ai JXkiilion on the motion. 

2. HR 12290. Surtu. Pl\..-:snge of the bill extending the 
surtax at 10 percent through. Dec. ;H and at 5 percent through 
June 30, 1970, repealing the 7-perct>Jll investment ~r~it, post­
poning reducti•Jns in certain e~cise. taxes 1Uld prov1dmg a low­
income allowance to ensure thut poor fomilies paid no income 
taxes. Passed 210-205: R 154-:l>: D 51.i-179 (NO 22-129; SD 34-50), 
June 30, 1969. A "yea" was u vote supporting the President:s 
position. 

3. HR 13111. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Joelson (D N.J.) 
amendment to add $894,54i .Ollll to the appropriations for 
elementary and secondary educntion. aid to federally impacted 
areas, higher education ancl v0<·:1tional education. Adopted 
294-119:. R 99-81; D 195-38 tND t-li-2: SD 48-36), July 31, 
1969. A "nay" was a vote supp..irtin!( the President's position. 
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4. HR 13270. Tax Reform· Act of 1969: Passage of the. bill 
reducing individual income taxes by an average of 5 percent, 
extending the income surtax at 5 percent through June 30, 
1970, repealing the 7-percent investment tax credit, reducing 
!11ineral and oil depletion allowancei:l and making other changes 
m the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. Passe~ 395-30: R 176-10; 
D 219-20 (ND 150-1; SD 69-19), Aug. 7, 1969. The President did 
not take a position on the bill. 

5. H J Res GSI. Electoral Reform. Passage of ttie bill to 
amend the Constitution by abolishin~ the electoral college and 
providing for the direct popular election of the President and 
Vice President. Passed 338-70: R 154-26; D 184-44 (ND 142-3; 
SD 42-41), Sept. 18, 1969. An affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
those presel)t and voting was required for passage of the con­
stitutional amendment. The President. did not take a position on 
the bill. · 

6. HR 14001. Selective Service Reform. Passage of the bill 
amending the Selective Service Act of 1967 by removing a pro­
vision prohibiting the President from instituting a random 
selection (lottery) system for induction into the armed forces. 
Passed 383-12: R 175-1; D 208-11 (ND 126-i 1; SD 82-0), Oct. 30, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
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y y N y y y 2 Landgrebe N Y N N N y 

17 Arends y y N y y y 7 Myers y 
14 Erlenbom 

y N y y y 
y y N y y y 5 Roudebush 

20 Findley N N N Y y y 
y y N y y y 8 Zion N N v·v y y 

12 McC/ory y y y y y ? IOWA 
18 Michel, N N N Y y y 2 Cuh•or N N y y y y 
19 Railsback y y y y y y 5 Smith N N 'Y y y y 
15 Reid N y N y y y 3 GroS5 N NN y N y 
22 Sprin11er y y y y y y 4 Kyl N N N y y y 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Mayne N y N y N y 

7 Annunzio y y ,/ y y y 7 Scherle . 
N N N y N y 

1 Dawson y y y y" ? 1 Schwengel y y y y y y 
S Kluczyn1ki y y ? y y y KANSAS 
2 Miha y N y y y ? 2 Miu N y y y N y 
3 Murphy· y y y y y y I Sebeliw N y N y N y 

11 Pucin1ki y N y y y ? 4 Shriver N y y y y y 
6 Vacancy 5 Skubitz N y y y y y 
8 Rotlenkowski y y y y y y 3 Winn N y y y y y 
9 Yates y N y y y y KENTUCKY', 

10 Collier y y N y y y 2 Natcher 
·. 

N N y y y y 
13 Vacancv 7 Perkin• y N 4 Derwin.;ki 

y y y y 
y y N y N y 1 Stubblefield N N y y y y 

... 0.mocrals in thi1 typei Republican. in italics • ~\fE'mber had not been .su·om in u·hrn uole wa.• taken. 
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Key Votes· 6 1 
I 

-Nt')"l'"l'O -Nt')"l'."1'0 -Nt')"l'&l')'O ... t'lt_C"') ~&I') 'IQ 

6 Warh N y y y y y 2 Symington y N y y \ y 11 Taylor NN y y y y I River1 N y N y N y 
5 Carter N y y y y y 7 Ila// N Y N y N y 10 Broyhill Ny N y y y 2 Watson N y N y N y 
3 Cou·ger NN N y y y MONTANA 9 Jonas N y N N y y SOUTH DAKOTA 
4 Snyder NN ? y y y 2· Melcher • N y N x y 5 Mizell N y N y y y 2 Berry N y N y N y 

lOUISIANA I Ols"n y N y y y y 8 Ruth N y N y y y 1 Reifel y y y y N y 
2 Boggi y y y y y y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE 
3 Caffery NN N N N y 2 Cunningham y y y y y y 1 Andrews y N y y y y 6 An de non N N y y y y 
7 Edwa,d1 NN N N Y Y 1 Denney N y N y y y 2 Kleppe N y y y N y 7 Blanton NN y y y y 
I Hebert N,' N N N y 3 Martin N y N y y y OHIO 4 Evin1 y •' ? y N y 
8 long NN NN N y NEVADA 9 A1hley N y y y y y 5 Fulton N N .v y y y 

5 Pauman NN N N N y Al B.aring N N y y N ? ·20 Feighan y N y y y y 8 Jones * N y y x y 
6 Rarick NN N N N ? NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Hoya y N y y y y 3 Brock N y N. y N y 
4 Waggonner. NN N N N y 2 Cleveland y y N y N y 19 Kirwan ? ? ? ? ? 2 Duncan N y N y N y 

MAINE 1 ·"\man y y N y y y 21 Stokes y N y y y y 9 Kuykendall N y N y N y 
2 Hathaway YN y y y y HEW JERSEY 22 Vonik y N y y y y I Quillen N y y y N y 
I Kyros YN y y y y 14 Daniels y N y y y .. · 17 Ashbrook N N N N N y TEXAS 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher y ? ? y Y: ? 14 Avres y y y y y y 9 Brooks y y y y y y 
4 Fallon y y y y y y 9 Helsto1ki y N y y y N 8 Betts N y N y y y 17 Burleson N y NN N y 

7 Friedel y y y y y y 3 Howard y N y y y y 16 Bow y y N y y y 5 Cabell N y N y y y 

3 Garmafz YN y y y y II Minish y N y y y y 7 Brown y y y y y y 22 Casey. N y N y y y 

2 long YN y y y y 15 Patten y y y y y y 2 Clancy N N N y y y 15 de lo Garza N y y y ? y 

6 Beall y y y y y y !.Q_R.!1.l!i"!! y N y y 'f. :i. 12 Dri·ine N y x y •' y 2 Dowdy, N N N N N y 

8 Gude y y y y y y 8 Vacancy 6 Harsha N y y y y y 8 Eckhardt N N y y N y 

5 Hogan N y y y y y 4 Thampaan y x y y y y 5 Latta N y y y y y 21 Rs her N y y N N y 

1 Morton y y N y y y 6 Cahill y ? y y y ? 24 Lukens . y y y N y 20 Gonzalez y N y N y y 

MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwver ? y y y y y 4 McCulloch N y y y y y 23 Ka1en y N y N y y 

2 Boland y N y y y y 5 Frelinghuysen y y y y y y 10 Miller N y y y y y 19 Mahon N y N N N y 

11 Burka y y y y y y I Hunt N N N y y y 23 Minshall N y y y y y 1 Patmon N y y y N y 

4 Donohue y N y y y y 2 Sandman y y y y y y 13 Mosher . y y y y y 10 Pickle y y y y N y 

6 Harrington * * * * * y 7 Widnall y y y y y y 11 Stanton y y y y y y '11 Poage N y y y ? y 

7 Macdonald y N y y y y NEW MEXICO 1 Taft . y ? ? y y I 3 Purcell N y y N ? y 

9 McCormad1 2 Foreman N N y y Ny 3 Whalen y y y y y y 4 Roberta N N NN y y 

8 O'Neill ? ? y .Y y ,· .. 1 Lujan N ? N y y ? 15 Wylie N y N y y y 6 Teague N y NN y y 

3 Philbin y N y y y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 16 White y N y N y y 

I Conte y y y y y y 41 Dul ski y N y y y y 3 Albert y y y y y y 12 Wright y y y y y y 

10 Heckler y y .y y y y 34 Hanley y N y y y y 2 Edmondson y N y N y y 14 Young N y y y y y 

12 Kei/h ·y y y y y y 5 Lowenstein y N y y YN 5 Jarman N N N N y ? 7 Bush N y NN y y 

5 Morse y y y y y y 39 McCarthy YN y y y y 4 Steed y y y y y • 3 Collins N y N N y y 

MICHIGAN 25 Otlinger YN y y yy i Belcher N y y N y y 18 Price N y N y . y 

12 O'Hara y N y y y y 1 Pi~e y y y y y y 6 Camp N y y N y y UTAH 
18 Broomfield y y • y y y 35 Stratton y y y y yy OREGON 1 Burton N y y y N ? 
3 Brown .Y y y y. y y 3 Wolff y N y y y y 3 Green y N y y y y 2 Lloyd N y N y y y 

10. Cederb~rg y y ? y y ? 29 Button y N y y y y 2 Ullman y N y y y y VERMONT 
6 Chamberlain .N x y y y y 37 Conable y y N y y y 4 Dellenback y y y y y y AL Staffard y y y y y y 

2 Esch y y y y y y 28 Fish y y y y y y 1 Wyatt y y y y y ? VIRGINIA 
5 Ford y y N y y y 2 Grauer ? y N y y y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt N N N y N y 

8 Harvey y y y y y y 38 Hastings y y ? y y y 25 Oark y N y y y ? 5 Daniel N N N y N y 

4 Hutchinson y y N y N y 36 Horton N N y y y y 21 Dent y N y y y . I Dawning N y y y y y 

19 McDonald y y y y y y :JO King N y N y y y 11 Flood YN y y y y 7 Manh y y N y y y 

7 Rie1:le y N y y y y 31 McEwen y y N y y y 20 Gaydos NN y y y y 3 SOtterfield N y N y N y 

11 Ruppe y y y y y y 27 McKneally y y y y y y 14 Moorhead y y y y y y 10 Broyhill N y y y y y 

9 VanderJagt, y y y y y y 32 Pirnie y. ,I y y y ? 26 Morgan y N y y y y 6 Poff N y N y y y 

Detroit-Wayne Ca. 26 Reid f y y y y y 15 Rooney y y y y y y 8 Scott N N N y y y 

1 Conyen y N y y y N 33 Robison y y y y y y 24 Vigorito y N y y y y 9 Wampler N y N y y y 

13 Diggs y N y y N N 40 Smith y y N y y y 6 Yatron y N y y y y 2 WhitPhurst N y y y y • 
16 Dingen y N y y y y 4 Wvdler y N y y y y 8 Bie.<ter y y y y y y WASHINGTON 
15 Ford y N y y y y New York City 18 Corbett y y y y y y 7 Adami y N y y y y 

17 Griffiths y N y y •' y 7 Addabbo y N y y y y 13 Caughlin y y y y y y 5 Foley y y y y y y 

14 Nechi y N y y y y 24 Biaggi y N y y y y 16 Eshleman y y y y y y 3 Han1&n y N y y y y 

MINNESOTA 23 Bingham y N y ·y y y 27 Fulton y N y y y y 6 Hicks y N y y y y 

8 Blatnik y N y y y y 11 Brasco y N y y y y 19 Goodling N ? N y y y 2 Meeds y N y y y y 

5 Fru1er y N y '( y y Li 'dllll! y N ? y y x 23.Jahnsan y y y y y y 4 May y y N y y y 

4 Karth y N y y y y 10 Cellar y N y y y y JO McDade y y y y y y I Pelly y y y y y y 

7 Langen N y N y y y 12 Chi1holm y N y y YN 22 Saj·/ar Y N N y y y WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MacGregor y y y y y y 9 Delaney y N y y y y 17 Schneebeli y y N y y y 4 Hechler y N y y y y 

2 Nelsen N y N y y y 19 Farbstein y N y y y y 9 Watkins N y N y y y 5 Kee y N y y y y 

1 Quie y y y y y y 22 Gilbert y N y y y y 12 Whalley y y y y ? ? I Mollohan y N y y y y 

6 Zwarh y N y y y y 17 Koch y N y y y y 7 Williams N y y y y y 3 Slack N N y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y y y y y y Philadelphia City 2 Staggers y N y y y y 

I Abernethy N N N y N y 13 Podell y N y y y y I Barrell y N y y y y WISCONSIN 
5 Colmar N y N y N ? 18 Powell ~ ? ? ? ? x .3 Byrne y N y y y ? 2 Ko1tenmeier y N y y y y 

3 Griffin N N N y N y 14 Rooney y N y y y y 4 Eilberg .Y N y y y y 
70~ • N y y y y 

4 Montgomery N NN y N y 8 Rosenthal y N y y YN 5 Green y N y y y y S Reun y N .Y y y y 

2 Whitten N N N y N y 20 Ryan y N y y YN 2 Ni• y N y y y y 4 Zabloc·ki y N y y y y 
MIS.SOU RI 21 Scheuer y N y y YN RHODE ISLAND 8 BvmPs y y N y y y 

5 Bolling y y y y ? y 6 Halpern y y ? y y y I St. Germain y N y y y y 9 Davis y y N y y y 

10 Burlison N N y y y y NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan y N y y y y 10 O'Kanski N ? y y ' N 
1 Oay y N y y N .N 2 Fountain ? N N y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 1 Schadeberg y N N y y .Y 
6 Hull N N N ? y y 4 Galifianalcis N N y y y y 3 Dorn N y y y N y 6 Steiger y y y y y y 

9 Hungate y N y y y y 3 H•nderson N N y y y y 5 Gettys N N y y N ? 3 Thom•on N y y y y y 

I lchord y N y y y y I Jones N N y y y y 6'McMillan N N N y x y WYOMING .. Randall N N y y y y 7 Lennon N x N y NY 4 Mann N y y y N y AL Wold y y y y y y 
-,, 3 Sullivan ? N _. y y y 6 Pr~yer N y y y y y 

• Mem bf'r.ic had not brm 5U'Om in u.Ji~n vote was taken. Democrats in this type; Republicans in 11al1cs 
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I. 

.. 

I. 

Key Votes· 7 

HOUSE SUPPORTS PRESIDENT ON VIETNAM COURSE; ALTERS 

VOTING RIGHTS ACT· , REJECTS STATE POVERTY CONTROL 

7. H Res 613. Vietnam Resolution. Passage of the resolution 
affirming the support of the House of Representatives for the 
President in his efforts to negotiate a "just peace" in Vietnam. 
Adopted 334-55: R 172-1; D 162-54 (ND 89-54; SD 73-0), Dec. 2, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 15149. Foreign Aid. Passage of the foreign aid appro­
priations bill, fiscal 1970, appropriating $1,649,380,000 for 
economic and military assistance; $275 million for the Foreign 
Military Credit Sales Program; and $683,640,000 for other re­
lated foreign aid programs. Passed 200-195: R 79-91; D 121,104 
(ND 92-52; SD 29-52), Dec. 9, 1969. The President did not take a 
position on the bill. 

9. HR 4249. Voting Rights. Ford (RMich.) amendment sub­
stituting the Administration bill to extend nationwide the pro­
visions of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 in place of the Com­
mittee bill extending the law in its existing form. Adopted 208-
204: R 129-49; D 79-155 (ND 10-141; SD 69-14), Dec. 11, 1969. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

o-N o- N 
"'coo.--- .... coo.---

ALABAMA Lot Angel" Co. 
3 Andre~ y N y y , . 17 AnJenon y y N Ny N 
7 Bevill y N y y y • 29 Brown x NN x y y 

S Flowers y x y y y y 22 Connon y YN N ? N 
8 JonH y .y y N y y 21 HGwkin1 N ? N Ny N 
4 Nichol1 y x y y y • 19 Hol;li~ld ? YN x y y 

6 Buchanan y y y y ? N 26 Ro ... N N N N ? ? 
2 Dickinson ? N y y y N 30 Roybal N YN Ny N 
1 Edwords y N y y y N 31 Wilton y y N Ny N 

ALASKA 28 Bell y y N ? y N 
AL Pollock ? N y N y x 2.'J Clnwsim y N y y y y 

ARIZONA 27 Goldwnter y N y y y , 
2 .UM!I y y N N y N 32Hosmer ? ,· ' . ? N 
1 Rhodes y y y y y N 2-1 Up"nmb ? x •' ,' ? ? 
3 Steigf!T" y N y y y y 20 Smith y Ny y ? ? 

ARKANSAS 25 \Vi11gins y y y YN y 
1 Alexander y y y Ny y COLORADO 
2 Milli ? N y N ? ? 4 Atpinall y y y Ny ?· 
4 Pryor y y y N y y 3 Evant y YN NY N 
3 Hammerschmidt y N y y y x 1 Rogers y YN N ? N 

CAUFORNIA 2 Brotzman y y y y y N 
S Burton NNN N y N CONNECTICUT 
7 Cohelan NNN N y N 1 Daddario N YN N y N 
9 Edwards NNN N ? ? 3 Giaimo ? YN y y y 

34 Hanna ? y N N ? N S Monagan y YN N y y 

2 Johnoon y y N N y y 2 Sr. Ong• N YN N y y 

4 Leggett NNN N y N 6 Meskill ? Ny y y N 
15 McFall y y N N y y 4 Weicker y y y N ? N 
8 Mill .. Y Y. N N Y ? DELAWARE 
3 Mott NNNN ? ? AL Roth y YN y y N 

16 Si1k Y Y N N ? ? FLORIDA 
38 Tunney N ? N N ? N 3 Bennett YNN y y y 

37 Van O..rlin Y N N X ? N 4 Chappell y Ny y ? y 

14 Waldie N N N NY N 12 Fateell y • x x ? ? 
1 Clausen y N y y ? N 2 Fuqua y N ·y y y y 

10 Gubser y y y y y N 6 Gibbons y y N NYN 
11 McCloskey y Y N N ? N 7 Haley y Ny y y y 

6 Mailliard y ? ? N y N 11 .Pepper ? y N Ny y 

18 Mathias ? y y y y N 9 Rog•rs y N y y y y 

33 Pettis y N y y y N 1 Sik" y y y y ? ? 
12 Talcott y y y y ·Y N 10 Burke y N y y y N 

13 Teague y y y y y N 8 Cramer y x y y y y 

J.5 Utt ? x .. ' ? N 5 Frey y N y y y y 

36 Wilson .... y y y • ? N 

10. HR 12321. OEO Authorization, fiscal 1970. Ayres (R 
Ohio) motion to recommit the bill to committee with instructions 
to report a substitute bill turning control of the antipoverty 
program over to the states. Rejected 163-231: R 103-63; D 60-168 
(ND 7-139; SD 53-29), Dec. 12, 1969; A "nay" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

11. S 2917. Coal Mine Safety. Adoption of the conference 
report on the bill to improve the health and. safety conditions 
of persons working in the coal mining industry, including pro­
visions to compensate victims of black lung disease. Adopted 
334-12: R 144-12; D 190-0 (ND 128-0; SD 62-0), Dec. 17, 1969. 
A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 15209. Supplemental Appropriations, fiscal 1970. 
Mahon (D Texas) motion to recede from disagreement to Senate 
amendment which had the effect of killing the Philadelphia 
Plan to eliminate job discrimination. Rejected 156-208: R 41-124; 
D 115-84 (ND 54-78; SD 61-6), Dec. 22, .1969. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

C>-N - KEY-.... coo.---

GEORGIA 
y Record vote Cor (yea). 
./ Paired for . 3 Brinkley y Ny y y y 

7 Davis y Ny y y y ' Announced for or CQ poll for. 

6 Flynt y Ny y ? y N Record vote aKainsl (nay). 

1 Hagan y Ny y y y x Paired again•t. 
9 Landrum y ? y y ? ? - Announced against or CQ poll 
2 O'Neal ? Ny y y •' against. 

10 St•phens y N y y y ? ? Absent, general pair, "preaenl"' or 
8 Stuckey ? Ny y y y did nol announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackbum y Ny y y y 

5 Thompson y Ny y· v· y 

HAWAII. o- ... 
AL Mahunaga y y N x y N '°'COO. - - -

AL Mink N NN N y N IN DIANA 
IDAHO 3 Brademos y ? N N y N 
2 Hansen, 0. y y y N y N 9 Hamilton y y N N y N 
1 McClure y Ny y y N ·11 Jacobs y YN N y N 

ILUNolS 1 Madden y y N N y N 
21 Gray Y Y N N y y 4 Adair y N y y y ? 
24 Price y y N N y N 6 Bray y N y y y y 
23 Shipley YNN N y y 10 Dennis y ~ y y N N 
16 Anderson y y N N y N 2 Landgrebe y Ny y N N 
17 Arends y y y y y N 7 Myers y N y y y y 
14 Erlenbom y y y y N N 5 Ruudebush y Ny y y y 
20 Findley y Y N N y ? 8 Zion y N y y y N 
12 McClory Y Y N N y ? IOWA 
18 Michel y N y y y N 2 Culver y y N N y N 
19 Railsback ? Y N N y N S Smith y y N N y y 
15 Reid y Ny y y N 3 Gross y Ny YN y 
22 Springer y y y y y N 4Kyl y x ? y y N 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Mayne y y y y y N 

7 Annunzio y YN N y N 7 Scherle y N y YN y 
1 Dawson ? ? ? x ? ? 1 Schwengel y YN N. y N 
5 KlunynalU y YN x y y KANSAS 
2 Mik .. a N N N N y N 2 Mize y y y N y N 
3 Murphy y y N N y y 1 Sebelius V N Y . ' y N 

11 Pucin1ki VJ N N y y 4 Shriuer y y y N y N 
6 Vacancy 5 Skubitz y N y N y ? 
8 Rott•nkowskl y y N x y ? 3 Winn y Ny• ? N 
9 YatM NNN N ? N KENTUCKY 

10 Collier y N y y y ? 2 Natche. y Ny N y y 
13 Crane y N y y y y 7 Perkins y y N N y y 
4 Deru'inski y N y y y y 1 Srubblefi•ld y Ny N y y 

Democrats on this type; Repub/Jcan& on 1talica 
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o-~ o-~ "to()...._ __ "'-COO.---
6 Wart• y 1,,; y N ? y 2 Symington Y Y N N y y 11 Taylor 
5 Carter· y N .Y N y N 7 Hall y N y.; ? ? JO Broyhill 
3 Cowger y ? N x ? N MONTANA 9 Jonas 
4 Snyder y N y ./ y y 2 Melcher Y Y N N y y 5 Mizell 

LOUISIANA I Ol>en YNNN y y 8 Ruth 
2 Boggs y y .. y N ? N NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA 
3 Caffery y N y y y ? 2 Cunningham y y y y ? N I Andrews 
7 Edwa:ds ? N y N y ? I Denney y N y y ? y 2 Kleppe 
I Hebert •' y y ./ ? . 3 Mortin y N y y ? ? OHIO 
8 long y N y y ? y NEVADA . 9 Ashley 
S Pa11man y y y y y y Al Baring y N y y ? y 20 Feighan 
6 Rarick ? N y y y y NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Hay• 
4 Waggonner y N y y y y 2 Cleveland YNN y y N 19 Kirwan 

MAINE I Wyman y N y y y N 21 Stokes 
2 Hathaway N y N N y N NEW JERSEY 22 Vanik 
.1 Kyros y y N N y y 14 Daniels y y N N y y 17 Ashbrook 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher ? y N N y N 14 Ayres 
4 Fallon y y N N ? ? 9 Hel1to&kl N y N N y N 8 Betts 
7 Friedel y y N N y N 3 Howard y NN N y N 16 Bow 
3 Garmatz y y N N y N II Minish y Y,N N y N 7 Brown 
2 long ? y N N y y IS. Pall en y y N N y N 2 Cloney 
6 Beall y y N y y N 10 Rodino y y N N y N 12 Devine 
8 Gude y y N N y N S:-R-;.~· Y N N N y y 6 Harsha 

· 5 Hogon y y y y y N 4 Thompson NNN N y N 5 Latta 
1 .Morton y y y ? y N 6 Cahill ? ,1 x x ? ? 24 Lukens 

MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwyer y y N N ? ? 4 McCulloch 
2 Boland y y N N y N 5 Frelinghuysen y y N N y N 10 Miller 

11 Burke y y N N y y I Hunt y N y y y N 23 Min.<hall 
4 Donohue y y N N y y 2 Sandman ? y N y YN 13 Mosher 
6 Harrington N y N N y N 7 Widnall y y N N ? N 11 Stanton 
7 Macdonald N ,1 N N y y NEW MEXICO I Taft 
9 McCormack 2 Foreman y N y y y y 3 Whalen 
8 O'Neill N y N ·N y N I Lujan y N y N y N 15 W)·lie 
3 Philbin y y N N y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 
I Conte y NN N y N 41 Dul1ki y y N N y N 3 Albert 

IO Heckler y y N N ? N. 34 Hanley y y N N y N 2 Edmondsan 
12 Keith y y N N y N S Lowenstein NNN N YN S· Jarman 
5 Morse y y N N y ? 39 McCarthy N Y N N y N 4 Steed 

MICHIGAN 2S Ottinger N NN N YN I Belcher 
12 O'Hara y Y N N y y I Pike y y N N y N 6 Comp 
18· Broomfield y y y y y N 35 Strallon y YN N YN OREGON 
3 Brown y N y N y N 3 Wolff N YN N y ? 3 Green 

IO Cederberg y y y .; ? N 29 Button ? y N N y N 2 Ullman 
6 Chamberlain y N y y y N 37 Conable y YN N YN 4 Del/enback 
2 Esch y y N N N N 28 Fish y YN N YN I Wyatt 
5 Ford ·y y y y y N 2 Grover y N y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 
8 Harvey Y N N N y ? 38 Hastings y y y y YN 25 Oark 
4· Hutchinson y NN y y N 36 Horton y y N N YN 21 Dent 

19 McDonald y NN N y y 30 King y N y y y y II Fl-d 
7 Riegle y ,, N N y N 31 McEwen y y y y y N 20 Gaydos 

11 Ruppe y x ? N y N 27 McKneally y YN N YN 14 Moarhead 
9 Vander Jagt y ,/ ? N y N 32 Pirnie y YN N YN 26 Morgan 

Detroit-Wayne Ca. 26 Reid N YN N YN 15 Roaney 
1 Conyen N NN N ? x 33 Robison YNN N y.N 24 Vigorito 

13 Diggs N y N N y N 40 Smith y y N N ? N 6 Yatron 
16 Dingell ? y N N y y 4 Wydler y ? y N YN 8 Biester 
IS Ford N NN N y y New York Oty 18 Corbett 
17 Griffith• ·. y y N N y ? 7 Addabbo. y Y N N y y 13 Coughlin 
14 Nedzi · N N N N y y 24 Biaggi y Y N N y y 16 E.<hleman 
MINNESOTA 23 Bingham N Y N N YN 27 Fulton 

8 Blatnik N y .N x y N II Bra KO N Y N N YN 19 Goodling 
5 fraMr N y N N y N l:i Y.uu N YN N y i 23 Johnson 
4 Karth NNN N y y 10 Celler y YN N ? x IO McDade 
7 Langen y N y y y N 12 Chisholm NNN N ? N 22 Savior 
3 MacGregor y Y N N y N 9 Delaney Y N Y N ? ? 17 Schneebeli 
2 Nel,en y y y y y N 19 Farb1tein N Y N N y x 9 Watkins 
I Quie y y y y y N 22 Gilbert N Y N N YN 12 Whalley 
6 Zu1ach y y y y y N 17 Koch NNNN y N 7 Williams 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy Y Y N N YN l'hiladelphia City 
I Abernethy y N y y y y 13 Podell N YN N ? N I Barrell 
5 Colmer y N y y y ? 18 Powell ? ? ? ? ? ? 3 Byrne 
3 Griffin ? N y y y y 14 Roan•y y YN N ? N 4 Eilberg 
4 Montgomery y N y y y •' 8 Ro&enlhal N Y N N y N 5 Green 
:z. Whitten y N y y ? y 20 Ryan N YN N y N 2 Nix 

MISsOURI 21 Scheuer N NN N y N RHODE ISLAND 
5 Bolling y y N N ? ? 6 Halpern y YN N y N· I St. Germain 

10 Surli•on y N y N y y NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan 
I Cay N N N N y N 2 Fountain y N y y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
6 Hull y N y y y ? 4 Galifianaki1 ? N y y y y 3 Dorn 
9 Hungate N N N N y y 3 HendenOn y N y y y y 5 Getty• 
8 lchord y N y y ? y I Janes y N y y y y 6 McMillan I 4 Randall y N N y y y 7 Lennon y N y y ? y 4 Mann 
3 Sulli•an y "- N N ?. ? 6 Preyer y y y N y y 

Democrats in this type; Republicans in italics 
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o-~ "coo.---
y N y y y y 

y N y y y y 

y x y y ? y 

y x y y y y 

y N y y y y 

y y x N y ? 
y N y y y N 

y y N N y N 
y y N N YN 
y ,1 ? N y y 

? ·l ? x ? ? 
N NN N YN 
N N N N y N 
y N y .; N y 
y y y y y N 
y NY y YN 
? x y y y N 
y N y N y N 
y N y y y y 
y N y •' y y 
y Ny y y y 
y N y y YN 
y N y N y N 
y NN N y N 
y N y y y N 
y N y ? y y 
y XN N ? N 
y YN N ? N 
y YN N ? N 
YNN N y N 
y N y N y N 

y y N N y N 
y y N N y y 
v N y y y y 
y N ? N ? y 
y y y y y N 
y Ny y y N 

y y y y ? ? 
N NY y ? y 
y y N N ? N 
y N y N y N 

y ,1 N N y y 
? N N N y ? 
y y N N y y 
YNN N y y 
N YN N y N 
y YN N y y 
y ?N N y y 
y YN N y y 
y YN N y y 
y Y N N y N 
y y y N y y 
y YN N ? N 
y N y y y N 
y y N N y y 
y Ny y y N 
? N y y y ? 
y y N N y N 
? N y N y N 
y y x x y N 
y N y I y ? 
y ? y ? ? N 
y N y y ? y 

y y N N ? N 
Y v·N N y N 
? ,, X N y y 

N Y N N y N 
y y N N y N 

YNN N y y 

Y N N N y y 

y N y y ? y 
? x y y y y 
y Ny y ? y 
y y y y y y 

Key Votes - 8 

o-~ "eoo.---
I Riv8n ? y y y ? y 

2 Watson y N y ./ y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
2 Berry y N y ./ ? ? 
I Reifel ? ? .; y ? 

TENNESSEE 
6 Anderson y y y x ? y 

7 Blanton y N y y ? ? 
4 Evins y .Y y N ? ? 

5 Fulton ? • ? x ? ? 
8 JonH y N ? N y y 

3 Brock y N y y N ? 
2 Duncan y N y y y y 

9 Kuykendoll ? N y y y N 

I Quillen y N y y y y 

TEXAS 
9 Brooks y y N N ? y 

17 Burle&0n y N y y y y 

5 Cabell ? y y y y y 

22 ea .. y y N y N y y 

15 de la Gana y y N N y y 

2 Dowdy· y N y y y y 

8 Eckhardt y NN N y N 
21 Fi1her y y y y y y 

20 Ganzalez y y N N y N 
23 Kazen y YN N y y 

19 Mahon y . y y ? y y 

I Patman -··· 
? YN N ? .y 

10 Pickle y y y N y y 

II Poage .y Ny y ? ? 
13 PuKell y y.; y y y 

4 Robert• y Ny y ? y 

6 Ti>ague ? y ./ y y ? 
16 White y NN N y N 
12 Wright y y y N ? ? 
14 Young y ,1 y N y y 

7 Bush y y y y YN 
3 Collins y NY y N y 

18 Price V NY y y N 
UTAH 

I Burton y N y y y ? 

2 Lloyd y y y y y N 

VERMONT 
AL Stafford y YN N y N 

VIRGINIA 
4 Abbi tr y N y ? ? ? 

5 Daniel y N y y y y 

1 Downing y N y y y y 

7 Manh y Ny y y y 

3 Sallerfield y N y y y y 

IO Broyhill y N y y ? y 

6 Poff y Ny y y ? 

8 Scott y x y y N y 

9 Wampler y N y y y y 

2 Whitehurst Y N Y N ? y 

WASHINGTON 
7 Adams N NN N ? N 

5 Foley y NN N y N 

3 Han&en ? YN N y y 

6 Hicks y YN N y y 

2 Meeds Y NN N y N 

4 May y y y y y N 

I Pelly. y y N x ? N 

WEST VIRGINIA 
4 Hechler N NN N y N 

s K .. y y y N y y 

I Mollohan YNN N y y 

l Slack y Ny N y y 

2 Staggen YNN N y N 

WISCONSIN 
2 Kaslenmeier N NN N YN 

7 Obey Y N N N YN 

S Reun N NN N y x 

4 Zablocki Y N N N y y 

8 Byrnes y y y y y N 

9 Davis y y y y NN 

IO O'Konski Y N N N y y 

I Schadcberg y N y y YN 

6 Steiger y y y N YN 

3 Thomson y y y y YN 

WYOMING 
AL Wold y y y y YN 
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Key Vores • 9 

SENATE REDUCES OIL-GAS DEPLETION ALLOWANCE; VOTES 

TAX REFORM; OPPOSES PLANES FOR NATIONALIST CHINA 

7. HR 13270. Tax Reform. Ellender (D La.) amendment restor· 
ing to 27.5 percent the depletion iillowance on oil and gas. 
Rejected 30·62: R 17-22; D 13-40 (ND 5-30; SD 8-10), Dec. 1, 1969. 
A "yea" vote was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 13270, Tax Reform. Gore (D Tenn.) amendment to in­
crease the personal income tax exemption to $800. Adopted 58-
37: R 10-32; D 48-5 (ND 35-0; SD 13,5), Dec. 3, 1969. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 13270. Tax Reform. Passage or the Tax Reform Act of 
1969. Passed 69-22; R 18-20; D 51-2 (ND 35-0; SD 16-2), Dec. 11, 
1969. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 15090. Defense Appropriations. Church (D Idaho) 
substitute for pending Cooper (R Ky.)-Mansfield (D Mont.) 
amendment stating that in line with the expressed intention or 
the President, no fonds in the bill could be used to finance 
the introduction or U.S. ground combat troops into Laos and 
Thailand. Adopted 73-17: R 38-2; D 35-15 (ND 25-7; SD 10-8) 
Dec. 15, 1969. The President did not take a position on the 
substitute.· · 

o- ... o- ... """°°' ___ hcoo.---

ALABAMA 
. , - '\ ~ 

IOWA 
Allen N y y N N y Hughes N y y y y y 

Sparkman N y y y N y Ali lier NN y I NN 
ALASKA KANSAS 

Gravel y y ? Dole Y N N y y y y N 
Stev~ns y y y y ? J>.~nr.<>nn YNN y y ? 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin Y N N y NN Cook N y y y y y 

Goldwater ? N x y N ' Cooper NN y ? ? ? 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 

Fulbright y t y N N y Ellender y N X N N N 
McClellan y y y y NN long y N y N N ? 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
_ (:!._a_11~t~r- tL1 y y r v Muskie N y y N y y 
Murphy Y N N y N ? Smith NNN .Y N N 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
A/Iott y N N y N N Tydings N y ' ? y ? 
Dominick y N y y y N Mathia" N N • N y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 

Dodd N y y y y N ~ennedi N Y ".f. N I y 
Ribicoff N y y y y y Brooke N N N Y 

y " 
DELAWARE MICHIGAN 

BoRgs N N y y y· ? Hart N Y Y N y y 

Williams N N N y N ? Griffin N N N Y y N 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

Hollancl N N N Y N N McCdrthy N y y N y ? 
Gurney Y N N Y N N Mondale N y y y x y 

GEORGIA M1sS1sSi·PP1 

Russell N N N ? x ? Eastlancl y y y N N ? 
Talmadge N y y y N ? Stennis .'Y Y y N NN 

HAWAII - - - .. MISSOURI 
Inouye N y y y . ? Eagleton N y y y y y 

FonR N y y y YN Symington x 
t " 

? I ? 
IDAHO MONTANA 

Church N y y y r v Mansfielcl y y y N y y 
Jordan N N N y N ? Metta II N y y y y ? 

IWNOIS NEBRASKA 

Percy . N N y y Curtis Y N N Y N N 
Smith X N Y ·Y N X Hruska YNN Y N N 

INDIANA NEVADA 

:...8oYI:!.. ___ ~ N I y y y Y. Bible y y y y N y 
Hartke N y y y y y Cannon N y y y N 

11. HR 13111. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Scott (R Pa.) 
amendment adding the words, "except as required by the Con­
stitution," at the beginning of the section barring use of funds 
to force a school district to take action ·involving busing of 
students, abolition of any school, or assignment of any student' 
to any particular school against . the wishes of his parents. 
Adopted 52-37: R 22-19; D 30-18 (ND 28-3; SD 2-15), Dec. 17, 1969. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 15149. Foreign Aid Appropriations. Mansfield (D 
Mont.) motion to table the conference report on foreign aid 
appropriations for fiscal 1970. Mansfield and other Senators 
objected to the fact that the appropriations bill contained an 
amount higher than authorized. The most objectionable item 
from the Mansfield group's standpoint was $54.5 million for 
Nationalist China to purchase fighter aircraft. The item had been 
included by the House although the Administration had not re­
quested it. Adopted 39-29: R 8-19; D 31-10 (ND 23-4; SD 8-6), 
Dec. 20, 1969. The President did not take a position on the bill. 

o-ro - KEY-
...... coo.--- y Record vo~ for (yea) . 

NE.W HAMPSHIRE· 
./ Paired for . 

' Announced for or CQ poll for. 
Mcintyre N y y y y y 

N Record vote against (nay). 
Cotton YNN y N N x Paired agRinst. 

NEW JERSEY 
Announced agaioal or CQ poll Williams N y y I y y -

Case NNY y y • against; 

NEW MEXICO ? Absent, general pair, "present" or 
Anderwn •' ? t ? ? ? did not announce or answer poll. 
Montoya y "y Y. y y N 

NEW YORK 
Goodell N N N Y y y C> - ... "coo.-- -
Jauii.< N NY Y YN 

NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Ervin N Y Y N NN Yarborough y y y y y y 
Jordan N y y y NN Tower YNN y N 

NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Burdick· y y y y y y Mots N y y y y y 
Young y y y y NN Bennett YNN y N ? 

OHIO VERMONT 
Young N Y Y N y ? Aiken N y y N y y 
Sax be N N X y y y Prouty N y y y y y 

OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Harris y y y y y y Byrd, Jr. NN y y N ? 
Bellman y y y y YN Spong N Y. y y "N y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hatfield N y y y y y Jackson N y y t .. N 
Packwood N Ny y YN Magnuson N y y y x y 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Schweiker N y y y y y Byrd N y y y N y 
Scott N NY Y y N Randolph N y y ' . y 

RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Pastore N y y y y N.tloon N y y y y y 
Pell N y y y y y ProJ1mire N y y y y y 

SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 
Hollings ? y y y x ? McG .. y y y N y N 
Thurmond Y N N Y NN Hansen Y N N Y NN 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGovem N y y y y y 
Mundt ? ? ? ? ? 

TEN NESSEi! .. 

Gore N Y Y N N y 
Baker N y y y N ? 

Demacrots in this type; Republicans In italics 
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VOTE REPORT 

Key Senate And House Votes During 1970 Session 

Attempts to override Presidential vetoes in the House, 
curbs on military involvement in the Senate, and perennial 
school desegregation disputes in both. chambers domi­
nated the key Congressional votes during 1970. 

Key votes spanned a wide variety of domestic and 
foreign issues in both the House and Senate. But four of 
the 28 votes-all in the House-were taken on drives to 
override President Nixon's vetoes of major domestic 
legislation. 

Of the nine public bills vetoed by the President since 
early 1910, three involved appropriations: for the Depart­
ments of Labor and Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) 
for fiscal 1970, for the Office of Education for fiscal 1911, 
and for the Department of Housing and Urban Develop­
ment (HUD) for fiscal 1971. Mr. :\ixon also vetoed a 
hospital construction bill. 

The House repassed the hospital construction and 
education money bills by the required two-thirds major­
ities;_ both became law when the Senate also voted to 
override the vetoes. House supporters of the Labor-HEW 
and HUD appropriation measures failed to gain the 
necessarv two-thirds votes to override those vetoes. 

Ann.ual Issues. Many of the key votes were taken 
on issues which in recent years have confronted Congress 
annually. such as school desegregation, involvement in 
Vietnam, funding for the antiballistic missile system 
(ABM) and supersonic transport plane (SST). The appro­
priations bills signify a continuing.dispute between Presi­
dent Nixon and the Democratic Congress over spending 
priorities. 

These and several other key votes occurred on legis­
lation. almost certain to come up again in 1971. Congress 
went home in December without completing action on 
Social Security,· welfare reform or trade restrictions. 

Key Senate votes included efforts to 1 im it the scope 
of U.S. involvement in Southeast Asia and such domestic 
issues as the nomination of G. Harrold Carswell to the· 
Supreme Court; the SST, 18-year-old votes, food stamp 
increases and a motion to drop the trade restriction 
and welfare reform sections from the Social · Security 
bill. 

In the House, key votes included passage of welfare 
reform, voting rights, farm subsidy limitations, legislative 
reform and the SST. 

Both chambers engaged in debates on efforts to 
restr.ict the Federal Government's school desegregation 
efforts. In one key vote, Senators voted 56-36 to require 
the Government to apply universal standards to segrega­
tion based on prior law and that based on housing pat­
terns. This w11s the first crack in the coalition of northern 
Democrats 11nd modernte Republicans which h11d engi­
neered the Senate success of civil rights bills during the 
1960s. 

Other significant Senate votes centered on the "no­
knock" search w11rrants for unannounced police inve,-ti­
gat ions, electoral reform and standards for reducing 
pollutants-t·rom automobile engines; 

88-1970 CQ A.LMANAC 

How Votes Were Selected 

The editors of Congressional ·Quarterly each year 
select a series of key votes on major issues. 

Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

• A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of Presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

lives of Americans. 

Selection of Voles. For each issue or series of 
related votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordi­
narily chosen. This vote is the roll call that, in the 
opinion of Congressional Quarterly editors, was the 
most important in determining the outcome. 

In the descriptions 9f the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and the desig­
nation SD denotes southern Democrats. 

The House also took other important votes on allow­
ing amendments to the controversial hill establishing 
trade import controls, providing boosts in Social Security 
benefits when living costs rise, and refusing to concur 
with a Senate amendment limiting the American effort 
in Cambodia. 

Each .year, the editors of Congressional Quarterly 
select a series of votes as the most significant roll calls 
of the session. The 1970 key votes follow. 

Senate Key Votes 

L NO-KNOCK SEARCH WARRANTS. One of 
the most controversial Administration crime control 
measures enacted by the. 9 Lst Congress authorized 
search warrants, under certain circumstances, allowing 
law enforcement officers to enter a place to be searched 
without first giving notice of their presence and inten­
tion. This "no-knock" provision was contained in the 
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act 
(PL 91-.513) and, applying to arrest warrants as well. 

·in the District of Columbia Court Reorganization and 
Criminal Procedure Act (PL 91-358). The kev Senate 
vote on the provision came in January 197.0 d~1ring de­
bate on the initial Senate version of the drug hill 
(S :3246). Rohert P. Griffin (R Mich.) proposed an amend­
ment to add the "no-knock" provision to the bill. Sam 
J. Ervin Jr. (D N.C.), who oppm•ed the provisinn as a 
violation of the constitutional guarantee ag11inst "un­
reasonable search and seizure," proposed an amendment 
to the Griffin amendment to delete the "no-knock" au­
thorization. The Senate rejected Ervin "s amendment 
35-50: R 2c31; D 3~l-19 (ND 21-L4; SD L:!-15). (Senate 
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debate on drug bill's prov1:swn, p. 531; D. C. bill's pro­
rision. p. 208) 

2. DESEGREGATION. During a two-week 
'riebate on the bill (HR 514) extending the Elementary 

id Secondary Education Act. the Senate considered 
~mendments aimed at limiting the powers of the Fed­
eral Gm·ernment to rectify school segregation. Debate 
centered chiefly on an amendment offered by .John · 
Stennis (D Miss.) requiring that school racial standards 
must be applied uniformly throughout the country 
"without regard to the origin or cause of such segrega-
tion. Stennis and other southerners said Federal· 
desegregation efforts were designed only to deal with 
school districts in the Sou~h which h~d pre\·iously been 
segregated by law-de jure segregation-but ignored 
districts outside the South which were segregated be­
cause of residence patterns or other factors-de facto 
segregation. Before. voting on the Stennis amendment, 
Senators voted 63-24 to add specific mention of both 
de jure and de facto segregation; this change was 
sponsored by Abraham A. Ribicoff (D Conn.). a leading 
ad\·ocate of civil rights. The series of votes, culminated 
by the Feb.· 18 key vote on the Stennis amendment, 
represented the· first major crack in the coalition of 
northern Democrats and moderate and liberal Republi­
cans which had engineered passage of civil rights bills in 
the Senate during the 1960s .. The Stennis amendment 
was adopted 56-36, with Republicans voting 27-12, and 
Democrats voting 29-24 (ND 11-23; SD 18-1). (p. 250) 

3. EIGHTEEN-YEAR-OLD VOTE. In a sur­
prise move with far-reaching implications, the Senate 
:\larch 12, 1970, agreed ·64-17-R 26-8; D. 38-9 (:\D 
2-0; SD 6-9) to an amendment to the 1970 voting rights 

oill . which lowered the voting age to 18. The House 
. later accepted this provision, proposed by Senate 
Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D ·Mont.). with the 
Senate \·ersion of the bill (HR 4249-PL 91-285). The 
Supreme Court in December upheld the provision 
lowering the voting age for Federal elections. but r1ot 
for state ·and local elections. Approximately 11 million 
persons between the ages of 18 and 21 were added to the 
lists of potential voters in 1972 by this amendment. 
(p. 192) 

4. CARSWELL RF..JECTION. Thirteen Repub­
licans joined 38 Democrats April 8, 1970, to reject the 
nomination of G. Harrold Carswell of Florida to the 
Supreme Court. The Senate, by a 45-51 vote-R 28-
13; .D 17-38 (:'\D 3-:33; SD 14-.5)-refused for the second 
time in six months to confirm a man nominated by Mr. 
Nixon fo the Court, dealing a severe blow to Administra­
tion prestige. It had already been damaged by the 
~ovember 1969 rejection of the nomination of Clement 
F. Haynsworth .Jr. of South Carolina to the Court. Cars­
well was opposed by civil rights groups who charged that 
he held segregationist views and by members of the legal 
profession who described him as a man of mediocre legal 
and judicial abilities. The defeat of his nomination 
marked the first time since 1894 that one President had 
suffered the outright reject ion by the Senate of two of 
his Court nominations. (p. 154) 

5. BROADCAST SPENDING. In an attempt 
-=-to reduce the spiraling cost of political campaigns, the 

~ 

Key Votes - 2 

Senate April 14 adopted an amendment to limit tele­
,·ision and radio !'pending by Presidential and Congres­
sional candidates to se,·en cents per vote cast in the last 
general electiori. Introduced by .John Pastore (D IU.l 
and .James B. Pearson (R Kan.), the amendment lo a 
bill IS :3637) to amend the Communications Act of J!·tl-t, 
passed on almost a straight party-line vote. Republiciln 
opponents of the amendment noted that the mea~ure 
did not apply to state offices where Hepublicilns were 
dominant. but on!~· to Congress which the Democrnt s 
control. Sponsors of the amendment repeated!~· referred 
to I he scope of the problem of financing Congressional 
campaigns. The vote breakdown was R 8-:3:Z: D 4:2-3 
(~D 28-0; SD 14-3). The Senate '.'\o\'. 23 by four \'Oles 
failed to override President :\ixon's Oct. 23 \"eto of the 
broadcast spending bill. (p. 831) 

6. CAMBODIA RESTRICTION. As a result 
of the U.S. entry into com bat operations in Cambodia 
in April 1970, a move began in the Senate to limit such 
operations and prevent a recurrence. The leaders of this 
effort, mainly liberal mem hers of the Senate Foreign Rel a-· 

tions Committee, drafted an amendment similar to one 
pa'ised in 1969 barring U.S. ground combat troops in Laos 
and Thailand. The amendment barring funds for U.S. 
Cambodian activities after July 1 without Congressional 
approval became known as the Cooper-Church amend­
ment after the two main sponsors, John Sherman Cooper 
(R Ky.) and Frank Church (D Idaho). They chose to try 
to attach their proposal to the pending Foreign Military 
Sales authorization (HR 1.5628). After seven weeks of de­
bate, delay and attempts to water down the amendment, 
the Senate on June 30 accepted the Cooper-Church 
amendment by a 58-:37 roll-call ·vote. The pro,·isinn was 
amended on the floor to make it more palatable to 
Administration forces. It was eventually knocked out 
of HR 15628 but incorporated in a different form in 
the supplemental foreign aid authorization (HR 19911). 
The Cooper-Church amendment was passed by a bi­
partisan ·coalition of liberals 58-37: R 16-26; D 42-11 
(ND 35-1; SD 7-10). (p. 927) 

7. FOOD ST AMPS. Pressure was strong in the 
Senate in 1970 to expand the food stamp program which 
increased the purchasing power of the poor to buy food. 
Sen. George McGovern (D S.D.), chairman of the Senate 
Select Committee on Nutrition and Human Needs, con­
tinued in 1970 as he had in 1969 to· highlight the prob­
lems of hunger in the country through hearings by his 
Committee. The Senate in 1969 had passed a food stamp 
bill (S 2547) authorizing $1.25 billion for the program in 
fiscal 1971, but the House did not act on food stamp 
legislation that year. The agricultural appropriations 
bill (HR 17923) included funds for food stamps, which is 
administered by the Department of Agriculture. 
McGovern succeeded in amending the agriculture ap­
propriations bill on .July 8 to increase the food stamp 
appropriation from $1.2.5 billion to $1.75 billion. The vote 
was 43-28 in .favor of the amendment, with 13 Republi­
cans and 30 Democrats supporting the amendment and 
19 Republicans, 9 Democrats opposing (ND 26-2; SD 
4-7). (p. 764) 

8. SAFEGUARD ARM. For the· third year in 
a row, a major Senate debate revolved around the plans 
to construct an antiballistic missile (ABM) system. In the 
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fiscal 1971 defense procurement authorization (HR 
17123) the Administration requested $1 billion to expand 
the ABM system begun in 1969. Ariother $357 million for 
construction was carried in another bill. As in previous 
years, major opposition surfaced in the Senate. In the 
face of this challenge, supporters of the President's 
ABM plans voluntarily cut back the expansion request 
in order to undermine the opposition. The strategy was 
successful and the amendment sponsored by John Sher­
man Cooper (R Ky.) and Philip A. Hart (D Mich.) to 
block expansion was defeated Aug. 12, 1970, by a 47-52 

. roll-call vote: R 12-30; D 35-22 (ND 30-8; SD 5-14). (p. 380) 

9. VOLUNTEER ARMY. An attempt was made 
in 1970 to move toward establishment of an all-volunteer 
military for the United States. This effort would have 
speeded up the timetable set up by the Administration 
for the creation of a volunteer army when the Vietnam 
war ends. To accomplish a speedier conversion to the 
volunteer military, Senators Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.) 
and Mark 0. Hatfield (R Ore.) proposed an amendment 
to the fiscal 1971 defense procurement authorization. 
Their amendment would not have. automatically created 
a volunteer service but would have made it possible to 
move toward this goal by enacting military pay raises to 
encourage enlistments. After debating the proposal on 
the floor for several weeks, the Senate Aug. 25 rejected 
the amendment 35-52: R 20-18; D 15-34 (ND 14-17; SD 
1-17). (p. 380) 

10. END-THE-WAR AMENDMENT. A strong Con­
gressional and public campaign built up in 1970 around a 
proposal by Sen. Charles E. Goodell (R N.Y.) to limit 
the retention of U.S. troops in South Vietnam. Momen­
tum on behalf of such a measure gathered as a result of 
the U.S. entry into Cambodia. The amendment to the 
defense procurement authorization was sponsored by 
several Senate war critics and became known as the 
McGovern-Hatfield amendment for Senators George 
McGovern (D S.D.) and Mark 0. Hatfield (R Ore.). The 
sponsors altered the amendment a number of times to 
attract support. In its· final form, the amendment set a 
ceiling of 280,000 troops in Vietnam for April 30, 1971, 
and set a deadline of Dec. 31, 1971, for the complete 
withdrawal of U.S. troops but gave the President au­
thority to delay the pullout for 60 days if he found U.S. 
troops to be in danger. The amendment was rejected on 
a 39-55 roll-call vote Sept. 1: R 7-34; D 32-21 (ND 29-6; 
SD 3-15). (p. 380) . . 

11. ELECTORAL REFORM. A proposed constitu­
tional amendment to abolish the electoral college and 
substitute direct, popular election of the President died 
Sept. 17 when the Senate refused to invoke cloture (end 
debate) on the measure. The bill (S J Res 1) was similar 
to another bill that had passed the House in 1969 and 
which also had the endorsement of President Nixon. 
Sen. Birch Bayh (D Ind.) was chief sponsor of the Senate 
version, which would have required that the candidate 
receiving the largest popular vote be elected President, 
provided he received at least 40 percent of the votes cast. 
Opposed to the bill was a coalition of Senators from the 
South and from some states with small populations. A 
motion to invoke cloture was introduced Sept. 15 by 
Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (Mont.). When the 
Senate vo~d Sept. 17, ·the result was 54-36 in favor of 
the cloture motio~, six votes· short of the necessary 60. 
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Prospect of continued and prolonged debate on electoral 
reform prompted· the Senate to let the bill die. The 
vote was a victory for Senate conservatives: R 21-
18; D 33-18 (ND 30-2; SD 3-16). (p. 840) 

12. AIR POLLUTION. The Clean Air Amendments 
of 1970 (HR 17255), the strongest air pollution measure 
ever enacted by Congress, contained specific dead! ines 
for the elimination of certain pollutants from automobile 
engine exhausts. In the Senate, although nearly all 
debate concerned these deadlines,· no efforts were made 
to eliminate them but amendments were aimed at 
softening their impact. Edward J. Gurney (R Fla.) on Sept. 
22 offered an amendment which would have eliminated 
the requirement that the manufacturer's request for ex­
tension of the deadline must be made 12 months to 24 
months prior to the expiration of the five-year time 
limit. The Gurney amendment failed by a 22-57 vote: 
R 16-17; D 6-40 (ND 1-28; SD 5-12). (p. 472) 

13. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). One of the 
most controversial issues in the Senate in 1970 was the 
question of funding the supersonic transport (SST). The 
Administration had requested $290 million for the de­
velopment of two prototype SSTs. The money was in­
cluded in the Department of Transportation appropria­
tion bill for fiscal 1971 (HR 17755) and approved by the 
House May 27. But by the time the bill got to the Senate 
floor on Dec. 3, intensive lobbying against the plane had 
been done by environmental groups. Led by Sen. William 
Proxmire (D Wis.), Senate opponents of the· SST argued 
that the plane could cause deterioration to the environ­
ment and produce an intolerable noise level. Proxmire 
and others also questioned the cost of the plane. Despite 
a strong fight by the Administration to save the funds, 
an amendment by Proxmire to delete the $290 million 
won by a 52-41 roll-call vote: R 18-21; D 34-20 (ND 25-
10; SD 9-10). (Senate Dec. 31 accepted compromise to 
allow funds for SST to be spent through March 30, 1971, 
at the rate of the $210 million agreed on by conferees 
on the bill for fiscal 1971.) (p. 776) 

14. SOCIAL SECURITY, TRADE, WELFARE. 
Senate supporters of the Trade. Act of 1970 and the 
President's welfare reform proposals on Dec. 28, 1970, 
reluctantly abandoned their attempt to attach the two 
measures to a bill (HR 17550) increasing Social Security 
benefits. By a 49-21 roll-call vote the Senate approved 
the motion of Chairman Russell B. Long (D La.) of the 
Finance Committee to strip the trade and welfare pro­
visions, as well as others creating a catastrophic health 
insurance program and increasing veterans' benefits, 
from the Social Security legislation. The action climaxed 
a filibuster against the trade bill which began Dec. 17. 
It followed a statement by Chairman Wilbur D. Mills 
(D Ark.) of the House Ways and Means Committee that 
he would not go to conference on a package bill con­
taining all the measures the Senate had drawn together. 
Mills' Committee had reported the Social Security 
(HR 175fi0), trade (HR 18970) and familv assistance 
(HR 16311) bills, and the House had passed them 
separately. The Finance Committee attached the various 
measures, including a welfare reform test program, to 
the popular Social Security bill in hopes of ensuring 
pa-;sage for all in the closing days of the 9!st Congress. 
The maneuver backfired, and Long was obliged to move 



to reduce the bill 10 its Social Security prons1ons to 
keep the filibuster from killing even that portion of the 
legi~lat ion. Even this effort failed, however. when Mills 

,. refused to g<> to conference during the last three days 
r the ~ession. Long's motion \\·as to recommit the bill 
o his Committee with instructions to delete all but the 

Social Securit~' provisions and report it back to the 
Senate immediately. Republicans \"Oted 20-12 for Long's 
motion: Democrats di,·ided 29-9 for it (:\D 16-8; SD 13~ 
l l. ( p. ]()42) 

House Key Votes 

1. LABOR-HEW VETO. On Jan. 26 President 
:\ixon \'etoed HR 13111, the fiscal 1910 appropriations 
bill for the Departments of Labor and Health, Education · 
and \\"elfare, the Office of Economic Opportunity, and 
other agencies. He said that the Sl9.7-billion bill increased 
spending too much O\'er his Budget requests and forced 
the Execut j,·e Branch to spend funds on programs which 
should be reformed. Two days later, the House failed by 
52 ,·otes to override the President's veto. A two-thirds 
majority of those ,-oting..:._in this case 278-was needed 
to o,·errid~. but only 226 House ·Members actually did so. 
This included 199 Democrats. including 49 southerners, 
and 27 Republicans. Voting to sustain the veto were 156 
Republicans and 35 southern Democrats. The final break­
down was 226-191: R 21:156; J) 199-35 (ND 150-0; SD 
49-35). (p. 133) 

2. FAMILY ASSISTANCE. The President listed 
reform of the welfare system as one of his key legislative 
oroposals in 1970. The Family Assistance Plan which 

ro,·ided a Federal floor of Sl.600 for poor families was 
r he most significant legislation, Mr.· :\'ixon said, since 
passage of the Social Security Act. But powerful House 
\\"a,·s and !\1eans Committee Chairman Wilbur D. ;'..!ills 
(D Ark.) seemed cool to the proposal. The bill (HR 16311) 
was debated behind closed doors by the Committee from 
\o,·ember 1969 until March 5 when it was approved by 
the Committee after Mills announced he wanted to send 
the bill to the floor. With the sudden support from Mills 
and a closed rule preventing any amendments on the 
floor. the bill was approved April 16 by a 243-155 roll­
call rnte: R 102-72; D 141-83 (ND 126-19; SD 15-64) .. 
(p. 1030) 

3. SOCIAL SECURITY. The President had pro­
posed that future benefit increases in the Social Security 
program be made automatically when the Consumer Price 
Index (CPI) rose 3 percent or more in the previous year. 
But traditionally raising benefits has been Congressional 
prerogative and Wilbur D. Mills (D Ark.), chairman of the 
House Ways and Means Committee, consistently opposed 
automatic increases. Automatic increases were added to· 
the measure, however, on the House floor May 21 in a 
mO\·e led by Republican. Members. The vote was on a 
moti0n hy .JRckson E. Betts (R Ohio) to recommit the 
Social Security hill (HR 17550) with instructions to add 
pro\'isions for automatic cost-of-living increases in Social 
Security benefits. The amendment was agreed to by a 
233-144 roll-call vote: R 161-5; D 72-139 (ND 68-61; 
~o 4-ISL (p. 1042; · 

4. VOTING RIGHTS. Liberal forces won a sig­
~nificant victory June lJ. 1970, when the House accepted 

Key Votes - 4 

the Senate version of the voting rights bill (HR 4249-
PL 91-285) extending the Voting Rights Act of 1965 for 
five years and -lowering the voting age to 18. The Ad­
ministration opposed the extension, proposing instead 
that the 1965 law be amended. The House late in 1969 
had passed the Administration bill. In 1970 the key House 
vote on voting rights came when the House agreed. by a 
224-183 vote, to a motion calling for a vote on the resolu­
tion (H Res 914) providing for· acceptance of the Senate 
version of the bill. Enough Republicans voted for the mo­
tion to cancel out the votes of the Southern Democrats 
opposing it-R 59-117; D 165-66 (ND 138-8; SD 27-58). 
Had the motion or the resolution been rejected. the dif­
fering versions of the bill would have gone t.o conference 
where those opposed to the provision lowering the voting 
age, including House Judiciary Committee Chairman 
Emanuel Celler (D N. Y. ), and those opposed to extension 
of the 1965 law, including Senate Judiciary Committee. 
Chairman James 0. Eastland (D Miss.), could have killed 
the provision or the entire bill. (p. 192) · 

5. HILL-BURTON VETO. By a wide 279-98 mar­
gin, the House June 25 voted to override President .Nixon's 
June 22 veto of HR 11102, the Hill-Burton hospital con­
struction bill. Subsequent Senate passage marked the first 
Presidential veto to be overridden in 10 years. The bill 
authorized $2.79 billion over fiscal years 1971-1973 for 
grants and loans to build and modernize hospitals and · 
other health facilities. The President said the bill was too 
expensive. The measme also contained a program of cate­
gorical grants to hospitals that the Administration had 
proposed scrapping for a combination of direct loans and 
grants. Mr. Nixon's veto-his second since taking office­
was challenged by House leaders who said the program 
was of such high priority that it should not be subject to 
expenditure reductions. Ninety-five Republicans and three 
Democrats voted to uphold the veto; 67 Republicans and 
212 Democrats voted to override. The breakdown of the 
.Democratic vote was ND 137-0; SD 75-3. (p. 221) 

6. DESEGREGATION. When the House ong1-
nally considered the fiscal 1971 appropriations bill (HR 
16916) for the Office of Education, it adopted a series of 
provisions seeking to limit the Federal Government's 
desegregation authority. They were known as the Whitten 
amendments, after Jamie L. Whitten (D Miss.), which 
stipulated that no funds in the bill could be used to force 
schools already considered "desegregated" under the 
1964 Civil Rights Act to bus students, abolish schools or 
set attendance zones either against the choice of students' 
parents or as a prerequisite for obtaming Federal funds; 
and the Jonas amendment, after Charles Raper Jonas 
(R N.C.), which stipulated that no funds could be used to 
draw up plans to prevent students from attending the 
schools· of their parents' choice based on race or color. 
When the Senate considered HR 16916, it dropped all 
these provisions. On June 30, while the House formally 
agreed to send the measure to conference, Jeffery Co­
helan (D Calif.) offered a motion to instruct House con­
ferees to agree to Senate action on the Whitten and .Jonas 
amendments. Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.), floor manager of 
the bill offered a motion to table Cohelan's motion, and 
thus kill it. Flood's motion was adopt~d 191~157: R 
107-35; D 84-122 (ND 18-117; SD 66-5). Conferees 
subsequently retained the Whitten amendments but 
dropped the Jonas provision. (p. 260) 
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Key Votes - 5 

7. CAMBODIA RESTRICTION. Debate in the 
House on the attempt to curb U.S. military operations in 
Cambodia was much more limited than in the Senate and 
the crucial vote came on a procedural motion rather than 
on the Cooper-Church amendment itself. When the Sen­
ate version of the foreign military sales bill, with the 
Cooper-Church amendment, was returned to the House, 
Donald W. Riegle Jr. (R Mich.) moved to instruct the 
House conferees to accept the Cooper-Church amend­
ment. Wayne L. Hays (D Ohio) then moved to table, or 
kill, the Riegle motion. The Hays move was approved by 
the House 237-153: R 138-33; D 99-120 (ND 28-112; 
SD 71-8) on July 9, 1970. (p. 927) 

8. FARM SUBSIDY LIMIT. Strong opposition to 
farm subsidies had developed in the House in 1968 and 
1969, particularly from urban Members who cited 
figures showing that some individual farms received sub­
sidies for as much as a million dollars in one year. These 
Memoers succeeded in tacking amendments onto farm 
legislation limiting subsidy payments to $20,000 to indi­
vidual farmers, but in both 1968 and 1969 the Senate did 
not include ceilings, and conferees on the bills dropped the 
House limits. With the pressure still strong for ceilings, 
the Administration agreed to a $55,000 limit in the Agri­
culture Act of 1970 (HR 18546) which established three­
year price support programs for major farm commodities. 
The Administration had initially recommended a $110,000 
limit. The $55,000 .ceiling was part of HR 18546 when it 
passed the House Aug. 5 by a 212-171 roll-call vote-
R 86-88; D 126~85 (ND 52-78; SD 74-7). (p. 634) 

9. EDUCATION VETO. President Nixon Aug. 11 
vetoed the $4.4-billion Office of Education appropriations 
bill for fiscal 1971 (HR 16916) because Congress had 
added about $453 million to his original Budget requests. 
On Aug. 13, with 20 votes to spare, the House voted 289-
114 to override the veto. A two-thirds majority-in this 
case 269-was needed to override. The final breakdown 
was 289-114: R 77-101; D 212-13 (ND 145-1; SD 67-12). 
The Senate. Aug. 18 also voted to override the veto, by 
a 77-16 roll-call vote, and the measure was enacted into 
law. (p. 260) 

10. HUD APPROPRIATIONS VETO SUS-
TAINED. The President scored a victory Aug. 13 when 
the House failed to override his veto of the first 1971 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD)-lndependent 
Offices Appropriations bill (HR 17548). Mr. Nixon's veto 
of the $18,009,525,300 bill was sustained by a 204-195 
roll-call vote. A two-thirds majority in both chambers is 
needed to override a veto. Republicans and some southern 
Democrats, reacting to· the President's criticism of the 
appropriation as too costly (it was $541 million over the 
budget request), combined to sustain the veto. R 23-15-5; 
D 181-40 (ND 139-4; SD 42'.36). A second HUD-Inde­
pendent Offices Appropriations bill (HR 19830), con­
taining saoo,000,000 less than the first. was approved by 
the President Dec. 17. (p. 742) 

11. CONGRESSIONAL REFORM. Congress in 
1970-for the first time in 24 years-approved a com­
prehensive legislative reform bill. The key vote on the 
moderate reform measure (HR 17654-PL 91-f>LO) came 
when the House, traditionally the most resistant to such 
efforts at reform, approved it. The Senate had passed a 
simila"'I' bill in 1967, but the House Rules Committee had 
blocked House action on the bill during the remainder 
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of the 90th Congress. In September 1970, however. ti: 
·House approved the Legislative Reorganization Act • 

1970 by a. vote of 326-19-:-R 140-6: D 186-13 (ND 127 
SD 59-12). The 1970 Act did not deal with the seniori1 
system, financial disclosure, lobbying regulations or 1 I 
Congressional Record, but did make a variety of chang• 
in the committee and floor procedures of the House ai1 
Senate and authorized expanded information resourci 
for the Congress. (p. 447) . 

12. TRADE BILL. The House on Nov. 18, 1971 
came within a few votes of opening up the controversi; 
protectionist Trade Act of 1970 (HR 18970) to ameni 
ments from the floor. An amendment to the rule co1 
trolling House consideration of the measure, offered I; 
Sam M. Gibbons (D Fla.), which would have opened th 
hill to amendments deleting from (but not adding t• 
the bill, failed in a 192~201 roll-call vote: The rule chan;: 
might have killed the·bill in the House, since Chairmu 
Wilbur 0. Mills (D Ark.) of the Ways and Means Con 
mittee, which had reported it, said he was under stri• 
instructions from his Committee to bring the hill to ti' 
floor under a closed rule (allowing Committee amen• 
ments only). The bill, which died in the Senate, woul 
have imposed statutory import quotas on textiles an 
footwear and established procedures for imposing quot" 
on an estimated 200 other imports. The vote on Gibbon 
amendment was the closest roll call on the trade bill. .1 

showed that opponents did not have quite enou;; . 
strength to force a change in. the measure. Both the R1. 
publicans and the Democrats were split on the rnte: ' 
Republicans and 101 Democrats voted for Gibbon· 
amendment while 77 Republicans and 124 Democrfli 
opposed it. (ND 94-52; SD 7-72) (p. JO.JI) 

13. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). When tE 
House passed the Department of Transportation appr• ·· 
priation bill (HR 17755) on May 27, there was stro1: 
opposition to including the $290 million recommende 
by the Administration for the SST program. But oppo11 
ents of the SST lost by a 176-162 roll-call vote a parli;; 
rnentary maneuver to send t.he bill back to committl' 
with instructions to delete the funds. After the Senal 
Dec. 3 approved an amendment to delete the SS 
appropriation, another attempt was made Dec. 8 in th 
House to follow the Senate lead. Sidney R. · Yates (I 
Ill.) offered a motion to instruct House conferees on th· 
bill to agree to the Senate amendment. Bv a 213-17 
roll-call vote, the House tabled (killed) th~ motion. i 
"yea" was a vote, in effect. for the SST. The part ii· 
split on the issue with 105 Republicans and 108 Dem11 
crats voting against the SST appropriation. The Demn 
cratic breakdown was ND 45-97; SD 63-16. (p. 776) 

14. EMERGENCY SCHOOL AID. President Nixn 
March 2-t, 1970, promised to spend S Li bill ion in fisc: 
1971-1972 to improve schools in "racially impactP 
areas" and to aid school districts which were in the pr• 
cess of desegregating. The House late in Decemher rn·; 
approved the Administration bill authorizing this ai. 
but liberals and southern conservatives blocke. 
action on the bill in the Sennte. The House approvP 
the bill 159-77 ( R ;,:l-:19; D !On-:l8; !\ D 87 -:2: SD 19-:Jli 
In the Senate. liberals considered the bill too rngue i 
its standards for the de:;egregation effort and consen·:1 
tives considered the bill a "busing bill." (p. 701) 



Key Voles - 6 

SENATE VOTES ON 'NO-KNOCK' 
' 

DESEGREGATION, VOTING 

• ··RIGHTS, CAMPAIGN SPENDING, CAMBODIA, FOOD STAMPS 

1. S 3'..!46. Drug Control. Ervin <D '.\.C.I amendment to Grif­
fin <R 1\lich.) amendment, striking "no-knock'" pro\·ision. Re­
jected 35-50: R 2-31; D 33-19 (:'\D 21-14: SD 12-J.'il .. Jan. 2i, 
1910. A "nay" was a vote supponing the President"s position. 

2. HH 514. Elementary and Secondary Education Act Amend­
ments. Stennis (D Miss.) .amendment requiring equal enforce­
ment throughout the country in dealing "ith de jure and de facto 
school segregation. Adopted 56-36: R 21-12; D 29-24 ( :'\D 11-
2:3; -SD 18-11, Feb. 18, 19i0. The President did not take a posi­
t ion on the amendment. 

3. HH 4249. Voting Rights Act Amendments. :\Iansfield <D 
:\I ont.) a mend ment lowering to 18 the \.ming age for all Federal, 
state and local elections. effecti\·e .Jan. I. 1911. Adopted 64-1/: 
R 26-8: D :~8-9 (:\0 32-0: SD 6-9), March 12, 1910. The Presi.­
dent did not take a posit ion on the amendment. 

4. :\omination of G. Harrold Carswell as an Associate .Jus­
tice of the Supreme Court. Hejected 45-51: R 28-13: D r;.:38 
l'.\D .1.:n SD 14-.'i), April 8, 19i0. A ··yea"' "'as a vote suppon­
ing the President's position. 

-NC")'<tll'l'O,._ - t'<ol fl')~"" 'IQ" 

lABAMA IOWA 
Allen y y N y y N N Hughes y N y N y y y 

Sparkman y y N y y N x Miller N NN y. N NN 

·ALASKA KANSAS 
Gra\'el . N I N y y I /Joie N y y y N y N 

Stel'enS I y •' y N y ? PPar.'''" N y y y y y N 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N y N y N NN Cook N y y N N N •' 
'Gold1rnter ? y • y N N x Cooper y y y y y y y 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Fulbright N y y N y y y Ellender N y N y y N N 
McClellan N y y N N N Long N y N y y x x 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
..Ci:aastan y N y N y y y Muskie y N y N y y y 
.Murphy N y N y * N• Smith N y y N N N 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
A/Iott N y N YNNN Tydings N N • N y y y 

.Dominick x .. ' Y N N N Mathias N y N y y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Dodd N N •' N I I -Kenned>· y ? y N y y y 

Ribicoff y y y N y y •' Rrool;_e N N Y N N y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bo1111s N N y y N N y Hart y N y N y y y 

Wil/iams N y y y y N N. Griffin N N x Y N N x 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

Holland y y N y y N N l\kCarthy y N ; N y y 

Gurn<'\· N y y N N N ...._J.11,in\!ale y N y N y y y 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Russell N y x y ? .? Ea.<tland y y N y ? N N 

TalmRdge y y x y y N x S~enni!'. y y N Y N N x 
HAWAII MISSOURI 

Inouye y N ; N y y y E•gleton N N y N y y y 

Fon;! N y Y N N N y Symington N.N y N y y •' 

IDAHO MONTANA 
('buri·h N N y N l y y :\1an,field y y • N ? y y 

.}urdan .N y y Y N N N. l\letralf y · .Y N y y ' llllNOIS NEBRASKA 
'1 p,·f'n~oa. Curt; ... N y N y N N x 
f J1·rn· X N Y N N y • Hru,ka N y N y N N N 
')IANA NEVADA 
la)·b N y N y y .J, Hible N y y y· ? y N 
Hanke ? ? y N y y ? Cannon N y y N y y N 

T"'' . 
[)emorrt-t1 s Hrpub/1ca11s 

...... -------.--~,.,.----·-- ... .- ........ . 

5. S :-l637. Equal Time Amendment. Pastore (D R.l.1-Pearson 
(R Kan.) amendment imposing a se\·en-cent per n11e <in pre,·ious 
statewide election) limit on T\' and radio spending by Presiden­
tial and Congressional candidates. Adopted 50-:3.): H 8-T!: D 
42-:l (:\0 28-0; SD 14-3). April 14. 1910. The President did not 
take a position on the amendment. 

6~ HR 15628. Foreign Military Sales. Cooper <R Ky.)­
Church ID Idaho)· amendment barring funds for U.S. military 
operations in Cambodia after July 1, 1910, unless specifically 
authorized by Congress, including the retention of l.S. combat 
forces, ad\·isers and air acti,·it ies in direct su.pport of Cambodian 
forces. Adopted '18,3i: R 16-26; D -12-11 (:\D 35-1: SD 7-JOJ, 
.June :10, 1910. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

7. HR 17923. Agriculture Appropriations. McGo\'ern (D S.D.) 
amendment increasing from Sl.25 billion to Sl.i5. billion funds 
for the food. stamp program. Adopted 43-28: R 13-19: D 30-9 
(:\0 26-1: SD 4-i). .July 8, 19i0. The President did not take a 
position on the amendment. 

-KEY --NC")'<tll'l'O,._ 
Y .Record vote for (yea}. 
•' Paired for. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I Announced for or CQ poll for. 
:\1clntyre N y y N y Y. y 

N Record \'Ole against (nay I. 
Cotton N y y y .N N N 

X Paired against. 
NEW JERSEY 

Williams y N y N y y y Announced against or CQ poll 

Case y N y N y y y against. 

NEW MEXICO ? Absent. general pair, "pre;oenl ·· or 

Anderson N y y ? ? y ? did not announce or ans\<·er poll. 
Montoya N y y N y y y 

NEW YORK 
(;ood<'ll N·N I N y y y -N..,'<tll'l'O,._ 

Jal' it.< ; N y N y y •' 
NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 

Er"in y y N y N N N Yarborough y y N y y y 
.Jordan . .Y N y y y ? Tou·er x y x y N N N 

NORTH DA KOT A UTAH 
Burdick y y y N y y y 

M"':s y N y N y y y 
Youn11 N y y Y N N N Bennett N y N • N N 

OHIO VERMONT 
Young y N y N y y ; 

Aiken N y y y N y N 
Sazbe N N y y N y y 

Prout\' ? y Y N N N y 
OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 

Harris y N y N y y I B)·rd. Jr. y y x y y N N 
Bel/man N y y y N NN Spong y y· y N y y y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hatfield N Y N N y y Jackson N N y N y y y 
Packll'o11d ? y y N y y N Magnuson N N y N ; y ,·· 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Srh11'riker N N y N N y y 

Bnd N y y y y y y 
Scott N N y Y N N y 

R~nd1ilph y y y y I y y 
RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 

Pa~tore y N y N y y y 
\:el~on y N y N y . 

Pell y N y x l y y 
Proxmire y y N N y y y 

SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Hollings y· y y ·y y y y 

Mc(;ee y y y N y N 
Thurmond N y N y N NN Han.,rn N y y y N N N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
l\1cCo\'ern ? N y N y y y 

J\fu11dc x ? I x 
TENNESSEE 

Cc~re y y y N y y • 

Baker N y y Y N N ' 
•."1vt a .".<'nat11r 1.rhrn l'Ol('!» lt"('re tak1•n. 
•A n.o:u:ered "prP ... rnt ··to aco1d po . .: ... ib/P conflict-uf-mtc•rr ... t. 
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SENATE VOTES ON ABM, VOLUNTEER ARMY, TROOP LIMITS, 

ELECTORAL REFORM, CLEAN Al.R, SST, SOCIAL SECURITY 
8. HR 1712:J. Military Procurement Authorization. Hart (D 

Mich.l-Cooper (R Ky.) amendment deleting $:322.2 million from 
the bill for deployment of the Safeguard ABM system at White­
man Air Force Base, Mo., and Warren Air force Base, Wyo. 
Rejected 4i-52: R 12-30; D 35-22 (i'<D 30-8; SD ,'J.14), Aug. 12, 
1970. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 17123. Military Procurement Authorization. Hatfield 
( R Ore. )-Goldwater ( R Ariz.) amendment increasing military 
salaries and recommending the creation of a volunteer army. 
Rejected 35-52: R 20-l8; D 15-34 (ND 14-l7; SD l-l7), Aug. 
25, 19i0. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 17123. Military Procurement Authorization. Mc­
Govern (D S.D.)-Hatfield (R Ore.) amendment limiting to 280,-
000 the maximum number of U.S. tro~ps in Vietnam after April 
30, 1971, and providing for complete withdrawal of troops by 
Dec. 3l. 1971, but authorizing the President to delay the with· 
drawal for a period up to 60 days if he found the withdrawal 
would subject U.S. troops to clear and present danger. Rejected 
39-.'J5:. R 7-:!4; D 32-21 (ND 29-6; SD 3-15), Sept. l, 1970. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

11. S J Res 1. Electoral Reform. Mansfield (0 Mont.) mo­
t ion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on a constitutional amend­
ment that would abolish the electoral college and substitute 
direct, popular election of Presidents. Rejected 54-36: R ~l-18; 
D 3:J.18 (ND 30-2; SD 3-16), Sept. 17, 19i0. A two-thirds 

o- rte'") 'q' O-N<">'<t ·COO-.----- coo-.-----
ALABAMA IOWA 

Allen N NNNN y y Hughes y ,/ y y N y y 

Sparkman N N N N N y Milter NNN N y y y 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gra.-el y I y y N N ? Dole N Y N N N N y 

Stet"en3 N •' N N N ? Pear.< on N y N y y N y 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N y N N ? N y Cook N y N y N y N 

Goldwater N Y N.N ? N ? Cooper y N N N N y N 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Fulbright y x y N y y y Ellender y NNNN N y 

!\lcClellan N N N N N N ? !...Ong N N XNN N y 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 

hriln.\'_t}.!n y y y y N y ? Muskie y !<_Y~ ? 
Murphy N' N ? N ? srnliii Y N N y N y N 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
.-Wott NNN y N N y Tydings y N y y y y 

Dominick N.N N NN l ? Mathias y ? y y ? NN 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Dodd N N N Y N N ? _Kenned)' y N y y ? y J'l 
Ribicnff y y y y N y N Brooke y y y V N y N 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bof!f!-' N V N V N N y Hart v y y y y y ? 

William.• N Y N N y y y Griffin N N N y y y N 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 
Holland NNN ·N y y y McCarthy y N y y N y ? 

(;urney N Y N N y N y ~~o.!'_<lale y N y y N y N 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Ru.sell N NNN y N ? Eastland N N N N y N ? 
Talmadge N N N N N N y ~tennis N N N N y N y 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
lnouve y ~ .y y N N· ? Ea~leton y N y y N y ? 
Fun~ N Y N N N y ? SyminKton y y v y y ? 

IDAHO MONfANA 
Lhur.ch__ Y Y Y Y N I ? l\1ansfield y •' v y N y N 
Jnrdnn --NYNNVYY l\1etcalf y y y N ,1 y 

llUNOIS NEBRASKA 
~tevenson • y v Curti .... N N N N y N y 

PPrcy y y N y N y ? Hruska NNNN I N y 

INDIANA .NEVADA 
Ha!i;h.. y N y y ? y N Bi hie N N N N N N y 

H~rtk'e y y y y N y N Cannon N x x ? N y 

Democra1~ 
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majority (60 in this case) was required to invoke cloture. The 
President did not take a position on the motion. 

12~ HR 17255. Air Quality Standards Act. Gurney (R Fla.) 
amendment to Dole (R Kan.) amendment, eliminating time pro· 
vision from the section allowing manufacturers to seek a one­
year extension of the deadline for producing 90-percent pollution. 
free automobiles. (The Dole amendment, later rejected by a :-12: 
4:1 roll-call ~-ote, would have permitted congressional rather than 
judicial review of extensions of the deadline ior producing low­
pollution automobiles.) Rejected 22-57: R l6-17; D 6-40 (1'0 
1-28; SD a-12), Sept. 22, 19i0 . .The President did not take a 
position on the amendment. 

13 .. HR 17755. Department of Transportation and related 
agencies appropriations, fiscal 1971. Proxmire (D Wis.) amend· 
ment deleting the $289.9 million in development funds for th•c 
supersonic transport (SST). Adopted 52-41; R 18-21; D 34:20 
(ND 25-10; SD 9-10), Dec. 3, 19i0. A "nay" was a vote support· 
ing the President's position. 

14. HR 17550. Social Security" Act of 1970. Long (D La.i 
motion to recommit the bill with instructions to delete Title Ill­
the trade aet; Title IV--catastrophic health insurance; parts of 
Title V-~-elfare provisions, and the section providing for :i 

veterans peo:;ion increase (already enacted separately). Motio11 
agreed to D-21: R 20-l2; D 29-9 (ND 16-8; SD 1:1-1), Dec. 2.';.' · 
1970. The President did not take a position on the motion. 

o- rtC'?"'t - KEY -
coo-.-- --- Y Record vote for (yea) . 

.! Paired for. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

I Announced for or CQ poll for. 
Mcintyre N N y y N y y 

N Record vote against (nay). 
Cotton N NN x y N ? 

X Paired against. NEW JERSEY 
Announced against or CQ poll Williams y y y y N y y 

Case y N y YN y N. against. 

NEW MEXICO ? Absent, general pair, "present" or 

Anderson N N ? YNN ? did not announce or answer poll. 
Montoya y ? y ,; N,; ? 

NEW YORK o-"''"'"] Goodell y y y y y N co.~-----
Jauit.< y N y y N y N 

NORTH CAllOUNA TEXAS 
Ervin N NNNN y y Yarborou11h y y y y N N y 
.Jordan N NNNN y y Tower N N N N N I 

NORTH OAKOTA UTAH 
Hurdick y y y y N y • Moss y y • ' . x y 
Younir N N N N y N y 

Rennet/ N NNN y N y 
OHIO VERMONT 

Young y y y y N y y 
Aiken y "N N y N v y 

Sa:x:be y X N y Y N N Prouty N y N V N v v 
OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 

Harris y N y y N y N Byrd .• Jr. N NNNN y y 
Bellmon N NN v ? N v Spcm~ N NNNN y y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hatfield y y y y y I ! .Jackson N N N ,/ N N y 
Packwood N y y y y y Mn11nuson y N y • N y 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Schu·eiker y y v V N y N 

B,·rd NNNNNN y· 
Scott N V N v N N N R~nrlolph Y N N Y N N y 

RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Pa.•tore y y v v N y x Nelsnn y y y y N v v 
Pell v N y y ? y N Proxmire v v y y N y y 

SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 
Hollin!(s N N N N NN ? 

McGee N N N ? ? y ? 

Thurmond N NNN V N v Han.•~n NNNN y y y 
SOUTH DAICOTA 

l\lc(;overn· y y y V N y N 

Mundt x x ' TENNESSEE 
Gort> y N N y ? y , 
Hakpr N y N y N N y 

I 
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HOUSE VOTES ON HEW VETO, WELFARE, SOCIAL SECURITY, 

.OTING RIGHTS, HOSPITAL VETO, DESEGREGATION, CAMBODIA 
1. HR l3lll. Fiscal 1970 appropriation;; bill for .the Depart­

ments of Labor and Health, Educa·t ion and Welfare. Reconsidera­
tion of the bill, vetoed by"President ::\ixon .. J<1n. 26. Veto su~tained 
2:16-191: H 27-156; D 199-35 (!\D 150-0; SD 49-35). Jan. 28, 
1910. A two-thirds inajority (278 in this case) was required to 
o\·erride the President's veto. A "nay" was a \'Ole supporting 
the President's position. 

2. HR 16311. Family Assistance Act. Passage of the bill 
replacing the Aid lo Families with Dependent Children program 
v.~th. a Family Assistance plan pro\·iding guaranteed Federal 
payments to poor families. Passed 243-155: R 102-72; D 141-83 
(ND 126-19; SD 15-64), April 16, 1970. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. • 

3. HR 17550. Social Security Amendments of 1970. Betts 
(R Ohio) mot ion lo recommit the bill. v.ith instructions .to add 
amendment providing for automatic cost-of-li\'ing increases in 
Social Security benefits. Agreed to 233-144: R 161-5; D 72-139 
(ND. 68-61; SD 4-78), May 21, 1910. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

4. HR 4249. Voting Rights Act Amendments. Matsunaga (D 
Hawaii) motion to order the pre\·ious ·question on the rule (H 
Res 914) for agreeing to the Senate amendments to HR 4249, 
extending the Voting Rights Act of 1965. Agreed to 224-183: R 

·- N «"> 'OI' "'l 'O ..._ -N«">"t "'l'O..._ 

ALABAMA Los Angele• Co. 
3 Andrews Y N N N Y y ' 17 Ande™Jn y y y y Y N N 
i Bevill Y N N N Y y y 29. Brown y y I y Y N X 
5· Flowers NNN N ,/ I y 22 Corman •' y N y y NN 
8 Jones Y N N N y y y 21 Hawkins ,/ y I y t -N 
4 Nichols y N ? N y y y 19 Holifield y y N y y N I 
6 Buchtman N N y N y y y 26 Rees y y N y y N N 
2 Dirkinsan N N y NN ? y 30 Roybal y y N y y NN 
I Edwards N N Y N N y y 31 Wilson y y N ,1 t x 

ALASKA 28 Bell N y ? y N ? "' 
AL Pollork Y· ? ? ,1 " ? "' 21 Clawson N N ? N y y y 
ARIZONA Zi Goldu·arer N N ? N y y y 

:Llldall_ y y N y y ~ ~ 32 Ho.<mf'r N. y y y N t y 
I RhodPs N y ? N N y y 2-1 Rou.<.<Plol • y 
3 Steiger N N Y N N y y 20 Smith N N y N y y y 

ARKANSAS 25 ll'i1?1<ins N y y N y y 
I Alexander y NNN ? y N COLORADO 
2 Mills y YNN y y y 4 Aspinall y NN y y I x 
4 Pryor y y N y y y ? 3 Evans y y N y y N N 
3 HammPrschmidr N NNN y y y I Rogers y y y y N ? 

CALIFORNIA ·2 Rrorzman N y y N y y y 
5 Burton y y y y y N N CONNECTICUT 
j Cohelan y y ? y y N N I Daddario y y y y ? ? N 
9 F:dwards y y I y Y N N 3 Giaimo y y N y ? NN 

34 Hanna y ,, N y y NN 5 Monagan ? y y y y NN 
2 .John<on y v· ' y y N N 6 Meskill N y Y. y ? y ? 
4 Leggett y y ' y y x 2 Steele• 

15 McFall y y N y y N y 4 IVPirkcr y y y y y y N 

8 Miller y y I y y N y DELAWARE 
3 Moss y y N y Y N N AL Roth N N y y y y ·Y 

16 Sisk y y N y y N RORIDA 
:is Tunney y ,/ ' y y N 3 Bennett N NN y y y y 

37 Van Deerlin y y y y y N N 4 Chappell N NN N y Y.Y 
14 Waldie y y y y y NN 12 Fascell y y N y y N N. 

I Clausen N y y N y ? y 2 Fuqua y NNN y y y 
10 (;ubsrr N y y N y y x 6 Gibbons y I N Y y y N 
11 McC/oskey N y y y N N N i Helev N N N N Y y y 
6 Mailliard N y y y y N y II ·Pepper y y N y ,/ x 

18 Mathia.• N N y N y ? y 9 Roi:•rs NNN y y y y 
J:r l'ettis y y y N y y y I Sikes y N t N y t y 
.,., Srhmitz • y 10 Burke X N Y N N y y 

? Talcott N y y N y y y 8 Cramer N N Y x x \ •' 
.• .J T<'U~ue ? I Y N·N y y 5 Fwy N N y N ? ? y 

'I :JG Wif.,nn N y y tJ N y y 

··Democrats Hcpub/u·ans 

59-117; D 165-66 (ND l:l8-8; SD 27-58), .June Ji, 1970. The 
President did not take a position on the motion. 

5. HR 11102. Hospital Construction, Reconsideration and 
p<1ssage of the bill, vetoed by President Nixon June 22. extending 
program of Federal grants fur construction and modernization of 
health facilities. Veto overridden 279-98: R 67-95; D 212-3 (~D 
137-0; SD 75-3), June 25, 1970. A two-thirds majority (2.')2 in 
this case) was required to override the President's veto. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 16916. Office of Education appropriations bill. Flood 
.(D Pa.) motion to table Cohelan (D Calif.) motion instructing 
House conferees to accept Senate amendments deleting provi­
sions prohibiting u~e of funds to force busing or closing of schools 
and providing for freedom of choice plans. Tabling motion 
adopted 191-157: R 107-35; D 84-122 .(ND 18-lli; SD 66-5), 
.June 30, 1970. The President did not take a position on the. 
motion. 

7. HR 15628. Foreign Military Sales. Hays (D Ohio) motion 
to table Riegle (R Mich.) motion instructing House conferees 
to concur in Senate-passed Cooper-Church amendment on Cam­
bodia. Tabling motion adopted 237-153: R 138-33; D 99-120 
(ND 28-112; SD 71-8), July 9, 1970. The President did not take 
a position on the motion. . 

-~t"")~"'"O"" - KEY-
Y Record vote for (yea). 

GEORGIA •' Paired for. 
3 Brinkley N N N N y y y 

I Announced for or CQ poll for. 
7 Davis ? N N N y y y 

N Record vote against (nay). 
6 Flynt N N N N y y y 

X Paired against. 
I Hagan N N N N y y y 

Announced against or CQ poll 9 Landrum N NNN y y y 

2 O'Neal NNN x y y y against. 

10 Stephens N NNN y I y ? Absent, general pair, "pre,;ent" or 

8 Stuckey N NNN y y y did not announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackbum N N y N N t y 

5 Thompson N N y N N y y 
HAWAII - NI") 'OI' lt'l'O..._ 
AL Matsunaga y y I y y N. N 
ALMink y y y y y N N IN DIANA 
IDAHO 3 Brademas y y y y Y N N 
2 Han.<en, 0. N y y y ? y 9 Hamilton y y y y ? N N 
I McClure N N Y N N ? y II Jacobs y y ' y y NN 

ILLINOIS I Madden y,; N y y N N 
21 Gray y y N y y N y 4 Adair N N Y N ? ? y 
24 Price y y N y y NN 6 Bray N N Y N N ? y 
23 Shipley y N N y y y x JO Dennis N N N N N y y 
16 Anderson N y y y N 2 Landgrebe N N ·NN y y 
17 Arends N y y NN y y 7 Myers N N y N y y y 
14 Er/en born N I y x y y 5 Roudebush N N ; ? y ? y 
20 Pindlev N y y y N ? ? 8 Zion N N y N. N y y 
12.McCl~ry y y y y N y y IOWA 
18 Michel N N Y N N y y 2 Culver y y y y y NN 
19 Railsback N y y y ! N y 5 Smith y y y y •' ? N 
15· Reid N y y NN y y 3 Gros.• N N y N y y y 
22 Springer N y y N N y y 4 Ky/ N N ? N •' y y 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Mayne N Y Y N N y y 
7 Annunzio y y N y y N N 7 Scherle N N y N y y y 
6 Collins• I Schwengel N y y ,' N y N 
I Verancv KANSAS 
5 Kluczv~ski y y ? y y y y 

2 Mize N N y N y y y 
2 Mih~ y ,/ y y y N N I Sebelius N N ; N y y y 
~ Murphy y y N y y N y 

4 Shriver N N y N y y y 
11 Purinski y y y y y y N 

5 Skubirz N y y N y y y 
8 Rc.!;1 enkowski y y N y y N N 3 Winn N N t N y y y 
9 Yates y y y y y NN KENTUCKY 

10 Co//irr N y y NN y y 
2 Natcher y y N y y y y 

13 Crane N N y N N y y 
7 Perk iris y y N y y y y 

4 Der~1in.'iki N N y N N y y 
I Stubblefield y N N y y y y 

•.\'nt a Mrmhrr u·hrn t·ntc• ... ll'<'Tr tnkrn. 
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Key Votes - 9 

- .... .., .., "I '<I" - C"lil""""" I.I\ 'O ..... - ........ .., "I '<I" - .... .., .., "I '<I" 

• 6 Watts y N N y y y y 2 Symington y y 1 y y N N 11 Taylor y NN y y y y I \'ncanl'\' 
5 Carter N y y y N y y 7 Hall N N y N I y y JO Brovhill N N y N y y y 2 Wntson. N N y N ? , y 
3 Cou·per y y y ./ y y y MONfANA 9 Jon~., N N y N N y y SOUfH DAKOTA 
4 Snyder N N y y y y y 2 Melcher y y N y y N ·N 5 Mizell N N y NN y y 2 Bern· N y y NN , y 

LOUISIANA I Olsen y y y y y N N 8 Ruth N N y N y y y 1 Reifel N I I y N I •' ~ Bngl(s y y N y y N y NEBRASKA NORTH DA KOT A TENNESSEE 
3 Caffery N N N N ./ y ./ 2 Cunningham N y y N N y y 1 Andrews N y y NN I ./ 6 Anderson y N I y f l y 
7 Edwards N N N Y y I I 1 Dennev N N y N N I ./ 2 Kleppe N N I N N y y 7 Blanton y N N N y ? y 
I Hehert x N N X· y y y 3 Marti~ N N N N y y y OHIO 4 Evins ? N N y y l y 
8 Long N x N N y y ./ NEVADA 9 Ashley y y y y y N N 5 Fulton ./ y N y y y N 
5 Passman N N N N y I y AL Baring y N N N y ? y 19 Carne,·• 8 Jones y N N N y ' y 
6 Rarick N N N N y y ./ NEW HAMPSHIRE 20 Feigh~n y ? N y y N y 3 Brock N y y N N I y 

Waggonller 2 Cleueland N N y y y y y 18 Havs 
.. 

y N ? x y I y 2 Duncan 4 N N N N y y y 
N N y y y y y 

MAINE 1 W:vman N N y N y y y 21 Sto.ke. y y I y y N N 9 Kuykendall N y y N ./ I y 
2 Hathaway y y y y y N N NEW JERSEY 22 Vanik y y N y y N N I Quillen N N y N N y y 
I Kyros y y y y y N N 14 Daniels y y y .y I N N 17 Ashbrook N N y N y y y TEXAS 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher y y y y Y N N 14 Avres N y I y 1 I y 9 Brooks y N N y y y y 
4 Fallon y y N y y N y 9 Helstoski y y y y y N N s Betts N y y N N y y 17 Burleson N N N N y y y 
7 Friedel y y N y y N N 3 Howard y y y y y N N 16 Bow N y y N x y y 5 Cabell y ? N N y ? y 
3 Garmatz y y N y y N N LI Minish y y y y y N N 7 Brown y y y N N N y 22 Casey y N N N .Y y y 
2 Long y N N y x y N 15 Patten y y y y y N N 2 Cfoncv N N y N ? , y 15 de la. Garza y y N y ./ y y 
6 Beall N y y y y y y 10 Rodino y .Y y y Y N N 12 Deuin.e N N t NN y •' 2,Dowdy N NYNYYY 
8 Gude y y y y y N N- !!!We y Y, y y rr·n'I 6 Harsha y N Y N N y y 8 Eckhardt y Y Y Y Y N N 5 Ho11an y y y N y y y 4 Thompson y y N y y NN 5 Latta N N y N y • y 21 Fisher y N N N N y y 

. 1 Mnrton N y y N N I ./ 12 Dwver N y y y y N N 24 Lukens N ? y N N y 20 Gonzalez y y N y y NN 
MASSACHUSETTS 6 Fv;,vthe • 4 McCulloch N y y y y N y 23 Kazen y N N y y y y 
2 Boland y y y y y N N 5 Frelinghu.~·sen x y y y N N y JO Miller N y y N y y N 19 Mahon y N N N y y y 

11 Burke y y N y y N N 1 Hunt N N y N y y y 23 Minshall N N y N y y y 1 Patman y ? N N y y 
4 Donohue y y y y y N N 2 Sandman N y N N y y y 13 ·Mosher· N y y y y N N 10 Pickle - y N N N y y y 
6 HArrington y y y y y N N 7 Widnall N y y y N N N II Stanton N y y y N N N 11 P0age y N N N y y y 
7 Macdonald y y y N y N N NEW MEXICO I Taft N y y y N N y 13 Purcell y N.N N y y y 
9 McCormack 2 Foreman y N y N N y y 3 Whalen y y y y y N N 4 Roberts y N ·N y y y 
8 O'Neill y y y y y N N 1 Lujan N y y N N ? y 15 W:vlie N 1 y NN y y 6 Teague N N N N ? ? ? 3 Philhin y y N y Y N N NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 16 White y . y y y y y 
1 Conte y y y y y N N 41 Dulski y y y y y y y 3 Albert y y N y y N y 12 Wright y N N y y y y 

10 Heckler y ? y y N N N 34 Hanley y y y y y N N 2 Edmondson y NN N y y y 14 Young y N N y y y y 
12 Keith· N y y y l N 5 Lowenstein y y y y y N N 5 Jarman N NNN I y 7 Bush N y ? ? x y. 
.5 Mor.<e N y y y N N N, 39 McCarthy y y l y y N N 4 Steed y y N N y y y 3 Collins N N y N N y y 

MICHIGAN 25 Ottinger y I l y y NN I Belcher N N ? N N y y 18 Price N N N N x ? y 
12 O'Hara y y y y y N N I Pike y N y y y N y 6 Camp N N y N N y y UTAH 
18 Broomfield N y y y y y I 35 Stratton y y y y N y OREGON I Burton y y y y N l y 
3 Brown N y I N y y y 3 Wolff ,/ y y y y N N 3 Green y N y N y y y 2 Lloyd ? y y y N y y 

JO Cederberg N y y N N ; y 29 Button y y y y y NN 2 Ullman y NN N y y N VERMONT 
6 Chamberlain N y y N y y y .17 Conable N y y N y y y 4 Dellen back N y y N y N N AL Stalford y y y y N NN 
2 E.•ch· N y y y I N 28 fish N y y y N N N 1 W:vatt N I y N N y N VIRGINIA 
5 Ford N y Y N N y y 2 Grouer N x y N N y y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt N N N N y y y 
8 Haruey N y y NN N y 38 Hastings N y y y , ? y 25 Clark y N N •' y , y 5 Daniel N N N N y y y 
4 Hutchinson N N Y N N Y y :Ji Horton y y y y y N 21 Dent y y N I I N y 1 Downing y N N N y y y 

19 McDonald N y y y y y ? 30 King N N y x y y y II .Flood y y I y y y y 7 Marsh N N N N N y y 
7 Riegle N y l y ./ N N JI McEwen N N y y N y •' 20 Gaydos y y y •' ? N N 3 Satterfield N N N N y y y 

II Ruppe y y y y N ·N N 27 .McKneally y N y NN N y 14 Moorhead y y N y y N N 10 Brovhill N •' y NN y y 
9 Vander Jagt N y y y N y 32 Pimie y y y y y y y 26 Morgan y y N y y N y 6 Poli N y y N N I y 

Delroir-Wayne Co. 26 Reid y y y y y N N 15 Rooney y y N y y N N 8 Scott N N y N N y y 
I Conyers y y N y y ? N 33 Robison N y I y N 24 Vigorito y y N y y NN 9 Wampler N y Y N N y y 

13 DigKS y ? N y y N N 40 Smith N y y N N y N 6 Yatron y N y y y .N N 2 Whitehur!t y y y y y y y 
16 Dingell y y N y y N N 4 Wydler N y y y N N y 8 Biester y y y y y N N WASHINGTON 
15 Ford y y N y y NN New York Ciry 18 Corbett N y y N y y 7 Adams y y y y y N N 
17 Griffiths y ? N y Y N N i Addabbo y y y y y N N 13 Coughlin N y y y N ? N 5 Foley y y y y y N N 
14 Nedzi y y N ./ y N x 24 Biaggi y N y y y N N 16 Eshleman N N Y N N y y 3 Hansen y y N y y N x 
MINNESOTA 23 Bingham y y I y y N N 27 Fulton y I y y y N N 6 Hicks y y N x y N N 
8 Blatnik y y I y y N 11 Brasco y y y y Y N N 19 Goodling N N y N N y y 2 Meeds y y y y y N 
5 Fraser y y y y y N N lLrarey_ y y y y ? , x 23 John.•on N N y N N y y 4 May N y y N N • y 
4 Karth y y N y y N N 10 Celler y y N y y NN 10 McDade y y y y y y N I Pelly N y y x y N y 
7 Langen N y y N N y y 12 Chisholm y NN y y NN 22 Saylor N y y N y ? x WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MacGregor N y t N N N y 9 Delaney y N N y y y y 17 SchnPPbeli N ./ y ? N y N 4 Hechler y y y y y N N 
2 Nelsen N y y N N y y 19 Farbsl;in y y y y I N 9 Ware• 5 Kee y y N y y y y 
1 QuiP N y y y N N y 22 Gilbert y y y y ' N N 12 \Vhal/pv N N y NN y y 1 Mollohan y , N y ? ? y 
6 Zwach y y y y N N y 17 Koch y y y y y N N 7 Willia,;,, N N y N N y y 3 Slack y N N y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y y N y y N y Philadelphia Cily 2 Stagflers y y y y y N y 
1 Abernethy N N N N y y y 13 Podell y y y y y N 1 Barrett y y N y y NN WISCONSIN 

-..::· 

5 Colmer N N ? N N y y 18 Powell y y y y , , x 3 Byrne y y 1 y y ? N 2 Kastenmeier y y y y y NN 
3 Griffin N N N N y y y 14 Rooney y y N y y N N 4 Eilberg y y N y y N N 7 Obey y y y y y NN 
4 Montgomery N N N N I t y R Ro.enthal y y y y y N N 5 Green. y y y. y y N N 5 Reuss y y y y y N N 
2 Whitren y N N N y y ./ 20 Ryan y y y y y N N 2 Nix y y N y y N N 4 Zablocki y y N .v y y y 

MISSOURI 21 Scheuer y y y y y N N RHODE ISLAND 8 Bvmes N y y NN y y 
5 Bolling y y y y y N y 6 Halpem y y y y y N N 1 St. Germain y y y y y N N 9 Davi.• N y y N N y y 

10 Burli!IOn y y ? y y y N NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tieman y y y y . N N 10 0 'Kon.•ki N y y y y N N 
I Clay y y ? y y N N .2 Fountain N N N N y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 1 · Schadebf!rg N N y N y y y 
6 Hull y N y N y y y 4 Galilianakis y y y y y y N 3 Dom y NN N y y y 6 Stei11er N y y N N N y 
9 Hungate y N N N y ·y N 3 Henderson y N N N y y y 5 Gett vs N X N N y y . .1 Thom.<on N y y N N y y 
8 lchnrd y N y N y y y I ,Jones y N N N y y y 6 Mcl'<iillan N x N ? y y y WYOMING 
4 Randall y N y N y y y i Lennon y x N N y y y 4 Mann N NN N , 

' y AL Wold N N y N y ' y 
3 Sullivan ..... y N N y y y N 6 Preyer y y N y y y N 

Democrai. Republican.•~ 

9&-1970 CQ ALMANAC 



• 

Key Votes - JO 

HOUSE VOTES ON FARM SUBSIDIES, EDUCATION VETO, HUD 

VETO, REORGANIZATION, TRADE BILL, SST, SCHOOL FUNDS 
8. HR 18546. Agriculture Act of HliO. Pa~,.age of the bill 

prm·iding t hrt-e-year price support programs for wool, wht>at. 
feed grnim• <1nd cotton and for <1 dairy program and limiting 
sub;:idy paym .. nts tu $55.000 per crop. Pas~ed :?J:!-Jil: R 86-SS: 
D J:.!G-85 ('.\D .)2-i8; SD i-l-i). Aug. 5, J9i0. :\ "yea" was a 
\"Ille supporting the President's position. 

9. HR l6!H6. Office of Education appropriations bill, 
fi~cal Hlil. Reconsideration and passage of the bill, ,·etoed hy 
Pre,.ident :\ixon Aug. 11, appropriating ~4.420.145,000 for 
fiscal 1911 fur the Office of Education. Veto O\"erridden 289-114: 
H ii-IOI: D 212-13 (:'\D 14.5-l; SD 67-W, Aug. 1:3, 1910. A 
I wo-1 birds majority ( 269 in this case), was required to override 
I he Pre>ident 's ,·eto. A "nay" was a vole supporting the Presi­
dent·~ 1)nsit ion.' 

10. HH 17548. Independent Oflices-HL'D Appropriations, 
f'i~eal !9i 1. Heconsiderat ion of the bill. ,·etoed bv President 
\'ixon Aug. l l. appropriating Sl8 _billion fur Independent Of/ices 
and the Department of Housing and Urban Den.Jopment. Veto 
sustained :20-1-195: R 23-1.),); D 181-40 (\'D 1:~9--1: SD 42-%), 
Aug. 13. J9i0. A two-thirds majority !266 in 1his case) was 
required to o\·erride the Prt-sident's ,·eto. A ''nay" was a vote 
supporl ing 1 he President's position. . 

o-<'tr>~ O-N(")""° coo.--·--- coo.-----
ALABAMA lo• Angele• Co. 
:i Andrews Y N N N N N x 17 Anderson N y y y y y y 

7 Be\' ill y • . y N N x 29 Brown N y y y y N ? 
!j rlowers y y y y N NN :l2 Corman N y y t y y y 

8 .Jones y y Y N N y N 21 Hawkins . y y y y y y 

4 :'\ichols y y N y N y x 19 Holifield y y y y y y y 

6 Ruchanan y NN y N y N 26 Rees y y y y y N y 

2 Uickimon y N N y N y N .10 Ro\'bal N y y ? ·y N y 

I Edu·ards y NN y N y .? 31 \\'iison· y y y y y y·,1 

ALASKA 28 Bell N y N y y y y 
AL Po/lurk ? . x y " ? y 2'J Clau·.<on N NN ? ? y , 
ARIZONA 27 (;uldu·atrr x N N y y y y 

~dall y y y y y N_ 1 32 Hosmer NNN y •' y y 

I Rhodrs y N N y x N •' 2-i Rou.'Sdot N N N y y y x 
3 Stei"rr y N N y y N ? 20 Smith N N N y y y , 

ARKANSAS 2.j B'i1:1Rins N N N y y ? N 
I Alexander y y y ? N N y COLORADO 
2 Mills. y N N ·N N y x 4 Aspinall y y y N ? ? , 
4 Prvor Y I •' ? N N y 3 Evans y y y y y N , 
3 H~mmerschmidt Y N N y N ,y N I Rogers y y y ? N y , 

CALIFORNIA 2 Brotzman N y N Y ·Y N y 
5 Bun on y y y y y N y CONNECTlan 
i Cohelan N y y y y N ? I Daddario ? y \' ? ,1 •' ? 
9 Edwards N y y y y N •' 3 Giaimo N y y y y y •' 

:l4 Hanna N y y y y x y 5 Monagan N y y y y N ,I 

2 .John Son y y y y y y y 6 Me.,kil/ I ? y y ? y • ? 
4 Leggett N y y y y N ,1 2 Stpr/e • YN• 

15 Mcrall y y y ? y y y 4 Weicker ? y y ? y ? ? 
8 Miller y y y y y y •' DELAWARE 
:l Moss N y y y y x. Al. Roth N y N y y N y 

16 Sisk y y y y y y y RORIDA 
:18 Tunney . y ·Y ? y N ? 3 Bennett N N N y y N N 
:J; \'an Oeerli n N y y y y y y 4 Chappell N y N y N y N 
14 w.Jdie N y y y y x ? 12 rascell N y y y y y ? 

I Clau.<rn N N y y y y , 
2 Fuqua y y N y y NN 

fl) Gubser N y N y y y , 
6 Gihbnns N y y y y N ? 

II Mcc"1r>.,1;, .... y y N y y N y i Hale\' N N y y N y x 
6 Mailliard. N ; y y y y II Pep1;er y y y y N y y 

Iii Mathias ·y y N y y y , 
9 Rogers y y N y y NN 

:1:1 l'erti.< N y N y , , 
I Sike~ y y y NN y x 

:/.5 Sc/Jmilz N N N N y y N JO liurke N N N y N N ? 
I'.! Talcott. N y N y y ? y Ii Cram Pr ; x x y N y ? 
:I Teai:ue N y N y y y , .5 Fr<':I NNN y y y , 

.Iii l\'il.'Oll N N y y y ? 

11. HR 176:>4. Legislative Reorganization Ac1 of J9iO.· !'as· 
sage of the bill imprm·ing the operation of the Congress hy 
re\·i;;ing Corn111i11ee procedures. making. public \"Ille!' taken in 
co111mi11ee. rf:'quiring the publication of Hou>'e teller \'Otes, and 
making other changes in Congressional rules. Passed :J:W- 19: 
H J~0-6: D 186-13 (:\D 121·1: SD .19-12), Sept. Ii. 19/0. The 
President did not take a position on the bill. 

12. HR 18970. Trade Act of 1970. Gibbons ID Fla.) amend­
ment to 1he rule under which bill was considered, permitting 
amendments deleting pro\'isions from the bill. Rejected 192-201: 
R 9I-i7; D 101-124 (?\D 94-52; SD 7·72). i\o\'. 18, 19/0. The 
President did not take a position on the amendment. 

13. HR 17755. Department of Transportation and related 
agencies apprupriat ions, fiscal 1971. Boland ( D !\lass. l mot ion 
to table Yates (D Ill.) motion instructing House conferees 10 

accept Senaie amendment deleting 8:289.9 million for de\'elop­
ment of 1 he supersonic transport (SSTl. Motion adopted 213-
I/5: H J0.)-6'.!; D 108-113 (:\D 45-97; SD 63·16). Dec. s, 19i0. 
A "yea" was a rnte supporting the President"s position. 

14. HR 19446. Emergency School Aid. Passage of the bill 
aulhorizing SJ.5 billion in aid lo public schools undergoing deseg­
regation. Passed J.)9- i7: R 53-:39; D· 106-38 ( :\D 81-:L SD 19-
:361. Dec. 21. l9i0. A "yea" was a rnte supporting the Presi­
dent's posil ion. 

o-.-.<">'l:t - KEY -co°"' - -- --
Y Record ,·ore for (yea). 

GEORGIA ·' Paired for. 
3 Brinkley Y N N y N y N 

I Announced for or CQ poll for. 

' Da\'is y y ; y N NN 

6 Flvnl y NN ? N y x N Record \'Ole against (nay). 

I H~gan y y y y N y N X Paired against". 

9 Landrum y NN y N y x Announced against or CQ poll 

2 ()':'\eal y , , y N y N against. 

JO Stephens y y y y N ? x ? Absent. general pair. "present" or 

8 Stuckey y y y ? N y N did not announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackburn Y N N ? N y x 
.5 Thomp.<on .' NN y N y N 

HAWAII o-.-.<">'l:t Q)Or-.-----
AL \1atsunaga y y y y y N y 

AL !\link y y y y y N y 
tNDIANA 

tDAHO 3 Brademas N y y y y N ? 
2 Han.,en, 0. y y N y y •' y 

9 Hamilton y y y y y N y 
I McClure y NN y ? y N II Jacohs N y y y y N y 

!LLINOIS I Madden N y y y y N y 
21 Crav ? y y y y ,1 y 

4 Adair N y N y N y ? 
24 Pric-e N y y y N y y 

6 Bray N ; y N y , 
2:l Shipley N y· y y y y •' 10 Dennis· N N N y N NN 
16 Ander<on y N N. y y y y 

2 Landwebe N N N N y y N 
17 Arends y N N y y y ? 7 Mvers y N N ' y X N 
14 Erlenborn x N N y y y y 

5 R~udebu.<h y ? , , ? ? ? 
20 Find/"'· N N N y y N , 

8 Zion 
12 MrCl~17>· 

N N N y y N ? 
y y N y y y ? IOWA 

18 Michel y N N N y y ? 2 Culver y y y y y N y 
19 Railsback y y N y y N y 5 Smith y y y y y , y 
/.5 RPid y N N y y y y 3 Gros.'i y N N N Y N N 
22 Sprini<er y N N y ? y ? 4 Kvl y y N y N N N 
Chicago-Coo~ Co. 6 Ma""e .Y N N y ? N y 

I Annunzio y y y y N y •' 7 Scherle y N N I y y x 
6 Collins• NN ? I Srhu•engel y y y y y y N 
I \'acancv KANSAS 
~ l\lucz\'~ski y y y ? N y ~' 2 Mize y y N y y , 
2 '.\lih~ 

y 
N y y y y N •' I Sebelius Y N N y ? N y 

3 \lurphy y y y y N y ? 4 Shriver y y N y N y ? 
II Pucin>ki N y y y N N y 

5 Skubitz , y y N y , y 
8 Host enkow•ki , y y y N N •' :J "'inn y y N y y y ? 
9 Yale' N y y y y N ? KENTUCKY 

/0 Collirr N "N N ? x I y 2 1\atcher y y y y N y y 
l.'1 Crane N N N y y y , 

j Perkins y y y y y y y 
./ /!rnrin.,l;i N N N ·? y y y 

I St ubbleliel d y y y y N y N 
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Key Votes - 11 

O-C"O<")"'I' o- ... ..,"'I' o-rtf')~ o-r...,"'I' aoo.--- -- 000.----- coo.----- C:OOro ---- -

6 Watts y y y y N y N 2 Symington I y y y y N ? II Taylor y y N y N N N I Vacancy 
5 Carter y N N y N y N 7 Hall y N N y N y x 10 Broyhill y NN y N N N 2 Wats'ln y y y t N y N 
3 Cowger N y y I N y ? MONTANA 9 .Jonas y NN y N y N SOUTH DAICOT A 
4 Snyder y y N y y y x 2 Melcher N y N ? N N y 5 Mizell y NN y N y N 2 Berry y N N ? ? y ? 

LOUISIANA I Olsen y y y y N N y 8 Ruth y NN ? N y x 1 Reifel y x x ~ y x ? 
2 Boggs y y y y x y y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE. 
3 Caffery y ? ? y N N x 2 Cunningham ? x x y N y ? I Andrews y y y y y N ./ 6 Anderson y y y y N N ? 
7 Edwards y I I I ? ? x 1 Dennev y N N ? N y ? 2 Kleppe y y N ? y y ? 7 Blanton •' y y y N y N 
I Hebert y ./ ./ IN y x .1 Marti~ N N N y N y x OHIO 4 Evins ,' y y y N y ? 
8 Long y I y N y x NEVADA 9 Ashley N y y y y N y 5 Fultoh ./ y y y N y ? 5 Passman y N ? y x AL Baring y y I N ? x 19 Carney• y N y 8 Jone• y y y y N N N 
6 Rarick y N N y x NEW HAMPSHIRE 20 Feighan y y y y N y ? 3 Brock y NN I N y ? 
4 \Vaggonaer y N N y N ./ x 2 Cleveland N N N y N N N 18 Hays y y y y N y y 2 Duncan y y N N N N N 

MAINE 1 "".vman N y N y N y ? 21 Stokes N y y 1 y N y 9 Kuykendall y NN y N y ? 2 H_athaway y y y y N N y NEW JERSEY 22 Vanik N y y y y N y I Quillen ./ y N y N y ? I Kyros N y y y N N y 14 Daniels N ./ ./ y y y y 17 A.•hbrook N N N N Y y ? TEXAS 
MARYLAND 13 Gallagher .? y y y_ ./ N ./ 14 Avres y y y y N y ? 9 Brooks y y y ? N y ? 4 Fallon ./ ./ ,' ? x y ? 9 Helstoski N y y y y N y a Betts y NN YN YN 17 Burleson ./ y N y N y N 
7 Friedel y y y y N y ? 3 Howard N y y y N N y 16 Bow y NN ? N y N 5 Cabell y y y N N y N 
.3 Garmatz y y y y N y ,/ I! Minish N y y y y N y 7 Brown N y N y ? y y 22 Casey ,/ y y ? N y y 
2 Long N y y y y N y IS Patten N y y y N N y 2 Clancy N NN y y y ? 15 de la Garza y y N y ? y y 
6 Beall N NN ? y y y IO Rodino N y y y y N y 12 Devine N N N t y y x 2 Dowdy y y y ? x •' x 
8 Gude N y y y y N y 8 ROe N y y y y N ? 6 Harsha y NN y y y N 8 Eckhardt y y y y y N y 
5 Hof(an N y N y N N y 4 Thompson y y y y N ,/ 5 Latta y y N y y N ? 21 Fisher y y N y N y N 
I Morton N N N y N y ? 12 Dwyer N y N y y N ./ 24 Luken.• y NN ? N y ? 20 Gonzalez y y y y N y y 

MASSACHUSETTS 6 Forsythe• y N y 4 McCulloch y ? ? ? y y ? 23 Kazen y y y y N y y 
2 Boland y y y y y y y 5 Frelinghuysen y N N y y N y 10 Miller y y N y y y y 19 Mahon y y N y N· y N II Burke y y y y N N y /.Hunt N N N ? N N N 23 Minshall N y y y .N ? ? I Patman y y y ? N y ? 
4 Donohue N y y y y N y 2 Sandman N y N y N y ? IJ Mosher N y y y y N ? 10 Pickle y y N F N y y 
6 Harrington N y y y y N ? 7 Widnall N y y ? y N y II Stanton y y N y y N y 11 Poage y y y ? ? y N 
7 Macdonald N y y y ? N y NEW MEXICO I Taft y y N I ? y y 13 Purcell y y y ? N ? ? 
9 McCormack 2 Foreman y y N y N y ? 3 Whalen N y y y y y y 4 Roberts y y y y N y N 8 O'Neill y y y y y N y I Lujan ./ N N ? ? N ? 15 Wylie y N N y y N y 6 Teague y y y N ./ y x 3 Philbin N y y ? N y y NEW TORI( OKLAHOMA 16 White y y N y N y y 
1 Conte N y N y y N y 41 D1Jl•ki y y y y y N •' 3 Albert y y y y N y y 12 Wright ,/ y y y N y y 

10 Heckler N y N y y N y 34 Hanley N y y 
' N 

y ? 2 Edmondson y y y ? x y y 14 Young •' y y y N y ? 
12 Keith N y N y y y y 5 Lowenstein N y y y y N y 5 Jarman y N N y N YN 7 Bush y y N ? N N ? 
5 Mor.•e N y N y y N y 39 McCarthy y y y y N ? 4 Steed y y N NN y y 3 Collins y N N y N ? N MICHIGAN 25 Ottinger N y y y ? N ? I Belcher y NN I N y ? 18 Price y N N y x y N 12 O'Hara N y y y, y N y I Pike N y y y y y y 6 Camp y NN ? ? y ? UTAH 

18 Bro.omfield N y N y y N ? 35 Stratton N y y y N y y OREGON J Burton y y N } N y ? .1 Brou·n N NN y ? N N 3 Wolff N y y y y N ,/ 3 Green y y y y N N ,/ 2 Lloyd y N N y N y ? 
10 ·Cederberg y N N ; N y ? 29 Button N y y ? ,/ ? ? 2 Ullman y N y y N y ? VERMONT 
6 Chamberlain N NN y N y ? 37 Conable N N N y y N y 4 Dellen back N y N y y N y AL Stafford x y N y y N ? 2 Esch N y N y y N y 28 Fish N N N y y N y I Wyatt. N N_N y y y ? VIRGINIA 
.5 Ford y NN y N y y 2 Grover N N N y N ,/ y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt y y N y N ? x 
8 Har11ey N N N Y·N ? ? 38 Hastings N N N y y y N 25 Clark N y y y N y y 5 Daniel y y N y N y N 
4 Hutchin.•on NNN y y N ? :.16 Horton y y y I y N,; 21 Dent x y y y N x ./ I Downing y y N y N y N 

19 McDonald N y N y N N ? .10 King x ? ? ' N x N II Flood N y y y N y y 7 Marsh N y N y N y N 
7 Riegle y y y y y N y 31 McEwen. N y N y y y N 20 Gaydos N y y y N N y 3 Satterfield N y N y N y N 

II Ruppe y y N y ? N ? 27 McKneally y y y y N ? ? 14 Moorhead N y y y y N y 10 Broyhill N y N y N y N 
9 VandPr Jagt N NN y y N Y. 32 Pirnie N y N y N y y 26 Morgan N y· y y y N y 6 Poff y N N y N ? ? 
Oet~it~Wayne Co. 26 Reid x y y y- y N y 15 Roonev N y y y N N y 8 Scott N NN y N y N 

I Convers x y y y y N y 33 Robi.•on N y N y y N ? 24 Vigoriio v y y y y y y 9 Wampler y NN y N y N 
13 Diggs x y y y y N ? 40 Smith N N N y y y y 6 Yatron N y y y N N y 2 Whitehur>t y y y 1 N y ? 
16 Dingell y y y ? ./ N y 4 Wvdler N y N y ? ./ ? 8 Bi ester N y N y y N y WASHINGTON 
15 Ford N y y y y N y New York City 18 Corbett N y y y N y ,, 7 Adam~ N y y y y y y 
17 Griffiths y y ? Y N N ? 7 Addabbo N y y y y N y 13 Coughlin N NN y y N y 5 Foley y y y y y y y 
14 Nedzi x y y y y N ./ 24 Biaggi N y y y N N y 16 Eshleman N N N y N y y 3 Hansen y j i y y y ? 
MINNESOTA 23 Bingham N y y y y N y 27 Fulton N y y YN y y 6 Hicks N y y y y y ? 
8 Blatnik y y I I,/ N y 11 Brasco x y y y N N ./ 19 Goodling N NN y ? y N 2 Meeds y y y y y y y 
5 Fraser y y y y y N y 15 Care:r: N y y y N N y 23 Johnson N NN y N y N 4 May y N N y y y ? 4 Karth x y y y y x y 10 Ceffer y y J ? N N ./ JO McDade N y N y N y y 1 Pel/\· NN t y Y,? 
7 Langen y N N y ? N ? 12 Chisholm N y y y y N ,' 22 Saylor N NN ? N N ? WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MacGregor .Y y N y N ? ? 9 Delfiney N y y ? y y ? 17 Schneebeli N NN I N NN 4 Hechler N y y y N N y 
2 Nelsen y N N I y y ? 19 Farbstein N y y j y N ? 9 Ware• N y y 5 Kee N y y y N . y 
I Quie y y N y y N y 22 Gilbert N y y y N N ? IZ Whal/ev N N N y N y N 1 Mollohan y y y y N y y 
6 Zwach y y N y y N ? 17 Koch N y y .y y N y 7 Willia,;,• N NN y y y N 3 Slack N y y y N y y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y y y IN y y Philadelphia City 2 Stagicers N y y ? N y y 
I Abernethy y N N N x y x 13 Podell y y y y N N y I Barrett N y y ? y N •' WISCONSIN 
5 Colmer y N N y N y N 18 Powell ? y y ? ? x ? 3 Byrne N y y y y N •' 2 Kast1>nmeier y y y y y N ? 
3 Griffin y y N y N y x 14 Rooney y . . y N y • 4 Eilberg N y y y N N y 7 Obey y y y y y N y 
4 Montgomery y N N N N y x 8 Rosenthal N y y y y N y 5 Green N y y y y N y 5 Reu.- N y y y y N y 
2 Whitten y Y N N N y N 20 Ryan x ; . y y N y 2 Nix N y y y y N y 4 Zablocki N y y y y N y 

MISSOURI 21 Scheuer N y y y y -N ? RHODE ISLAND 8 Bvrne. y NN y N N N 
5 Bolling I y y y y ? ? 6 Halpern N y y y N x • 1 St. Germain N y y y N N •' 9 D°u11is y N N y N N N 

10 Burlison y .Y r.; y N N ? NORTH CAROl.INA 2 Tiemon y y y N N y 10 O'Kon.•ki y y y y N ? , 
I Clay x ? ? y y N ? 2 Fountain y y N y N y N SOUTH CAROUNA J Schndeberg y N N y N y x 
6 Hull ... y I I N y x 4 Galifianakis y y y y N N N 3 Dom y y y y N y y 6 Steiger y y N y N N y 
9 Hunjlate y y y ? y N ? 3 Henderson y y N y N y N 5 Gett vs y y y IN . N 3 Thomson y NN Y N N ? 
8 !chord ?""" y N ? N N N I Jones y y N y N y N 6 McMillan y y y ? N y x WYOMING 
4 Randall y .Y N y y y N 7 Lennon y y N y N y N 4 Mann y y N y N Y N AL Wold N N N ' ? N ? 
3 Sullivan y y y y N N ,/ 6 Preyer y y N y N x y 

Democrats Republ1cnns 
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-- Key Votes 

MAJOR SENATE AND HOUSE VOTES DURING 1971 SESSION 

Rejection by Congress of continued development of 
the supersonic transport (SST) aircraft, attempts in both 
houses to set a withdrawal date for the return of all U.S. 
forces from Indochina, curtailment of the foreign aid 
program in the Senate and congressional approval of 
greater powers for the President over the economy were 
among the most significant issues of the 1971 session 

·decided by record votes. Efforts to override Mr. Nixon's 
two major vetoes of the year-on bills creating a far­
reaching child care program and providing public service 
jobs for the unemployed-were defeated. 

Eight of the 14 key votes in the House selected by 
Congressional Quarterly came on recorded teller votes­
authorized by the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1970. 
For the first time in the history of the House, members 
in 1971 were recorded by name on amendments involving 
controversial issues such as the SST, school busing, anti­
war amendments, the military draft, federal aid to higher 
education and ·greater government protection for con­
sumers. As a by-product of this reform, participation by 
members in votes on these and other issues increased by 
about 100 percent over the previous year. 

Senate Key Votes 

1. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). The 
Senate March 24, for the second time in less than four 
months, rejected an amendrnent to continue federal 
finaricing of the SST. The vote was 46-51. Although the 
House failed to go along with the Senate in 1970, the fate 
of the commercial aircraft became apparent in 1971 when 
the House on March 18 als.o voted to kill the proje.ct. The 
SST funds had been included in an amendment added 
by the. Senate Appropriations Committee to a continuing 
resolution (H .J Res 468) providing partial funding for 
the Department of Transportation. (See House key vote J.) 
Voting against further funding for the SST were 34 
Democrats and 17 Republicans: R 27-17; D 19-34 (ND 
11-25; SD 8-9); (p. 130) 

2. DESEGREGATION. During consideration of 
an Administration-backed bill (S 1557) to provide $1.5, 
billion in aid to desegregating school districts, the Senate 
rejected an amendment requiring nat.ionwide integra­
tion of schools. Proposed by Abraham Ribicoff (D Conn.),· 
the amendment would have eliminated the distinction 
between de jure segregation-the result of laws a'nd the 
target .of most enforcement action in the 1950s and 1960s­
and de facto segregation-the result of other factors, 
such as housing patterns, ·which had not been declared 
illegal or unconstitutional by the Supreme Court. This 
de jure-de facto distinction had protected non-southern 
areas from vigorous efforts to desegregate their schools. 
Ribicoff proposed that every metropolitan ·area be re­
quired to have integrated schools by 1985 and authorized 
more than $20-billion in federal aid for desegregation 
purposes. "'fhe Senate rejected the amendment, 35-51, 
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How Votes Were Selected 

Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 
of key votes on· major issues. 

Sele..:tion of Issues. An issue is judged by the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

• A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

nation and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related 

votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily 
chosen. This vote is the roll call, or recorded teller 
vote in the House, that in the opinion of Congressional 
Quarterly was the most important in determining the 
outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key. votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and the desig­
nation SD denotes southern Democrats. 

with southern Democrats splitting 7-6 in favor of the 
amendment which, its advocates said, for the first time 
would have required desegregation throughout the North. 
R 7-32; D 28-19 (ND 21-13; SD 7-6). (p. 601; similar 
key vote 1970 Almanac p. 89) 

3. MILITARY DRAFI'. During consideration of 
the military draft extension bill (HR 6531-PL 92-129) 
the Senate by a six-vote margin defeated an attempt to 
extend conscription for one .year instead of the two-year 
proposal backed by President Nixon. An identical one­
year amendment was rejected in the House by a two-vote 
margin. (See House key vote 2.) White House "arm­
twisting," as it was described by freshman Sen. Richard 
S. Schweiker (R Pa.), was partly responsible for the 
Administration victory. During the Senate's two-month . 
consideration of the draft bill, White House lobbying 
turned critical decisions on the draft in favor of positions 
taken by the President on all but two amendments voted 
on. The Senate June 4 rejected the one-year extension 
amendment by a 43-49 vote. The breakdown was R 10-
29; D 33-20 (ND 28-8; SD 5-12). The Senate adopted the 
draft extension bill June 24 and after a drawn-out con­
ference with the House a two-year extension was signed 
by the President Sept. 28. (p. 257) 

4. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-I. After 
the Senate had taken four roll-call votes June 22 on 
various proposals to withdraw all U.S. troops from 
Indochina, Majority Leader Mike Mansfield ( D Mont.) 
offered a substitute amendment which the Senate 
adopted by a 57-42 vote. Adoption of the Mansfield 
amendment reversed a position established two weeks 
earlier by the Senate in rejecting a similar withdrawal 
measure. The June 22 vote also marked the first time 
a majority in either house had supported a congressional 



mandate calling for the withdrawal of U.S. troops from 
Indochina. The Mansfield amendment set a nine-month 
deadline for the complete withdrawal, pending the 

·· ~lease of all U.S. prisoners of war. The President was 
mgly opposed to the amendment. Twelve Republi­

_ .. ns and a majority of Democrats supported the 
amendment: R 12-32; D 45c10 (ND 35-2; SD 10-8). 
(p. 257) 

5. PUBLIC WORKS JOBS. On June 29 Presi­
dent Nixon vetoed a Democratic-sponsored bill (S 575) 
authorizing $5.7-billion for public works projects and 
regional development. The President criticized the 
measure because it included . a $2-billion program to 
create public works jobs which, he said, would be the 
most costly and least effective method of reducing un­
employment. He did not criticize other provisions of the 
bill which authorized $1.8-billion for general and regional 
economic development and a slightly smaller suin for 
aid to Appalachia. The Senate sustained the veto July 
14 by a 57-36 vote-five short of the two-thirds majority 
necessary to override it. Thirty-five Of 41 Republicans· 
voted to sustain the President's .position: R 6-35; D 51-
1 (ND 35-0; SD 16-1). (p. 181) 

6. LOCKHEED LOAN GUARANTEE; The Ad­
ministration won a major victory in· the Senate Aug. 2 
when its bill to authorize a federal guarantee of bank 
loans. for the Lockheed Aircraft Corporation was passed 
by a one-vote margin on a 49-48 roll call. Lockheed, the 
nation's largest weapons producer for the Defense De­
partment, needed the financing to go into production with · 
a commercial airliner and to avoid bankruptcy. To gain 
support for the controversial bill, Senate supporters 

roadened the Administration's bill (S 2308) requesting 
.rnthority to guarantee financing for Lockheed· into a 
S2-billion guar_antee program for failing major businesses. 
Three times the Senate refused to invoke cloture and 
shut off debate. '(Votes 144, 151, 157, 1971 Weekly Re­
port p. 1630, 1693, 1694) But the Senate also rejected 
efforts to recommit or drastically change the bill. On 
July 31, the Senate agreed to take up a related bill (HR 
8432) passed ·by the House the previous day. (See House 
key vote 6.) It authorized only a $250-million guarantee 
thus providing a test of strength on the Lockheed guaran­
tee as originally proposed. On the final vote, the Senate 
passed the House bill without amendment. A majority of 
Republicans supported the bill: R 27-17; D 22-31 (ND 
13-23; SD 9~8). (p. 152) . 

7 .. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-II. 
In three close roll-call votes Oct. 28, the Senate defeated 
an amendment requiring that funds authorized for U.S. 
forces in Indochina be spent only to complete the with­
drawal of all troops from South Vietnam. The amend­
ment, sponsored by Frank Church (D Idaho) and John 
Sherman Cooper (R Ky.), had been added to a foreign 
aid authorization bill (HR 9910) by the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. Republicans and southern Demo­
crats, backed by the threat of a presidential veto, were 
successful in the effort to delete the Cooper-Church 
amendment 47-44: R 30-11; D 17-33 (ND 4-30; SD 13-3). 
(p. 387) . 

8. FOREIGN AID. In an action throwing doubt 
n the future of one of the cornerstones of U.S. foreign 

_ ,IO!icy, the Senate Oct. 29 defeated by a 27-41 vote a 
House-passed foreign ~id authorization bill (HR 9910). 
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Key Votes - 2 

It was the first time either house had rejected a foreign 
<\id bill since the program was established after World 
War II. The 14-vote margin by which the bill was defeated 
resulted from the merging of many, often conflictil1g, 
positions including opposition to the Vietnam war, concern 
over the U.S. economy and doubts about the effectiveness 
of foreign aid in achieving U.S. goals. Substantial major­
ities opposed to the bill among northern and southern 
Democrats offset a narrow majority ·of Republican votes 
for passage. Foreign military aid was a principal instru­
ment of the Nixon Doctrine: R 19-15; D 8-26 (ND 7-14; 
SD 1-12). (p. 387) 

9. TAX REDUCTIONS. By a one-vote margin, the 
Senate Nov. 15 sustained President Nixon's lax reduc­
tion guidelines by defeating 39-40 an amendment that 
would. have increased business taxes while granting 
further individual tax cuts. The breakdown was: R 1-

. 34; D 38-6 (ND 28-1; SD 10-5). The amendnwnt, sponsored 
by Birch Bayh (D Ind.), was offered during floor consi­
deration of HR 10947, a bill reducing business and 
indi\·idual taxes requested by the President on Aug. 15. 
The bill was passed by the Senate on Nov. 22. The 
amendment would have increased business taxes by 
limiting the effect of liberalized depreciation rules 
established in 1971 by the Treasury Department. (p. 
430) 

10. FINANCING OF PRESIDENTIAL CAM­
PAIGNS. With two key Republi'can defections, Senate 
Democrats Nov. 22 succeeded ii-t adding an amendment 
to the Administration's tax reduction bill (HR 10947) 
creating a federal fund to finance presidential election 
campaigns. The \'Ole \\·as 52-47: R 2-42; D 50-5 (:\D · 
37-0: SD 13-5). Debate on the campaign financing 
amendment, introduced by John 0. Pastore (D R.I.), 
di\·ided along party lines. Democrats pushed the plan, 
which allowed taxpayers to designate $1 from their 
annual federal tax payments to the presidential candi­
date of their choice, as necessary to free candidates from 

·dependence on wealthy contributors. Republicans, 
whose party treasury was well-stocked, condemned the 
proposal as an attempt to rescue the ·debt-ridden 
Democratic party. President Nixon had threatened to 
veto the bill if the Pastore proposal was adopted. 
Republicans Charles McC. Mathias Jr. (!\·Id.) and 
Clifford P. Case (N .J.) voted for the amendment, despite 
strong Administration opposition, after Pastore 
agreed to a Mathias modification allowing each tax-
payer to designate which party's candidate would re­
cei,·e his contribution. (p. 430) 

11. EUROPEAN TROOP CUT. The Senate 
Appropriations· Committee in late November added to 
its version of the annual defense appropriations bill 
(HR 11731) a section which would have limited to 250,-
000 men the number of U.S. troops which could be 
stationed in Europe after June 15, 1972-a force reduc­
tion of about 50,000 troops from the existing level. The 
Senate_ rejected the committee amendment by a 39-54 
vote Nov. 23: R 5-37; D 34-17 (ND 26-7; SD 8-10). Once 
before during the 1st Session of the 92nd Congress the 
Senate had rejected a proposal to reduce U.S. troops 
in Europe. Ori the earlier vote, which took place on May 
19, the troop cut proposal was rejected by" a margin of 
25 \'Otes; the Nov. 23 margin was 15 votes. On both 
occasions,. the White House exerted hea,·y pressure on 
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Key Votes· 3 

Senators to reject any ceiling on the number of troops 
to be statiioned in Europe. (p. 330) · 

12. ECONOMIC STABILIZATION. The Senate 
Dec. 1 passed a bill (S 2891) extending the President's 
authority to control and stabilize wages and prices. The 
measure passed almost without dissent by an 86-4 vote: 
R 41-1; D 45-3 (ND 31-1; SD 14-2). The bill extended 
for one year, until April 30, 1973, the authority under 
which Mr. Nixon imposed the wage-price freeze Aug. 15 
and established Phase Two of his new economic policy 
in mid-No·;ember. The legislation ·also extended his 
stabilization power to cover interest rates and corporate 
dividends. The Senate rejected most major amendments 
to the bill by substantial margins. It added provisions 
on existing labor contracts and confirmation of the chair­
men of the primary stabilization bodies the President 
created and appointed. It required a federal pay raise 
and exempted the press and other communications 
media from the stabilization program; the latter provi­
sion was deleted in conference. The House passed a 
similar bill Dec. 10. (See House key vote 13.) Congress 
cleared the bill Dec. 14. (p. 459) 

13. REHNQUIST NOMINATION. President 
Nixon won confirmation of his controversial nomination 
of Assistant Attorney General (Office of Legal Coun­
sel) William H. Rehnquist to the Supreme Court early 
in December. A small, determined opposition within the 
Senate, led by Birch Bayh (D Ind.), who had headed the 
successful opposition to earlier Nixon Court nominees 
Clement F. Haynsworth Jr. and G. Harrold Carswell, 
failed to win more than 26 votes against the nomination. 
They charged that Rehnquist was insensitive to the 
rights of minority groups and t hut he was not sufficiently 
devoted to the constitutional safeguards of individual 
rights. The Senate voted 68-26 to confirm the nomina­
tion, with a majority of both Democrats and Republicans 
voting in favor of confirmation: R 38-3; D 30-23 (ND 
14-21; SD 16-2). (p. 851) 

14 .. CHILD CAUE VETO. Senate· liberals 
failed Dec. 10, 1971, in an effort to override President 
Nixon's veto of a $6.3-billion b.ill (S 2007) extending the 
Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO) for two years, 
establishing a comprehensive· child care program and 
creating a National Legal Services Corporation to pro­
vide legal assistance to the poor. President Nixon vetoed 
the bill Dec. 9 because of objections to the provision es­
tablishing the child care program. In his veto message, 
the President said the bill's child care program demon­
strated "fiscal irresponsibility, administrative unwork­
ability and family weakening implications." The vote to 
override the veto obtained a simple majority, 51-36, but 
this was seven. votes short of the two-thirds majority 
required to override a veto: R 10-29; D 41-7 (ND 33-0; 
SD 8-7). (p. 504) 

House Key Votes 

1. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). The 
House for the· first time voted in 1971 to end federal 
financing of the controversial supe'rsonic commercial air-. 
craft effective March 30. The House rejection of the 
SST wa~ a major defeat for the Nixon Administration 
which, together with organized labor and industry, had 
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. lobbied intensely for $134-million in fiscal 1971 appropria­
tions to continue development of two prototypes. But the 
Coalition Against the SST-an alliance of citizens and 
environmental groups-asserted the project was a 
potential threat to the earth's atmosphere and an eco­
nomic waste and thus should be canceled. Congress first 
considered legislative proposals to terminate the SST 
project in 1964 but until 1970, when the Senate voted 
to delete $290-million in fiscal 1971 appropriations, 
development of the plane continued. Although the 
House and Senate late in 1970 reached a compromise 
funding level ($210-million through March 30), the project 
was killed when the House March 18, employing the 
new recorded teller vote procedure for only the second 
time, vo~ed 217-204 to delete the SST funds through an 
amendment introduced by Sidney R. Yates (D Ill.) to a 
continuing resolution (H Res 468) containing funds for 
the fourth quarter of fiscal 1971 for the Department of 
Transportation. The vote. breakdown on the teller vote 
was: R 85-90; D 132-114 (ND 110-54; SD 22-GO). The SST 
was revised temporarily May 12 when the House approved 
an amendment appropriating $85.3-million ·to continue 
development work. The Senate, however, refused to 
follow the House decision, and the SST funds were 
dropped in a House-Senate conference on a fiscal 1971 
supplemental bill. (p. 130) 

2. MILITAUY DRAFf. During· consideration 
of the military draft extension bill (HR 6531-PL 92-
129), the House came within two votes of adopting a 
one-year extension instead of the two-year proposal which 
was backed by President Nixon. The move to cut short 
the President's authority to draft men into the armed 
forces was rejected by a 198-200 recorded teller vote 

·with 65 Republicans voting against the Administration 
and 105 supporting the President's position. Democrats 
voted for a one-year extension by 133-95 (ND 116-35; 
SD 17-60) on the March 31 vote. Proponents of the 
one-year extension said that, if adopted, their proposal 
would force a discussion of the draft and the Vietnam 
war during the upcoming election year. Opponents said 
the draft and the war were two sep11rate issues and 
should not be confused by either legislators or voters. 
The House went on· to pass the two-year draft extension 
bill April 1 and after belated Senate action it became 
law Sept. 28. (See Senate key uote 3.) The March 31 
House vote was the first heavily lobbied vote of the year 
relating to the military {p. 257) · 

3. EDUCATION FUNDS. Supporters of increased 
federal aid to education were rebuffed in 1971 when 
the House refused ·to add almost $729-million to the 
education appropriations bill . (HR 7016) reported by 
the House Appropriations Committee. The package 
amendment, introduced by Rep. William D. Hathawav 
(D Maine) and backed by the Emergency Committe~ 
for Full Funding of Education Programs, would have 
added funds for a variety of aid programs. The emer­
gency committee, a coalition of all major education 
interest groups which was formed in 1969, had been suc­
cessful in increasing education funds that year-but 
President Nixon had vetoed the bill as too expensive and 
Congress had acquiesced in the veto. In 1970, the coali­
tion also won increased funding; the President again 
vetoed the bill, but Congress overrode that veto. The 
threat of a third presidential veto was a major factor in the 



House reject.ion by a recorded teller vote of 188-191 of 
the Hathaway amendment. Only 14 Republicans voted 

'1e amendment; 149 opposed it, while 174 Democrats 
. for increased funding and only 42 opposed it (ND 

}dlj-7; SD 36-35). (p. 205) 

4. WELFARE REFORM. The highlight of two 
days of debate on the Administration's welfare reform 
bill (HR 1) came on a recorded teller vote to delete 
Title IV of the bill-the controversial Family Assistance 
Plan calling for a federally guaranteed annual income 
of $2,400 for a family of four without any income. HR 1 
would reorganize the nation's welfare system,. increase 
Social Security benefits by 5 percent and liberalize 
Medicare and Medicaid prograins. The amendment to 
delete Title IV, offered by Rep. Al Ullman (D Ore.), 
was rejected 187-234: R 83-93; D 104-141 (ND 45-116; 
SD 59-25). HR 1 was passed later the same day by a 
288-132 roll-call vote. Though a majority of Republicans 
and Democrats voted against the ·amendment, many 
consei:vatives and liberals in both parties supported the 
amendment because they felt the bill was either too 
costly or inadequate to meet the needs of the poor. 
(p. 519) 

5. CBS CONTEMPT CITATION. The House 
.July 13, by a 226~181 roll call, adopted a motion by 
Rep. Hastings Keith (R Mass.) rejecting a resolution (H 
Res 534) proposed by the Interstate arid Foreign Com­
merce Committee recommending that the Columbia 
Broadcasting System and its president, Dr. Frank Stan­
ton, be cited for. contempt of Congress. On June 24, Dr. 
· 'lton had refused to comply with a subpoena issued 

.he committee's Investigations Subcommittee request­
ing film and sound recordings edited from the network's 
controversial documentary "The Selling of the Pentagon." 
Although contempt recommendations in the past had 
been approved routinely, such congressional courtesy 
was disregarded as the House leadership, six committee 
chairmen, most liberal Democrats and freshman Repre­
sentatives and some ·conservatives backed away from 
the request made by Harley 0. Staggers (D W.Va.), chair­
man of the committee. A majority of members from both 
parties, including the leadership; voted for the motion to 
reject the resolution: R 95-76; D 131-105 (ND 108-46; 
SD 23-59). Six of 22 committee chairman voted for the 
motion, while ranking minority committee members split 
10-12. (p. 801) 

6. LOCKHEED . LOAN GUARANTEE. By a 
three-vote margin, the House July 30 passed a bill 
requested by the Administration (HR 8432) authorizing 
a· federal guarantee· of $250-million in bank loans for the 
Lockheed Aircraft Corporation. The Senate cleared the 
bill Aug. 2. (See Senate key vote 6.) House backers of the 
controversial measure broadened it in committee to pro­
vide up to. $2-billion in loan guarantees for failing major 
businesses. The bill was scaled back to $250-million 
on the floor by a series of amendments agreed to by the 
majority and minority leadership. Attempts to ·amend 
the bill significantly were defeated, including one, re­
jected by a 176-205 recorded teller vote, to limit any 

·antee to 90 percent of the loan involved. The House 
~d the bill by a 192-189 roll-call vote. As in the 

Senate vote, Republicans provided the margin of victory 
for the Administration: ft 90-60; D 102-129 (ND 55-95; 
SD 47-34). (p. 152) . 
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7. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. 
Civil rights groups suffered a slap in the face in 1971 
when the House refused to approve a bill giving the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) 
the power to issue cease-and-desist orders against dis­
criminatory employers and instead adopted a measure 
giving the agency the right to bring suit in federal court 
against such employers. The cease-and-desist powers had 
been sought by civil. rights groups ever since the EEOC 
was created in 1964 without enforcement powers. In 
1970, the Senate had approved a bill giving the agency 
these powers-rejecting the court-enforcement approach 
endorsed by the Nixon Administration. The House Rules 
Committee had blocked action by the House in the 9lst 
Congress~ When the bill granting cease-and-desist powers 
(HR 1746) came to the floor in September 1971 as re­
ported by the House .Judiciary Committee .. John N. 
Erlenborn (R Ill.) proposed the court-enforcement mea­
sure as a substitute. The House adopted the substitute 
by a recorded teller vote of 200-195, marking a narrow 
victory for the conservative coalition of Republicans-who 
voted 131-29 for the substitute-and southern Demo­
crats-who voted 63-16 for it-over northern .D.emocrats 
(6-150). (p. 644) 

8. CONSUMER AGENCY. The most significant 
consumer bill to come before the House in 1971 was HR 
10835, establishing an independent consumer pro­
tection agency. As reported by the House Government 
Operations Committee, the bill allowed the new agency 
to represent consumer interests in the formal proceedings 
of other federal departments and ·agencies and to 
intervene on behalf of consumers in certain court suits. 
Although the Nixon Administration· had previously 
opposed any legislation setting up an independent agency, 
it backed the committee-approved version of HR 10835. 
Consumer advocates fav~red a strengthening amendment 
offered by William S. Moorhead (D Pa.) which would 
have allowed the consumer agency to intervene in more 
informal proceedings of other federal agencies and given 

.it additional authority to act when government agen-
cies refused to investigate consumer complaints. The 
Moorhead amendment was rejected Oct. 14 by a 160-
218 recorded teller yote. Northern Democrats supported 
the amendment by a 131-23. vote, but the conservative 
coalition of Republicans (15-138) and southern Demo­
crats ( 14-57) combined successfully to defeat the amend-
ment. (p. 665) . 

9. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. At 
the time of this Oct. 19 vote, the Senate had twice 
adopted an amendment sponsored by Majority Leader 
Mike :\Iansfield (D Mont.) calling for the withdrawal 
of all U.S. troops from Indochina pending the release of 
U.S. prisoner of war. (See Senate key 1.:ote 4) The ver­
sion the House voted upon called for a six-month 
withdrawal deadline. Once before, on June 28, the House 
had voted on a similar proposal; it was rejected by a 44 
vote margin. Although the Oct.· 19 vote was not a direct 
up or down vote on the Mansfield amendment, adopt ion 
of a previous question motion (prohibiting House confer­
ees to the defense bill to accept the amendment) was 
tantamount to its rejection. The House adopted the pre­
vious question motion by a 22-vote margin on a recorded 
teller vote of 215-193. Although the White House dis­
claimed involvement in the procedural matters concern-
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ing the vote, .the President and his aides lobbied heavily 
to defeat the wit.hdrawal proposal. Thirty-three Republi­
cans vot.ed against the President: R 139-33; D 76-160 (ND 
2:3-138; SD_ 53-22). (p. 305) 

10. SCHOOL BUSING. A solid maJonty op­
posed to the use of forced busing of children to de­
segregate schools showed its strength in the House late 
in 1971 by adding strong anti-busing amendments to the 
higher education-desegregation aid bill (S 659). The new 
majority was formed by the alliance of oldtime busing 
opponents from the south, with non-southern Represen­
tatives whose constituents were now facing the prospect, 
or dealing with the fact, of busing. The North-South 

. coalition adde.d amendments 1) barring the use of fed­
eral education funds for busing and forbidding any fed­
eral pressure requiring the use of state or local funds for 
busing, and 2) delaying, until all appeals were exhausted, 
the effect of any federal court order requiring busing. 
The strength of the anti-busing sentiment was reflected 
in the vote on the latter amendment, proposed by 
William S. Broomfield (R Mich.), which was adopted 
by a recorded teller vote of 235-125. The amendment 
was backed by 129 Republicans and 106 Democrats, 
56 of whom were from outside the South. Opposing the 
amendment were 108 Democrats, 18 from the South, 

·and 17 Republicans. (p. 601) 
11. SCHOOL · PRAYER. An intense lobbying 

battle culminated in rejection by the House in Novem­
ber 1971 of a proposed constitutional amendment de­
signed to undo the effect of Supreme Court decisions 
outlawing officially prescribed or backed religious ob­
servances in public schools. The amendment would have 
added to the Constitution the statement: "Nothing con­
tained in this Constitution shall abridge the right of 
persons lawfully assembled, in any public building which 
iS supported in whole or in part through the expenditure 
of puhlic funds, to participate in voluntary prayer or 
meditation." Introduced by Rep. Chalmers P. Wylie 
(R Ohio), the amendment was brought to the floor of the 
House through a petition, signed by a majority of the 
House, discharging the Judiciary Committee from con­
sideration of the proposal. The amendment was op­
posed by most major organized religious groups, which 
feared that it would open the door for government in­
tervention in religious matters. The amendment received 
the support of a majority of members, 240-163, but this 
was 28 short of the two-thirds majority (268) needed to 
adopt a constitutional amendment: R 138-26; D 102-137 
(ND 48-114; SD 54-23). (p. 624) 

12. TAX REDUCTION. House members Dec. 
9 got their only chance to go on record for or against 
President Nixon's tax reduction proposals when they 
agreed to a House-Senate conference report on the bill 
(HR 10947-PL 92-178) by a 321-75 roll-call vote: R 158-
9; D 163-66 (ND 95-57; SD 68-9) .. The bill, requested by 
President Nixon Aug. 15 as part of efforts to stimulate 
the economy, reduced federal taxes for calendar years 
1971--73 by an estimated $15.7-billion. Key provisions in­
cluded a 7-percent business investment credit, repeal of 
the automobile excise tax, tax incentives for exports and 
acceleration of a scheduled increase in the personal in­
come tax exemption. The House Oct. 6 had passed HR 
10947 by voice vote under a closed rule that prohibited 
floor amendments. House approval of the conference re-
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port had been in doubt unt ii conferees agreed to delay 
the effective date of a controversial presidential cam­
paign financing plan until after the '1912 election. (See 
Senate /;:.ey vote 10) (p. 430) 

13. ECONOMIC STt\BILIZATIO~. The House 
Dec. 10 deleted from a bill (HR ll:l09) extending and 
broadening the President's economic stabilization au­
thority a provision requiring payment of wage raises­
including retroactive payment where appropriate­
agreed to in labor contracts signed before Mr. Nixon 
embarked on his new economic policy Aug. 15. By a 
recorded teller vote of 209-151, the House accepted in­
stead an amendment by Robert G. Stephens (D Ga.) 
requiring payment of such raises only if they were 
already financed by price or tax increases or offset by 
productivity increases. R 141-13; D 68-138 (ND 13-119; 
SD 55-19). Other raises called for in existing contracts 
were left subject to the guidelines of the stabilization 
program; the retroactive payment of raises deferred 
by the wage-price freeze, which the guidelines had pro­
hibited except in ·limited circumstances, was not re­
quired. The House went on to pass the bill the same day 
by a 326-33 roll-call vote. The final bill required a fed­
eral pay raise, Senate confirmation of the chairmen and 
new members of the wage and price stabilization bodies 
and majority rule on those bodies; none of these provi­
sions was requested by the Administration. A House­
Senate conference agreement softened the effect of 
Stephens' amen.dment by requiring payment of other de­
ferred and scheduled pay raises unless they were un­
reasonably inconsistent with the Administration's 
stabilization guidelines. (p. 459) 

14. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-AD­
JOURNMENT. In unexpected fashion, the House Dec. 
16 broke a conference deadlock on a third version of the 
Mansfield amendment (See House key vote 9.) produc­
ing agreement on a foreign aid authorization bill and 
clearing the way for adjournment. The .foreign aid bill 
accepted in revised form by the Senate after the Oct. 
29 defeat of HR 9910 (See Senate key vote 8.), had been 
held up in conference by the refusal of House conferees 
to accept the Mansfield amendment. Majority Leader 
Mike Mansfield (D Mont.), sponsor of the amendment 
setting a policy of withdrawal from Indochina within six 
months, had insisted that House conferees accept the 
provision or permit the House to vote on it separately. 
The issue went down to the final day of the 1st Session 
of the 9lst Congress. Foreign Relations Committee 
Chairman J. W. Fulbright (D Ark.) led efforts to hold up 
Senate action on a resolution providing interim foreign 
aid fonds in order to force a House vote on the amend­
ment. On Dec. 16, Rep. William F. Ryan (D N.Y.) of­
fered a surprise motion to instruct House conferees to the 
foreign aid bill to accept the Mansfield amendment. 
House Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Thomas E. 
Morgan (D Pa.) immediately offered a motion to table 
(kill) the Ryan motion. Morgan's motion was adopted 
130-101: R 78-12; D 52-89 (ND 18-73; SD 34-16); 201 mem­
bers did not vote. Mansfield interpreted the vote as ex­
pressing the House :view on his amendment, and con­
ferees reached quick agreement on remaining differences. 
The Senate Dec. 17 adopted the ·conference report; the 
House delayed action until after Congress returned Jan. 
18, 1972. (p. 408) 
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IOWA 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
J\lrlnt vre 
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NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 
Ander~on 
Montoya 

NEW YORK 
Buckle:v I 
Jauits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin 
Jordan 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick 
.Young 

OHIO 
Sax be 
Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris 
Bellman 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
l'acku:uod 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Sch1reiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings 
Thurnumd 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
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Key Votes - 6 

- KEY -
Y Hero rd rnt e for ( ~·ea I. 
, Paired for. 
I A nnounl"ed for. 
N Hecord rnte again,1.1 nay I. 
X Paired a¢ainst. 

Announc·ed againsl. 
? ~ot \'otin~. \'ott>d "pre:-.ent'' 

or did not annount·e. 

N N Y Y N Y N !-------~~-----~ 

NXNNYNY 
-NYYYNN 

NNYYYNN 
YNNYNYY 

YNNNYNY 
YNNNNNY 

N•/YYtNX 

YYNNNNY 

NYYY·NN 
N?YNNYY 

NNYYYNN 
YNNNNYY 

NNYYYNN 
NNYYYNN 

Y ? N Y Y Y, Y 
YNNNXYY 

TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
!\loss 
/Jennett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 2 

VIRGINIA 
H~·rd, .Ir. 3 

Spong 
WASHINGTON 

.Jackson 
\1aa.:nu~on 

WEST VIRGINIA 
R\'rd 
·Randnlph 

WISCONSIN. 

Pn1xmire 
WYOMING 

!\1c<;e~ 

llan..;1·n 

NNNYY?Y 
Y-NNNYY 

y y y y y y N 
YNNNNYY 

NNYYNNN 
N 

NNNNNNY 
NNYYYNN 

YYNNY·•' 
Y ? y .. y Y N N 

YNNYYYY 
Y t Y Y Y Y N 

N?YYYNN 
NNYYYNN 

YNNNYNY 
NNNNNYY Jordan 

IUINOIS 
'i(eyenson 

ercy 
JIANA 

N N Y Y Y N N Curti.• Y N N N N N y McGovern N Y Y Y Y· N ? 
? ? N N ,/ Y N N N l/ru.,ka Y N N N N Y Y /\fu11d1 

NEVADA TENNESSEE 

I B•yh 
·Hartke 

y Y Y Y N N Hible Y N N y y y y Baker YYNNNY? 
Y?YNNYY N N Y Y Y N N Cannon Y N N Y Y Y Y B~ock 

Democrats Republicans 
I. Buckley tlttlf'd as Const!Tvatir.:e 

1 .. H J Res 468 .. Department or Transportation Appropria­
tions, Fiscal 1971. Adoption of the committee amendment to 
the bill restoring $134-million deleted on the House floor for 
continued development of two prototype supersonic transport 
(SST) aircraft. Rejected 46-51: R 27-17; D 19-34 (ND 11-25; SD. 
8-9), March 24, 1971- A ~·yea" was a vote supporting the Presi-
dent's position. · 

2. S 1557. Emergency School Aid and Quality Integrated 
Education Act. Ribicoff (D Conn.) amendment to the commit­
tee's bill authorizing an additional SI-billion for each of fiscal 
years 1974 and 1975 in desegregation aid and providing federal 
assistance for elimination of minority-group isolation in all 
metropolitan area public schools. Rejected 35-51: R 7-32; D 
28-19 (NU 21-13; SD 7-6), April 21, 1971. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

3. HR 6531. Military Draft. Schweiker (R Pa.) amendment 
to the committee's bill extending the military draft for one year 
(to June 30, 1972). instead of two years as provided in bill. Re­
jected 43-49: R 10-29; D 33-20 (ND 28-8; SD 5-12), June 4, 1971-
A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's posit.ion. 

4. HR 6531. Military Draft. Mansfield (D Mont.) amend-
in the nature of a substitute for modified Cook (R Ky.) 

. .1dment setting a 9-mont.h withdrawal deadline if. within 
(ilJ days of enactment, Am~ican PO\Vs had been released by 
'.\Jorth Vietnam-Declare it U.S. policy to terminate at the 
earliest possible practicable date all. U.S. military activities in 

=.~ ... J ..... _'f. .·.--·,.,.... 

2. Sm \\'inslon L. Prout,\' fR \'t.) died s.·pt. JO, 1971. He rast the follou·ing key l'Otes: 
/, /\.': 2 . .\"; 3, X; 4, N; 5, N; 6, Y. Sen. Robert T. Stafford u-as .,u·orn in Sept. 17. 1971, 
lo replace Prouty. 
3. Byrd elected as independent 

Indochina and provide for the phased withdrawal of all troops 
and the accompanying phased release of American POWs not 
later than 9 months after enactment. Adopted 57-42: R 12-32; 
D 45-10 (ND 35-2; SD 10-8), .June 22, 1971. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's posit.ion. 

5. S 575. Public Works Acceleration and Regional 
Development Extension. Reconsideration and passage of the 
bill, \·etoed by Presiden't Nixon June 29, authorizing $5,661,500,-
000 for public works projects, economic development and Ap­
palachian Regional Commission. Veto sustained 57-36: R 6-35; 
D 51-1 (ND 35-0; SD 16-1), July 14, 1971. A two-thirds majority 
(62 in this case) is required to override a presidential veto. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 8432. Emergency Loan Guarantees. Passage of 
the bill authorizing a federal guarantee of S250-million in hank 
loans for failing major businesses (Lockheed Aircraft Corpora­
tion). Pas$ed 49-48: R 27-17; D 22-31 (NU 13-23; SD 9-8), Aug. 2, 
1971. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 9910. Foreign Aid Authorization. Scott (R Pa.) 
amendment to the committee's bill deleting Cooper-Church pro­
vision prohibiting I he spending of any funds authoriZed for U.S. 
forces in Indochina for any purposes except for withdrawal or 
.protection of troops as they withdrew. Adopted 47-44: R 30-11; 
D 17-3:3 C\JD 4-30; SD 13-3), Oct. 28, 1971. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 
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Key Votes - 7 

- KEY -
Y He co rd ml e for ( vea). 
• Paired for. . 
I Announced for. 
N Recorcl vote again<! (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced again!"t. 
? Not ,.,,ting. voted "'present" 

or did not announce. 

ALABAMA 
I Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Andrew• 
4 Nichols 
5 Flowers 
6. Buchanan 
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8- ~Jones 
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1 Alexander Y N ? N Y Y ? 
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f c1a,. .• en 
2 .Johnson 
3 \\loss 
4 Leggett 
5 Run.on. 
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i Dellums 
R !\fill~r 
9 F.dwards 

10 (;ubser 
11 AfcCfo.,kev 
12 Talcott · 
13 TPn~ue 
14 Waidie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Ande"'''" 
18 Mathias 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkins 
22 Corman 
2'J Cla<rwn 
21 Ro11.•.<elot 
.25 \\t"i;;·.~ins 
26 Rees 
27 Unld1mter 
28 Rell 
29 DaniPlson 
30 Ruybal 
31 Wilson 
.12 Ho.<mPr 
:J:/ Petti.< 
:l4 Hannu 
.'!.; Schmitz 
."16 \Vil.>11n 
:1; \'an Deerlin 
:JR Vr"y.••1·y 
COLORADO 

I McKrL·itt 
:2 Rrotzman 
:l Evnns 
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4 J\fcKinn.ev 
5 Monagan· 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
Al DuPoni 
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I Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Frn 
6 Gibbons 
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9 Rogers 

JO Burke 
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2 Mathis 
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KANSAS 
I Sebelius 
2 Roy 
3 Winn 
4 Shriver 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 
6 Watts 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
1 He~ert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick· 
7 Edwards 
8 Long 

MAINE 
1 Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
I Mills 1 

· 2 Long 
3 Garmatz 
4 Sarban'!:! 
-5 Hognn 
6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Buland 
:J Drinnn 
4 Donohue 
.5 Morse 
6 Harrin~'l:on 
7 Macdonald 
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8 O'Neill 
9 Hicks 

JO Hn·kler 
11 Burke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

1 Conyers 
2 E.<ch 
.J Drown 
4 H"tchinson 
-5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 Riegle 
8 HarvP\· 
9 Vande~ Jagt 

JO Cederberg 
II Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald. 
MINNESOTA 

I </uie 
2 Nelsen 
:J Frenzel 
4 Kanh 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Beri:land 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Mont gumery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clav 
?. Sy,;,ington 

YYYNYYN 
YY?NYNN 
YY?NYNN 
YYYNNYN 
NNNNYYY 

Y Y Y Y t N N 
YY?NYXY 
YY?NYYY 
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Y??YYXN 
YYYNYNN 

I. H J Res 468. Department of Transportation Appro­
priations, Fiscal 1971. Yates (D Ill.) amendment deleting 
section of the committee's bill appropriating an additional 
134-million m fiscal 1972 for continued development of two 
prototype supersonic transport (SST) aircraft. Adopted by 
recorded teller vote 217-204: R 85-90; D 132-114 (ND 110-54; 
SD 22-fiO), March 18, 1971. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

2. HR 6531. l\lilitary Draft. Whalen (R Ohio) amend· 
ment extending the military draft for one year instead of two 
as provided by the committee's bill. Rejected by recorded 
teller vote 198-200: R 65-105; D 133-95 (ND 116-35; SD 17-60), 
March 31, 1971. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

3. HR 7016. Office of Education Appropriations, Fiscal 
1972. Hathaway (D Maine) amendment to the committee's 
bill adding $728.6-million for education programs. Rejected 
by recorded teller vote 188-191: R 14-149; D 174-42 (ND 138-
7; SD :!6-35), April 7, 1971. 

4. HR I. Welfare-Social Security. Ullman (D Ore.) mo­
tion to delete the Family Assistance Pinn pro..-isions (Title IV) 
from the bill. Rejected by recorded teller vote 187-234: R 83-
93; D 104-141 (ND 4.'i-116; SD 59-25), June 22, 1971. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

• I>id nnt L'Ot,• due to po ... ::.ihlP rnn{lif.:t-of-i11tf'rest_ 
I. H.·p. \Villiom 0. i\/il/...; (R ,\,fd.) M1·orn in ,\fo_v 27, /9il. to r1·plorr R .. p. Ro,!!t'r.1;. C. 
1l. l\fortrm (R). rl'.'>ignt'd 



3 Sullirnn 
"' 4 Randall 

5 Bolling 
6 Hull 

I 

i Hall 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison. 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
1 Thone 
2 l\fcColli<ter 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Baring 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
1 \\·\·man 
2 cict·dand 

NEW JERSEY 
1 Hunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard . 
4 ThomP"'>n. 
/; Frdi1111huysen 
6 Forwthe 
7 ll'id~all 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10..Riidino 
11 !\linish 
12 Du·,·er 
13. Gaila~her 
14 Daniels 
15 Patten 
NEW MEXICO 

I l,ujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
I Pike . 
2 Grot·er 
3 Wolff 

YNYYYN? 
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YYYNYYN 
NNN YNN Y 
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YYYYNNN 
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./ W"d/er Y Y N N N Y N 
5 Lent Y N N Y Y Y Y 
6 Halpern Y Y Y N Y Y N 
7 Adda bbo y Y y Y Y Y N 
8 Rosenthal Y Y Y N Y N N 
9 Delaney N N ? Y N N Y 

10 Celler Y Y y N Y Y N 
·I I Brasco y Y Y N N Y N 
12 Chisholm y N y y y N N 
13 Podell Y Y Y N N N N 
14 Rooney N N Y N N Y N 

l5_G_1!J~},0' ---.:.Y_':...· _,Y':-.':-N:-:-'Y:-:':Yc9~ 
16 Murphy N N Y N N Y N 
17 'Koch Y ? Y N Y N N 
18 Rangel Y Y Y Y Y N N 
19 Abzug Y Y Y Y Y N N 
20 Ryan Y Y Y Y Y N N 
21 Badillo Y Y Y Y Y N N 
22 Scheuer Y Y Y N Y N N 
23 Bingham Y Y Y N Y N N 
24 Biaggi Y Y Y Y N N N 
25 PM·ser N N N N y· N N 
26 R,;id Y Y Y N Y Y N 
27 Dow Y Y Y N Y N N 
28 Fi.<h Y Y N N Y Y N 
29 St rntton N N Y Y ? N N. 

·30 Kin11 Y N N N N * Y 
31 McEu·en N N N Y N Y ? 
32 Hmie N N N N N Y Y 
3.1 Robi.<on Y Y N N Y N N 
34 Tcrrv N N N Y Y Y Y 
35 Haniey Y Y Y N N Y N 
36 Horton. y· Y Y N Y X N 
37 Conable Y N N N Y Y Y 
.'18 Ha'/ ings Y Y N Y N ? ? 
39 Kemp N N N Y Y Y Y 
40 Smith Y N N N Y Y Y 
41 Dulski Y Y Y N N N N 
NORTH CAROLINA 

I .Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Hender>an 
4 Galifianakis 
5 Miull 

?NYYNNY 
NNNYNNY 
NNYYN.NY 
YYYNYNY 
NNNYNYY 

5. H Res 534. CBS Contempt Resolution. Keith (R 
Ma5s.) motion to recommit (kill) a resolution, reported by the 
Interstate and Foreign C.0_mmerce Comn1ittee, citing the 
Columbia Brortrkasl ing S:1',:t~m (CBS) and its president, Dr. 
Frank Stanton, for <·ontempt of Congress for refusing to provide 
certain film edited from the television program "The Selling 
of the Pentagon" to the committee's Im·estigations Subcom­
mittee. l\lotion adopted 226-181: R 95-76; D 131-105 (ND 
108-46; SD 23-59), July 13, 1971. 

6. HR 8432. Emergency LOan Guarantees. Passage 
of the bill authorizing a federal guarantee of bank loans for 
failing major businesses (Lockheed Aircraft Corporation). Passed 
192-189: R 90-60; D 102-129 (ND 55-95; SD 47-34), July 30, 1971. 
A "yea" was·a vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 1746. Equal Employment Opportunities En· 
forcement Act. Erlenborn (R Ill.) amendment in the nature 
of a .substitute bill providing authority for the Equal Employ­
ment Opportunity Commission to bring suit against .recalcitrant 
discriminatory employers in federal court. Adopted by recorded 
teller vote 200-195: R 131-29; D 69-166 (ND 6-150; SD 63-16), 
Sept. 16, 1971. A "yea" was a \'Ole supporting the President's 
position. 

:d not 1•ote due to po ...... ihlf' t·unffi,·t-rJf·intPre.(f. 

p. Uuh1·rt J. Curfwtt (U /'a.) dit.'d April ;!.j, 19il. 
••'P- ;\ft.ndd J. IJm·is ( U 8. C.) .'1n1rn in April :!9. 

/-rll'•'r/<1 (/)), dn1'0M'd. 

~., <f.Y.!Y~ 

·'"' ~ ... !'":" 

6 Preyer 
i Lennon 
8 Ruth 
9 Junas. 

IO /Jro\'hill 
I I Ta~:lor 
NORTH DAKOTA 

1 Andreu·s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
1 Keating 
2 Clune" 
3 Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
5 Larta 
6 Harsha 
7 Brou·n 
8 Bells 
9 A>hley 

JO Miller 
11 Stanton 
12 De«ine 
J.1 Mo.<hcr 
14 Seiberling 
15 Wdie 
16 B~,,. 
17 .-hhbrook 
18 JiRys 
19 Camev 
20. Stant<',n 
21 Stokes 
22 \'anik 
2:J .\foishal/ 
2./ Pu«ell 
OKLAHOMA 

I BekllPr 
2 l::dmondson 
3 Albert 
4 St~ed 
5 .Jarman 
6 Cnmp 

OREGON 
I \\\at I 
2 L"ilman 
3 Green 
4 Ddlrnhack 

·PENNSYLVANIA 
I Barrell 
2 :'\ix 
3 Bvrne 
4 Eilberg 
5 G recn 
6 Yatrnn 
7 William.• 
8 Bie.<trr 
9 Warr 

10 .\fclJade 
II Flood 
12 Whalle'· 
13 Cuughiin 
14 Moorhead 
15 Rooney 
16 F..1hleman 
17 Schnccbeli 
18 Curbrtt ! 
19 (;oudlinp 
20 Ga,·dos 
21 De~t 
22 Say/ur 
2:J John.-on 
24 Vigorito 
25 Clark 
~6 '.\1organ 
27 Fult"n 
RHODE ISlAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tiernan 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I Da,·i; :1 

2 Spence 
3 Dorn 
4 :\lann 

"II' •z•Q•14•k• .. •eallf!ll""-.-•.Z ltlll#ZZlltll!ll.illtltA .. WWW-0'44-------------.. -·-

YNYNYNY 
NNNYNNY 
YNN YNN Y 
NNNYN?Y 
YNNYYYY 
Y N Y .? Y N Y 

YYNNYNY 
YYYNYNN 

NYNNYNY 
NNNYNNY 
NYNNYNN 
??.????? 
YNN YNN Y 
N?NYNNY 
NNNNYY? 
NNNNNYY 
YY?NYYN 
Y Y N Y N. N Y 
YYNNYYN 
NNNYNXY 
YYNNYNN 
YY?NYN? 
YNNNNYY 
NNNNY/Y 
NNN?NNY 
NYYYN?N 
NYYNYYN 
Y Y Y N Y N N 
YYYYYN? 
Y?YNYNN 
YN?YNYY 
NNYYYNY 

NNNYNYY 
NNYNNYN 
N N Y N N 
N N Y N .N Y N 
N?NYNN? 
NNN YNN Y 

N?NNYNY 
N?YYYNN 
YY?Y?NN 
YYNN?XY 

? ? Y Y Y N N 
NYYYYNN 
N?YYYNN 
NYYY?NN 
? ? ? N ·y N N 
YY?NY?N 
NNNYNYY 
YYYNYNN 
NNNNNYY 
NYNNYYN 
NNNNN YN 
NNNYN?Y 
YYNNYNN 
YYYNYNN 
YYYNNYN 
YNNYNY? 
YYNNNNY 
y ? N 
YNN YNN Y 
YYYNYNN 
YYY?N•'N 
YNNYN?N 
NNNYY,I? 
NNYNNYN 
N?YYN?? 
NN.YNNYN 
N ·y Y Y Y Y N 

YYYNYNN 
YYYNYNN 

Y N· Y N 
N N N Y N ,I Y· 
'NYNNYY 
NNN YNN Y 

5 Gettvs 
6 !\lc:\lillan 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I Denholm 
2 Abourezk 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 Jones 
9 K uykendal/ 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Dowrlv 
:J Collin-s 
4 Robens. 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
i ATfhcr 
8 Eckhardt 
9 Hrooks 

IO Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wright 
13 i'urcell 
14 Youn~ 
15 de la Garza 
IG \\'hite 
17 Hurle,on 
/8 /'rice 
19 '.\lahnn 
W Gonzalez 
:ll Fi,her 
2:! CH~{·\· ·' 
2J Kaz~n 
UTAfi 

I :\kKay 
2 l.ln.,·d 

VERMONT 
A/, Stflfford 
VIRGINIA 

I Downing 
2 Whit1•hur.,t 
3 Sat I erlield 
4 Abbitt 
.) Daniel 
6 /'off 
7 Robinson 
8 Scott 
9 Wampler 

111 Hmvhill 
WASHINGTON 

I f'cllv 
2 Meeds 
3 Hansen 
4 :\ lcC ormec k 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
i Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Ka!'-1 rn meier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reuss 
6 Stei11cr 
7 Ohey 
R R\'rnP."i 
9 Iiat"i' 

10 I) 'Kon•ki 
WYOMING 
AL Honcalio 

Key Votes· 8 
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Key Votes - 9 

- KEY -
Y Record vote for (yea). 
• Paired for. 
I Announced for. 
N Record vole uga1nst (nay). 
X Paired again>!. 

Announced against. 
? Not \"oting. voted "present" 

or did not announce. 

ALABAMA 
I Eda:ard.• 
2 Dickin.<on 
3 Andrews 
4 Nichols 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchanan 
7 Bevill 
8 .Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Begich 
ARIZONA 

I Rhodes 
2 Udall 
:I Steiger 

ARKANSAS 

N Y N Y 
N Y N Y 
N. Y N Y 
N y y ,t 
N y y y 
N y y y 
? y y ,I 

N Y Y N 

y y y 
y y y 

? ? 
y y 
y y 
y y 

? 
y 
y 
y 
y N y 
y y ? 

YNNNNNN 

? y y y y y y 
YN?NN?N 
N y y y y ? y 

I Alexander N N Y Y Y ? ? 
2 Mills N Y ? N Y N ? 
.1Hammpr.-chmid1N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
4 Pryor Y N Y ? Y ? N 

CALIFORNIA 
I Clau.<en 
2 .Johnson 
3 Moss 
4 Leggett 
5 Burtlln 
6 Maillinrd 
i Dellums 
8 :\tiller 
9 Edwards. 

/() r.ubs1•r 
11 MrCl,JSke\' 
12 Ta/colt · 
1.1 Teague 
14 Waldie 
15. McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
18 Machins 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkins 
22 Corman 
2.1 C/aa:.<on 
2~ Rous.<elot 
25 Wiggins 
26 Rees 
27 Gold1m:er 
28 Bell 
29· Danielson 
30 Rovbal 
31 Wiison 
32 Hosmer 
.J:J Pecci.< 
:14 Hanna 
.1.'i Schmitz 
:!6 Wilson 
37 Van Oeerlin 
.. ~~ \'e"·'"'.'' 
COLORADO 

I McKel'itt 
2 Brotzman 
:l Ernns 
4 A>pinall 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter 
2 Ste•lr 
'.l Giaimo .. 

Democrats 

? y y y y'y y 
NN?NYNN 
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NNNNYN? 
YNNNNN? 
?YNNYYY 
YNNNNNN 
?YNNYN? 
YNNNNNN 
?Y??YY? 
?NNNYN? 
N y y y y ? y 
N y y y y y y 
? N N N ? N N 
NYNNYN? 
NN?NYN? 
YNYNYNN 
N y y y y y y 
NYNNYN? 
NYYYYY? 
? X N N N N N 
NNNNY?N 
NYYYYYY 
N,IYYYY? 
NY?NYY? 
YN?NNN? 
NYYYY?? 
N y y ? y ? ? 
NNNNYNN 
YNNNNNN 
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NY?YYYY 
NYYYY?? 
NN?NYN? 
NNYYNY? 
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N y y y y ? y 
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NNNNN?N 
N'Y?NYYY 

YNYNYN? 
YNYYYYN 
YNYYY?N 
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·4 McKinnry 
5 Monagan· 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 
FLORIDA 
I Sikes 
2 Fuqua 

.3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Frev · 
6 Gibbons 
7 Haley 
8 roung 
9 Rogers 

10 Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

I Hagan 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
.5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Davis 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

I Matsunaga 
2 !\link 

IDAHO 
I McClure 
2 Hansen 

ILLll!IOIS 
I Metealfe 
2 l\tik,·a 
3 Murphy, M. 
4 Venl'in.<ki 
:; ~luczrnski 

6 Collin~ 
7 :\nnuriziti 
R Hostenkowski 
9 Yates 

Jn Col11t·r 
11 l'urinski 
/:! MrC/urv· 
/:J Crane · 
1·1 f:rll'nborn 
1.5 \'ncann· 
16 A11derson 
17 Are11ds 
Iii Mit-hel 
19 Rail.-back 
20 Findle'\' 
21 Gray . 
22 Springer 
23 Shipley 
2~ Price 
IN DIANA 

I l\ladden 
2 Landgrebe 
:J Brademas 
4 Roush 
.5 Hilli.•. 
6 Brav 
7 Jl,fr~rs 
B Zion 
9 Hamilton 

LO lJen11i.< 
11 .Jacohs 
IOWA 

I Schu·engel 
2 Culver 
3 Cro.-;s 
-I Kvl 
s s;,,ith 
6 Mayne 
7 Scherle 
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.Y N ? Y Y Y ? 
YYNYYNY 

YNNNNN? 
? y y y y y y 
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Republu·an.< 

KANSAS 
I Sebeliu.• 
2 Hny 
:J Winn 
4 Shriver 
.5 Skubicz 

KENTUCKY 
I Stubhlefield 
2 Nalcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snvder 
5 Ca.rter 
6 Curlin 3 

7 Perkins 
LOUISIANA 

I Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick 
7 F.dwards 
8 Long 

MAINE 
I Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
I Mills 
2 Long 
3 Garmatz 
4 Sarha·nes 
.5 llo11an 
6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinen 
4 Donohue 
.5 .'\1nr ... e 
6 Harrinl(ton 
i Macdonald 

co o..o-"' <")'<I' -----
NY?YYY? 
YNNNYNN 
N y y y y y ? 
N y y y y y y 
N Y ? ,I Y Y ·Y 

?NYYYNY 
NNYYYNN 
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YNNYYY? 
YNYNYN? 
YNNNNN? 
YNNYYN? 
YNNNYYN 
YNNNYN? 
YNNNY?? 

8 O':\'eill 
9 !lick; 

JO fleck/Pr 
11 Burke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

I Con\'ef'>l 
2 F.sch 
.1 Rm1m 
4 Hutchin.•on 
.5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 Riegle 
8 HarL'e\' 
9 Van de;.. Jagt 

10 Cederberg 
11 Ruppe . 
12 O'Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Brnomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

I (Juie 
2 .\'elsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 Zu·ach 
i Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
I Aberneth\' 
2 Whitten· 
3 Griffin 
4 Montgomery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clay 
?. Symin)(ton 

YNNNYN? 
YNYYYNN 
YNNYYN? 
YNNYYNN 
NYNNYY.? 

?NNNN?? 
YNYYYY? 
NYYYYYY 
NYYYYYY 
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NYYYYYY 
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YNNNNN? 
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YNNN??? 

NYYYYY? 
NYYYYY? 
NYYNYY? 
NYYY?Y? 
N y y y y y ? 

YNNNN?N 
YNNNYN? 

8. HR 10835. Consumer Protection Agency. Moorhead 
(D Pa.) amendment to the committee's bill broadening the 
proposed agency's authority to intervene on behalf of con­
sumers in ·the proceedings of other federal agencies and providing 
the agency additional authority to act when other federal 
agencies refused to investigate consumer complaints. Rejected 
by recorded teller vote 160-218: R 15-138; D 145-80 (ND 131-
23; SD 14-57), Oct. 14, 1971. 

9. HR 8687. Defense Procurement Authorization. Hebert 
(D La.) motion to order the previous question (ending further 
debate and blocking the possibility of amending the motion to 
instruct conferees to accept the language of the Senate-passed 
Mansfield troop withdrawal amendment) on the Arends (R 
Ill.) motion to instruct conferees not to accept any nongermane 
Senate-passed amendments. Motion agreed to .215-193: R 139-
33; D 76-160 (ND 23-138; SD 53-22), Oct. 19, 19il. A "yea" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 7248. Higher Education Act of 1971. Broom­
field (R Mich.) amendment to the committee's bill postponing 
effectiveness of any federal court order requiring busing for 
racial, sex, religious or socio-economic b1:1lance until all :ippeals-:­
or the time for all appeals-had been exhausted. Adopted by 
recorded teller vote 235-12.'j: R 129-li; D 106-108 (ND 56-
90; SD 50-18), Nov. 4, 1971. 

/. Rep. (;POrge W. Andreu·.< ID .4/a.J died Dec. 26, 1971. 
2 Rep. Charlull• T. Reid ( R Ill.) resi~ned Ol'I. 7. 197 t. 
3. R1·p. Juhn C. Watts ([) Ky.) died Sept. 24, 1971. Rep. IVillinm P Curlin (lJJ u·as 
su·orn in fJPc. 6. 1971. replacing U'att~ . 
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I 

·;uJlirnn 
.and all 

.-lolling 
6 Hull 
7 Ha/I 
8 khord 
9 Hungate 

JO Burli>•m 
MONTANA 
I S/inup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
I Thone 
2 JlfcCollister 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Rarir>g 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 · W\'man 
2 cievdand 

NEW JERSEY 
I Hunt 
2 Stindman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
S Frelinghuy.<en 
6 Far<>· t /1 e 
7 Wid~all 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10 Rodino 
II Minish 
12 Dwvrr 
13 Gailagher 
14 Da1;iels · 
15 Patten 
NEW MEXICO 

I l.ujan 
Runnels· 
'#YORK 
Pike 

2 Gml'rr 
3 Wolff 

YNNY??? 
NYYYYN? 
YYNNNN? 
NYYJyyy 
NYYYNY? 
N ? y y y y y 

NNYNNNN 
YNYNYNN 

?YYYYYY 
YNNYYNN 

NYYYYY? 
NYYYYYY 
NY?YY?? 

4 W\'dler N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
5 l~nt ? Y Y Y Y Y • 
6 Halpern ? ? ? ? Y N N 
7 Addabbo Y N Y Y Y N N 
8 R0<enthal Y N N N N N N 
9 Delaney N Y Y Y Y Y ? 

10 Cell er Y N N N Y ? ? ' 
11 Brasco Y N Y N Y N ? 
12 Chisholm Y N N N N N ? 
13 Podell Y N Y N Y N ? 
14 Rooney N N N N Y N Y 
15S_ar~Y. ____ Y _ _!U-12l~. 
16 Murphy Y Y N Y ? ? Y 
17 Koch Y N ? N Y N ? 
18 Rangel Y N N N N ? N 
19 Abzug Y N N N N N N 

? Y Y ·y y. Y N 20 Ryan Y N N N N N N 
21 Badillo Y N N N N N ? 

N Y Y Y N Y Y 22 Scheuer Y N Y N N N ? 
y y y y y y y 23 Bingham Y N N N N N N 

24 Biaggi ? N Y N Y N ? 
N Y Y Y y Y ? 25 PC'o•ser N Y Y N Y N ? 
N Y Y Y y Y ? 26 R~id Y N N N Y N ? 
Y N N N N N N 27 Dow Y N N N N N N 
?XNNNNN 
NYYNYY? 
NN?YYYY 
N'N Y Y Y Y Y 
YNNYYNN 
YNNNNN? 
YNNNYN~ 

YNNNYNN 
NN?YYN? 
YNNNYNY 

·Y N N N Y N ? 
YNNNYN? 

28 Fish N Y N Y Y Y ? 
29 Si rat ton Y Y Y Y Y N ? 
30 King N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
31 McEwen N y· Y Y Y Y Y 
32 Pirnie N Y ? Y Y Y ? 
3.1 Robison N N Y N Y Y ? 
34 .Tern· ? Y Y Y Y Y Y 
3.5 Haniev Y N Y Y Y N ? 
36 Horta~ N y y N y N ? 
37 Conable N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
J8 Hastin11s N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
.19 Kemp ? Y Y Y Y Y ? 
40 Smith N Y ? Y Y ? Y 

? Y ? Y ? ? ? 41 Dulski Y N Y Y Y N Y 
N N Y Y Y ? ? NORTH CAROLINA 

YNYYNYN 
NYYYYY? 
YNYYYNN 

l Jonas N N Y Y Y Y N 
2 Fountain N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
3 Henderson N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
4 Galifianakis Y N Y Y Y ? N 
.S Miiel/ N Y Y Y Y Y Y 

11. H J Res 191. School Prayer Amendment. Adoption of 
a proposed constitutional amendment providing that it was 
constitutionally permissible for persons in public buildings to 
participate in voluntary prayer. Rejected 240-163: R 138-26; D 
102-137 (ND 48-114; SD 54-23), Nov. 8, 1971. A two-thirds major­
ity vote (268 in this case) is required to adopt a proposed consti­
tutional amendment. 

12. HR 10947. Rel(enue Act of 1971. Adoption of the 
conference report (S Rept 92-5.13) on the bill reducing federal, 
individual and business taxes to stimulate the economy and 
establishing a federal presidential election campaign fund 
effective in 1973. Adopted 321-75: R 158-9; D 163-66 (ND 95-
57; SD 68-9), Dec. 9, 1971. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

13. HR 11309. Economic Stabilization Act Extension. 
Stephens (D Ga.) amendment to the committee's bill limiting 
mandatory payment of pay raises scheduled under pre-freeze 
contracts and laws to those in compengation for which prices 
or taxes had been raised, appropriations made, funds other­
wise raised or producti\·ity increased. Adopted by recorded 
teller vote 209-151: R 141-13; D 68-138 (ND 13-119; SD 55-19), 
Dec. IO, ·1971. 

14. S. 2819. Foreign Military Assistance Authorization. 
Morgan (D Pa.) motion to table Hyan (D N.Y.) motion instruc­
ting House conferees to accPpt the Mansfield. amendment which 
'mule! ·set 11 policy of withdrawal of U.S. forces from Indochina 
within six mol1ths upon release of all U.S. POWs. Motion adopted 

')I: R 18-12; D 52-89 (ND 18-73; SD 34-16), .Dec. 16, 1971. 
11. Joltri lleinz Ill ( U />a.) .~u-orn iii Nov. 4, 1971. to rt'p/ate Rf'p. Hubcrl T. C(Jr· 

1, det·('asf'd. 

.5 Hep. Jame. r.. Fult<>n IR Pa.) died IJQ(, 6, 1971. 
1;, _Rf'p. Hnb~rt T. 8tnlfr1rd rR Vt.) TPs:i,::ra~d Srpt. 17, 19il. lttfl('C('pl appointmPnt to the 
. ..,e,,ate (.~ll ~('natp rhart ). 

6 Prever 
7 Le~non 
R Ruth 
9 Jones 

10 Bro,·hill 
11 Ta~:lor 
NORTH DAKOTA 
I Andr<'u·s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
I Keating 
2 Clann· 
.1 Whalen 
4 McCulloch 
5 Latia 
6 Harsha 
7 Brou·n 
8 Betts 
9 Ashle,-

10 Mille~ 
II Stanton 
12 Det·ine 
J3 Mo,hrr 
14 Seiberling 
/.S WYiie 
16 Bou 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Ha\'s 
19 ca;,1f\" 
20 Stant~n 
21 Stoke> 
22 Vanik 
23 Min•hall 
24 Pour// 
OKLAHOMA 

I Belcher 
2 Edmnnd;;on 
3 Alhen 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 lamp 

OREGON 
I \~"·art 
2 Cilman 
3 Green 
4 IJP//en/;ack 

PENNSYLVANIA 
I Barrett 
2 :\ix 
3 Bnne 
4 Eillmg 
5 Green 
6 Yatron 
7 ll'illiams 
8 Riester 
9 Warr 

J() .\fc1Jade 
II Flood 
12 \i-'ha/IC\ 
13 louphlin 
14 !\lonrhead 
15 Roonev 
16 Eshle;,,an 
17 Srhr.eebeli 
Ill Heinz~ 
J9 (;oudlinp 
20 Gavdos 
21 De~t 
22 Sador 
2.1 John.•on 
24 Vigorito 
25 Clark 
26 Morgan 
27 Fulton·; 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tieman 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I ])a,-i,· 
2 Spence 
:l Dnrn 
4 Mann 
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5 ·Gett vs 
6 '.\1c'.\i ill an 

SOUTH DA KOT A 
I Denholm 
2 Ahourezk 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 /laker 
4 E\'ins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 Jones 
9 Kuykendall 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Dowdy 
3 Collins 
4· Robens 
5 c.bell 
6 Tc·ague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckhardt 

' 9 Brooks 
JO Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 \\'right 
13 Purcell 
14 Young 
15 de la Garza 
16 White . 
17 Burleson 
JR Price 
19 Mahon 
20 Conzalez 
21 Fi,hrr 
:l2 Ca'°'. 
23 I\ a l<:n 
UTAH 

I !\kKay 
2 u,,vd 

VERMONT 
AL Stafford6 
VIRGINIA 

I Downing 
2 Whit.·hur.•t 
3 Sat1erfield 
4 Abbi11 
5 Daniel 
6 Poff 
7 Robin.<on 
8 Scott 
9. Wampler 

/() Rrovhi// 
WASHINGTON 

J l'rlh· 
2 '.\fe~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 F'olev 
6 Hicks 
i Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Kast en meier 
:1 Thnm.<rm 
4 Zabh•cki 
5 Reus!-' 
6 .":i'teiJ!rr 
i Obey 
R H\·n1Ps 
9 fiaris 

JO r1·J<:.,11.•ki 
WYOMING 
AL Honcalio 
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ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

ALASKA 
Gravel 
Stevens 

ARIZONA 
Fannin 
Goldu·ater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright 
McClellan 

CALIFORNIA 

NNYNYYN 
./YYNYYY 

tYYYYN? 
N?NNYYY 

NNNNYYN 
?NNNNY? 

NYYYNNY 
N?NYYYY 

. __ Cransto~n __ -"""l__!_~--'Ll'....~-Y 
Tunney X Y Y N Y N Y 

COLORADO 
A/Iott 
Dominick' 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribicoff 
Weick er 

DELAWARE 

Y -NNYYN 
NNNNYYN 

YXYYYNY 
NNNNYY? 

Boggs Y N N N Y Y Y 
Roth N N N N Y Y N 

FLORIDA 
. Chiles N Y Y N t Y Y 

Gurney N N N N Y Y N 
GEORGIA 

Gambrell X Y Y Y ./ Y 
Talmadge N ? Y Y Y Y N 

HAWAII 
Inouye ? Y Y Y Y N Y 
Fong Y N N N Y Y Y 

IDAHO 
·Churoh N Y Y ? Y N Y 
Jordan N ? N N Y Y N 

ILLINOIS 
Stey_e~.ori_ __ · _Y_Y_:!__!l_!__Y_J. 
Percy Y N N N Y ./ ? 

IN DIANA. 
BUJ1h N y Y y o N Y 
Harlke ? ./ Y ? ? N Y 

Democrats Republicans 

IOWA 
Hughe• 
Miller 

KANSAS 
Dole 
Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
Cook 
Cooper 

LOUISIANA 
Ellender 
Long 

MAINE 

??.YYYNY 
?NNNYYN 

NNNNYYN 
YNNNYYN 

NNNNYYN 
./NNNYYN 

X?YYYYN 
? y y y y y ? 

,_Muskie_ . ? Y Y ? ? N ./ 
Smith ~N·i~i-~i'-N"YT -

MARYLAND 
Beall 
Mathias 

MASSACHUSETTS 

YNNNYYN 
YNYNYYY 

Kenned)' ,/ Y Y Y Y N Y 
Ei;;;;;,,;;.- ---v-=-N-N-·vt-i·v 

MICHIGAN 
Hart 
Griffin 

MINNESOTA 
Humphrey 
l\fondale , 

MISSISSIPPI 
Eastland 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 
·Eagleton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Mansfield 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis 
Jlru.,ka 

NEVADA 
Hi tile 
Cannon 

YYYYYNY 
YNNNYYN 

././YNYNY 

./YYYYN'( 

N N N N Y Y N' 
NYNN_YYN 

? y y y y y y 
NYYYYYY 

NYYYYXY 
./YYYYNY 

-NNYYN 
-NNNYYN 

N y y y y y y 
NYYNYYY 

8. HR 9910. Foreign Aid Authorization. Passage of the 
bill authorizing appropriations of $2,929,870,000 for foreign 
economic and military assistance programs in fiscal 1972 under 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and the Foreign Military 
Sales Act. Rejected 27-41: R 19-15; D 8-26 (ND 7-14; SD 1-12), 
Oct. 29, 1971. 

9. HR 10947. Revenue Act of 1971. Bayh (D Ind.) amend­
ment to the committee's bill reducing to 5 percent from 20 per­
cent the variance from the life of assets permitted under the 
Asset Depreciation Range system and providing an individual 
tax credit of $25 ($50 for a rnarried couple filing a joint return) 
for 1971 only. Rejected 39-40: R 1-34; D 38-6 (ND 28-1; SD 10-5), 
Nov. 15, 1971. · 

10. HR 10947. Revenue Act of 1971. Pastore (D R.L) 
amendment (Title X)-as modified by Allen, Buckley and 
Mathias amendments and other amendments adopted by voice 
vote-Allow each taxpayer to designate $1 of his annual tax 
payment for a contribution to the campaign of an eligible presi­
dential candidate or to a public campaign fund to be shared by 
eligible presidential candidates. Adopted 52-47: R 2-42; D 50-
5 (ND 37-0; SD 13-5), Nov. 22, 1971. A "nay" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

11. HR 11731. Defense - Appropriations, Fiscal 1972. 
Adoption of< the committee amendment to the bill adding a 
new section prohibiting the use of funds after June 15, 1972, for 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre 
Cotton· 

NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 
Anderson 
Montoya 

NEW YORK 
Buckley• 
Javits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin 
Jordan 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick 
Young 

OHIO 
Sax be 
Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris 
Bellman 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
Packwood 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
Pastore 
Pell 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollini:s 
Thurmond 

SOUTH DA KOT A 
McGovern 
ft.fondt 

TENNESSEE 
Baker 
Brock 

y y y y y y y 
XNN?YYN 

?YYYfNY 
YYYNYNY 

tNNNYYN 

- KEY -
Y Record \'OI e for I wa I. 
• Paired for. · 
I Announced fnr. 
N Record \'Ole ai:ainst fnay). 
X Paired n~ain~t. 

Announced again~t. 
? Not ,.olinl(, \'Oted "present" 

or did not annnunce. 

Y ? N N Y N Y t-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
Moss 
Bennett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr.•• 
Spong 

WASHINGTON 
.Jackson 
l\fal(nuson 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd 
Randolph 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson 
Proxmire 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hans1m 

NYYNYYY 
·NNYYN 

YYYYYNY 
YNNN??? 

YNNYYYN 
YNNYYYY 

NNNNYYN 
NYYNYYY 

ttYNYNY 
NYYYYNY 

N Y Y Y Y· Y X 
NYYYYYY 

XYYYYNY 
YYYYNYY 

./YYNYYY 
NNNNYYN 

••fl.nd riveted a.i indt•pendt>nt 

the support of U.S. military personnel in Europe in excess of 
250,000 men (current troop strength was 300,000 men). Rejected 
39-54: R 5-37; D 34-17 (ND 26-7; SD 8-10), Nov. 23, 1971. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. S 2891. Economic Stabilization Act Extension. Pas­
sage of the bill extending to April 30, 1973, the President's au­
thority to stabilize the economy and expanding the executive 
power provided by the Act. Passed 86-4: R 41-1; D 45-3 (ND 
31-1; SD 14-2), Dec. 1, 1971. 

13. Exec Rept 92-16. Rehnquist Nomination. Confirma­
tion of the nomination of William H. Rehnquist of Arizona as 
an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court. Confirmed 68-26: 
R 38-3; D 30-23 (ND 14-21; SD 16-2), Dec. 10, 1971. A "yea", was 
a vote. supporting the President's position. 

14. S 2007. Economic Opportunity Act Amendments of 
1971. Reconsideration and passage of the bill, Yetoen by Presi­
dent Nixon Dec. 9, extending the Office of Economic Opportunity 
(OEO) for two years through fiscal 1974, authorizing Si>.:1-billion 
for OEO programs, establishing a comprehensive child develop­
ment program and creating a National Legal Service~ Corpora­
tion. Veto sustained 51-36: R 10-29; D 41-7 (ND 33-0; SD 8-7), 
Dec. 10, 1971. A two-thirds majority vote (58 in this case) is re­
quired to override a presidential veto. A "nay" was a \'Ole 

supporting the President's position. 



·Voting Study: Key Votes 

KEY VOTES 1972 

Each year Congressional Quarterly selects a series of 
key votes on major issues. An issue is defined as a matter 
of major controversy, a test of presidential or political 
power, or a decision of potentially great impact on the 
nation and the lives of Americans. The votes selected 
are those which, in the opinion of Congressional Quar­
terly, were the most important in determining the outcome 
of congressional consideration of an issue. 

Questions of equal rights, presidential and congres­
sional power, federal spending, and the war in Indochina 
were among the key votes in 1972: 

Senate Key Votes 

1. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. A 
long battle to equip the Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission (EEOC) with the authority to enfo~ind­
ings of employment discrimination througb--eease-and­
desist orders ended in defeat Feb. 15 ..men the Senate 
adopted, 45-39, 'a substitute proposal authorizing the · 
EEOC to ask federal courts to enforce its findings. Repub­
licans and southern Democrats provided the majority in 
favor of the more moderate enforcement powers: R 27-12; 
D lS-27 (ND 3-26; SD 15~1). Cease-and-desist powers had 
been the. goal ·of civil rights advocates ever since the 
EEOC was created by the Civil Rights Act of 1964 with­
out enforcement power. The Nixon administration initially 
proposed the court-enforcement approach as an alterna­
tive. The Senate, twice during the five-week debate on 
the enforcement measure (S 2515), rejected the court­
enfcircement approach by a two-vote margin. It reversed 
its position after two attempts to limit further debate on 
the bill had failed. The Senat.e passed the modified 
enforcement bill Feb. 22 by a 73-16 vote; and in March 
Congress cleared a bill similar to the Senate-approved 
version. (p. 247) . 

2. EDUCATION AID/BUSING RESTRICTIONS. 
To provide Senate conferees on the omnibus educa­
tion bill (S 659) with some alternative to stringent anti­
busing provisions added to that bill by the House, the 
Senate Feb. 29 adopted, by a 63-34 vote (R 28-16; D. 
35-18 (ND 33-2; SD 2-16) more moderate anti-busing 
language proposed by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.) and Minority Leader Hugh Scott (R Pa.). 
The language adopted by the Senate forbade use of 
federal funds for busing "except on the written request 

·of local school officials," forbade such use of funds when 
the health of the children involved was risked by busing 
or when the busing impinged upon the educational pro­
cess, forbade federal pressure for busing necessitating 
spending of state or local funds "unless constitutionally 
required," and postponed, until all appeals were ex­
hausted, the effective date of any federal court order 
requiring busing between school districts or the consoli­
dation of school districts. The anti-busing language con­
tained in the final version of S 659 was similar to the 
Mansfield-Scott proposals (House key vote 3) (p. 385) 

~ 
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3. EQUAL RlGHTS. Forty-nine years after it was 
first introduced in the Congress, a constitutional amend­
ment guaranteeing equal rights for men and women 
(HJ Res 208) was approved by the Senate March 22 
and sent to the states for ratification. The Senate vote 
was 84-8, 22 more than the two-thirds majority required: 
R 37-6; D 47-2 (ND 34-0; SD 13-2). The House had ap­
proved an identical constitutional amendment in October 
1971 by a 354-23 roll-call vote. If approved by three­
fourths (38) of the states, the amendment would be the 
27th added to the. Constitution. As of Oct. 19, 1972. 21 
states had ratified the amendment. (p. 199) 

4. CONGRESSIONAL IMMUNITY. Reacting 
to the Justice Department's contention that an aide to 
Sen. Mike Gravel (D Alaska) should be questioned by a 
federal grand jury concerning his role in Gravel's release 
in June 1971 of certain portions of the once-secret Penta­
gon Papers, the Senate March 23 voted 55-27 to approve 
a resolution (S Res 280) authorizing the Senate to file a 
friend-of-the-court brief in the case before the Supreme 
Court and to pay the expenses of printing Gravel's brief; 
At issue was the extent to which and to whom congres­
sional immunity could be extended. In the view of the 
Ju$tice Department, the constitutional protection of 
immunity was limited solely to members of Congress. The 
court June 29 held that the immunity did not shield a 
senator or his aide from questioning by a grand jury con­
cerning arrangements for obtaining or publishing the 
papers, but only from questioning concerning legislative 
acts. All the votes against the resolution were cast by 

. Republicans: R 15-27; D 40-0.(p. 81.5) 
5. KLEINDIENST NOMINATION. Acting Attor­

ney General Richard G. Kleindienst survived the longest 
confirmation hearing in Senate history-24 days-to win 
the attorney generalship June 8 by the lopsided margin 
of 64-19. Every Republican voting and 26 Democrats 
voted t0 confirm: R 38-0; D 26-19 (ND 12-17; SD 14-2). 
The President had nominated Kleindienst for attorney 
general Feb. 15. The Judiciary Committee, after two days 
of hearings, voted unanimously Feb. 29 to approve the 
nomination. But at Kleindienst's request, hearings were 
reopened March 2 after columnist Jack Anderson charged 
Kleindienst lied in disclaiming any role in the Justice 
Department's out-of-court settlement of antitrust cases 
against· International Telephone and Telegraph Corp. 
(ITT). The wide-ranging hearings produced much conflict­
ing testimony during their 22 days, but the committee 
voted 11-4 April 27 to reconfirm its decision. (p. 207) 

6. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. By a one-vote 
margin, the Senate July 20 rejected a Republican­
sponsored substitute proposal reducing· to $2.00 and 
limiting the coverage of a bill (S 1861) raising the hourly 
minimum wage. The substitute, sponsored by Robert 
Taft Jr. (R Ohio) and Peter H. Dominick (R Colo.), was 
~efeated 46-47 despite the strong support of the adminis­
tration arid business and agricultural lobby groups: R 
30-13; D 16-34 (ND 2-33; SD 14-1). The Senate later 
passed a bill raising the wage floor for most manufactur­
ing and retail employees to $2.20 and extending coverage 



VOTJNG STVJJJES Key Votes - 2 

under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 19:J8 to about 7 
million additional workers. Earlier in the year House 
Republicans successfully had waged a similar effort to 
weaken the House version and later they blocked a move 

send both versions of the· bill to a House-Senate con­
ence, killing the bill. (House key votes 1, 10) (p. 361) 

7. FOREIGN MILITARY AID. For the second 
time in less than a year, the Senate rejected a forr~gn aid 
bill, when by a 42-48 roll call July 24, it refused to ap­
prove a bill (S 3390) authorizing appropriations of $1.72-
billion in fiscal 1973 for military aid programs and $100-
million for Bangladesh relief. The bill's defeat was 
assured earlier when the Senate, 46-49, refused to delete 
an amendment proposed by Edward W. Brooke (R Mass.) 
to cut off funds for U.S. military involvement in Indo­
china. With Republicans voting against final passage 
(14-29), supporters of President Nixon's Vietnam disen­
gagement policies successfully united with Democratic 
opponents of military aid to defeat the bill: R 14-29; D 
28- rn (ND 22-10; SD 6-9). (p. 449) 

8. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. Reaf­
firming the end-the-war stance adopted two weeks earlier 
by its approval of the Brooke amendment to the military 
aid authorization bill (vote 7 above), the Senate Aug. 2, 
by a 49-47 roll-call vote, adopted a nearly identical 
Brooke amendment to a military procurement bill (HR 
15495). Adoption of the amendment was assured by the 
votes. of 11 Republicans who supported the fund cut-off 
despite the administration's oppositionto the amendment: 
R 11-33; D 38-14 (ND 32-5; SD 6-9). The amendment cut 
off funds for U.S. forces in Vietnam within four months 
of enactment, pending release of U.S. prisoners of war. 
Unlike the first Brooke amendment, which died when the 
'enate rejected the military aid bill to which it was 
Ltached, the second amendment was approved again 

when the Senate passed the military procurement bill, 
92-5: As expected, House conferees refused to allow the 
provision to remain in the final version of the bill. (p. 404) 

9. ABM TREATY~ Giving its approval to one of 
two major arms control agreements signed by President 
Nixon May 26' during his visit to the Soviet Union, the 
Senate by an 88-2 roll call on Aug. 3 approved ratifica­
tion of a treaty limiting defensive missiles. The treaty, 
negotiated at the strategic arms limitation (SALT) talks, 
limited both the United States and Soviet Union to two 
anti-ballistic missile (ABM) sites, one protecting an 
offensive missile site and the other the national capital. 
In agreeing to the treaty, each nation agreed not to pro­
tect itself against nuclear attack in the hope that mutual 
vulnerability would keep the other from ·launching its 
missiles. (p. 589) 

10. NO-FAULT AUTO INSURANCE. Opponents 
of a national no-fault auto insurance bill (S 945) won at 
least a temporary victory when the Senate Aug. 8, by 
a 49-46 roll-call vote, sent the bill to the Judiciary Com­
mittee for further study. The vote killed the bill for the 
92nd Congress. The strong bill reported from the Com­
merce Committee was opposed by the administration 
which preferred that states write their own no-fault 
insurance laws. Lobbying for and against the bill was 
intensive. Supporters included several consumer groups, 
the American Insurance Association, labor unions and 
rental car companies. Among the opponents were most 
nvernors and state insurance com.missioners, the Ameri­

can Trial Lawyers Association and the National Associa­.._ 

tion of Independent Insurers. Twenty-eight Republicans 
and 21 Democrats voted to recommit the bill: R 28-13; 
D 21-33 (ND 7-30; SD 14~3). (p. 695) 

11. GENERAL REVENUE SHARING. Outnum­
bered in the House, where representation is by population, 
smaller states fared relatively poorly in the formula 
contained in the House version of the general revenue­
sharing bill (HR 14370) for distributing federal revenues 
among the states. Jn the Senate, however, where each 
state is equally represented, the Finance Committee, 
dominated by small-state senators, revised the formula 
to provide more money to the rural, less industrialized 
states of the South and West. It became clear that small 
states had the votes to uphold their interests and the 
revised formula Sept. 6, when the Senate by a 24-61 
roll call rejected an amendment by Abraham Ribicoff 
(D Conn.) to drop the Finance Committee formula in 
favor of a distribution giving greater shares to larger 
states. All 24 votes for Ribicoffs amendment were cast 
by senators from states whose shares would have in­
creased under the new formula: R 11-29; D 13-32 (ND 
13-16; SD 0-16). (p. 636) 

12. GENERAL HEVENUE SHAHING. Resolving 
a dispute· between two strong-willed committee chair­
men, the Senate Sept. 7, by a 34-49 vote, -refused to 
amend the general revenue-sharing bill (HR 14370) to 
require annual appropriations of funds to be shared with 
the states. The rejected amendment was proposed by 
Appropriations Committee Chairman John L. McClellan 
(D Ark.) who objected that the Finance Committee, headed 
by Russell B. Long (D La.), had infringed upon his 
committee's jurisdiction by reporting a bill which appro­
priated to a trust fund funds for a five-year $29.6-billion 
program, bypassing the Appropriations Committee. State 
and local government representatives opposed subjecting 
revenue sharing to the annual appropriations process, 
arguing that they could not plan ahead for using shared 
revenues if the amount available each year was subject 
to congressional reductions through the appropriations 
process. Of the 34 votes cast in favor of the McClellan 
amendment, 21 were cast by members of the Appropria­
tions Committee: R 11-23; D 23-26 (ND 15-17; SD 8-9). 

13. SALT AGREEMENT. More than a month 
after approving the ABM treaty (Senate vote 9), the 
Senate gave qualified support to a companion five-year 
agreement limiting deployment of offensive missiles. 
After a frequently acrimonious six-week debate that 
ended only after cloture was invoked, the Senate ap­
proved the agreement (SJ Res 241) by an 88-2 roll call. 
In the key vote, however, the Senate, Sept. 14 before 
passing the resolution, by a 56-35 roll call adopted an 
amendment urging the United States to take a hard line 
in negotiations for a permanent offensive arms treaty. 
The amendment, proposed by Henry M. Jackson (D 
Wash.) and bitterly opposed by Foreign Relations Com­
mittee Chairman J. W. Fulbright (D Ark.), requested 
that the United States insist on equality between U.S. 
and Soviet offensive force levels under any future agree­
ment and stated the position that failure to negotiate 
such an agreement would be grounds for abrogating the 
ABM treaty. With the White House endorsing Jackson's 
proposal, it carried with strong support among Republi­
cans and southern Democrats: R 30-11; D 26-24 (ND 10-
22; SD 16-2). (p. 622) 

1972 CQ ALMANAC-31 

' I~ ·' 

''·lt&IJJQlllZllJl.,1.IAI. a!l'l.2t•a•. 22. li!P.£1!!.l!ZS!!!l#lltllk!ll&llJ. lllt..,,1110!1!1¥11. 1!11. •••--.,. "' 111x-... .. - .. ll!'lll---...,----------------------·-· .. ··- .. ·---·----· 



.,,,., .. ,._ 
;..;ri~f.• ... 

Key Votes - 3 VOTING STUDIES 

14. MASS THANSlT. For the first time since the 
Highway Trust Fund was created in 1956 to finance con­
struction of the Interstate Highway System, the Senate 
Sept. 19 approved an amendment to a highways bill 
(S 3939), by a 48-26 roll-call vote, allowing revenues 
from the fund to be spent on mass transit projects, in­
cluding subway construction and bus purchases. Intro­
duced by Edmund S. Muskie (D Maine) and John Sher­
man Cooper (R Ky.), the amendment would give states 
the option of using up to $800-million annually for road 
construction, buses, fringe parking facilities or rail transit 
in urban areas, instead of only highways. But t.he House 
sidestepped a vote on the issue, and the proposal later 
was killed in a House-Senate conference. The issue, how­
ever, would be on the agenda of the 93rd Congress, since 
final action was not completed on the Federal-Aid High­
way Act of 1972 (S 3939). Voting for the mass transit 
amendment were a majority of members of both parties: 
R 24-8; D 24·18 (ND 19-8; SD 5-10). 

15. WELFARE REFORM. Senate liberals were 
defeated in their effort to reform the nation's welfare 
system:--and a death blow was dealt to all efforts at 
welfare reform in the' 92nd Congress-when the Senate 
Oct. 3 agreed to kill an amendment to the Social Secu­
rity-welfare reform bill (HR 1) which would create a new 
program of training and employment for welfare recipi­
ents and would provide a minimum guaranteed annual 
income of $2,600 for a family of four. President Nixon 
refused to support this amendment; proposed by former 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare Abraham 
Ribicoff (D Conn.), and said he would oppose any plan 
guaranteeing an annual income of more than $2,400-

. the figure approved by the House in 1971. Conservatives, 
led by Russell B. Long (D La.), chairman of the Finance 
Committee which had reported the bill, backed a "work­
fare" plan making able-bodied family heads ineligible 
for welfare and requiring them to take federally guaran­
teed jobs. In the key vote, the Senate, 52-34, accepted a 
motion by Long to table and thus kill the Ribicoff amend­
ment. The motion was adopted with the support of every 
voting southern Democrat and of a majority of Republi­
cans: R 24-15; D 28-19 (ND 11-19; SD 17-0). Realizing after 
this vote that none of the three welfare reform proposals 
-the Ribicoff plan, the administrntion plan, or the "work­
fare" plan':__had majority support in the· Senate, that 
body approved only tests of the three different proposals. 
Conferees deleted all family welfare reform provisions 
from the bill. (p. 899) 

16. CONSUMER PROTECTION AGENCY. Sup­
porters of strong consumer legislation lost their major 
battle in 1972 when the Senate Oct. 5 failed for a third 
time to invoke cloture and limit debate on a bill (S 3970) 
to create an independent agency to represent consumer 
interests before federal agencies and courts: The final 
vote was 52-3{},-three votes short of the two-thirds present 
and voting needed. The successful lobby campaign 
against the bill was waged by numerous businesses and 
industries, including the Grocery Manufacturers -of 
Amedca Inc., the National Association of Manufacturers, 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, and Procter and Gamble. 
The bill's sponsors laid responsibility for the bill's death 
on the administration. Publicly the administration sup­
ported the narrower version of the bill passed by the 
House in 1971, but supporters of the Senate bill charged ... 
32-1972 CQ ALM~NAC 

that the administration opposed enactment of any advo- ' 
cacy bill and that administration acquiescence to the 
filibuster finally killed the bill. On the final vote, 18 
Republicans and 12 Democrats opposed cloture: R 20-18; 
D 32-12 (ND 26-1; SD 6-11). (p. 703) 

17. BUSING RESTRICTIONS. The strongest 
anti-busing bill in history died Oct. 12 when the Senate 
failed for the third time to invoke cloture and cut off 
debate on the Equal Educational Opportunities bill (HR 
13915). Although the bill was supported by the President 
and had passed the House by a large majority, Senate 
Democratic and Republican liberals were able to block 
cloture. The key vote Oct. 12 was 49-38, nine short of the . 
58 needed: R 26-12; D 23-26 (ND 7-25; SD 16-1). The bill 
would have barred busing except to the school closest or 
next closest to the pupil's home and allowed the reopen-. 
ing of previous school desegregation cases in order that 
new desi:gregation plans could be formed in compliance 
with the bill's provisions restricting busing. White House 
aides lobbied hard for the bill and conceded to reporters 
that their effort to invoke cloture represented one of the 
few times the President chose to intervene in a proce­
dural matter in Congress. Nixon wanted a vote on the 
bill and was confident the Senate would approve it if 
given a chance, they said. (House.key vote BJ (p. 673) 

18. DEBT Lll\UT/SPENDING CEILING. In a 
sharp rebuff to President Nixon, the Senate Oct. 17 
refused to yield to the President even limited authority 
to cut federal spending to $250-billion in fiscal 1973. Not 
satisfied with the compromise guidelines imposed by HR 
16810, the Senate, 27-39, rejected a conference report 
(H Rept 92-1606) on the bill which would have exempted 
certain areas from spending cutbacks and. limited reduc­
tions in other budget categories to 20 pe-rcent: R 15-10; 
D 12-29 (ND 6-24; SD 6-5). The Senate's adamant oppo­
sition to any broad grant of budget-cutting power to the 
President doomed Nixon's demands for the unlimited 
authority to hold down federal spending which had been 
given him by the House. Conferees later deleted the 
spending ceiling from the bill which increased t.he public 
debt limit t.o $465-billion through June 30, 1973. The 
issue becamd the major power play of 1972 between Con­
gress and the White House, with opponents of the spend­
ing ceiling contending that it would hand over to the 
President Congress' chief legislative duty under the 
Constitution. The controversy was fueled by Nixon's 
threats to accuse Congress in the November elections of 
fiscal irresponsibility in approving increasingly high 
levels of spending unless members approved his spending 
ceiling request; (House key vote 11) (p. 419) 

House Key Votes 
1. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. The House May 

11 signaled its determination to resist efforts to pass a 
comprehensive minimum wage bill in 1972 when it re­
jected, by a 217-191 recorded teller vote, a liberal ver­
sion reported by the Education and Labor Committee. 
The conserva~ive coalition instead adopted a substitute 
bill sponsored by John N. Erlenborn (R Ill.) and sup­
ported by the administration and business and agricul­
tural interests: R 148-20; D 69-171 (ND 6-154; SD 63-17). 
The rejected committee provisions would have extended 
coverage under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
about 6 million additional workers and would have imme-
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diately boosted the minimum wage to $2,00 an hour from 
· existing wage floor of $1.60 an hour for most manufac-

- g and retail workers and $1.30 for certain farm work-
' set in 1966. The substitute (HR 7130) postponed the 

increase until 1973 and provided no additional coverage. 
The Senate by a close margin later defeated a similar 
move to narrow the scope of its bill, and both died late in 
the. session when the House refused to send them to a 
House~Senate conference committee. (Senate key vote 6; 
House key vote 10) (p. 3J6) 

2. UNITED NATIONS. The UN, never a popular 
vote-getter in Congress, reached the nadir of esteem there 
May 18 when the House refused on a recorded teller vote 
of. 156-202, to restore funding of $25,103,500 for the 
international body and seven affiliated agencies cut out 
of an appropriations bill by the Appropriations Com­
mittee. By the same vote the House refused to drop a 
committee provision limiting U.S. contributions to the 
UN and its agencies to 25 percent of the agencies' total 
annual assessments. The amendment to restore the funds 
and drop the limitation, offered by Edward J. Derwinski 
(R lll.) to the fiscal 1973 State, Justice, Commerce Depart­
ments appropriations bill (HR 14989), was supported by 
President Nixon, but opposed by a majority of Republi­
cans. Supporters of the amendment said it would be 
illegal. for the United States to unilaterally reduce its 
contributions to 25 percent from 31.5 percent, and that the 
UN might go bankrupt _as a result. But the conservative 
coalition of Republicans and southern Democrats, upset 
at the growing power of the communist and neutral coun­
•ries in the UN, and by the admission of Red China to 

e body in 1971, garnered sufficient votes to defeat the 
.. mendment: R 56-99; D 100-103 (ND 92-49; SD 8-54). The 
Senate restored the UN funds and conferees retained 
them and the 25-percent limit, delaying the effective 
date of the limit until.late 1973. (p. 301) 

3. EDUCATION AID/BUSING RESTRICTIONS. 
The House June 8-by the relatively narrow margin of 
38 votes (218-180)-cleared for the President's signature 
a landmark bill -(S 659) authorizing $21-billion in federal 
aid to postsecondary education and desegregating school 
districts. Controversy over anti-busing language con­
tained in the bill overshadowed the importance of its other 
provisions which authorized new programs of basic grants 
for every qualified needy college student, of federal cost~ 
of-instruction allowances to colleges and universities, 
of expand~d aid to career education and of $2-billion in 
aid to desegregating school districts. Late in 1971 the 
House had attached strict anti-busing language to the 
bill; early in 1972 the Senate had added more moderate 
restrictions. Twice-in March and in May-the House took 
the unusual step of voting to instruct its conferees on the 
bill to insist on retaining the stiff House restrictions. The 
votes to instruct were decisive-272-140 and 275-124-but 
still House conferees accepted compromise language, 
risking House rejection of the entire bill. The Senate 
killed, 44-26, an attempt to send the final version b~ck 
to the conferees with instructions that they accept the 
House anti-busing provisions, and then adopted the 
conference report May 24 by a 63-15 vote. The final 
•1ersion managed to anger conservatives who desired more · 
.tringent restrictions and liberals who considered the 
compromise language unconstitutional. The division was 

_ evident in both parti~ on the June 8 House vote: R 89-
76; D 129-104 (ND 109-44; SD io-60). (p. 385) 

·. 

4. GENERAL REVENUE SHARING. Jn a first step 
toward President Nix on 's "great goal" of revitalizing the 
federal system, the House June 22, by a vote of 275-122, 
passed a bill sharing $29.6-billion in federal revenues with 
state and local governments over five years. Pa.Ssage of the 
bill in the form reported by the Ways and Means Commit­
tee had been assured June 21 when the House agreed, 223-
185, to end debate on the rule barring floor amendments 
to the committee bill. As passed by the House, HR 14370 
favored larger, more industrialized states in distributing 
revenue-sharing funds and provided a bonus for states 
collecting income taxes. Republicans and northern Demo­
crats gave strong support to the bill; most southern 
.Democrats-many from rural states-voted against it: 
R 122-42; D 153-80 (ND 124-32; SD 29-48). (Senate key 
votes 11, 12) (p. 636) 

5. CYCLAMATE COMPENSATION. Six House 
members changed their votes from nay to yea July 24, pro­
viding a seven-vote margin (177-170) to pass a bill (HR 
13366) permitting food growers, manufacturers, packers 
and distributors to sue the federal government for losses 
incurred as a result of the 1969 government ban on cycla­
mates. Passage of the bill, said opponents, would set a bad 
precedent, making the federal government liable for 
damages every time it ordered a hazardous substance off 
the market. (Since the cyclamate ban, the Food and Drug 
Administration has put a partial ban on DES, a growth 
promotant for cattle, and on hexaclorophene, a substance 
used in many cosmetics and personal hygiene products.) 
The Justice Department said it would have no objection 
to passage of the bill. The bill died at the end of t.he Con­
gress after the Senate took no action on it beyond hear­
ings. The initial vote was 171- 176 against passage-then 
three Democrats, Robert H. Mollohan (W.Va.), John 
Brademas (Ind.) and Harley 0. Staggers (W.Va.) and three 
Republicans, William H. Harsha (Ohio), Sherman P. 
Lloyd (Utah) and William L. Dickinson (Ala. )-changed 
th~ir nays to yeas, approving the bill: R 85-64; D 92-106 
(ND 54-79; SD 38-27). (p. 735) 

6. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. Presi­
dent Nixon's Vietnam policy in 1972 survived its most 
serious .challenge ever in the House of Representatives, 
a body long dominated by members who supported U.S. 
participation in the Indochina war. The House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, in response to a request by the House 
Democratic Caucus, reversed its long-held position in 
support of U.S. involvement and voted 18-17 to add an 
end-the-war amendment to a military aid authorization 
bill (HR 16029). The committee's action for the first time 
sent to the House from committee a bill containing such 
an amendment, forcing House supporters of the Presi­
dent's policy to move to cut the language out of the bill. 
By a 229-177 recorded teller vote, the House Aug. 10 did 
cut from the bill the language which would have ter­
minated U.S. involvement in the war by Oct. 1, subject 
to release of all U.S. prisoners of war, an accounting for 
men missing in action and agreement on a cease-fire to 
the extent necessary to protect withdrawing troops. 
Despite the House Democratic Caucus and Foreign Affairs 
Committee action in support of the end-the-war lan­
guage, the House Democratic leadership-Speaker Carl 
Albert (D Okla.) and Majority Leader Hale Boggs (D La.)­
refused to back the provision and both voted to drop 
it from the bill, a position supported by the conservative 
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coalition: R 149-23; D 80-154 (ND 25-134; SD 55-20). (Sen­
ate key vote 8) (p. 404) 

. 7. LABOR-HEW FUNDS VETO. A few hours after 
the President vetoed a bill (HR 15417) appropriating $30,-
538,919,500 for the Department of Labor, the Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) and related 
agencies for fiscal 1973, the House Aug. 16 failed to over­
ride the veto. The vote was 203-171-47 short of the two­
thirds necessary. The President said he vetoed the bill 
because it was $1.8-billion more than his budget requests 
and because it failed to limit the amount of federal funds 
that could be distributed to the states for social services 
programs. The subsequent Labor-HEW appropriations 
bill (HR 16654) appropriated the same amount of money . 
but permitted the President to impound up to $1.2-
billion provided that he did not cut any one appropria­
tion by more than 13 percent. Voting to sustain the first 
veto were 129 Republicans and 42 Democrats: R 22-129; 
D 181-42 (ND 146-8; SD 35-34). (p. 865) 

8. SCHOOL BUSING. The depth of House opposi­
tion to the use of busing for school desegregation was 
demonstrated Aug. 18 when anti-busing forces rejected, 
by a 178-197 recorded teller vote, an amendment to the 
Equal Educational Opportunities bill (HR 13915) which 
would have declared that nothing in the bill was intended 
to violate the Constitution. The bill barred busing except 
to the school closest or next closest to a pupil's home and 
allowed for reopening of past school desegregation cases. 
The amendment, offered by Louis Stokes (D Ohio), was 
·similar to language added by the Senate in previous 
years to anti-busing provisions to nullify their effect. The 
House-or House conferees-had often accepted this 
nullifying language. But opposition to busing increased 
in the House, particularly among non-southern repre­
sentatives, as courts Legnn requiring the transportation 
of students to desegregate schools in areas outside the 
South. More than half the members voting against the· 
Stokes amendment represented non-southern districts: 
R 55-98; D 123~99 (ND 110-37; SD 13-62). The bill was 
then passed by a vote of 283~ 102, the largest showing of 
anti-busing strength in the House to date, but a liberal 
filibuster delayed Senate action and killed the bill. 
.(Senate key vote 17) (p. 673) · 

9. FOREIGN TRAVEL. House conservatives, an­
gered over statements made by antiwar ac~ress Jane 
Fonda and former Attorney General Ramsey Clark while 
they were visiting North Vietnam, nearly· succeeded Oct. 
2 in passing a bill restricting travel to countries . with 
which the United States was engaged in armed conflict. 
The bill, brought to the floor under suspension of the rules 
_:_requiring a two-thirds approval for passage (248 in this 
case)-failed to win the required votes and was defeated, 
230-140. The bill was one of the few reported by the In­
ternal Security Committee and would have applied in 
1972 only to North Vietnam. Opponents of the bill claimed 
it was aimed at newsmen who had traveled to North 
Vietnam and filed stories embarrassing to the Nixon 
administration, particularly on the extent of U.S. bombing 
damage there. Existing law required government approval 
for travel to North Vietnam, North Korea and Cuba, but 
the Supreme Court ruled in 1967 that travel to a restricted 
area with a valid passport was not illegal. Republicans 
and southern Democrats voted overwhelmingly (192-39) 
for the..bill: R 130-27; D 100-113 (ND 38-101; SD 62-12). 
(p. 765) 
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10. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. Business "' 
· agricultural lobby interests won a major victory in t 

House Oct. 3 when that body refused for a second time 
send two different versions of a bill increasing the mi 1 

mum wage to a conference committee~and thereby kill· 
the bill for the 92nd Congress. Responding to charges th 
the Democratic conferees would dump the narrow Hou 
version in conference in favor of more liberal Sennt 
passed provisions (Senate key vote 6), House membr 
voted 188-196 to defeat the motion to send the bill 
conference: R 23-137; D 165-59 (ND 147-1; SD 18-5i 
Working closely with Republican members of the Edui: 
tion and Labor Committee, business and agricultu~ 
interests pushed for promises from Democratic commitl• 
leaders to support key House-passed provisions in co· 
ference. The Democratic committee members. a majori 
of the conferees on the bill, had staunchly supported ti 
committee version of HR 7130 which was rejected by ti 
House May 11. (House key vote 1) The ire of House men 
bers had been aroused earlier by the refusal of the con 
mittee members to follow two separate votes instructi1 
them to fight in conference for the stringent anti-busi1 
language added to the higher education act during How 
consideration in 1971. (House key vote 3) Last-minu: 
talks prior to the final motion to send HR 7130. to confe 
ence deadlocked over a controversial House provisio 
facilitating the employment of youths at wages below ti 
applicable adult minimum which Democrats refused 1. 

accept. (p. 361) 
11. DEBT LIMIT/SPENDING CEILING. Acee(' 

ing to administration demands, the House Oct. 10 ga' 
the President unprecedented authority to cut feden 
spending to $250-billion in fiscal 1973. By a 167-21 
recorded teller vote, the House rejected a Democrati· 
backed proposal which would have merely solicited su; 
gestions from the President on spending cutbacks f1 
consideration when the 93rd Congress convened in Janir 
ary 1973: R 8-156; D 159-60 (ND 121-17; SD 38-43). As latt 
passed by the House, HR 16810 gave the President absl• 
lute discretion to cut spending wherever he chose. Nixo1 
had threatened to hold Congress responsible in th· 
November elections for continued inflation and any futur. 
tax increases unless he was given broad budget-cuttin; 
power. Opponents of the measure argued that it delegate< 
to the executive branch Congress' constitutional respon 
sibility to allocate the tax revenues it raised. The Senat1 
refused to go along with the President's demands and th1 
spending ceiling and budget-cutting authority wer• 
deleted in conference from the bill raising the public deb! 
limit to $465-billion through June 30, 1973. (Senate ke_1 
vote 18) (p. 419) 

12. WATER POLLUTION VETO OVERRIDE. Thi 
crucial vote overriding President Nixon's Oct. 17 veto o: 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment:c 
of 1972 came with the House vote to override-247-23-
on Oct. 18. The Senate had voted earlier to override tht 
veto, 52-12. The water pollution bill (S 2770), the mos1 
comprehensive and expensive environmental legislatior' 
in the nation's history, authorized $24.7-billion over threr 
years to help clean up U.S. waters. President Nixon had 
proposed a $6-billion federal program, and said he vetoed 
S 2770 because its price tag was "staggering, budget­
wrecking." The House vote to override was well over the 
two-thirds majority required: R 95-13; D 152-10 (ND 109-1: 
SD 43-9). (p. 708) 



V01'/NG STUDIES Key Votes - 6 

I 
·. 

-KEY-) _...,M"t 11'1 '0 - NM "t 11'1'0 - .... C')"' 11'1'0 

y flecord \'ote for (yea I. 
ALABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE . Paired for. 

Allen y N y ? y y Hughes N y y t N N Mcintyre N y t ? N N I Anni1unced for. 
Sparkman YN y ? y y Miller y y y y y y Colton YNNNYY N Hcrnrd ,·ote again't (nay}. 

ALASKA KANSAS NEW JERSEY x Paired again<t. 
Gravel N y y • X N /)o/e y y y N y y Williams N y y y X N Announced again't. 
SteL"ens N y y y YN Pearson N y y N YN Case N y y y t N ? :>iot voting. rnted "pre,ent" 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO or did nut announce. 
Fannin YNNN y y Cook y y y N y y Andergon ? y y y y ? 
Goldu·ater YNNN y y Cooper y y y y y y Montoya N y y y y N 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW YORK 
Fulbright " y y y N ? Ellender y N y y y .; Buckley• Y N N N y y -NM"tll'l'O 

'.\lrClellan y NJ ? ? y Long y N y y y y JaL·it.< N y y y y N 
CALIFORNIA MAINE NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 

CranSlQD ti x x x l!. ti )\fo,kjg x y Y ? N N Ervin Y N N y y y Aentsen y N y y y y 
Tunney N y y YNN Smith y N Y N Y N .Jordan y N y y y ? Tou 1rr y N y N y y 

COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH DA KOT A UTAH 
A/loll y y y N y y Hl'all N y Y· N t y Burdick N y y y N x l\-lo'8 N Y Y Y N y 
Dominick y y y N t y Mathia.• N y y y y y }'uung y N y N y y Hennett Y Y N N y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS OHIO VERMONT 
Ribicuff NN YYNN Keaaedl! ? y y Y N N Sax be y y y y y y Aiken y y y y YN 
\\'eickcr y y Y N Y N Hrooke N y y v v N Taft X N y N y y Stafford N y y y y N 

DElAWARE MICHIGAN OKlAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Bopgs N y y t y N Hart N y y t y N Harris N y Y ? N N Byrd .. Jr.•• y N y y y y 
Roth y y y y y y Griffin y N y N y y llel/mon y y y N y· y Srong y N y y y y 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA OREGON WASHINGTON 
Chiles y N ./ y y y Humphrey y y t X N Hatfield y y t .; y .bckson t t y N 
r;urnpy y N y y y y '\londale N y y YNN Packu,ood ? y t N t y \1ngnu~on y y y X N 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Gambrell y N y 

y " 
y Eastland Y N X y y y Scllll·eikcr N y y N y N B"rd y y y YNN 

Talmadge JN y y .Y y Stennis Y N N y y y Scott N y y y y N H~ndnlph . N y y y y N 
HAWAII MISSOURI RHODE.ISLAND WISCONSIN 

Inouye N y y ? ? N Eagleton N y y Y N N Pastore N y y y y N \'elson N y Y Y N N 
Fung y y y y y Symint(lon N y y y y y Pell N y y y ./ N Proxmire N N y y y N 

IDAHO MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Chyr~h ti x XXblN. Mansfield x y y y y N Hollings y N y y y y '.\le Gee N y y y YN 

./ 
r Jordan y y y N y y Metcalf N y y Y N N Tlrurmund y N y N y y /Ian sen .; NNN y y 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA 
Stevenson !:!. y y Y N N Curti.• YN y N y y McGm·ern N y t t N N 
Percy N .Y y y y N llruska YN y N y y Mundt ? ? ? ? ? ? 

IN DIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE 
..B<l.ili Ill x y ? !:! N Bible y y y y y N Haker y N y N ./ ' Hart_ke ? ' y ? y N Cannon y y y y ./ N Brock y N y N y y 

Democrats H~pub/1cans • Huf.:ldey ,•lr<·trd o . ..- {'un ... t'rt"Otit•C' • • Hyrd elected 0."' ind€'ptndent 

~ Voted pr<'litnl to ovoid pouible conflict of interest. 

1. S 2515. Equal Employment Opportunities Enforcement. 
Dominick (R Colo.) amendment in the nature of a substitute to 
provide that the EEOC general counsel would seek enforcement 
of equal job opportunities against recalcitrant employers by 
bringing suit in federal district court; should the employers be 
state or local governments, the United States attorney general. 
would handle the case. Adopted 45~39: R 27-12; D 18-27 (ND 
3-26; SD 15-1 ), Feb. 15, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

2. S 659. Omnibus Educat:on Amendments of 1972. Mans­
field (D Mont.)-Scott (R Pa.) amendment a) barring use of federal 
education funds for busing to overcome racial imbalance except 
on voluntary written request of local school officials, b) forbid­
ding federal pressure on local school boards to use state or local 
funds for busing unlei>s constitutionally required and forbidding 
busing which would risk the health of the children involved, 
impinge on the educational process or result in children attend­
ing inferior schools, and c) postponing the effective date of 

. federal court orders requiring busing bet ween districts or con­
solidation of two or more districts. Adopted 63-34: R 28-16; D 
35-18 (ND 33-2; SD 2-16), Feb. 29, 1972. 

3. H J Res 208. Equal Rights Amendment. Passage of the 
resolution containing a constitutional amendment guaranteeing 
equal rights for men an"a women. A two-thirds majority vote (62 
in this case) is required for adoption of a constitutional. amend-

.. ~.":. 

ment. Passed 84:8: R 37-6; D 47-2 (ND 34-0; SD 13-2), March 
22, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. S Res 280. cOngressional Immunity-Senator Gravel. 
Adoption of resolution authorizing the Senate to file a friend of 
the court brief on congressional immunity; 'to pay expenses con­
tingent to preparation of the brief and expenses incurred by 
Gravel in printing his personal brief and supporting documents. 
Adopted 55-27: R 15-27; D 40-0 (ND 26-0; SD 14-0), March 23, 
1972. 

5. Kleindienst Nomination. Confirmation of Richard G. 
Kleindienst as attorney general. Confirmed 64-19: R 38-0; D 
26-19 (ND 12-17; SD 14-2), June 8, 1972. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's po5ition. 

6. S 1861. Minimum Wage Increase. Taft (R Ohio) amend· 
ment in the nature of a substitute to raise the minimum .wage 
for non-agricultural employees covered by the Fair Labor Stan­
dards Act of 1938 prior to its amendment in 1966 to $1.80 an 
hour in 1972 and $2 an hour in 1973, from the existing level of 
Sl.60; increase the hourly wage floor for workers co\'ered by the 
1966 and 1972 amendments to Sl.70 in 1972, $1.80 in 1973 and 
$2 in 1974; raise the minimum wage for agricultural workers 
covered under the act to $1.50 in 1972 and $1. 70 in 1973, from 
Sl.30. Rejected 46-47: R 30-13; D 16-34 (ND 2-33; SD 14-1), 
July 20, 1972. 
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y Record vote for (ye~I. 

ALABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE . Paired for . 
Allen N ? N y N y Hughes y y y N ? ? i\lclntHe YN y N ·N I Announced for. 

. Sparkman y N y v·N N Miller N N Y Y N N Cnttn~ NN y y N y N H.ecurd \'ote 3gain!'-C fnayl. 
ALASKA KANSAS NEW JERSEY x Pai.red again:-'t. 

Gravel y y y N y y Dute NN y YNN Williams y y y N y N Announfed ngnin~t. 
Stet· ms N y y N y y Pearson y y Y N N N Case y y YN y y ? Nol vorin~. voted "pre~eni" 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO or rlid not annount·r. 
Fan.nin NN y Y N N Cook N y y YNN Anderson ? y y Y N N 
(;<1/du·ater NN x y N ? Cooper y N y YNN Montoya N y ./ y N y 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW YORK 
F'ulbri~ht N y y YNN Edwards 1 YNN lJuck/ey• N N N Y YN "-COO.~=~ 
:\lcClellan NN y y N y Long N N Y N N N Jauits y y y N YN 

CALIFORNIA MAINE NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Cranstoa y y y N y N Muskie ? y YNNN Ervin YN y y N y Bentsen y y y Y N rl 
Tunney y y y N y N Smith y N Y N N Y Jordan ? N y y N y Tower NN y Y N N 

COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
,Hiott YN y y N y Beall. NN Y N N N Burdick N y Y N N y Moss ' t y Y N N !'< 
Dominick NN y y N ./ Mathias y y Y Y N N Young NN y y N y Bennett NN y y N ~I 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS OHIO VERMONT 
Ribicoff y y y N y N Kenned~ x x x ti x t-1 Sar be NN y y y ? Aiken NN y Y N N 
Weicker NN y N y x Brooke y y y N y y Taft YN y N ? . Stafford y y y YNN 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Boggs y N y N y y Hart y y y N y 'N Harris y y y N ? ? Byrd, .Jr.•• NN Y Y N N 
Roth NN YN y y Griffin NN y x ? N Bellman NN y y N ? Spon~ N y YNNN 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA OREGON WASHINGTON 
Chiles y y y y N y Humphrey y y YNNN Hatfield y y y y . ./ .Jackson YN YNN y 
Gurney NN y y N y .J',clondalg y y Y N N t{ Paclw.'ood NN y YNN Magnuson N y YN . y 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Gambrell t t t N N F.astland N N ./ y N y Schueiker y y y N YN Byrd NN YNN y 
Talmadge NN y YNN Stennis N N Y y ? y Scott NN y ./ y N Randolph y y y y N y 

HAWAII MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Inouye y y y N y y Eagleton ? y ? y N ? Pastore y y y N y y Nels0ri y y YNNN 
Fong y N y y ? ./ Symington N y Y N N Y Pell y y YN ? y Proxmire y y Y N N Y 

IDAHO MONTANA SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 
Church Y Y Y Y N N Mansfield N y X N N ./ Hollings y y y Y. N y McGee NN y N ? y Joraan· ---· ---,.r~N · Metcalf N y Y N ? N Thurmond NN y YN x Han.•en NN Y Y N N 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA 
Stevenson y y y N y f'I Curti.• NN y YNN McGovern ?YYN?X 
P<!rC)' t Y ./ N N N Hruska NN y y N y Mundt ? ? ? ? ? ? 

.• 

INDIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE ·~ ·;; 
; 

_B.~l~h. y v y N y y l:lible N y y y y y Baker N N ./ YNX 
Hartke · N y y N y N Cannon y N y y '? ? Brock N N Y ? N N 

Democrnrs. Rt> publicans • Buckley-f'IPcted as Cun.,erL'atiL·r • • flyrd Plf!CtPd Q.'I ind~ptndPnl 

I Edu·ards appointed tn fill seat l•fl vacnnl hy ,Ji.Iv 2i d-nth of Ellender; Edu·ards took .,.ut 
Aus. 7. On kry uote 7, EllPnder wa .. ~ recorded as not voting. 

7. S 3390, Foreign Military Aid Authorizations. Passage of 
the bill authorizing appropriations of $1,820,000,000 in fiscal 
1973 for foreign military aid and Bangladesh relief (Sl00,000,-
000). Rejected 42-48: R 14-29; D 28-19 (NO 22-10; SD 6-9), July 
24, 1972. 

8. HR 15495. Defense Procurement Authorization. Brooke 
(R Ma~s.) substitute amendment requiring a cutoff of funds for 
support of U.S. air, naval and ground troops in Vietnam, Laos 
and Cambodia within four months of enactment of the bill, 
pending the release of U.S. prisoners of war. Adopted 49-47: R 
11-33; D 38-14 (ND 32-5; SD 6-9), Aug. 2, 1972. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

9. Exec L, 92nd Congress, second session. ABM Treaty. 
Resolution approving ratification of the treaty, signed May 26, 
1972, by the United States and the Soviet Union, limiting each 
nation to two antiballistic missile (ABM) installations, one pro­
tecting the national capital and one protecting an offensive 
missile site. Ratified 88-2: R 40-1; D 48-1 (ND 34-0; SD 14-1). 
Aug. 3, 1972. A "yea" was a vote in support of the President's 
position. 
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10. S 945. No~Fault Auto Insurance. Hruska (R Neb.) mo­
tion to refer to the Judiciary Committee for further consideration 
a bill (S 945) requiring all motorists to carry insurance providing 
compensation for bodily injury regardless of who caused an acci­
dent in which they were involved and requiring states to pass 
no-fault laws containing minimum federal standards. Adopted 
49-46: R 28-13; D 21-33 (l\'.D 7-30; SD 14-3), Aug. 8, 1972. 

11. HR 14370. General Revenue,Sharing. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
amendment revising the formula for distribution of federal 
revenues among ·the states. The revised formula gave greater 
shares of federal revenues to populous, highly urbanized states. 
Rejected 24-61: R 11-29; D 13-32 (ND 13-16; SD 0-16), Sept. 6, 
1972. 

12. HR 14370. General Revenue Sharing. McClellan (D 
Ark.) amendment appropriating $2,650,000,000 for fiscal 1972 · 
and $5,450,000,000 for fiscal 1973 for federal revenue sharing 
with the states and requiring annual congressional approval of 
appropriations for revenue sharing in fiscal 1974-77. Rejected 
34-49: R 11-23; D 23-26 (ND 15-17; SD 8-9), Sept. 7, 1972. 
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VOTING S'l'VDIES Key Votes - 8 

.., "'Ill.., ..... co ------
ALABAMA IOWA 

Allen y N y N y y Hughes 
Sparkman y ? y N y ? Miller 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gra,-el N ? x Y N N Dole 
Ster en.• y N y y N y PPar.•on 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin y ./ y N y y Cook 
Goldrrater y ? ? N y ? Cooper 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Fulbright NN YNNN Edwards 
!\lcC'lellan YN Y N Y N Long 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
Cranston NYN YNN l\I uskie 
luniiey· NY N YNN ·S,;;ith 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
Allor/ y ./ ./ ? ./ ? Heall 
Dominick y ? y N y y 'Mathias 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Rihieoff y N YNN Kennedy 
ll'efrker N y N y N ? Brooke 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Hon-• y y N y N t Hart 
Roth y y y y y y C:rif{in 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 
Chiles y y y y YN Humphrey 
(;urney y y y N y ? , ..)1ondale 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Gambrell y y y y y y Eastland 
Talmad~e y N y N y y Stennis 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye ./ x X Y N N Eagleton 
Fo11g y y _y N Y ? Syminh'1on 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church N y Y ./ N N Manslield 
J;;rdan YN Y N X N° Metcalf, 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA 
Ste,-enson N Y N YNN Curtis 
Percy y y N y N y Hruska 

IN DIANA NEVADA 
Jl.a,-h N NI:! :! I:!! ? Rible 
H11Itke N ? N y "' ? Cannon 

<")"'Ill.., ..... co ------
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

N ./ N y N x '.\lclntyre 
y y y y t Cotton 

NEW JERSEY 
YN y N y ? Williams 
y y y y N ? Case 

NEW MEXICO 
y N y y t ? Anderson 
N Y N N N y Mont ova 

NEW YORK 
y N y N y ? Bucklf".I'" 
y N y N y y Jauits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
N y N YNN Ervin 
N y N y y y .Jordan 

NORTH DAKOTA 
y y N y y x Rurdick 
NYN y y N roung 

OHIO 
x y N YNN, Sax be 
N y N YNN Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
N Y N _y N N Harris 
? y y y y y Bellman 

OREGON 
N YN Y N N /lat field 
N y N YN~ l'ackwvod 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Y N ./ X y ./ Schweiker 
Y X Y N y y Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
N Y N t N N Pastore 
NYYYNN Pell 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
NN Y ./ N N Hollings 
N ? ? ./ ? ? Thurmond 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
t N y N ./ t '.\le Govern 
y y y N y y .\fun di 

TENNESSEE 
YN y N y N Baker 
y y x y ? Broch 

<")"'Ill.., ..... co ------
./ y ? t ? y 
y N y N y y 

N y N Y N N 
N Y N YNN 

y N y y y y 
y N y y N t 

y y y N y y 
NYNYNN 

y N y N y N 
y ? y N YN 

N N Y Y N N 
y x y N y y 

y ? y ? y ? 
y ./ ? N N N 

N y y y ? ? 
y ? y N y ? 

N y N t ? 
y y y y y N 

N y N y y N 
y y N y N y 

YYNYNN 
N ./ N ./ ? N 

y N y y y ? 
y N y N y •' 

x ? ? t • N 
? ? ? ? ? ? 

y ? ./ ? y ? 
y ? y N y ? 

- KEY -
Y Record vote for (\'ea I. 
, Paired for_ · 
I Announced for. 
N Re .. ord vole a~ain" {nayl. 
X Paired a~ainst. 

Announced against. 
? '.'\ot \'ot ing, mt eel .. pre'"nt"' 

or did not Announce. 

.., "'Ill.., ..... co ------
TEXAS 

Rent sen y N y y y ? 
Tower t x t y t 

UTAH 
l\loss N ? N YNN 
Benn ell y y y y y 

VERMONT 
Aiken N Y N y y N 
Stafford N X N YNN 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, .JL • • y y y N y y 
Spong y y y y y ? 

WASHINGTON 
.Jack"'" y y N y y N 
7\1agnu!'-on y y x y N y 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd ., y N y t y y 

Randolph y N y y y y 

WISCONSIN 
'.\/el son N Y N Y N N 
Proxmire N y y y y y 

WYOMING 
:\lcGee y ? ? ? ? ? 
Han.•en y N YN y y 

Democrats Republi«ans • IJuckl~· e~Pcted a ... Con ... rn.·.atir(' • • Myrd <'fertrd a..; ind('pPndent 

13. SJ Res 241. SALT Agreement. Jackson (D Wash.) 
amendment-as emended by voice votes to state that continued 
modernization of U.S. nuclear forces was required for a prudent 
nudear posture but expressing the hope that such actions would 
become less necessary in the future-:Request that any future 
permanent treaty on offensive nuclear arms "not limit the 
United States to levels of intercontinental strategic forces in­
ferior to" those of the Soviet Union but be based rather on "the 
principle of equality"; endorse the maintenance of a vigorous 
research, development end modernization program, end provide 
that failure to negotiate a permanent treaty limiting offensive 
arms would "jeopardize the supreme national interests" of the 
United States 'and would be grounds for abrogating the U.S.­
Soviet treaty limiting defensive nuclear weapor:s. Adopted 56-35: 

- R 30-11; D 26-24 (ND 10-22; SD 16-2), Sept. 14, 1972. A ''yea" 
was e vote supporting the President's position. 

14. S 3939. Federal-Aid Highway Program. Adoption of 
the Cooper (R Ky.)-Muskie (D Maine) amendment permitting 
the use of up to $800-million allocated for urban system funds 
fro'll the highway trust fund for rail transportation facilities. 
Adopt11d -48-26: R 24-8; D 24-18 (ND 19-8; SD 5-10), Sept. 19, 
1972. 

15. HR I. Social Security. Long (D La.) motion to table, and 
thus kill, Ribicoff (D Conn.) amendment establishing an Oppor­
tunities for Families program to provide training and employ­
ment for welfare 'recipients able to work and a Family Assistance 
Plan guaranteeing en annual federal payment of $2,600 tied to a ... 

cost-of-living increa~e for a family of four headed by an unem· 
ployable adult with no outside income. Tabling motion adopted 
52-34: R 24-15; D 28-19 (ND 11-19; SD 17-0), Oct. 3, 1972. 

16. S 3970. Consumer Protection Agency. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
motion to invoke cloture (limit fu~ther debate) on the bill creat­
ing en independent consumer protection agency to represent_ 
consumer interests before other federal agencies and courts. 
Motion rejected 52-30: R 20-18; D 32-12 (ND 26-1; SD 6-11), Oct; 
5, 1972. A two-thirds· majority of those present end voting (55 
in this case) is needed to invoke cloture. 

17. HR 13915. Equal Educational Opportunities. Proxmire 
(D Wis.) motion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill 
containing strong busing limits. Rejected 49-38: R 26-12; D 23-26 
(ND 7-25; SD 16-1), Oct. 12, 1972. A two-thirds majority (58 in 
this case) was necessary to invoke cloture. A "yea" was a vote 
in support of the President's position. 

18. HR 16810. Debt Ceiling. Adoption of the conference 
report (H Rept 92-1606) on the bill raising the public debt ceiling 
by $15-billiori to $465-billion through June 30, 1973, piecing a 
$250-billion limit on federal outlays in fiscal 1973 and authorizing 
the President to cut appropriations in 50 categories-excluding 
certain "uncontrollable" expenditures such as Social Security 
benefits-up to 20 percent to hold federal spending to the $250-
hillion limit. Rejected 27-39: R 15-10; D 12-29 (ND 6-24; SD 6-5), 
Oct. 17, 1972. A "yea" was e vote supporting the President's 
position . 
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Key Votes· 9 

- KEY -
Y Ht-cord n11 e for I ,·ea I. 
' Paired tf1r. . 
i .-\nnouncerl fur. 
N Hecord \'o(r again:-0t fnayl. 
X Pairerl ngni11;t. 

Announced again:-<L 
? ~pr nlfin~. \·ored "'pre:->ent" 

or did nor Onnounre. 
T Hecorded teller \"ote. 

ALABAMA 
I Edu·ards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Andrews, E. 
4 :-:ichols 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchanan 
7 Bevill 
8 Jone• 

ALASKA 
AL Be!(ich 
ARIZONA 

I Rhode.< 
2 Udall 
. .1 Steiger 

ARKANSAS 

YNNYNY 
YNNYYY 
YNNXYY 
Y?NYN? 
Y?NYYY 
YNYYNY 
NNNYNY 
NNYNYY 

NNYYNN 

YYNYYY 
NYYYNN 
YNNYYY 

I Alexander Y ? N N ,t N 
2 Mills N ? N Y 1 N 
3 Hammerschmidt Y N Y Y Y Y 
4 Pryor N ? ,t ? N N 

CALIFORNIA 
I Clausen 
2 Johnson 
3 !\loss 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton 
6 Mailliard 
i Dellums 
8 l\liller 
9 Erlwards 

JO (;ub.<f>r 
I I McClo<kf!!-
12 Ta/corr 
13 Tim&ue 
14 Waldie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
18 Mathia.> 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkins 
22 Corman 
23 C/aa-.<ort 
24 Rou.<.<elot 
25 Wiggins 
26 Rees 
27 Gold1wtn 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 Wilson 
32 Hosmpr 
33 Pettis 
34 Hanna 
3.5 Schmitz 
36 Wil.-011 
37 Van Deerlin 
JR Vf!!o'S".'' 
COLORADO 

I McKeuitt 
2 RrotzmQn 
3 Evans 
4. Aspinall 

CONNECTICUT 
I Cott er 

. 2 Steele 
3 Giaimo ..._ 

Democrals 

YNYYYY 
N y y y y y 
NY,INYN 
NYYYYN 
NY?NYN 
YYY?•Y 
NYNYNN 
N?,IYY? 
NYNY'YN 
YYYY•Y 
N?YY>N 
YNYY?Y 
YNYYYY 
NYN,IYN 
NNYNYY 
NYNNYN 
NYYY?N 
YNNYYY 
N?"'NYY 
YNNNYY 
NYNYNN 
NYNNYN 
YN?NYY 
YNNNNY 
y ? y y y y 
NYYNNN 
YNNNYY 
NYYYNY 
NN,IYYN 
NYYN?N 
NNNYNY 
y y y y y y 
Y?Y,,IY 
NYYYYN 
YNNXYY 
YN?YYY 
NYYNYN 
.1 N N Y Y Y 

YNNYXY 
Y?YYNY 
NYYXNN 
NNYNY? 

N N Y Y· - N 
N Y Y Y·N N 
NNNXYN 
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·I .\fr /\inne.' 
5 :\lona\:!~n 
6 (;ra;;o 

DELAWARE 
A I. liuf'ont 
FLORIDA 

I Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Fr~· 

6 Gibbons 
7 Hale\" 
8 rou,;g 
9 Rogers 

10 Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

I Hagan 
2 :\lathi; 
3 Brinkley 
4 Rlackhum 
.5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Da\"is 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

JO Stephens 
HAWAII 
I l\fatrnnaga 
2 l\link 

IDAHO 
1 McClure 
2 ffnn.<en 

ILLINOIS 
I Metcalfe 
2 Miha 
:J Murphy. :\I. 
·I {),,,,,.;,,ski 
.'i Klucn·nski 
6 Collin~ 
7 Annunzio 
8 l«•sl enkow;ki 
fl Yate, 

10 Collirr 
11 l'ucinski 
/:! Mc C/ory 
1:1 Crane 
/.J f:r/en born 
15 Carlson 
16 Andersan 
17 Arends 
18 MichP/ 
19 Rt1i/.,back 
W Find/!'\· 
2l Grny . 
22 Springer 
2:1 Shipley 
2·1 Price 
IN DIANA 

I l\ladclen 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6 Rra" 
7 My~r.• 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennis 
II Jacobs 
IOWA 

I Schwengel 
2 Culver 
3 Gross 
4 Ky/ 
5Smith 
6 Mayne 
7 Scher/e 

\'OTING STUDIES 

NYY?XN 
NYYNXN 
NNYYNN 

YYYYNY 

YNNNYY 
Y?YXYN 
YNNNNN 
YNXNNY 
YNNNYY 
YYNNYN 
YNNNNY 
YNYNNY 
YNNNNY 
Y?N?NY 
NYYYI? 
NYYYNN 

Y?N??? 
YNNNNY 
YNNYYY 
Y?NN.IY 
?NNYYY 
YNNN 1? 
YNNY?? 
YNNN,IY 
?NNY?Y 
YNYYYY 

NYYY,IN 
NYYY,IN 

YNY?,IY 
NYYNYY 

??X,I?? 
NYXYXN 
NYYYYN 
YYXYYY 
NNYYY? 
NYNYYN 
NNNYNN 
NNYYXN 
NYYYNN 
YNNY?Y 
N?YY?N 
YY•'YYY 
YNNNYY 
y y y • ,t y 
YYNYYY 
y y y y y y 
y y N y· y y 
YNNNYY 
y y y y y y 
YYNN.NY 
NNYYYN 
Y??YNY 
NNN YNN 
NYNYNY 

NYNYNN 
YNNN 1 Y 
NYYNYN 
NNYYNN 
NNNYYY 
.YNNNYY 
YNYNNY 
YNYYYY 
NYYYNN 
YNNNN Y 
NYYNYN 

YYYYNN 
NYYYNN 
YNNNNY 
YNYYYY 
NNYYYN 
YYNYYY 
YN YNN Y 

Republicans 

KANSAS 
1 SPhelius 
2 Hoy 
.J l\"i11n 
.J Shrit·pr 
.5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
I Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Sm·der 
5 Ca.rter 
6 Cudin 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
I Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Pa.sman 
6 Rarick 
7 Vacancy 
8 Long 

MAINE 
I Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
1 Mills 
2 Long 
3 Garmatz 
4 Sarbanes 
5 Hogan 
6 Bvron 
7 l\1itchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinan 
4 Donohue 
5 Vacancy 
6 Harrington 
7 Macdonald 

YNYNYY 
N?YNNN 
YNYYNY 
YNYYNY 
YNYYNY 

??NYYY 
YNNYYN 
YNYYNN 
YNNNNN 
YNYYNY 
YNYYNN 
NNYYNN 

Y?NY,I? 
N?Yy,ty 
YNNYNY 
Y?NNYY 
?NXNY? 
YNNN7? 

N?NN77 

N?YYNN 
NYYYNN 

YNNYYY 
NNYNNN 
N?NYYV 
NYYYNN 
YNNYN·Y 
YNNNNY 
NYN,INN 
NY,IYNN 

NYYYNN 
NNYYNN 
NYNYNN 
N?YYNN 

NYNY?N 
??YYNN 

8 O':"eill 
9 Hicks 

H• 11,~·k/er 
l ! l:lurke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

I Conyers 
2 Esch 
J llrown 
4 Hutchinson 
5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 RiPgle 
8 Harof!"I· 
9 Vand~;Jagt 

JO Cederberg 
I I Ruppe 
12 O"Hnra 
13 Diggs 
H Nedzi 

, 15 Ford. 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

I Quie 
2 Nelsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Montgomery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clay 
2 Symington 

NYY.INN 
NNYYYN 
NYYYYN 
NYYYNN 
?YY?Y? 

NYNY?N 
YYY?NN 
y y y y y y 
YNYN?Y 
YYNYYY 
yyyy,ty 
NYYYNN 
YYYYNN 
YNNYYY 
YNYYYY 
YYYYYN 
NYYYNN 
?YXYNN 
NYYY?N 
N7YYNN 
NYYYNN 
NY,IY77 
y ? y y 7 y 
YNNY?? 

y y y y y y 
YNYYYY 
YYYYNN 
NYYYYN. 
NtNYNN 
YNYYNN 
N'YYYN 
NYY,YN 

YNXXYY 
YNNN?Y 
YNNNNY 
YNNNNY 
Y?NNYY 

NYNY?N 
N?YYNN 

• Votrd Presrnt to 1JVoid po.,;ible conflict·of-inlere•t. 

1. HR 7130. Minimum Wage Increase. Erlenborn (R Ill.) 
amendment in the nature of a substitute bill-Amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to raise the hourly wage floor for 
most nonagricultural workers covered under the act to Sl.80 in 
1972 and $2 the following year from $1.00 under existing law. 
Erlenborn amendment adopted by recorded teller vote 217-191: 
R 148-20; D 69-171 (ND 6-154; SD 63-17), May 11, 1972. • 

2. HR 14989. State, Justice, Commerce Appropria­
tions, Fiscal 1973. Derwinski (R Ill.) amendment restoring 
$25,103,500 for the United Nations and seven affiliated agencies 
that was deleted by the Appropriations Committee and deleting 
a provision added by .the committee limiting U.S. contributions 
to the United Nations and affiliated agencies to 25 percent of 
their total annual assessment. Rejected by recorded teller vote 
156-202: R 56-99; D 100-103 (ND 92-49; SD 8-54), May 18, 1972. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the Presid~nt's position. 

3. S 659. Higher Education Amendments of 1972. Adop­
tion of the conference report (H Rept 92-1085) on the bill autho­
rizing $19-billion for higher education programs through fiscal 
1975 and S2-billion for school desegregation aid through fiscal 
1974, establishing direct federal aid to needy students ·and 
postponing implementation of court desegregation orders requir­
ing busing of school children. Adopted 218-180: R 89-76; D 129-104 
{ND 109-44; SD 20-60). June 8, 1972. 



VOTING STUDIES 

:I Sulli,·an 
4 HandHll 
5 Bolling 
6 Hull 
7 /fall 
8 !chord 
9 Hungate 

10 Hurlison 
MONTANA 

1 Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
1 Thone 
2 McCol/i.<ler 
:J Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Baring 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 W'·man 
. 2 cieeela11d 
NEW JERSEY 

1 Hunt 
2 Sandman 
:1 Howard 
4 Thompson 
.5 Frdi11ghuy.•Pn 
6 Fors\·the 
7 Wid~al/ 
8 Roe 
9 Htlstoski 

10 Rodino 
11 Minish 
12 Du.•\'l'r 
13 Gailagher· 
14 Daniels 
15 Patten 
NEW MEXICO 

1 l.ujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2 Grover 
3 \\'olff 
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.J IV\'dlcr 
,j r .• :nl 
6 Halpern· 
·7 Addabbo 
8 Rosenthal 
9 Delaney 

10 Celler 
11 Hrasco 
12 Chisholm 
l:J Podell 
14 Rooney 
15 Care\' 
16·-:vi ii ri>h)· 
17 Koch 
18 Rangel 
19 Abzug 
20 Rvan 
21 B~dillo 
22 Scheuer 
2:1 Hingham 
24 Hiaggi 
2'i Pl"·ser 
26 Re

0

id 
27 Dow 
2/l Fish 
29 Straiton 
.'IO Kini: 
31 J.frEu·en 
,J:! · /'irnie 
.J;J Rubi.<on 
.14 Tern· 
35 Haniev 
:J6 Horio~ 
:17 Conable 
38 Ha.<tinRs 
.')9 ·Kemp 
.JO Smith 
41 Dulski 
NORTH CAROLINA 

l Jones 
2 F'ounlain 
3 Henderson 
4 Galifianakis 
5 Mize// 
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• Vottd Piesent to avoid possible con{lict-of-foterest. 
1 William S. Cunov..- (R Pa.) u:a.! ·su•orn in May 24, 1972, to replace James G. Fulton 

<RJ, decea.•ed (/971). 

4. HR 14370. Revenue Sharing With the States. Pas­
sage of the bill providing assistance payments totaling $29.6-
billion over five years to states and to local governments for 
high-priority expenditures, excouraging states to broaden their 
tax systems and authorizing federal collection of state personal 
income taxes. Passed 275-122: R 122-42; D 153-80 (ND 124-32; 
SD 29-48), June 22, 1972 A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

5. HR 13366. Cyclamate Compensation. Passage of the bill 
permitting domestic food growers, manufacturers, packers and 
distributors to sue the federal government for payment of losses 
sustained as a result of a 1969 ban on cyclarnates-im artificial 
sweetener. Passed 177-170: R 85-64; D 92-106 (ND 54-79; SD 
38-27), July 24, 1972. 

6. HR 16029. Foreign Military Aid Authorizations. 
Boilings (D Mo.) amendment deleting provision terminating 
U.S. involvement in the Indochina war by Oct. 1, 1972, subject 
to release of U.S. priRoners of war, an accounting for men miss­
ing in action and a cease-fire to the extent required to protect 
U.S. withdrawal. Adopted by recorded teller vote 229-177: R 
149-23; D 80-154 (NO 25-134; SD 55-20), Aug. 10, 1972. A "yea" 
was a vote in support of the President's position. 

--. 
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6 Preyer 
7 Lennon 
8 Huth 
9 Junns 

10 Hro\'hill 
11 Ta}:lor 
NORTH DA KOT A 
1 Andreu·s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
I Keati11R 
2 C/anc\' 
3 Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
7 Hrou:n 
8 Hell.• 
9 Ashle\' 

JO Milli·~ 
II Stanton 
12 Devine 
l:J Mo.<lrer 
14 Seiberling 
TS Wvlie 
16 Rr;u. 
17 A.<hbrook 
18 Hays 
19 Carney 
20 S1an1on 
21 Stokes 
22 Vanik 
2.J Minshall 
2.J Pou·el/ 
OKLAHOMA 

1 Belcher 
2 Edmondson 
3 Albert 
4 S1eed 
5 Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
1 \V'·att 
2 Ullman 
3 Green 
4 nel/enback 

PENNSYLVANIA 
l Barrett 
2 Nix 
3 Bvrne 
4 Eilberg 
5 Green · 
6 Yatron 
7 Wil/iams 
8 Hie.•ler 
9 Ware 

10 McDade 
II Flood 
12 Whal/"'· 
1.1 Coughlin 
14 Moorhead 
15 Rooney 
16 E.<hleman 
17 Schneebe/i 
18 Heinl 
19 Goodlin~ 
20 Gavdos · 
21 De~t 
22 Sador 
:n Johnson 
24 Vigorito 
2.5 Clark 
~6 Morgan 
27 Conover t 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tieman 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I Da,·is 
2 Spence 
:J Dom 
4 Mann 
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a I? sns m 14, aw- a 

5 Gell vs 
6 Mcl\iillan 

SOUTH DA KOT A 
I Denholm 
2 Abou:nk 

TENNESSEE 
1 Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 E,·ins 
5 Fuhon 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 .Jones 
9 Kuykrndall 

TEXAS 
1 Patman 
2 Dowdy 
3 Collins 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckhardt 
9 Flrook' 

JO Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wrighl 
l:J Purcell 
14 Youn~ 
J.'i de la Garza 
16 While 
17 Burleson 
18 Pria 
19 ~lahon 
20 Gonzalez 
21. Fisher 
22 Casev 
23 Kaz~n 
UTAH 

l McKay 
2 Uoyd 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

1 Downing 
2 Whitchur.</ 
3 Satlerfield 
4 Ahbi1t 

·5 Daniel 
6 Poff 
7 Rubinson 
8 Scull 
9 Wampler 

JO Hru_,·hill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pell>· 
2 Me~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
1 Mollohan 
2 S1agi:ers 
3 Slack 
4 He<"hlr.r 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
1 Aspin 
2 Kasi enmeier 
.1 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
!'> Reuss 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
/l Hvrne.• 
9 Dal"i., 

10 (} 'Kru1ski 
WYOMING 
AL Honcalio 

Key. Votes - I 0 
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Key Votes • 11 

- KEY -
Y Record rnre for (\'ea). 
• Paired for. . 
I An11ounced for. 
N Record vole against (nay). 
X Paired a~ain~t. 

Announced again~t. 
? '.'int \'Oling. \'ote<;l "present" 

nr did not announce. 
T Recorded teller vote. 

ALABAMA 
1 Edu·ards 
2 Dickin.<on 
3 Andrews, E. 
4 Nich•Jls 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchunan 
7 Bevill· 
8 ,Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Begich 
ARIZONA 

1 Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 

ARKANSAS 

XNYNN? 
NNYNN? 
YNYNNY 
? N ./ X N .? 
YNYNN? 
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YN.'?N? 
YNYYYY 

YYNYY? 

X?YNNN 
YYNYY? 
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1 Alexander Y N Y N N Y 
Y Y N N 
Y N N Y 
? N N ? 

2 Mills Y N 
3 Hammerschmidt N N 
4 Pr;w ./ Y 

CALIFORNIA 
. 1 Clausen 
2 .Johnson 
3 Moss 
4 L~gg.rt 
5 Bunon 
6 Mailliard 
7 Dellums 
8 Miller 
9 Edwards 

10 Gubser 
11 McC/oske:r 
12 Talcott 
13 Teague 
14 Waldie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
11:1 Mathias 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkin• 
22 Corman 
23 Clau·son 
24 Rou.;se/ot 
25 Wig,11ins 
26 Rees 
27 Goidwater 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 Wilson 
32 Hosmer 
3.1 Pettis 
34 Hanna 
J.5 Schmitz 
36 Wilson 
37 Van Deerlin 
38 Veyse:-· 
COLORADO 

I McKet•itt 
2 Brotzman 
3 Evans 
4 Aspinall 

CONNECTICUT 
I Cutter~ 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 

Democrats 
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4 McKinnf?\' 
5 Monagan· 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 
FLORIDA 
I Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Fre\' 
6 Gibbons 
7 Halev 
8 You,;-g 
9 Rogers 

10 Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 
1 Hagan 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackbum 
5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Davis 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

JO. Stephens 
HAWAII 

I Matsunaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
1 McClure 
2 Hm1sen 

ILLINOIS 
I Metcalfe 
2 Mikva 
:i t\lurphy, M. 
1 n~riuinski 
~ Kluczynski 
fi Collins 
7 A11nunzio 
8 Rosr enkowski 
9 Yate5' 

JO Collier 
11 Pucinski 
12 McClorv 
l:J Crane . 
14 Er/enbom 
15 Carlson 
16 Anderson 
17 Arends 
IH Michel 
19 Railsback 
20 Findil?V 
21 Cray . 
22 Springer 
23 Shipley 
24 Price 
INDIANA 

1 Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6 Brav 
7 My~rs 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennis 
11 Jacobs 
IOWA 

1 Schwengel 
2 Culver 
3 Gross 
4 Ky/ 
5 Smith 
6 Mayne 
7 Scherle 

VOTING STUDIES 
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KANSAS 
I Sebeliu" 
2 Roy 
.1 Winn 
4 Shriver 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snvder 
5 Ca.rter 
6 Curlin 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
1 Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick 
7 Breaux' 
8 Long 

MAINE 
1 Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
1 Mills 
2 Long 
3 Carmatz 
4 Sarbanes 
5 Hogan 
6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinan 
4 Donohue 
5 Vacancy 
6 Harrington 
7 Macdonald 

NNYNN? 
yyyyyy 

NNNNN? 
YNYNNY 
NNYNN? 

YYYNYY 
YNYNYY 
YYYYYY 
NNYNN? 
??YNNY 
YNNNY? 
YYNYYY 

X?.'NN? 
Y?NYY? 
??YN?? 
NNYNN? 
X?YNYN 
X.N Y N N N 

? 
?. ? Y N N ? 

YYNYYY 
YYNY?Y 

XNYN?? 
N?NYYY 
y ? y Y· y y 
YYNYYY 
NYYNNY 
NNYXNN 
YYNYYY 
y ? N .y y y 

.'??YNY 
YYNYYY 
YYNYYY 
YYNYYY 

.'YNYNY 
YNNYYY 

8 O'Neill 
9 Hicks 

10 fleck/er 
II Burke 
/2 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

1 Conyers 
2 Esch 
3 Brown 
4 Hutchinson 
5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 Riegle 
8 flarvl?V 
9 Vande~Jagt 

JO Cederberg 
11 Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

1 Quie 
2 Nelsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Kanh 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Montgomery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clay 
2 Symington 
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Republicans 

I Breaux was sworn in Oct. 12 to fill seat left va<ant by resignatioti of Edu:in W 
Edwards, who resian•d May,9 to become governa" of Louisiana. 

7. HR 15417. Labor-HEW Appropriations, Fiscal 1973. 
Reconsideration and passage of the bill, vetoed by the President 
Aug. 16, appropriating $30,538,919,500 for the Department of 
Labor, the Department of Health, Education and Welfare and 
related .agencies for fiscal 1973. Rejected 203-171: R 22-129; D 
181-42 (ND 146-8; SD 35-34), Aug. 16: 1972. A two-thirds majority 
vote (250 in this case) of members present and voting is necessary 
to override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

8. HR 13915. School Busing. Stokes (D Ohio) amend­
ment providing that nothing in the act was intended to be incon­
sistent with, or · violate any provision of, the Constitution. 
Rejected by recorded teller vote 178-197: R 55-98; D 123-99 (ND 
110-37; SD 13-62), Aug. 18, 1972. . 

9. HR 16742. Foreign Travel Restrictions. Ichord (D 
Mo.) motion to suspend rules and pass the bill authorizing the 
President to prohibit travel by U.S. citizens to countries engaged 
in armed conflict with the United States. Rejected 230-140: R 
130-27; D 100-113 (ND 38-101; SD 62-12), Oct. 2; 1972. A two­
thirds majority vote (248 in this case) was needed for passage 
under suspension of the rules. 

10. HR 7130. Minimum Wage Increase. Perkin::i (D Ky.) 
motion that the House disagree with the ·senate version of the 
bill raising the minimum wage for workers covered by the Fair 
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3 Sullivan 
4 Haridall 
5 Bolling 
6 Hull 
7 Hall 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 

I S/1<.up 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
1 Thone 
2 McCollister 
.1 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Baring 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 \V,·man 
2 Cicvrland 

NEW JERSEY 
1 /font 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 f"relinghuy.<en 
6 For.<\'the 
7 \Vid~al/ 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10 Rodino 
II Minish 
12 Du,\'er 
l'.l Gailagher 
14 Daniels 
15 Parten 
NEW MEXICO 

1 Lujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2· GrOuer 
3 Wolff 

2 Ryan died Sept. 17, 1972 
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3 Poff resiiz1M1d effective AU/I. ~ 1972 

./ \V\'dler 
.5 L~nt 
6 Halp~rn 
7 Addabbo 
8 Rosenthal 
9 Delaney 

10 Celler 
11 Brasco 
12 Chisholm 
13 Podell 
14 Rooney 
15 Carey 
16 Murphy 
Ii Koch 
18 Rangel 
19 Abzug 
20 Ryan2 
21 Badillo 
22 Scheuer 
23 Bingham 
24 Biaggi 
25 Pey . .;er 
26 Reid 
27 DOw 
28 f"i.<h 
29 St ration 
.10 Kin11 
31 McEu•l'n 
32 Pirnie 
.tl Robi.<on 
34 Tern· 
35 Haniey 
.'Jfi Horton 
37 Conable 
·.18 Ha>·tings 
39 Kemp 
40 Smith 
41 Dulski 
NORTH CAROLINA 

I .Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Hender,;on 
4 Galifianakis 
5 Mizell 
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Labor Standards Act of 1938 and request a conference to resolve 
differences between. the two versions. Motion rejected 188-196: 
R 23-137; D 165-59 (ND 147-1; SD 18-58), Oct. 3, 1972. 

11. HR 16810." Debt Ceiling Increase. Mahon (D 
Texas) amendment in the nature of a substitute for Title II 
of the bill giving the President unlimited authority to cut 
outlays for any program he chose to limit federal spending to 
$250-billion in fiscal 1973-Direct the President to submit his 
suggestions for spending cutbacks by Jan. 2, 1973, for considera­
tion by the 93rd Congress. Rejected by recorded teller vote 
167-216: R 8-156; D 159-60 (ND 121-17; SD 38-43), Oct. IO, 
1972. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. S 2770. Water Pollutio~ Control. Passage of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972, 
vetoed by the President Oct: 17, providing a comprehensive 
program to clean up the nation's waters by 1985 and authorizing 
$24.7-billion over three years, including $18-billion m federal 
grants to states for construction of waste treatment works. 
Passed over the President's veto 247-23: R 95-13; D 152-10 (ND 
109-1; SD 43-9), Oct. 18, 1972. A two-thirds majority vote (180 
in this ca5e) was .a!1.eeded to override a veto. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 
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10 Bro\'hill 
11 Taylor 
NORTH DAKOTA 
1 Andrews 
2 Link 
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1 Keating 
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3 Whal~n 
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5 Latta 
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8 Beet.< 
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14 Seiberling 
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5 Gettvs 
6 Mcfo.iillan 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I Denholm 
2 Abourezk 

TENNESSEE 
1 Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 Jones 
9 Kuykendall 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Dowdv 
3 Collin.s 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
7 Archrr 
8 Eckhardt 
9 Brooks 

10 Pickle 
I I Poage 
12 Wright 
13 Purcell 
14. Young 
15 de la Garza 
16 White 
Ii Burles"n 
18 Price 
19 Mahon 
20 Gonzalez 
21. Fisher 
22 Casey 
23 Kazen 
UTAH 
I McKay 
2 Lloyd 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

I DOwning 
2 Whitehurst 
3 Satterfield 
4 Abbitt 
5 Daniel 
6 Poft3 
7 Robinson 
8 Scott 
9 Wampler 

10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pell\· 
2 Meeds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
i Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Kastenmeier 
3 Thom.<an 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reuss 
6 Steiger 
i Obey 
8 Bvrne.< 
9 Davi.< 

10 U"Konski 
WYOMING 
AL Roncalio 
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Key Votes 

-tJev VOTES REFLECT YEAR OF CONFRONTATION, COMPROMISE 

Despite the scandals, power struggles, crises and 
confrontations of 1973, Congress and the President were 
able to amid crippling deadlocks on most pressing na­
tional controversies. 

On some issues-most notably the U.S. bombing of 
Cambodia and the question of congressional war powers­
Congress stuck by its guns and forced its will on a re­
luctant administration. 

. But, according to a Congre8sional Quarterly survey 
of 31 key House end Senate votes out of the 1,135 cast 
during the year, Congress on major domestic. issues 
either accepted compromises or bowed to a determined 
President ever willing to use his veto power. 

On the economy, Congress shied away from chal­
lenging Nixon's policies despite soaring inflation. On 
federal spending, Congress was. able to preserve some of 
its most sacred programs, but conceded that its own 
budget-making habits were badly in need of reform. 

In dealing with the nation's critical energy short­
ages-a late-developing crisis that preoccupied the 1973 
session's last weeks'-both the lawmakers and adminis­
tration officials could only grope for positions and solu-
tions. · 

Foreign Policy and Defense. In foreign and de­
fense policy, Congress never. did take the meat axe ap­
proach to the Pentagon budget that had been predicted 

ly in the session. Nor did it terminate the increasingly 
popular foreign aid program. 

Even with its stands on Cambodia and war powers, 
Congress · did not attempt to fundamentally redirect 
U.S. national security and foreign policies. In voting to 
end. U.S. bombing iri Cambodia, moreover, the House by 
a 219-188 vote and the Senate by a 63-19 vote merely 
tied up loose ends After the bas.ic . issue-withdrawal 
from Indochina-had been settled. 

And even the historic 284-135 House vote to over­
ride Nixon's veto of war powers legislation could be 
viewed as an effort to keep future presidents from taking 
the nation into Vietnam-type wars without ai least con­
currence by Congress. 

Economy. On economic matters, the House once 
more proved itself reluctant to second-guess the 
President. In a 147-258 procedural vote that blocked 
consideration of a Democratic-backed measure that 
would have rolled back rising prices, the House in effect 
endorsed President Nixon's wage and price controls pol­
icy. But in extending the President's authority, Congress 
ignored the public protest against spiraling inflation­
an outcry that eventually forced Nixon himself to change 
course. 

Spending. But when economic policy arguments 
came down to the issue of government spending-a mat­
ter closer to congressional sensitivities-both the House 
and the Senate proved willing to take on the President 
and his budget-cutters. Although compromises were 

'Ched to keep money flowing fo federal programs, Con-

House and Senate Voting, 1970-73 
For the first time ever, the combined total of 

recorded votes cast in Congress exceeded one 
thousand in 1973. The Senate took 594 votes, the 
House 541, for a record 1, 135 for the year. This 
was 274 over the previous record of 861 made in 
1972. 

House voting was largely responsible for the 
big jump in voting. Thanks to reforms in floor vot­
ing procedures that took effect in the 92nd and 93rd 
Congresses, the number of times House members cast 
recorded votes increased from 266 in 1970 to 320 in 
1971, and then climbed to the 541 figure in 
1973. The huge increase in 1973 was due primar­
ily to the new electronic voting system that was 
used for the first time Jan. 31, 1973. The substan­
tially higher vote total for 1971 over 1970 was the 
result of the introduction of the recorded teller vote 
which for the first time permitted members to vote 
on the record on amendments to bills. 

The Senate also established records for roll 
calls. New highs were set in each of the last four 
years, with sizeable increases occuring in 1970, 
1972 and 1973. 

Year House Senate Total 

1973 541 594 1,135 
1972 329 532 861 
1971 320 423 743 
1970 266 418 684 

gress laid some groundwork for retaining spending de­
cisions in its own hands. 

Energy Votes. Like. economists, administration 
officials and most of the nation, Congress demonstrated 
its uncertainty over how to deal with the energy crisis. 
While awaiting the President's plans for minimizing 
disruptions caused by energy shortages, both the House 
and the Senate turned down proposals that would have 
imple'mented energy-saving measures. 

The Senate by a 40-48 roll call defeated en effort 
to force Nixon to ration gasoline, and the House by a 180-
210 record vote rejected a proposal to suspend auto 
emission control standards in most sections of the nation 
until 1977. Earlier in the year, however, both houses 
had accepted one trade-off sacrificing environmental 
protection for energy needs by removing roadblocks to 
construction of the trans-Alaskan oil pipeline. 

Insistent that windfall oil industry profits be 
restricted, the House by a 36-228 vote in the session's 
waning hours stalled a compromise energy emergency bill 
which omitted any provision restricting excess profits. 
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1973 Key Votes· 2 VOTING STUDIES 

Senate Key Votes 

1. REA LOAN PROGRAM. The first Senate 
attempt to force President Nixon to carry out programs 
which had been previously authorized by Congress but 
terminated at the end of 1972 came Feb. 21 when the 
Senate voted 69-20 to require Nixon to reinstate the Rural 
Electrification Administration's low-cost loan program for 
rural electric Md telephone cooperatives: R 20-19; D 49-1 
(ND 34-1; SD 15-0). Nixon hlld terminated it and three 
other rural assistance programs to cut government 
spending. Angry senators considered it a constitutional 
issue: not only whether the President had the power to 
impound funds but whether he could terminate pro­
grams authorized by Congress. The bill (S 394) almost 
certainly would have been vetoed by an adamant Nixon, 
but the House subsequently adopted a compromise, 317-

. 92, which was accepted by the Senate and signed by the 
President. In its compromise Congress skirted the issue of 
the President's authority but assured continued assistance 
to rural areas by extracting a promise from the adminis­
tration to grant loans through fiscal 1976 at least at the 
1974 level. It also satisfied the administration by chang­
ing REA loans from direct loans, requiring annual budget 
outlays, to insured loans from REA's $4-billion revolving 
fund, and by raising the interest rate on most loans from 2 
per cent to 5 per cent. (Appropriations chapter) 

2. HIGHWAY TRUST FUND. Congress Aug. 3 
completed action on the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 
1973 (S 502) which for .the first time authorized the use of 
money in the Highway Trust Fund for financing construe-· 
tion of urban mass transit projects, including subways. 
The fundamental change in Congress' position on the 
trust fund issue came about only after the Senate, for the 
second year in a row, voted, 49-44, ·to open it up for pur­
chases of subways and other mass transit facilities. Al­
though the 1973 vote was closer than the 48-26 roll call in 
1972, a majority of senators from both parties still sup­
ported the change: R 23-19; D 26-25 (ND 24-12; SD 2-13). 
Sponsored by Edmund S. Muskie (D Maine) and Howard 
H. Baker Jr. (R Tenn.), the amendment drew strong sup­
port from a majority of state governors and mayors, sev­
eral labor unions and many environmental groups. But on 
April 18 the House narrowly defeated a similar proposal 
by 190-215. After long negotiations House-Senate con­
ferees finally resolved the dispute in mid~summer by 
agreeing to a compromise which allowed cities to use 
$200-million of their $800~million share of the trust fund 
for purchases of buses in fiscal 1975, and for either high­
ways, buses or urban mass transit in fiscal 1976. (Trans­
portation chapter) 

· 3. IMPOUNDMENT CONTROL. Taking its 
first stand against President Nixon's impoundments of 
funds previously appropriated by Congress, the Senate 
April 4 approved an amendment requiring the President 
to release all fw1ds within 60 days unless Congress con­
curred with any of his. impoundment decisions. By a 70-
24 roll-call vote, the Senate attached the provision to a 
routine measure (S 929) giving congressional approval to a 
10 per cent devaluation of the dollar. The impoundment 
amendment later was dropped in conference, but the vote 
adding it to the devaluation bill indicated the depth of 
·congressional dismay at Nixon's use of impoundments to 
curtail· and even eliminate spending programs created 

... 
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How Votes Were Sele<:ted 

Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 
of key votes on major issues. 

Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

• A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

nation and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related 

votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily 
chosen. This vote is the roll call, or recorded vote 
in the House, that in the opinion of Congressional 
Quarterly was the most important in determining the 
outcome . 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Democrats. 

by Congress. The Senate subsequently passed identical 
provisions a.S separate legislation, but final action was 
stalled in conference at the end of the session over differ­
ences with House-passed anti-impoundment provisions. 
Only two Democrats voted against the measure~ while 
16 Republicans supported the amendment: R 16-22; D 54-2 
(ND 41-0; SD 13-2). (Economic chapter) 

4. CAMBODIAN BOMBING. In the strongest 
antiwar sentiment expressed by either house up to that 
time, the Senate May 31 adopted an amendment to the 
second fiscal 1973 supplemental appropriations bill (HR 
7447) that was flatly opposed by the administration 
prohibiting the use of funds not only in that bill but in all 
previously enacted appropriations bills as well to support 
continued combat activities in Cambodia and Laos. The 
key vote, however, came May 29 when the Senate by a 
55-21 vote ruled that the amendment, sponsored by 
Thomas F. Eagleton (D Mo.), was germane to the bill­
indicating the support of a majority of senators for the 
prohibition, including a majority of voting Republicans-
18; 17 voted no. Democrats overwhelmingly (37-4) sup­
ported it. The Eagleton amendment, approved by the 
Senate Appropriations Committee May 15 and adopted 
by the Senate May 31 on a 63-19 vote, was significantly 
broader than the bill approved by the House· May 10 
because it applied to previously appropriated. funds as 
well as to funds in HR 7447, and specified that combat 
activities in Laos as well as Cambodia were prohibited. 
(p. 39) The House accepted the Eagleton amendment 
but the measure was vetoed by President Nixon June 'li. 
In subsequent bargaining between the White House and 
Capitol Hill, a compromise was reached on an Aug. 15th 
cutoff date for all funds for U.S. combat activities in 
Southeast Asia. (Foreign policy chapter) 

5. FARM SUBSIDIES. Despite Senate approval 
of a $20,000 per farmer annual subsidy ceiling in a five­
year omnibus farm bill (S 1888), the Senate June 8 re­
jected, 42-44, an amendment to plug loopholes in the 
ceiling that benefited primarily cotton growers. The 
amendment, which was offered by Frank E. Moss (D 
Utah), would have prohibited cotton growers from trans­
ferring acreage allotments to friends and relatives as a 
way of avoiding the $20,000 ceiling. Although the House 
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V01'JNG S1'U1JJES 1973 Key Votes - 3 

approved restrictions similar to those in the Moss amend­
ment, Senate opposition prevailed in a House-Senate 
conference on S 1888 and the restrictions were dropped. 
Republicans split evenly, 18-18, on the amendment while 
Democrats supplied the two-vote margin, 24-26, which de­
feated it (r\D 22-15; SD 2-lll. (Agriculture chapter) -

6. FPC NOMINATION. For the fir5t time since 

•
0, the Senate J_une 13 refused to confirm a presiden­

nominee to a major federal regulatory agency. By a 
vote of 50-43, the Senate recommitted to the Commerce 
Committee and thus killed the nomination of Robert H. 
Morris to a seat on the Federal Power Commission. Mor­
ris, a California attorney, had represented Standard Oil 
of California for some 15 years and opponents charged 
that he was more likely to favor the interests of power 
industries than those of the consumer. Supporters, to no 
avail, argued that Morris had been endorsed by some 
environmental organizations and that he opposed the 
deregulation of natural gas price5. The motion to recom­
mit the nomination was made by Warren G. Magnuson 
(D Wash.), chairman of the Commerce Committee and 
Morris' leading Senate opponent. Nine Republicans and 
41 Democrats opposed the Nixon nomination and 30 
Republicans and 13 Democrats voted for confirmation. 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

7. FOREIGN MILITARY AID. Administration 
supporters during 1973 mounted a successfu1 campaign to 
block the phaseout of the military grant assistance pro­
gram-considered to be a key element in the Nixon Doc­
trine's policy of supplying allies with economic and mili­
tary aid, but not U.S. manpower, for defense. By a narrow 
vote of 48-44, the Senate approved an amendment offered 
by Hugh Scott (R Pa.) to delete the Senate Foreign Rela­
tions Committee's language from the fiscal 1974 foreign 
military aid bill (S 1443) requiring the phaseout of all 
U.S. military grant assistance programs as well as mili-

- aid advisory groups and missions, by June 30, 1977. 
J removed was a section which wou1d have termi­

nated military programs outside the United States by 
June 30, - 1974. Republicans overwhelmingly supported 
the_ Scott amendment by 37-4. On the Democratic side, 
11 s_enators supported the amendment; 40 voted against 
it. (Foreign Policy chapter) 

8. TRANS-ALASKAN PIPELINE. A move in the 
Senate to delay construction of the trans-Alaskan oil 
pipeline for at least one year failed July 13. By a 29-61 
vote senators voted down an amendment to the authoriza­
tion legislation (S 1081) that would have delayed the 
granting of permits for immediate construction of the 
pipeline until the feasibility of a route across Canada had -
been thoroughly explored. The amendment, offered by 
Walter F. Mondale (D Minn.), called for Congress to ap­
prove either route after completion of negotiations with 
Canada and an eight-month comparative study of the 
two routes by the National Academy of Sciences. Sponsors 
argued that the Canadian route would bring Alaskan oil 
to the Midwest where it was most needed. They said the 
West Coast had adequate oil and that petroleum carried 
by an Alaskan pipeline would be exported to Japan. The 
amendment was backed by environmentalists who had de­
layed construction of the Alaskan route through a series 
of court challenges. But President Nixon opposed it, as did 
a majority of Senate Republicans and Democrats: R 5-34; 
D 24-27 (ND 22-15; SD 2-12). (Energy.Environment chap· 
ter) 

9. CAMPAIGN REFORM. After weeks of testi-
-_mony before the Senate Watergate Committee about 
six-figure cash contributions to the Nixon campaign in 
1972 and disclosures of illegal corporate giving, the Senate 
moved to clean up federal election campaigns. In limiting 
the amount any person could contribute to any candidate 
for federal office, the Senate opened up a heated debate 
over how high the ceiling should be. On July 26 Sen. Wil­
liam Proxmire (D Wis.) introduced an amendment to S 
372 restricting contributions to $100 or less. Proxmire noted 
that past presidential candidates George McGovern, 
Barry Goldwater and George C. Wallace had no trouble 
raising money in those increments. But other senators 
objected that such a low limit would make it difficult for 
fledgling candidates to get the seed money they needed 
to make themselves known. Sen. "Lloyd Bentsen (D Texas) 
later succeeded in amending the Proxmire amendment to 
make the ceiling $3,000, and with this change the Senate 
adopted the Proxmire amt:ndment by a 15-vote margin, 
54:39, with a majority of Republicans voting against: R 
18-23; D 36-16 (ND 28-11; SD8-5). (Congress and Govern­
ment chapter) 

10. OVERSEAS TROOP CUT~ For the first time since 
the creation of the NATO alliance, the Senate Sept. 26 
voted to reduce U.S. military forces stationed overseas. 
The action, although short-lived, reversed a series of de­
feats in the Senate in recent years on overseas troop cut 
proposals. Adoption of the troop reduction measure came 
during debate on the fiscal 1974 defense procurement bill 
(HR 9286). Offered by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.), the amendment would have required the De­
fense Department to reduce the existing level of 500,000 
land based troops stationed overseas by 40 per cent over 
a three-year period beginning in fiscal 1974. Mansfield 
previously had offered W1Successful similar troop cut mea­
sures. The Mansfield amendment to HR 9286 was initially 
adopted by a vote of 49-46 with Republicans voting five 
to one against it and Democrats voting three to one for 
it R 7-34; D 42-12. However, because of a technicality, 
Mansfield's amendment was subject to a second Senate 
vote later- the same day. On the second vote, the Senate 
reversed itself and voted against the amendment by 44-51. 
Two Republicans, Milton R. YoWlg (N.D.) and George D. 
Aiken (Vt.), and two Democrats, J. Bennett Johnston Jr. 
(La.) and Warren B. Magnuson (Wash.), changed their 
votes from yea to nay. Lloyd Bentsen (D Texas) and John 
C. Stennis (D Miss.), who had not voted on the first vote, 
also voted nay, while William B. Sax.be (R Ohio), who had 
voted nay, and Robert W. Packwood (R Ore.) and Lowell P. 
Weicker Jr. (R Conn.), who had both voted yea, did not 
vote. Dick Clark (D Iowa), who had been paired for, voted 
yea the second time. (National Security chapter) 

11. TRIDENT SUBMARINE. By only a two-vote 
margin, 47-49, the Senate Sept. 27 blocked an attempt by 
defense spending critics to reduce fWlding in fiscal 1974 
for the Navy's new nuclear missile-firing submarine, the 
Trident. The Trident was the most expensive single wea­
pons system ever proposed by the Defense Department. 
The Senate vote came_ on debate on the annual military 
procurement authorization bill (HR 9286). Offered by 
Thomas J. Mcintyre (D N.H.), it would have reduced the 
administration's fiscal 197 4 Trident budget request of $1.5-
billion by $885-million. By delaying the launch of the first 
Trident and slowing construction of the others, Mcintyre 
said the Navy could avoid cost overrWls and ensure that 
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1973 Key Votes· 4 VOTING STUDIES 

the latest technological discoveries would go into each 
new submarine. Opponents of the amendment argued that 
the Soviet Union had already launched three Trident­
class submarines capable of firing nuclear missiles at the 
United States from long distances. Thirty of 40 voting 
Republicans opposed the amendment: R 10-30; D 37-19 
(ND 32-8; SD 5-11). (Nation.al Security chapter) 

12. STRIP MINING. The Senate Oct. 9 went part 
way toward a complete ba:n on strip mining when it voted 
53-33 to bar surface mining on lands where the federal 
government owned the mineral rights but not the surface 
rights. The administration and the coal 4tdustry opposed 
the prohibition. The 53-33 vote came on an amendment 
to a bill (S 425) regulating surface mining of coal offered 
by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.). He said 
the amendment would protect farmers and ranchers whose 
lands were underlain by federally owned coal. Environ­
mentalists, who favored the abolition of all surface mining, 
were jubilant. But the Department of Interior said its 
effect would be "staggering," removing 55 per cent of the 
nation's coal reserves from possible recovery. According 
to the department, coal covered by the amendment could 
not be replaced by coal from underground mines because of 
inadequate technology. Surface-mined coal was the easiest 
and cheapest to mine, and the administration was count­
ing on the nation's vast coal reserves to meet energy 
shortages. The vote came before the Arab oil embargo in­
tensified the pace of energy legislation in Congress. Demo­
crats voted five to one for the amendment: R 13-25; D 40.,8. 
The House did not act. (Energy-Environment chalter) 

13. GASOLINE RATlONING. A move to force 
gasoline rationing on a reluctant Nixon administration 
failed in the Senate Nov. 15. The administration had 
maintained that rationing should be implemented only as 
a last resort. F1oyd K. Haskell (D Colo.) had proposed an 
amendment to emergency energy legislation (S 2589) 
that would have directed the President to begin rationing 
of gasoline by Jan. 15, 1974. Haskell argued that the ad­
ministration's past record on handling energy matters 
showed that delay would be inevitable if Congress did not 
require rationing on a specified date. Henry M. Jackson 
(D Wash.) declared that every day of delay in imposing 
rationing and a 50-mile-per hour speed limit would cost 
another million barrels of gasoline. But Republicans 
overwhelmingly opposed rationing, and it was rejected 
40-48: R 2-36; D 38-12. (Energy-Environment chapter) 

14. PUBLIC CAMPAIGN FINANCING. Ad­
vocates of public financing of federal elections launched a 
surprise attack in the Senate late in November when they 
attached a comprehensive public financing amendment to 
a bill (HR 11104) raising the national debt ceiling. Be­
cause the debt bill had to become law to allow the Trea­
sury to continue functioning,· supporters felt that Presi­
dent Nixon would have to sign HR 11104 even if it contain­
ed public financing provisions he opposed. On Nov. 27 
Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) led a bipartisan 
coalition that succeeded for the first time in getting a 
comprehensive public finance bill passed. The Kennedy 
package attached to HR 11104 had four parts, but the 
crucial vote came when the Senate refused by a 40-55 
vote to table and thus kill the first part of the package. 
Republicans voted almost two to one to table, Democrats 
more than two to one against tabling: R 26-14; D 14-41. 
This section, dealing with public financing of congression­
al ca~aigns, had been considered to have the least 
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support. When it was approved it became clear the Sen 
ate was going to accept the other parts dealing with publi, 
financing of presidential campaigns. Subsequently th1 
House Nov. 28 refused to accept the campaign finam:t. 
amendments, and they were dropped from HR 11104 be­
fore the bill was sent to the President. But initial Senatr 
passage of the public financing package made it like!~. 
that related legislation would be approved in 1974, in 
·part because of the decisive margin by which the reforn; 
amendments passed the Senate Nov. 'l:I. (Congress and 
Gouemment chapter) 

15. NORTHEAST RAIL REORGANIZATION. The 
Senate Dec. 11 rejected, 37-59, an amendment to delete 
highly controversial labor provisions approved by the 
Senate Commerce Committee to legislation (HR 9142) re­
organizing the bankrupt railroad lines in the Northeast 
and Midwest. The amendment, offered by Sen. J. Glenn 
Beall Jr. (R Md.), would have required a new rail corpora­
tion, to be established by HR 9142 to run the restructured 
system, to negotiate its· own labor agreements with em­
ployees of bankrupt railroads rather than adopt those 
written into the bill. A significant number of Republicans 
( 11) and 48 Democrats opposed Beall on the key vote: 
R 32-11; D 5-48 (ND 1-38; SD 4-10). Under the bill, rail­
road workers with at least five years service who lost 
jobs under the reorganization were guaranteed monthly 
compensation payments of up to $30,000 a year until age 
65. The labor provisions had been negotiated in private 
meetings between railroad labor and management and 
then written into the legislation. Beall argued against 
what he described as an unprecedented attempt by Con­
gress to legislate a labor contract without allowing the 
managers of the new corporation to negotiate their own 
agreement. But opponents of the amendment, faced with 
the imminent shutdown of the Penn Central Railroad, 
were determined to avoid labor disputes which might 
weaken the new corporation's ability to operate profitable 
rail service in the region. The administration, although 
strongly opposed to these provisions, never took a firm 
stand on the bill itself. Railroad labor and management, 
however, remained solidly allied to the agreement through­
out congressional action on the measure. Both House and 
Senate versions contained the controversial labor agree­
ments which subsequently were enacted when the Presi­
dent signed HR9142 Jan. 2. (Transportation chapter) 

16. OIL PRICES, PROFITS. An effort to place ceil­
ings on the cost of oil and its products to consumers and 
on the profits of the oil industry during the energy emer­
gency was rejected by the Senate Dec. 19. Price increases 
for crude oil and oil products would have been limited 
to the actual cost of producing them under an amendment 
offered by Walter F. Mondale (0 Minn.) to legislation (S 
'l:/76) establishing a Federal Energy Emergency Adminis­
tration. The amendment would have permitted temporary 
price increases to protect the profits of independent oil 
distributers and to stimulate energy production. Such in­
creases could have become permanent if it could be justi­
fied that they were needed. Mondale asserted that the 
amendment was designed to prevent rationing by increas­
ing prices. Several a'dministration spokesmen had suggest­
ed that energy consumption might be limited by allowing 
prices to rise. Mondale declared that without some limita­
tion on prices the cost of oil to consumers could amount to 
an additional $50-billion. However, Republicans and 
southern Democrats opposed the amendment almost four 
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to one and it was tabled 47-44 on a n~otion by Russell B. 
Long (D La.): R 28-IO; D 19-34 (ND 6-33; SD 13-1). 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

House Key Votes 

~- WAGE-PRICE CONTROLS. Reluctant to take 
r.nsibility for the state of the U.S. economy despite 
public outcry against inflation, the House April 16 re­
jected Democratic-backed legislation ordering the Presi­
dent to roll prices back to March 16 levels. By a 147 -
2.58 recorded \'Ote, the House in effect voted to support 
President Nixon's relaxed anti-inflation program by 
rejecting an attempt to bring a Democratic compromise 
plan-drawn up by the Rules Committee at the leader~ 
ship's behest-to the floor as a substitute for an un­
popular Banking and Currency Committee bill that would 
have rolled prices back to Jan. 10 levels. By sidetracking 
the Democratic ·compromise measure, the procedural 
vote left the House with a choice between the unaccept­
able Jan. IO rollback bill and the. President's request for 
a simple extension of his existing wage-price controls au­
thority. In subsequent votes, the House approved a sim­
ple one-year extension, which was accepted by the Sen­
ate with few modifications~ Although Congress thus gave 
Nixon a free hand to continue his Phase ill voluntary 
controls; rapid inflation by June forced him ·to resort to 
a price freeze and strengthening of the controls. In the 
key April 16, vote, however, Republicans by a unanimous 
0-182 vote backed the President's policies, and southern 
Democrats added more than enough votes to kill the 
Democratic leadership's compromise alternative: R 0-
182; D 147-76 (ND l18-27; SD 29-49). (Economic chap-
te~ . 

2. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. For the 
:ime since the United . States intervened militarily 

11. __,o'utheast Asia in 1964, a majority of the House May 
IO went on record in favor of terminating the U.S. in­
\'oh·ement~a vote that resulted eventually in a com­
promise between Congress and the. President on an Aug. 
15 cutoff date ·for U.S. combat activities in Indochina. 
During consideration of the second fiscal 1973 supple­
mental appropriations bill (HR 7447), the House voted 
219-.188 for an amendment . prohibiting the Defense 
Department from transferring $430omillion from other 
defense programs to fund further U.S. military activity 
in Southeast Asia, including the bombing of Cambodia. 
The amendment, offered by Joseph P. Addabbo (D N.Y.) 
was reconsidered and approved a second time by a 194-
187 vote. The House sharpened the thrust of the Addabbo 
amendment by approving, 224-172, an amendment of­
fered by Clarence D. Long (D Md.) to prohibit the De­
fense Department's use of HR 7447's funds for .combat 
activities in Cambodia. On the key vote, 184 Democrats 
joined with 35 Republicans in support of the amendment; 
'l-5 Democrats, 38 of whom were southern Democrats, and 
143 Republicans opposed it. (Foreign Policy chapter) 

3. FARM PROGRAM. The House set in motion a 
fundamental change in the course of American farm policy 
.July 19 when it approved, 226-182, the Agricultural Act 
of 1913. For most of the postwar years, federal farm 
rx>licies were based on a rigid system of price supports 
v.ith incentives to take crops and land out of production 
j,, times of oversupply. The 1973 act (HR 8860) switched 

"target price" scheme of flexible price supports, with 

high government payments going to farmers when times 
were bad but sharply reduced payments when supplies 
were short and prices high. House passage of HR 8860 
came only after a long and difficult debate, and it re­
quired an alliance· between southern cotton interests, 
midwestern feed grain farmers and organized labor. 
Labor backed the bill even though it unsuccessfully fought 
an amendment to deny food stamps to striking workers 
and their families. The amendment passed the House 
but was stricken from the bill in a House-Senate con­
ference. Although cotton interests were angry over other 
amendments added to the bill by the House, HR 8860 
survived a close 226-182 vote on passage with majorities 
of northern Democrats and. Republicans voting against 
it: R 87-94; D 139-88 (ND 74-77; SD 65-11). (Agriculture 
chapter) 

4. FOREIGN AID. In a cliff-hanging 188-183 vote 
the House July 26 passed a bill (HR 9360) authorizing 
$2.8-billion for foreign aid in fiscal 1974. Although the 
bill was touted as initiating a wholly revamped aid pro­
gram, the narrow margin on passage was considered 
an omen that disenchantment with foreign aid-so 
obvious in the Senate ih recent years-was equally 
strong in the previously more friendly House. Inflation, 
devaluation, deficits, domestic cutbacks and the rising 
cost of living all contributed to the swelling of the ranks 
of opponents to so-called foreign "give-away" programs. 
Final passage came after nearly 12 hours of debate, al­
though only $68-million was cut from the committee 
version of the bill. The House version was nearly $22-
million below the administration's request. Opponents 
did succeed in killing a proposed export credit develop­
ment fund, .considered to be a major facet of the aid pro­
gram reorganization. On the final vote, 69 Republicans 
and 119 Democrats supported HR 9360, while 89 Republi­
cans and 94 Democrats voted against it. Among southern 
Democrats, only 19 favored the bill; 52 voted nay. (For­
eign Policy chapter) 

. 5. DEFENSE SPENDING. In an unprecedented 
slap at the leadership of its Armed Services Committee, 
the House July 31 by a vote of 242~163 adopted an amend­
ment to the defense procurement authorization bill (HR 
9286). making an across-the-board cut of $950-million in 
the funding levels recommended by the committee for 
fiscal 1974. Offered by frequent Pentagon spending cri­
tic Les Aspin (D Wis.), the amendment was intended 
to hold spending on military weapons procurement and 
development to fiscal 1973 levels except for a 4.5 per 
cent increase to cover inflation. Aspin's amendment was 
adopted by a 79-vote margin: R 82-100; D 160-63 (ND 
138-14; SD 22-49). Adoption of the proposal marked 
the first time that an amendment to the annual defense 
procurement bill substantially reducing the funding 
levels recommended by the Armed Services Committee 
had been adopted on the House floor. Defense budget 
critics teamed with fiscal conservatives alarmed over 
the strains of inflation on the federal budget to push the 
amendment through the House. Aspin's amendment, how­
ever, was later dropped from the final bill in a House­
Senate conference. (National Security chapter) 

6. ALASKAN PIPELINE. Environmentalists' ef­
forts to block the trans-Alaskan pipeline suffered a 
jolting setback Aug. 2 when the House by a 198-221 
recorded teller vote rejected an amendment offered by 
John Dellenback (R Ore.) and Wayne Owens (D Utah) 
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to delete from the pipeline legislation (HR 9130) a pro­
vision declaring all actions taken by the secretary: of 
interior in regard to the pipeline to be in compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). If the amendment had carried; Dellenback 
planned to offer another to drop a provision barring court 
challenges against construction of the pipeline on en­
vironmental grounds. Environmentalists had blocked 
construction of the pipeline for three years by a series 
of court suits. The President and major oil companies 
opposed the amendment; and Nixon said later it was a 
matter of "highest urgency" to enact the bill in 1973. The 
pipeline would eventually carry 2-million barrels of 
oil daily from the North Slope of Alaska, to the ice­
free port of Valdez, where it would be shipped by tanker 
to the United States. Dellenback warned that the pro­
vision would set a precedent for further erosion of en­
vironmental controls. But a combination of Republicans 
and southern Democrats voted almost two to one 
against the amendment: R 65-120; D 133-101 (ND 116-
39; SD 17-62). The provisions which the amendment sought 
to remove remained in the final. version of HR 9130, 
which cleared Congress on Nov. 13. (Energy-Environment 
chapter) 

7. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. Democrats 
and organized labor lost a significant bout with Presi­
dent Nixon Sept. 19 when the House sustained Nixon's 
Sept. 6 veto of a minimum wage bill (HR 7935). The 
bill would have raised the hourly minimum wage for 
most non-farm workers to $2.20 an hour on July 1, 1974, 
an·d extended coverage to approximately 6.7 million 
workers, including domestics. Nixon vetoed the measure 
because he said it was inflationary and. would cause 
unemployment. He also objected that HR 7935 did not 
contain a subminimum. wage rate for 16 and 17 yeiu 
old youths-a provision actively sought by the adminis­
tration. Amendments to include such a provision and to 
stretch out the time period for the wage increase lost 
in both the House and the Senate. The vote to override 
the veto obtained a clear majority, 259-164, but fell 
23 votes short of the. constitutional two-thirds vote needed 
to override: R 51-135; D 208-29 (ND 155-1; SD 53·28). In 
1972 a similar minimum wage bill was killed when the 
House voted not to send its version to conference with a 
more liberal Senate measure. (Labor chapter) 

8. MASS TRANSIT OPERATING SUBSIDIES. 
Despite strong opposition from President Nixon, both 
houses of Congress passed legislation (S 386) in 1973 
to authorize subsidies to defray the cost of operat­
ing urban mass transit systems, with the House voting in 
favor of the measure for the first time Oct. 3. Both the 
House and Senate versions sought to authorize $800-mil­
lion over 'fiscal 1974 and 1975 to supplement revenues 
collected from passenger fares. The bill barely sur­
vived an attempt made by Rep. Chalmers P. Wylie (R 
Ohio) to delete the operating subsidies provision. First 
adopted by a 206-203 vote, the amendment was sub­
sequently rejected, 205-210, with overwhelming majorities 
of both parties opposing each other: R 148-3.5; D 57-175 
(ND 12-140; SD 45-35). Proponents of the amendment 
argued that subsidies would bail out poorly run mass 
transit systems in only a few big cities. Those Republicans 
voting against the Wylie amendment represented for the 
most part constituencies in urban, northeastern states 
such rut< Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New 
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York, and Delaware. The vote marked a major victory 
for the urban block in the House. Support. by the House 
leadership, especially from Speaker Carl Albert (D Okla.), 
was credited with securing the necessary votes to kill 
the amendment. House-Senate conferees had not 
agreed to a finai compromise when Congress adjourned. 
But President Nixon threatened to veto any compromise 
authorizing a new program of grants for urban mass 
transit. (Transportation chapter) 

9. WAR POWERS. Congress handed President Nix­
on one of the biggest defeats of his presidency Nov. 7 
when it voted to override his veto of a bill restricting the 
President's war-making powers (H J Res 542). The veto, 
threatened throughout the House and Senate debates on 
H J Res 542, came Oct. 24 when Nixon branded the mea­
sure "both unconstitutional and dangerous." H J Res 
542 set a 60-day limit on any presidential commitment of 
U.S. combat forces abroad without specific congressional 
authorization and permitted Congress to end it earlier 
through passage of a concurrent resolution-not requir­
ing the President's signature to take effect. There was 
little doubt that the Senate would override the veto, but 
its fate in the House remained uncertain until Nov. 7 
when the House voted to override by a cliff-hanging 284-
135 vote-four over the necessary two-thirds majority. 
Within a few hours, the Senate completed the proce5s with 
a 75- f8 vote. It was the first successful reversal of a presi­
dential veto in the 93rd Congress and the first time during 
the session that the House had voted to override. Eight 
previous vetoes had been sustained, five in the House 

. and three in the Senate. Two factors made possible the 
override of the veto: a 'higher than usual percentage of 
southern Democrats who stood with the leadership and. 
the majority of northern Democrats, and a nearly even 
split among Republicans: R 86-103; D 198-32 (ND 143-9; 
SD 55-23). (National Security chapter) 

10. SPENDING ON HEALTH, EDUCATION. Sub­
mitting to repeated threats that President Nixon would 
veto the fiscal 1974 Labor-Health, Education and Wel­
fare Departments appropriations bill (HR 8877) because 
it was $1,376,843,000 over his budget requests, Congress 
late in the session agreed to a compromise allowing the 
President to impound up to $400-million of the $32,926,-
796,000 contained in HR 8877. The compromise was worked 
out by House-Senate conferees after the House Nov. 13 
recommitted the bill to conference to work out a new 
allocation formula for education funds for disadvantaged 
children. The House Dec. 5 adopted the second conference 
report on the bill by a 371-33 vote and then, on a motion 
by Daniel J_ Flood (D Pa.), chairman of the Labor-HEW 
Appropriations Subcommittee, agreed to the conference 
compromise on the impoundment amendment by a com­
fortable 263-140 vote. The vote reflected the support of 
a conservative coalition of 162 Republicans and 60 south­
ern Democrats. But a majority of all Democrats-122-
voted against the comprise. In 1972 Nixon vetoed two 
Labor-HEW appropriations bills, including one that 
allowed him to impound up to $1,238,919,500. His Dec. 19 
decision to sign HR 8877 ended a year and a half of fund­
ing most Labor-HEW programs under a temporary emer­
gency appropriations resolution which had caused major 
controversies and dislocations. (Appropriations chap­
ter) 

11. REFORM OF BUDGET REVIEW PROCE­
DURES. With significant Republican desertions, the 
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House Dec. 5 voted to accept a prov1s10n restricting the 
President's power to impound funds as part of a compre­
hensive budget reform bill (HR 7130). By a 108-295 re­
corded vote, the House rejected an administration-backed 
:ur ~ment to strip from the bill a provision approved 
b Rules Committee giving either the House or the 
St.. .-'·the power to force the President to spend funds 
which he had impounded. The Rules Committee added 
the provision~imilar to separate anti-impoundment legis­
lation passed by the House on July 25-in order to keep 
the President from using impoundments to o\'errule spend­
ing decisions taken by Congress through updated budget­
review procedures that the bill would set up. The admin­
istration, which had opposed both the House and Senate 
\·en;ion of . separate anti-impoundment legislation, also 
viewed the budget reform bill's impoundment measure as 
an undue restriction on the President's ability to manage 
federal government finances. When the House passed the 
earlier anti-impoundment bill by a 254-164 recorded 
vote July 25, Republicans opposed the measure by 36-150. 
But in the key Dec. ·5 vote to delete the provision, 78 
Republicans refused to go along and voted to retain the 
anti-impoundment provisions: R 102-78; D 6-217 (ND 
3-143; SD 3-74). (Economic chapter) 

12. FORD CONFIRMATION. Rep. Gerald R. 
Ford (R Mich.), 60, a member of Congress since 1949 and 
House minority leader since 1965, was nominated Oct. 12 
by President Nixon to be vice president of the United 
States, replacing Spiro T. Agitew who resigned Oct. 10 
and was sentenced on a charge of federal income tax eva­
sion. Ford was the first nominee to fill a vacancy in the 
office of vice president under provisions of the 25th Amend­
ment to the Constitution. Ratified in 1967, the amendment 

·~es confirmation by a majority vote of both houses of 
:ess: Ford was confirmed by the Senate Nov. 27 by 

a vote of 92-3, and by the House Dec. 6 on a 387-35 vote of 
confidence. It was the first time in history the House had 
participated in the confirmation of an executive nomina­
tion. All 35 votes in the House against Ford were cast 
by Democrats who contended Ford was weak on civil 
rights and civil liberties and lacked the qualities of 
leadership needed in a president. Of the 15 black House 
members, only one, Andrew Young (D Ga.), voted for 
Ford. The breakdown was: R 186-0; D 201-35 (ND 121-33; 
SD 80-2). (Special Reports) 

13. TRADE REFORM. Ignoring organized labor's 
delaying tactics, the House Dec. 10 voted to proceed with 
floor action on a key measure (HR 10710) granting broad 
presidential authorities to negotiate and implement trade 
agreements with other nations. By a 230-147 recorded 
vote, the House adopted a resolution (H Res 657) providing 
for floor consideration of the trade bill despite a last­
minute AFL-CIO lobbying campaign to defeat H Res 657 
and delay floor action until 1974. As granted by the 
Rules Committee, the resolution allowed members to offer 
floor amendments only to provisions in the. Ways and 
Means Committee bill dealing with Soviet trade policy and 
trade concessions to underdeveloped nations. Had the rule 
been defeated, the Ways and Means Committee would 
have pulled the bill off the floor rather than risk pro­
tectionist amendments to the trade liberalization provi­
sions it had recommended. After H Res 657 was approved, 
· ·vever, the House passed HR 10710 by a 272"140 recorded 

:. By offering organized labor additional time to lobby 
a-.:;ainst the committee's bill, further delay could have ... . 

undermined a coalition of members supporting HR 10710 
that previously had been shaken by the administration's 
opposition to the measure's Soviet trade provisions. Before 
taking up HR 10710, the House three times had postponed 
floor action at the President's request. Officials had 
feared that House approval of the bill's Soviet trade pro­
visions-which denied trade concessions for Soviet products 
until the Soviet government allowed freer emigration by 
Soviet .Jews-would increase U.S.,Soviet tensions in 
the Middle East crisis. In asking the House to proceed 
with the trade bill despite these provisions, the President 
decided that the risk posed by further delay-dwindling 
support for passage of the bill-outweighed the risks to 
U.S.-Soviet detente. By adopting H Res 657, the House 
went along with this position although northern Demo­
crats, the group most attentive to AFL-CIO positions, 
voted 39-103 against it: R 136-24; D 94-123 (ND 39-103; 
SD 55-20). (Foreign Policy chapter) 

14. AUTO EMISSION STANDARDS. The most 
far~reaching effort to ease auto emission controls in the 
midst of the energy shortage was rejected by the House, 
180-210, on Dec. 14. Rep. Louis C. Wyman (R N.H.) in­
troduced an amendment to an emergency energy bill (HR 
11450) to suspend auto emission controls in most of the 
United States until Jan. 1, 1977, or until the President 
announced that the fuel shortages were over, whichever 
came later. Controls would not have been suspended in 
13 specified areas with serious air pollution problems 
such as New York and Los Angeles. Wyman asserted pollu­
tion control devices caused a "fuel penalty" of 20 per 
cent. He argued that it made no sense to impose controls 
in areas of the country without serious pollution problems. 
Although a majority of Republicans and southern Demo­
crats sided with Wyman, all but 22 northern Democrats 
voted against it, and it was rejected 180-210: R 102-73; 
D 78-137 (ND 22"113; SD 56-24). Later the same day the 
House rejected, 170-205, a second Wyman amendment 
that would have suspended the controls for one year. 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

15. WINDFALL PROFITS. The House on Dec. 22, 
the last day of the session, overwhelmingly expressed its 
support for' limitations on excess profits made by the oil 
industry during the energy crisis. With little more than 
half the members present and voting, the House under 
suspension of the rules decisively rejected, 36-228, a Sen­
ate compromise to the conference report on an emergency 
energy bill (S 2589) which did not contained any limita­
tion on windfall profits. House members of both parties 
vociferously expressed their displeasure at the compromise 
that had been forced on the Senate by a filibuster. Large 
majorities of Republicans and Democrats joined to reject 
the measure: R 28-79; D 8-149. The previous day the House 
·had voted by a large majority, 169-95, to accept a Harley 
0. Staggers (D W.Va.) amendment containing restrictions 
on windfall profits, but a two-thirds vote (176 in this case) 
was required to approve the measure and it failed by 
seven votes. A second Staggers substitute, without the 
windfall profits limitation, was rejected 22-240. Congress 
thus adjourned Dec. 22 without clearing the emergency 
energy legislation which Nixon had wanted on his desk 
by the end of 1973. However, the conference report on 
S 2589 was under a veto threat anyway because it con­
tained provisions permitting congressional disapproval of 
Nixon administration actions to deal with the energy 
crisis. (Energy-Environment chapter) 
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ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparki:nan' 

ALASKA 
Grovel 
Stet· ens 

ARIZONA 
Fannin 
Goldwater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright 
McClellan 

CALIFORNl.t. 

--~~~!~«!!' 
Tunney 

COLORADO 
Ha1kell 
Dominick· 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribicoff 
Weick er 

DELAWARE 
Bid en 
Roth 

FlORID.t. 
Chiln 
Gurney 

GEORGIA 
Nunn 

\Talmadge 
HAWAII 

Inouye 
Fong 

IOWA 
Y. N N N N N Y N Clark y y y y y y y 

INYY?YNY Y N Y Y N N Y ? Hughea 
KANSAS 

I N Y Y N N · N Dole YNNNNYYN 
Y Y Y Y N N Y. N Y N Y Y Y N Y N Pear.•on 

KENTUCKY. 
N N ? N N Y Y N Huddle.ton YNYINYNN 

YN ??NYN 1 N ? X N N Y N Cook· 
LOUISIANA 

Y N Y Y ? N N Y. John1ton Y N y. Y N Y Y N 
YNYNNNNN Y N Y Y · N N N long 

? Y Y Y N Y N.~ 
YYYYNNNN 

YYYYYYNY 
YYN??NYN 

NYYYYYNY 
NYYYYYYN 

y y y y y y ? y 
NYNNYNYN 

YYYIYYNY 
YNNYNNYN 

I 

YYYYNNNN 
YNYINYNN 

YYY?NY?N 
YYY?NNYN 

MAINE 
Hathaway Y Y Y Y N Y N Y. 
Mu1kie Y Y Y Y ? Y N Y 

MARYLAND 
Beall N Y Y N Y N Y X 
Mathias N Y Y Y Y N N ./ 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Kennecly Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
Brooke Y Y ? Y Y N Y Y 

MICHIGAN 
Hart YYYttYNY 
Griffin N Y N N ? N Y ? 

MINNESOTA 
Humpluey Y N Y Y N .Y N Y 
Mond~.le Y Y Y Y N Y N Y 

MISSISSIPPI 
Ea1tlond Y N Y N N N Y N 
Stenni1 I X 1 1 ? ? ? ? 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton Y?YYNYNN 

Y· Y Y Y N Y N N 
IDAHO 
....ctuiurc~h'-'-~~~Y_,,_Y_Y,__t._.y_,_y~N~Y 

. Symington 
MONTANA 

Mon1fiel<I 
Motcoll 

NEBRASKA 

YNYY?YN./ 
YYYYYYNY McClure Y N Y Y N N Y N 

. NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre Y ? Y Y Y I N Y 
Cotton N N N ./ ? N Y N 

NEW JERSEY 
William• Y ./ Y Y Y Y ? Y 
Case N Y Y Y Y Y N Y 

NEW MEXICO 
Montoya 
Domenici 

NEW YORK 

YNYINYNN 
.YNNY ·NYN 

Buckley• N Y N N Y N Y e 
Jauits I Y Y Y Y Y Y N 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin Y N Y ? N Y Y N 
Helms N· N N N N N Y N 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick Y N Y Y N Y N N 
Young Y N N N N N Y N 

OHIO 
Saxbe N ? N N Y ? Y N 
Taft N Y Y N Y N Y N 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett N N N Y N ? Y N 
Bellman Y N Y ? N ? Y N 

OREGON 
Hatfield I Y Y Y Y N N N. 
Packwood N Y Y Y Y N Y Y 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker Y Y Y Y Y Y N N 
Scott N Y N N Y N Y N 

RHODE ISLAND 
Po1tore Y Y Y Y Y Y N N 
Pell Y Y Y Y y ./ N y 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Holling• Y N Y I N Y N N 
Thurmond Y N N N N X Y N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

- KEY-
Y Record vote for (yea) . 
./ Paired for. 
I Announced for. 
N Record vote a~ainst (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced a~ainst. 
? Not votin~. voted "present" 

or did not announce. 

TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
Mou 
Bennett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr.•• 
Scott 

WASHINGTON 
Jackson 
Magnuson 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd 
Randolph 

WISCONSIN 

Proxmire 
WYOMING 

McGee 
Hansen 

YNYYNYYN 
?NNNNYY.t4 

y y y y y y y 14 
NY???Y?N 

YYNYNNYN 
YYYYYNYY 

YNNYYNY14 
NNNYYN?N 

YYYNNYYN 
t./YVYY14X 

YNYYNYNN 
YNYYNNNI~ 

YYYYYYNY 
YYYYYYNY 

YNY?NYY? 
N.N N N N Y Y N 

IWNOIS 
-Stpyenton 
Percy 

INOIANA 
~yh 
Hartke 

Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Curtis Y N N N N N Y N Aboure•k YYYIYYNY 
YYYIYYNY Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Hruska Y N N N • N Y N McGovern 

NEVADA TENNESSEE 
t X Y Y Y Y N Y Bible 

· I N Y 1 Y Y N 7' Cannon 
Y N Y I Y Y N N Baher YYN?NNYN 

NYNNNNYN Y N Y ? Y y Y .N Brock 

Democrats Republicans • Voted _"pre.'umt" to avoid possible conflict of interest. 

1. S 394. Rural Electrification Loan Program. Passage of 
the bill to require the administrator of the Rural Electrifica­
tion Administration to spend the full amount appropriated by 
Congress each fiscal year for 2 per cent direct loans for rural 
electric and telephone cooperatives. Passed 69-20: R 20-19; 
D 49-1 (ND 34-1; SD 15-0), Feb. 21, 1973. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

2. S 502. Highway Authorization. Muskie (D Maine)-Baker 
(R Tenn.) amendment to give states and cities the option of 
using $850-million a year of federal urban highway funds in the 
Highway Trust Fund for purchase of buses or rail transit (sub­
way) construction programs rather than for additional highways. 
Adopted 49-44: R 23-19; D 26-25 (ND 24-12; SD 2-13), March 14, · 
1973. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

3. S 929. DOilar Devaluation. Title I (lmpoundment Control 
Procedures) of Eivin (D N.C.)-Muskie (D Maine) amendment 
to require the President to report to Congress within 10 days 
if he impounded funds and to release such funds within 60 
days after making his report ·unless Congress approved the 
impoundment. Adopted 70-24: R 16-22; D 54-2 (ND 41-0; 
SD 13-2), April 4, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

4. HR 7447. Second Supplemental Appropriations, Fis­
cal 1973. Submission to the Senate for a decision on the ques­
tion: Was the pending committee amendment, to bar any funds 
in the bill or in any previous appropriations bill from being used 
to support combat activities in or over Cambodia and Laos, 
germane to the bill? Agreed to 55-21: R 18-17; D 37-4 (ND 30-1; 
SD 7-3), May 29, 1973. The President did not take a position 
on the question. 

--. 
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5. S 1888. Farm Program Extension. Moss (D Utah) amend­
ment to prohibit individual farmel'3 from leasing farms or other­
wise splitting up existing farms to avoid the existing ceiling on 
the payment of federal subsidies for not raising certain crops. Re­
jected 42-44: R 18-18; D 24-26 (ND 22-15; SD 2-H), June 8, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the amendment. 

6. Federal Power Commission Nomination. Magnuson (D 
Wash.) motion to recommit to the Commerce Committee the 
nomination of Robert H. Morris of California to be a member of 
the Federal Power Commission. Recommittal had the effect 
of killing the nomination. Motion agreed to 51-42: R 9-30; D 
42-12 (ND 35-4; SD 7-8), June 13, 1973. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

7. S 1443. Foreign Military Aid Authorization. Scott (R Pa.) · 
amendment to delete language in the bill requiring the phasing 
out of U.S. military grant assistance programs by June 30, 1977. 
Adopted 48-44: R 37-4; D 11-40 (ND 4-32; SD 7-8), June 26, 1973. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 1081. Alaskan Pipeline. Mondale (D Minn.) amend­
ment to delay the granting of rights-of-way across federal lands. 
in Al.aska for an oil pipeline route pending negotiations with the 
Canadian government about a route through Canada, an eight­
month comparative study of routes through Canada and Alaska 
by the National Academy of Sciences and a decision by Congress 
on which route should be used. Rejected 29-61: R 5-34; D 24-27 
(ND 22-15; SD 2-12), July 13, 1973. A "nay" was a vote support­
ing the President's position. 

l 
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ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

• 

~lAS:v~I 
evens 
ONA 

Fannin 
Goldu>arer 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbriglit 
McCl..llan 

CALIFORNIA 
Cranston 
Tunney 

COLORADO 
Ha1kell 
Dominick 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribicoff 
Weick er 

DELAWARE 
lliden 
Roth 

RORIDA 
Chile• 
Gurney 

GEORGIA 
Nunn 
Talmadge 

HAWAII 
Inouye 
Fong 

IDAHO 

YNNYNYYY 
NNNY?YNY 

NYYYYN?? 
NNNNNYNY 

NNNNNfYY 
NNN??YYY 

YYYYYNNY 
YYNNYYNY 

YYY?YNNN 
YYYYNNNN 

NYYYYNNN 
NNYNNYYY 

YYNYYNNN 
YYN?YYNN 

YYYYNNNN 
·Y N y' Y N Y Y Y 

YYYYYNNY 
YNNNN?NY 

YNNYYYNY 
NYNN?YNY 

NYYYYNNN 
NNNNNYYY 

Q\J!rch Y Y Y ? N N N ? 
Mc c'°1u~~,e---N::.-N,:._N'-'N-'-'N'-'-'?~Y_,Y 

IWNOIS 
Stevenson Y N Y Y Y N N N 
p;,-cy~="----N"-'-.N"-'Y'-'?---'--~_N'-'-'N~N 

INDIANA 
Bo.y,.h._ __ __,N_,_Y'--'Y'--'Y'-'-'N'-N~N~N 
Hartke N Y Y Y N N N N 

o.O-l""'tf"')·M'\~ -------
IOWA 

Clark Y f Y Y Y N N N 
Hughes Y Y Y Y Y N N N 

KANSAS 
·Dole N N N N N Y Y Y 
Pear<on Y ? ? N N Y Y N 

KENTUCKY 
Huddlo1tan · Y Y Y Y ? N N N 
Couk N N N Y N N Y Y 

LOUISIANA 
John1ton ? Y N Y Y Y ? Y 
long N Y N N N Y N Y 

MAINE 
Hathaway 
Mu1kie 

MARYLAND 

YYYYYNYN 
YYYYYNNN 

Beall Y N N N N N Y Y 
Mathias Y N Y Y N N Y ? 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Kennedy YNYY.?NNN 
Brooke Y N Y Y N N N "? 

MICHIGAN 
Hart Y Y Y Y Y N N N 
Griffin N N N N N Y Y Y 

MINNESOTA 
Humphrey Y N. Y f f N N N 
~ndal~ Y Y Y Y Y N N N 

MISSISSIPPI 
Eaitland ? N N ? y y N ? 
Stennis. ? ? N ? Y Y ? Y 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Man1field 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis 
Hruska 

NEVADA 
Bible 
Cannon 

Y Y Y ? Y N N N 
y y y y y ? ? y 

Y Y Y Y Y N N N 
NYNYYNNN 

-NNN YYY 
N N N N NY Y Y· 

NYYNNYNN 
NNYNNNNN 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre ? Y Y Y Y N N N 
Cotton ? N N ? ,N Y Y ? 

NEW JERSEY 
William• Y Y Y Y Y N N N 
Ca.<e Y N. Y Y Y N N N 

NEW.MEXICO 
Mantoya N Y N ? N N N Y 
Domenici Y N N N N Y Y Y 

NEW YORK 
Buckley• N N N N N Y Y Y 
Jauits y N ./ y N N N N 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin N N N N N Y Y Y 
Helms N N N N N Y Y Y 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick Y Y Y ? Y N N Y 
\'oung N y N y N N N y 

OHIO 
Sa:rbe N N Y N ? N Y ? 
Taft Y f N N Y Y Y 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett Y N N N N Y Y Y 
Bellmon Y N N N N Y Y Y 

OREGON 
Hatfield N Y Y Y N Y Y N 
Packwood Y Y Y Y N N Y N 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker Y Y N Y N N N N 
Scott N N N Y N N Y Y 

RHODE ISLAND 
Pa•tore Y Y N Y Y N N N 
Pell Y Y N Y Y N N N 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Holling• Y Y N Y ? Y Y ? 
Thurmond N N N N N Y Y Y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
Aboure1k 
McGovern 

TENNESSEE 
Baker 
Brock 

?· Y Y Y Y N N N 
YYYYY?NN 

NNNN?YYY 
NNNNNYYY 

- KEY-
Y Record vole for (yea). 
./ Paired for. 
f Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nljy) . 
X Paind against. 

Announced against. 
? Not voting, voted "present" 

or did not announce. 

0.. Q - N C""I •""I llO -·------
TEXAS 

lentoen Y ? Y Y Y Y N Y 
Tower N N N N N Y Y Y 

UTAH 
Masi NYYNYNNN 
Bennett N N N ? N Y Y ? 

VERMONT 
Aiken , Y Y N Y N N N N 
Stafford Y N Y Y N N N N 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr.•• N N Y N N y' Y Y 
Scott Y Y N N N Y Y Y 

WASHINGTON 
Jock.on Y N N Y Y N N N 
Magnu1on Y Y N Y Y N N N 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd YYYYYNNY 
Randolph Y Y N Y Y N N Y 

WISCONSIN 
Nel•on 
Proxmtre 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hansen 

YYY??NNN 
YYYYYNNN 

NNXYYNNY 
NNNNNYYY 

:rat1 Republicans •.Buckley tlected as Consen•atit1e ••Byrd elert ed as inde~ndent 

9. ·S 372. Campaign Reform. Proxmire (D Wis.) amend­
ment, as amended, to prohibit any person from contributing 
more than $3,000 to a candidate in a federal election. Adopted 
54-39: R 18-23; D 36-16 (ND 28-11; SD 8-5), July 26, 1973. The 
President did not take a position on the amendment. 

10. HR 9286. Defense Procurement. Mansfield (D Mont.) 
substitute amendment, to a Cranston (D Calif.) amendment, 
to reduce by 40 per cent the land-based U.S. troops stl!tioned 
overseas by June 30, 1976. Adopted 49-46: R 7-34; D 42-12 
(ND 34-6; SD 8-6), Sept. 26, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. (The Cranston amendment, as modi­
fied by the Mansfield amendment, was subsequently rejected 
44-51.) 

11. HR 9286. Defense Procurement. Mcintyre (D N.H.) 
flmendment to reduce by $885-million the $1.5-billion authoriza­
tion in the bill for development and procurement of the Tri­
dent submarine. Rejected 47-49: R 10-30; D 37-19 (ND 32-8; SD 
5-11), Sept. 27, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

12. S 425. Strip Mining. Mansfield (D Mont.) amend­
ment to prohibit coal surface mining on lands where the federal 
government owned the mineral rights but not the surface rights. 
Adopted 53-33: R 13-25; D 40-8 (ND 31-3; SD 9-5), Oct. 8, 1973. 

President did not take a position on the amendment. 

13. S 2589. National Energy Emergency Act. Haskell (D 
Colo.) amendment to require the President tO put into effect a 
fuel rationing plan by Jan. 15, 1974. Rejected 40-48: R 2-36; D 
38-12 (ND 30-8; SD 8-4), Nov. 15, 1973. The President did not 
take a position on the amendment. 

14. HR 11104. Federal Debt Limit. Allen (D Ala.) motion 
to table a section of a Kennedy (D Mass.) amendment to estab­
lish federal financing for candidates in House and Senate gener­
al election campaigns. Motion to table rejected 40-55: R 26-14; 
D 14-41 (ND 1-38; SD 13-3), Nov. 27, 1973. The President did 
not take a position on the motion. 

15. HR 9142. Northeast Rail Reorganization. Beall (R 
Md.) amendment to delete from the bill employee protection 
provisions and to substitute provisons that would require that 
new employee protection agreements be negotiated by railroad 
labor unions and the railroad companies which would take over 
operation of the bankrupt rail lines. Rejected 37-59: R 32:11; D 
5-48 (ND 1-38; SD 4-10), Dec. 11, 1973. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

16. S 2776. Federal Energy Emergency Administration. 
Long (D La.) motion to table the Mondale (D Minn.) amend­
ment to limit price increases of crude and refined oil to the 
actual increases in the co~t of producing them. Motion to table 
agreed to 47-44: R 28-10; D 19-34 (ND 6-33; SD 13-1), Dec. 19, 
19i3. The President did not take a position on the motion. 
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1973 Key Votes· JO V01'JNG STUDIES 

1. HR 6168. Wage-Price Controls Extension. Bolling (0 
Mo.) motion to order the previous question, thus ending debate 
and the opportunity of amending the rule (H Res 357) providing 
for House floor consideration of the bill to direct the Presi­
dent to roll back prices to Jan. 10 levels. The rule made in order 
the offering of another bill (HR 6879), to roll back prices to 
March 16 levels, as a substitute for HR 6168. Motion to order 
the previous question rejected 147-258: R 0-182; D 147-76 (ND 
118-27; SD 29-49), April 16, 1973. The President did not take 
a position on the motion, 

2. HR 7447. Second Supplemental Appropriations, Fis· 
cal 1973. Addabbo (D N.Y.)' amendment to delete language in 
the bill .authorizing the Defense Department to transfer funds 

·from other defense programs for use in Southeast Asia,· including 
the continued U.S. bombing of Cambodia, and to cover increased 
subsistence costs and the devaluation of the dollar. Adopted by 
recorded teller vote 219-188: R 35-143; D 184-45 (ND 145-7; SD 
39-38), May 10, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

3. HR 8860. Farm Program Extension. Passage of. the 
bill to establish a four-year (fiscal 1974-77) modified price 
support program for wheat, feed grains and cotton; to continue 
food for peace and food stamp programs; to .establish a limita­
tion on farm subsidy payments of $20,000 per farmer, and to pro­
hibit the issuance of food stamps to striking workers and their 
families. Pa.sSed by a recorded teller vote 226·182: R 87 -94; D 
139-88 (ND 74-77; SD 65-11), July 19, 1973. A "nay" was a vote· 
·supporting the President's position. 

4. HR 9360. Foreign Military and Economic Aid. Passage 
of·the bill to authorize, for fiscal 1974: $978.9-million for foreign 
economic assistance, $632-million for Indochina postwar recon­
struction (except North Vietnam) and $1.15-billion for foreign 
military assistance and credit sales; and to authorize, for fiscal 
1975: $821-million for foreign economic assistance. Passed 
188-183: R 69-89; D 119-94 (ND 100-42; SD 19-52), July 26, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the bill. · 

5. HR 9286. Defense Procurement Authorization. Aspin 
(D Wis.) .amendment io reduce the total authorization in the 
bill by $949.7 -million by establishing a ceiling on defense pro­
cureinent of $20.45-billion-equal to the fiscal 1973 appropria­
tion of $19.5-billion modified by a 4.5 per cent inflation adjust· 
ment. Adopted by recorded teller vote 242-163: R 82-100; D 
160-63 (ND 138-14; SD 22,49), July 31, 1973. The President did 
not take a position on the amendment. 

6. HR 9130. Alaskan Pipeline. Dellenback (R Ore.)· 
Owens (D Utah) amendment to delete language in the bill de­
claring that actions by the secretary of the interior . regarding 
the trans-Alaskan pipeline were in compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, and substituting 

. language giving priority in federal courts . to cases regarding 
rights-of-w.ay and the issuance of permits for . the Alaskan 
pipeline. Rejected by recorded teller vote 198-221: R 65-120; 
D 133-101 (ND 116-39; SD 17 -62), Aug. 2; 1973. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 7935. Minimum Wage Increase. Passage over the 
President's Sept. 6 veto of the bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 by increasing the minimum wage rates 
under that act and expanding the coverage to an estimated 
6.7 million persons. Veto sustained 259-164: R 51-135; D 208-29 
(ND 155-1; SD 53-28), Sept. 19, 1973. A two-thirds majority 
vote (282 in this case) is required to override. a presidential 
veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's poi1ition. 

8. HR 6452: Urban Mass Transit. Second vote on' the 
Wylie (R Ohio) amendment, requested by Patman (D Texas), 
to delete from the bil) a provision authorizing $800-million 
for fiscal 1974-75 for grants to state and local agencies for ur­
ban mass transit operating subsidies. Amendment rejected 
205-210: R 148-35; D 57-175 (ND 12-140; SD 45-35), Oct. 3, 
1973. A· "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
(The ame~ment initially had been adopted by a 206-203 
recorded teller vote.). 
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- KEY-
Y Record vote for (yea). 
.! Paired for. 
t Announced for: 
N RA!cord vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 
? Not voting. voted "present" 

or did not announce. 
T &corded teller vote. 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cott .. 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sarasin 
6 Grouo 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 

y y N y y y y N· 

NYNYYYYN 
NYNYYNYN 
NYNYYYYN 
NYNYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 

NYNYYYNN t--.,.-------------1 R.ORIDA 

ALABAMA 
I 'Edwards· 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichoh 
4 Bev~I 

5 Jon .. 
6 Buchanon 
7 Flowen 

Al.AStCA 
AL Young 
ARIZONA 

I Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 
4 CM/an 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexond4F 
2 Mills 
3 Hammer­

srhmidt 
4 Th0<nton 

CALIFORNIA 
I Clausen 
2 John...., 

3 """• 
4 leggeti 
5 Burton 
6 Mailliard 
7 O.llum1 
B Stark 
9 Edwards 

10 Gubser 
11 Ryan 
12 Talcott 
13 Teague 
14 Waldie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 McCloskey 
18 Mathias 
19 Holifield 
20 Moorhead 
21 Hawkins 
22 Corman 
23 Claw!on 
24 Rousse/at 
2.5 Wiggins 
26 .... 
27 Gold water 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 Wilson 
32 Hosmer 
3.1 Pettu 
34 Hanno 
35 Andenon 
36 Ketchum 
37 Burke 
38 Brown· 
39 'Hinshaw 
40 Wilson 
41 Von o-lin 
42 BurgeTll!r 
43 Veysey 
COLORADO 

1 Schroecl .. 
2 Brotzman 
3 Evon1 
4 Johnson 
5 Arm.<tror111 

NNNNNYNY 
NNYXNNNY 
NNNNNNYY 
YNYNNNYY 
?NYNNNY? 
NNYYNYNN 
NN?XNNNY 

N N Y N N N Y ·y 

NN?YNNNY 
NYNYYYYN 
NNNNNN?.y 
NNNNNNNY 

?YYN?NYY 
NY????.!? 

NNYN?NNY 
NYYNY.YYN 

NNYNNNNY 
NYYYYNYY 
YYNN?YYN 
y y y y y y y ? 
y y y y y y y N 
NNNYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
Y Y Y X Y Y Y N 
Y Y Y N Y Y Y N 
NNNYNNNY 
?YNYYYYY 
XNXNNNNY 
NNNNNNNY 
?YN.!YYYN 
YNYYNNYN 

'N Y Y Y Y N Y N 
NYYYYYYN 
XNYYYNNY 
YYYYNNYN 
NN?NNNNY 
YYY.!YNYN 
YYNYYNYN 
NNNNNNNY 
NNNNYNNY 
NN??NNNY 
YYNYYYYN 
NNNNNNNY 
NN?.!YYYN 
YY.!YYYYN 
YYY.!YYYN 
YYNNYNYN 
N N N Y N. N N Y 
NNNXNNNY 
YYN.!??Y? 
YYNYYYYN 
N?YNNNNY 
YYNYYYYN 
YYYNYYYN 
NNNNNNNY 
?NNYN?NY 
YYNYYYYN 
NNNNNNNY 
N?NNNNNY 

Y Y N' .! Y Y. Y N 
NNY.!YNNY 
y y y y y y y y 
NYYNY.NY? 
NNYYN·NNY 

1 Sikn 
2 l'Yqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chap,..11 
5 GuntM 
6 Your111 
7 Gibbono 
8 Holey 
9 Frey 

JO Bafalu 
11 Rog ... 
12 Burke 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepp« 
U falcell 
GEORGIA 

1 Ginn 
2 Mathio 
3. Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
S Young 
6 Flynt 
7 Davis 
B Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

1 Mahynogo 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
1 Symm! 
2 Hansen 

IWNOIS 

YNYNNNYy 
N?.!XNYNY 
NYNNNYYY 
NNYNNNYY 
NYYXYYYN 
XNNNNYNY 
NYY?NYYN. 
N N N N .Y N N Y 
NNNNYYNY 
NNNNNYNY 
N Y N N Y N y. Y 
NNYNYN?Y 
YYYYYYYN 
YYYY?NYN 
YYNYYYYN 

NYYNYNYN 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNNYYY 
N?NY?NNY 
YYYYYYYN 
NYYNNNNY 
YNYNNNYY 
NYYNYNYY 
NYYXNNNY 
YNY??NNN 

YYYYYYYN 
YYYYYYYN 

N?NXYNNY 
NNYYNY?Y 

1 Metcalfe Y Y y . .! Y N Y N 
,. Murphy, M. Y Y Y Y Y Y .Y N 
3'HCJ1Vahan N N N N N N N Y 
4 Derwinski N N N N N Y N Y 
5 KluczyntlU Y Y Y .! Y N Y ? 
6 Collier N N Y • Y N N Y 
7 Collins 2 Y Y Y Y Y N 
8 RCKtenkowtki Y Y Y Y N Y Y N 
9 Yatn Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 

10 Young N N N Y Y N N Y 
11 Annun•io Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
12 Crone N ? N N N N N y 
13 McClory N Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
14 Erlenbom N N N Y Y ? N Y 
15 Arends N N Y .! N N N Y 
16 Anderson N N Y .! Y Y N N 
17 O'Brien N N Y Y N ? Y Y 
18 Michel N N N X N N N Y 
19 Rai'3back N N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
20 Findley N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
21 Madigan N N Y ? N Y Y Y 
22 Shipley N Y Y N Y N Y N 
23 Price Y Y Y Y N Y Y N 
24 Gray Y Y Y N ? ? Y N 
INDIANA 

I Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brad-
4 Rou•h 
5 Hilli3 
6 Bray 
7 Myers 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennu 
II Hudnut 
IOWA 

1 M .. vinsky 
2 C..lver 
3 Gro•• 
4 Smith 

YYYYYNYN 
NNX???NY 
YYNYYYYN 
NYYNYYYN 
NNYNNNYY 
NNNNNNNY 
NNYXYNNY 
N?NNNNNY 
NYYYYYYN 
NNNNYNNY 
NNYNNNNY 

NYYYYYYN 
NYYYYYYN 
NYYNYNNY 
NYYY??YN 

Democrats RepublicalU 2 Rt!p. ColliTU su:om in June 7, 19;3, to fill L'acan0· 
crfalPd by death of R•p. Gff>rge Colli,.. (Di. Dtt. 8. 
19;"2. 
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5 Scherle 
6 Mayne 

N N. Y N N N N Y 
NNYYNYNY 

4 Cochran 
5 Lott 

N N y N y N N y 38 Kemp N N x y N y N y 
N N Y ? N N N Y 39 Hasti"!:S N N N N y N N Y 

NORTH CAROLINA 
KANSAS 

I Sebelius 
2 Roy 
.'l Winn 
.• 

tz 
Kl. ~y 

1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
J Mauoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 
6 Br•ckinridge 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
1 H•bert 
2 Bogg• 
3 Treen 
4 Woggonner 
5 Panman 
6 Rarick 
7 Breaux 
8 Long; G. 

'-IAINE 
1 Kyro1 
2 Cohen 

.... ARYLAND 

NNYYYNNY 
N Y Y N Y Y ,I y· 
NNY??YNY 
NNYXYNNY 
NNYXYNY,I 

N ? Y N N N·N Y 
YYYNNNYY 
YYNYYYYN 
NYYNYNNY 
N?YNNNYY 
YNYYNYYN 
YYYYYNYN 

YNYYNNNN 
Y Y' Y Y N Y Y N 
N N N N N N N Y 
YNYNNNNY 
?NYNNNYY 
NYYNNNNY 
YYYNNNYY 
YYYNNNYN 

YYNYYYYN 
NNNYYYYY 

I Baum~n 1 N Y 
2 Long N Y N Y Y Y Y N 
3 Sarbane1 Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
4 Holt N N Y N N N N Y 
.5 Hogan N N Y N N N Y Y 
6 Byron N N Y· N N N N Y 

MISSOURI 
1 Clay 
2 Symington 
3 Sullivan 
4 Randall 
5 Bolling 
6 Litton 
7 Taylor 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 Melchrr 

NEBRASKA 
I Tho·ne 
2 McCollister 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Towell 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 Wyman 
2 Cleveland 

NEW JERSEY 
I Hunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 Freling-

huysen 
6 Forsythe 
7 Widnall 
8 Roe 

YYNYYYYN 
NYYYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NYYNNNYN 
YYYYYNYN 
NYYNYN,IN 
NNYNYNNY 
NNYNNNYY 
NYYNYYYN 
YNYNYYYY 

NYYNYYN.Y 
NYYYYNYN 

NYYNYYNY 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNNNNY 

N. N Y N N N N Y· 

NNNNNNYY 
NNNNYNNY 

NNNNNNNN 
N?NNNNY? 
YYNYYYYN 
YYY,/YYYN 

X?NYNYNN 
NYNYYNYN 
NYNv'?NYY 
YYNXfYYN 

1 Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Andrews 
5 Mizell 
6 Preyer 
7 Rose 
8 Ruth 
9 Martin 

10 Broyhill 
11 Taylor 
NORTH DAKOTA 
AL Andrews 
OHIO 
I Keating 
2 Clancy 
3 Whalen 
4 Gu)'er 
5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
7 Brown 
8 Powell 
9 Ashley 

10 Miller 
I 1 Stanton 
12 Devine 
13 Mosher 
14 Seiberling 
·15 Wylie 
16 Regula 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Hays 

7 Mitchell Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
8 Gude N Y N Y Y Y Y X 

9 Hel1toski Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 19 Carney 
20 Stanton 
21 Stokes '.4SSACHUSETTS 

I Conte 
2 Boland 
J Donohue 
4 lninan 
S Cronin 
6 Harrington 
I '"'nald 
e 
·1 •Y 
fJ tn ... ':{ler 
I Burke 
2 Studd1 
ICHIGAN 
I Conyers 
'! Esch 
I Brown 
r Hutchinson 
; Ford 

Chamberlain 
' Ri•gle 
' Harvey 
' Vander Jagt 
' Cederberg 

Ruppe 
O'Hara 
Diggs 
Ned ii 
Fo.d 
Dingell 
Griffiths 
Huber 
Broomfield 
1~4ESOTA 

</uie 
Nelsen 
Frenzel 
Korth 
Fraa.er 
Zwach 

\JLhd.in.na.__ ___ yL-.yL.>.:NL...JY--'Y-'Y--'-Y-"N 
1-1 Miniih Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 

NYNYYYYY 
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YYYYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NYNYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
YYNNYYYN 
YYYYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NYNYYYYN 
YYNNYYYN 

·y Y N N Y Y Y N 

12 Rinoldo N N N y y y y N 22 Yanik 
13 Maraziti N N N N N N Y N 23 Min.,hall 

OKLAHOMA 14 Daniels Y Y N Y Y N Y N 
1 S Patten Y Y N Y N Y Y N 1 Jones 
NEW MEXICO 

1 Lujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
1 Pike 
2 Grover 
3· Roncallo 
4 Lent 
5 Wydler 

,I Y N ,I 1 Y Y . ? 6 Wolff 
· N Y Y Y Y Y N X 7 Addabbo 

N. N N Y Y Y N N 8 Rotenthal 
N N N N Y N N Y 9 Delaney 
N N N ,I N. N N Y 10 Biaggi 
N N N Y N N N Y 11 &.a1<0 
Y Y N ,I Y Y Y N 12 Chisholm 
? Y Y Y ? Y N Y 13 Podell 
N ? Y Y Y Y N ? 14 Rooney 
N N Y Y N N N Y ~ J~-~!!!Y 
N Y Y Y Y Y Y )( 16 Holliman 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y 17 Murphy 
Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N 18 Koch 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 19 Rangel 
Y Y N N Y Y Y N 20 Abzug 
,I Y Y Y Y Y Y X 21 Badillo 
Y Y ? ,I Y Y Y N 22 Bingham 
N N y N N N N y 23 Peyser 
N N N Y Y N N Y 24 Reid 

N N Y Y 
N N Y Y 
N y y ,I 

y y N y 
y y N y 

X Y Y N 
N y y y 
y y ,I y 

y y N y 
Y N N ? 
Y ·Y N ·Y 
y y y N 
y y y N 
·y ? N y 
y y y N 
y y y N 

25 Fish 
26 Gilman 
27 Robison 
28 Stratton 
29 Kirt/i 

NYYNYY?Y 
NYYNYNY? 

2 McSpadden 
3 Albert 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 

N Y N N Y Y Y N 6 Camp 
N N N X N Y Y N OREGON 
N N N X N Y Y N I Wyatt 
N N X. Y N Y N N 2 Ullman 
N N N Y Y Y Y N 3 Green 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 4 Dellenback 
Y Y N Y Y N Y N l'ENNSYlVANIA 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 1 Barrett . 
Y Y Y N Y N Y N 2 Nix 
Y ? Y Y Y Y Y N 3 Green 
Y Y N ,I Y Y Y N 4 Eilberg 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 5 Ware 
,I Y Y ,I Y Y Y N 6 Yatron 
,I ? X ,I ? ? Y N 7 Williams 
y y N Y y Y Y N 8 Biester 
Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 9 Shuster 
y y y y N N y N JO McDade 
YYNYYYYN 11Flood 
,I Y N Y Y Y Y N 12 Saylor 
y. Y N Y Y Y Y N .13 Coughlin 
? Y N Y Y Y Y N 14 Moorhead 
y Y Y Y Y Y Y N 1 5 Rooney 
N N N Y N N Y N 16 Eshleman 
Y Y ? Y Y Y Y N 17 Schneebeli 
N N N ,I Y Y Y Y 18 Heinz 
N N N y N y y N /9 Goodling 
N N N Y Y Y N Y 20 Gaydot 
Y N N Y N N Y N 21 Deni 
X ? ? X ? ? N Y 22 Maegan 
N N N Y N N X Y 23 John.<On 
X N Y Y N Y Y Y 24 Vigorito 
Y Y N Y · Y Y Y N 25 Clark 

N N Y Y N N Y N RHODE ISLAND 
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NYYNYNYN 
,/YYNYNYN 
N N Y N N N N ,I 
y y y y y y y y 
NYYNYNYN 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNYNYY 
NNYNYYY,I 

NYYXYYYY 

NNYYYNNY 
NNNXp,;NNY 
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NNYYYNNY 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNYY·NY 
N?YNNNNY 
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?YNYYYYN 
NYYNYNNY 
NNNYYYNY 
NNNXNNNY 
NY.YYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NNNNYNYY 
XNN?YYYY 
NNNNYNNY 
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YYYXYYYN 
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,/YNNYNYN El.. gland 

ll.latnik 
~ISSIPPI 

Whitten 
Bow•n 
"4ontgom"'Y 

30 McEwen 
31 Mitchell 
32 Hanley 
33 WaL<h 
34 Horton 
35 Conable 
36 Smith 
37 Dul1ki 

N N N ,I. Y Y Y N 1 St Germain Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
N N Y N N N·N Y 
NNY?YNNY 
NNYNNNNY 

N N N Y Y N N Y 2 Tiernan Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
N N Y Y N N N Y SOUTH CAROLINA 

YNNYYYN 1Davi1 NNYNNNYY 

2 Spence 
3 Darn 
4 Mann 
5 Gettys 
6 Youn,i: 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
l Denholm 
2 Abdnor 

TENNESSEE 

1973 Key Votes - I 1 

NNYNNNNY 
NNYNN.NYY 
NNYYNYNY 
NNYX?NNN 
NNYNNNNY 

NYYNYYYY 
NNYXNNNY 

1 Quillen N N y N N N N y 
2 Duncan N N Y N N Y N Y 
3 Baker N N Y N N N N Y 
4 Evins Y Y Y N ? ? Y N 
5 Fulton Y Y Y N Y N Y N 
6Beard NNYNNNNY 
7 Jones N ? Y N N N Y Y 
8 Kuykendall N N Y Y N N N Y 

TEXAS 
1 Patman 
2 Wilson 
3 Collins 
4 Roberts 
5 Steelman 
6 Teague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckhardt 
9 &.oaks 

10 Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wright 
13 Price 
14 Young 
15 de la Gana 
16 White 
17 Burleson 
18 Jordan 
19 Mahon 
20 Gonzalez 
21 Fisher 
22 Casey 
23 Karen 
24 Milford 
UTAH 

1 MC:Kay 
2 Owens 

VERMONT 
AL Mallory 
VIRGINIA 

1 Dawning 
2 Whitehw-st 
3 Sa11 .... r .. 1d 
4 Daniel, R. W. 
5 Daniel, W.C. 
6 Butler 
7 Robinson 
8 Parris 
9 Wampler 

10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pritchard 
2 Meeds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
1 Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Mechler 

WISCONSIN 
1 A.pin 
2 Kastenmeier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reun 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
8 Froehlich 
9 Davi.$ 

WYOMING 
Al Roncalio 
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Republicans I R•p. Bauman sworn in Sept. 5, 19i3. to fill uacancy cr.ated by d•ath of Rep. William 0. Mills (R) May 24, /9i3. Mills uoted "nay" on l'OIPS I and 2. 
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}I 1973 Ke-r Votes - 12 

\' 
t 

9. H J Res .542. War Powers.· Passage o·ver President 
Nixon's Oct. 24 veto of the bill to establish a 60-day Ii mit on 
the President's power to commit U.S. troops abroad, unless Con­
gress declared war or specifically authorized the action or 
was unable to meet because of an armed attack on the United 
States, and to permit Congress to end such a commitment at 
any time by passage of a concurrent resolution, which would 
have statutory authority without a presidential signature. Pres­
ident's veto overridden 284-135: R 86-103; D 198-32 (ND 143-9; 
SD 55,23), Nov. 7, 1973. A two thirds majority vote (280 in this 
case) is· required to override a presidential veto. A "nay" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 8877. Labor-HEW Appropriations, Fiscal 1974. 
Flood (0 Pa.) motion that the House agree to an amendment 
reported in technical disagreement by House-Senate conferees 
that would allow the President to impound up to $400,000,000 
of the total amount provided in the bill, but not more than 5 
per cent from any program or line item. Motion agreed to 263-
140: R 162-18; D 101~122 (ND 41-104; SD 60-18), Dec. 5, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the motion. 

11. HR 7130. Reorganization of Budget Procedures. Mar­
tin (R Neb.) amendment to delete provisions giving either the 
House or the Senate the power, by passing a resolution, to require 
the President to spend impounded funds previously appropriated 
by Congress. Rejected by recorded teller vote 108-295: R 102-78; 
D 6-217 (ND 3-143; SD 3-74), Dec. 5, 1973. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

12. H Res 735. Gerald R. Ford Confirmation. Confuma­
tion; as provided for by . the 25th Amendment, of President 
Nixon's nomination of Rep. Gerald R Ford (R Mich. 1949-73) 
to be Vice President of the United States. Confirmed 387-35: 
R 186-0; D 201-35 (ND 121-33; SD 80-2), Dec. 6, 1973. A "yea" 
.was a vote supporting the President's position. 

13. HR 10710. Trade Reform. Adoption of the rule (H Res 
657) providing for House floor consideration of the hill to 
grant the President far-ranging powers to negotiate agreements 
adjusting trade barriers with other countries. The rule pro­
hibited consideration of amendments not offered by the Ways 
and Means Committee except: 1) an amendment by Rep. Yanik 
(D Ohio) to forbid extension of credits or guarantees to any 
Communist nation if the President found that it denied its 
citizens the right to emigrate or imposed more than nominal 
fees or taxes on persons who wished to emigrate; 2) an amend­
ment to delete the section of the bill dealing with trade with 
Communist nations and 3) an amendment to delete the section 
providing trade preferences to developing nations. Rule adopted 
230-147: R 136-24; D 94-123 (ND 39-103; SD 55-20), Dec. 10, 1973. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

14. HR 11450. National Energy Emergency Act. Wyman· 
(R N.H.) amendment, to the pending St.aggers (D W.Va.) sub­
stitute amendment, to suspend· auto emission standards through 
Jan. 1, 1977, or until the President declared the petroleum 
shortage had ended, whichever was later, in all 'areas of the 
country except specified regions with significantly high pollu­
tion I'evels. Rejected by recorded teller vote 180-210: R 102-73; 
D 78-137 (ND 22-113; SD 56-24), Dec. 14, 1973. The President 
did not. take a position on the amendment. (The Staggers (D 
W.Va.) substitute amendment incorporating the committee­
reported bill was subsequently adopted by voice vote.) 

15. S 921. Wild Rivers-Energy Emergency Act. Staggers 
(D W.Va.) motion to suspend the rules and agree to Senate 
amendments to the bill authorizing $20-million to extend and 
complete the current study of a proposed expansion of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System, and granting the President tem­
porary emergency powers to impose gasoline rationing and cer­
tain energy conservation .measures. The bill did not contain 
any limitation on windfall profits gained by the oil com­
panies because of the energy crisis. Motion rejected 36-228: 
R 28-79; "'D 8-149 (ND 4-97; SD 4-52), Dec. 21, 1973. The Presi­
dent did not take a position on the motion. 
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- KEY-
Y Record vote for (yea). 
./ Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sarruin 

? Not voting. voted "present" 
or did not announce. 

T Recorded teller vote. 

6 Grouo 
DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 

1--~~~~~~~~~~~~~--I FlORIDA 

AlABAMA 
I Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichols 
4 Bevill 
5 Jon .. 
6 Buchanon 
7 Flowen 

YYYY'iY? 
y y y y y y ? 
NYNYYY? 
YYNYYY? 
YYNYYY? 
N.'NY?NN 
YYNY?NN 

NNNYNYN 

1 SikH 
2 Fvqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Gunter 
6 YouflR 
7 Gibbont 
8 Haley 
9 Frey 

10 Bnfali.'! 
11 Rogen 
12 Burke 
13 Lehman 
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AlASKA 
AL Youns 
ARIZONA 14 Pepp.. Y N N Y Y N r 

I Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3Stei.ger 
4 Conlan 

ARKANSAS 
1 AIHander 
2 Milk 
3 Hommer· 

srhmidt 
4 ThOJnton 

CALIFORNIA 
I Clausen 
2 Johnson 
3 Mou 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton 
6 Mailliard 
7 Dellum• 
8 Stork 
9 Edwards 

10 Gubser 
11 ayan 
12 Talcott 
13 Teaf?ue 
14 Waldie 
IS McFall 
16 Siok 
17 McCloskey 
18 Mathill3 
19 Holifield 
20 Moorhead 
21 Hawkin• 
22 Corman 
2J Clawson 
24 Rousselot 
25 Wig.11irn 
26 ..... 
27 Goldwater 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 Wikon 
32 Hosmer 
3.1 Petti.'! 
34 Hanna 
35 Andenon 
36 Ketchum 
37 Burke 
38 &<own 
39· Hin.•haw 
40 Wilson 
41 Yan. Deerlin 
42 Burgener 
43 Veysey 
COLORADO 

1 Schro.der 
2 Brotzman 
3·Evan• 
4 John.son 
5 Armstrong 

N Y Y Y .,; N Y IS Fcncell Y N N Y Y N I 
Y Y N Y Y ? N GEORGIA 
N Y Y Y Y Y ? 1 Ginn Y Y N Y Y Y r 
Y Y Y ? N N N 2 Mathis Y Y N Y Y Y r 

3 B<inkley Y Y N Y Y Y r 
Y Y N Y Y Y N 4 Blackburn N Y Y ? Y Y 
? ? ?· Y .,; N ? 5 Young --·-,r·fN·-y N .N r 

6Flynt YYNYYY 
Y Y N Y Y Y N 7 Davis Y N N Y Y N r 
Y N N Y Y Y N 8 Stuckey N Y N Y ? Y r 
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1 Mahunoga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
/. Symms 
2 Hansen 

IUINOIS 
1 M<ttcalfe 
2 Murphy, M. 
3 Hanrahan 
4 Derwin.ski 
5. Kluu:ynoki 
6 Collier 
7 Collini 
8 R0ttenkow1ki 
9 Yate1 

10 Young 
11 Annun1io 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenborn 
15 Arend& 
16 Anderson 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Rail< back 
20 Findle"V 
21 Madis"an 
22 Shipl.., 
23 Price 
24 Gray 
INDIANA 

1 Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 B<ademao 
4 Rou•h 
5 Hilli.'! 
6 Bray 
7 Myers 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Denni3 
II Hudnut 
IOWA 

1 Mezvintky 
2 Culvtor 
3 Gross 
4 Smith 
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.j Schrrle 
6 .\.fayne 

:ANSAS 
I Sebf/ius 
2 Roy 
3 \l'irm 
4 ~r 

:z 
'.E. .Y 

1 Slubblefield 
2 Nalcher 
:; Mauoli 
4 s"' der 
5 C0rcer 
6 S.eckinridge 
7 Perkint 

OUISIANA 
1 Heber! 
2 Boggi 
3 Treen 
4 Waggonner 
5 Pauman 
6 Rarick 
7 Ste-aux 
B Long, G. 
~AINE 

1 Kyro1 
'.! Cohen 
~ARYlAND 

I Bauman 
2 Long 
3 Sarbanea 
4 Holt 
5 Hogan 
6 Byron 
7 Milchell 
8 Gude 
IASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Donohue 
4 Drinon 
5 Cronin 
6 Harrington 
7 "'-•donald 
8 ·11 
9 .ley 

;f)· heckler 
11 S..rke 
12 S1udd1 
llCHIGAN 
1 Cony~• 
2 Esch 
:J Brou·n 
4 Hutchinson 
5 Ford 2 
6 Chamberlain 
1 R~gle 

8 Har""Y 
9 Vander Jagt 

'() Cederberg 
'I Ruppe 
'2 O'Hara 
. 3 Digg1 
:4 NHhi 
;5 h<d 
16 Dingell 
7 Griffi1hs 
8 Huber 
9 Broomfield 
11NNESOTA 
I Quie 
2 Se/sen 
3 .Frenzel 
4 Korlh 
5 FT01er 
6 Zu·ach 
7 Bergland· 
B Blolnik 
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1 Whillen 
2 Bowen 
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;, r died Oct. z,. 19i3. 
tr, Jd Ford rt1:signed Dec. 6, 1973. 
r.,n 'ii.~ confirmation o.s Vice Pr"ident. ..._ 

4 Cochran 
5 Lott 

MISSOURI 
1 Ooy 
2 Syminglon 
3 Sullivan 
4 Randoll 
5 Bolling 
6 Litton 
7 Tavlor 
B lch~rd 
9 Hungate 

10 Burli1on 
MONTANA 

1 Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
J Thone 
2 McCollister 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Towell 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 Wyman 
2 Clf'vf'land 

NEW JERSEY 
J Hunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Tharnpoon 
5 Freling-

huysen 
6 Forsythe 
7 Widnall 
8 Roe 
9 Hel1lo1ki 

10 Rodino 
1rMiiiilh 
12 Rinaldo 
13 Maraziti 
14 Daniel1 
IS Patten 
NEW MEXICO 

1 Lujan 
2 Runnel• 

NEW YORK 
1 Pike 
2 Grover 
3 ·Ronca/lo 
4 Lf'nt 
5 Wydler 
6 Wolff 
7 Addabbo 
8 R0&entlial 
9 Delaney 

10 liaggi 
11 S.a1co 
12 Chnholm 
13 Podell 
14 Rooney 
15 _c;!!!~Y 
16 Holtzman 
17 Murphy 
18 Koch 
19 Rangel 
20 Abzug 
21 Badillo 
22 Bingham 
23 P!'yser 
24 Reid 
25 Fish 
26 Gilman 
27 Robison 
28 Strallon 
29 King 
30 McEwen 
31 Mitchell 
32 Hanley 
33 Illa/sh 
34 Horton 
35 Conable 
36 Smith 
37 Dul1ki 
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Y ./ N y y Y Y 38 Kemp 
y y y y y y ? 39 HastiTl{i.• 

YYNNN?? 
YYNYNNN 
YNNYN?? 
YNNYNYN 
NYNYY?? 
YYNYYYN 
NYYYN?? 
YYNYY?N 
YNNYNYN 
YYNYNNN 

N Y N Y Y N.? 
YNNYX?N 

YYNYYNN 
NYNYYYY 
NYYYYY? 

NORTH CAROLINA 
1 Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Hendenon 
4 Andrew• 
5 Mizell 
6 Preyer 
7 IDie 
8 Ruth 
9'Martin 

10 Broyhill 
11 Taylor 
NORTH DA KOT A 
AL Andrews 
OHIO 
1 Keating 
2 Clancy 
3 lo\-'halen 
4 Guyer 

N Y N Y N Y N 5 Latta 
6 Harsha 

v y v y N y ? 7 Brown 
Y Y N Y N Y ? 8 Powell 

NYYY??? 
YYNYY?N 
YNNYNNN 
YNNYNNN 

9 Ashley 
JO Miller 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
13 Mosher 
14 Seiberling 

N y Y y Y Y ? 15 Wylie 
Y Y N Y Y N Y /6 Regula 
Y ? N Y Y Y N 17 Ashbrook 
Y N N Y N N N 18 Hoy1 
Y N N Y N N N 19 Carney 
Y N N N N N N 20 Slonlon 
Y N N Y N N N 21 Stoke1 
Y N N Y Y N N 22 Vanik 
v v v y v N v 23 Minshall 
Y Y N Y N N ? O.KlAHOMA 
Y Y N Y N N N 1 Jone1 

2 McSpadden 
N Y Y Y y N ? 3 Albert 
Y Y N ? N ? ? 4 Sleed 

S Jarman 
y y N y y N N 6 Camp 
N Y Y Y Y N ? OREGON 
N y y y ? ? 1 Wyatt 
N Y N Y ? N ? 2 Ullman 
N Y Y Y ? N ? 3 Green 
Y N. N Y ? N ? 4 Dellenback 
Y N N Y N N ? PENNSYLVANIA 
Y N N N N N N I Barrett 
Y N N Y Y N ? 2 Nix 
Y N N Y N N ? 3 Green 
Y N N Y N N ?. 4 Eilberg 
y N N N x N ? 5 Ware 
Y N N Y N N ? 6 Yatron 
Y X ? ,/ X ? ? 7 Williams 
Y N N Y ./ N N 8 Biester 
Y N N N N N N 9 Shuster 
Y N ? Y N N ? 10 McDade 
Y N· N Y N N N 11 Flood 
Y N N N N N N /2 Vacancy 1 
Y N N N N N ? 13 Coughlin 
Y N N N Y N N 14 Moorhead 
Y N N N N N ? 15 Rooney 
Y N N Y y N ? 16 Eshleman 
v x ? N ? ? ? 17 Schneebeli 
Y Y N Y ? N ? 18 ·Heinz 
Y N N Y y N N 19. Goodling 
Y Y Y Y Y N Y 20 Goydoo 
N Y N Y N Y Y 21 Dent 
N Y Y Y Y Y N 22 Morgan 
N Y Y Y Y Y ? 23 Johnson 
N .N N Y Y N Y 24 Vigorito 
Y Y N Y Y N N 25 Clark 
N ? ? ? ? ? ? RHODE ISLAND 
Y Y N Y Y N N I St Germain 
N Y Y Y Y Y N 2 Tiernan 
Y Y N Y Y N ? SOUTH CAROLINA 
YNNYY?? 1 DaYi1 

e Vottd "present" to avoid ponible conflict of uuernt. 

NYYYNNN 
YY~YYNY 

YYNYYYN 
YYNYYYN 
YYNY?YY 
YYNYYYN 
NYYYYYN 
YYNYYNY 
Y N N Y Y Y N· 
NYYYYYN 
YYNY?NY 
YYNYYYY 
YYNYYNN 

YNNYYY? 

NYYY??? 
NYYYYY? 
YNNYNNN 
NYNYYYN 
NYYYYYN 
y y y y ? y' N 

NYYYYNN 
NNYYYYN 
YNNYYNN 
NYYYYYN 
YYNYYNN 
NYYYYY? 
Y N N Y. Y N N 
YNNNNNN 
NYYYNYY 
Y Y N Y Y· N N 
YYYYNY? 
YNNYN?? 
YNNYNN? 
?NNYNNN 
Y X ? X X ? N 
YNNYYNN 
YY?YNY? 

YYNYNNN 
Y./?YYY? 

? ? 
NYNYNY? 
NYNYYN? 
NY?YYY? 

YYNY.t?Y 
Y.tNYYYN 
YYNYYN? 
YYNYYN? 

YYNYXNN 
YYNNNN? 
NNNYNNN 
YYNYNNN 
NYYYY?? 
YNNYNNN 
NYYYY?? 
YNNYYNY 
YYYYYYN 
Y ? ? Y Y N N 
YYNYNNN 

YYNYYNN 
YNNYNN? 
YNNYYNN 
NYYY?Y? 
NYYYYY? 
YNNYYN? 
N Y Y Y Y Y. N 
Y ? N Y N N N 
YN.NYN?? 
YNNYNNN 
N.YYYYYY 
Y Y N. Y N N ? 
Y N N Y N ? N 

?NNYNN'N 
YNNYNNN 

YYYYNYN 
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2 Spence 
3 Dorn 
4 Monn 
5 Getty• 
6 You1111 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
1 Denholm 
2 Abdnor 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fvhon 
6 Beard 
7 Jorie1 
B Kuykendall 

TEXAS 

NYYYNYN 
NYNY?YN 
YYNYYYN 
NYNYY?? 
NYYYYYN 

NNNYNYN 
NYNY?YN 

NYYYYY? 
YYYYYYN 
NYYYYY? 
y y N y y· y ? 

YNNYYN? 
NYYYYYN 
?.tNYNYN 
NYYY?Y? 

1· Patman ? Y N Y Y Y N 
2 Wi11on Y Y N Y N Y N 
3 Collin• N Y Y Y N Y ? 
4Roberll NYNYYYN 
5 Steelman Y Y N Y N N N 
6 Teague N Y ? Y Y ? ? 
7 Archer y y y .y ? Y N 
8 Eckhardt ,N Y N N N N N 
9 Brook1 Y N N Y N Y ? 

I 0 Pickle Y Y N Y Y Y N 
11 Poage N Y N Y N Y ? 
12 Wright Y Y N Y N N ? 
1.1 Price N Y N Y Y Y ? 
14 Young N N N Y Y Y N 
15delaGarza YNNYYYN 

.16 White Y Y N Y N Y ? 
17 Burleoon N Y N Y Y Y N 
18 Jordan Y X X N Y N 
19-Mah-cin~-----'-? '"'v"--N__;Y.:...:,Y.;._Y:.....;.N 

20 Gonzalez Y N N N N Y N 
21 Fi1her N Y Y Y ,/ Y N 
22 Ca1ey N Y N Y Y Y N 
23 Kazen Y N N Y N Y N 
24 Milford Y y N Y N Y N 
UTAH 

1 McKay 
2· Owen• 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

I Downing 
2 Whitehurst 
3 Satterfield 
4 Daniel, R. W. 
S Daniel, W .C. 
6 Butler 
7 Robinson 
El Parri.• 
9 Wampler 

10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pritchard 
2 Meed1 
3 Hanaen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hick• 
7 Adamo 

WEST VIRGINIA 
1 Mollohan 
2 Slaggen 
3 ~ack 
4 Mechler 

WISCONSIN 
I Alpin 
2 Kmtenmeier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
S Reu11 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
B Froehlich 
9 Davis 

WYOMING 
Al Roncalia 

YYNYNYN 
YNNYNYN 

Y Y N Y Y 'N N 

Y.t•YYYN 
NYNYYY? 
NYNYYYN 
NYYYYYN 
YYNYYYN 
NYYYYY? 
NYYYYYN 
NY?YY•N 
NYYY?YY 
NYYYYYY 

YYNYYNY 
YYNYNNN 
YX?YN?? 
YYNYNYN 
YYNYYNN 
YYNYNYN 
YXNYNNN 

YNNYYYN 
YNNYYNY 
Y Y N Y Y Y N 
YNNYNNN 

YNNY?N? 
YNNNNNN 

.N Y Y Y Y N N 
YYNYNNN 
YYNYYNN 
YYNYYNN 
YYNYNNN 
YYNYNY? 
?YYYYYY 

YYNYYN? 

Democrah Republicans 
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II Key Votes 

.\EV VOTES REFLECT ECONOMY, ENERGY CONCERNS 
Although the legislative branch throughout 1974 was 

absorbed with issues arising from the Watergate scandal, 
the subsequent impeachment inquiry and President Nixon's 
resignation, the questions surrounding the stability of the 
executive branch did not prevent Congress from building a 
substantial legislative record. 

Among the landmark bills of 1974 were measures 
reforming the nation's housing assistance and primary and 
secondary education aid program. And for the first.time, 
legislation was enacted requiring the federal government 
to set minimum federal standards for private pension plans 
and authorizing daily operating subsidies for mass transit 
systems. Also enacted was an increase in the hourly 
minimum wage rate-the first congressionally approved in­
crease since 1966. 

Economy 
· But like both the Nixon and Ford administrations, 
Congress was either unable or unwilling to devise any com­
prehensive strategy to solve the nation's most urgent 
problems-the sliding economy and the energy crisis. The 
legislative branch developed no major action to alleviate the 
double-digit inflation plaguing the country but moved 
quickly in the last weeks of the session to provide additional 
public service jobs and extended unemployment benefits to 
ease the plight of the nation's 6.5 million unemployed. 

The only other major action taken relating to the 
economy was a revision of the way Congress itself handled 
its · budgetary responsibilities. The budget reform act 

· spelled out a timetable for congressional actions affecting 
the federal budget and required that those decisions be re­
viewed in light of their impact on over-all fiscal· policy. 

Energy, Environment 
In the energy field, Congress gave Nixon a victory early 

in the year when the House refused to pass a bill that would 
have rolled back domestic crude oil prices and given the 
President authority to ration fuel supplies. Concern over 
the need to increase energy supplies to cut reliance on oil 
imports worked to the detriment of environmentalists who 
lost two major battles. A land use bill was killed in the 
House when members refused to adopt the rule allowing 
the bill to be debated on the floor. Clean air standards and 
deadlines established in the 1970 Clean Air Act were re­
laxed in an effort to conserve energy. 

Foreign Affairs, Defense 
Congress continued to press for a meaningful role in 

the shaping of foreign affairs, although veto threats even­
tually forced it to compromise with the.executive branch. 
The issue was the cutoff of military aid to Turkey until 
progress had been made regarding a settlement of the 
Cyprus invasion. Although Congress initially voted to 
cut off Turkish aid immediately, it later relented to allow 
the President to delay the cutoff until mid-February 1975 in 
order to save the ·foreign aid . authorization bill. And 
although it cut the request by $4.4-billion, Congress still 
passed the . largest defense appropriations bill in the 
nation's history-$82.6-billion. 

~ 

Consumer Issues 
Congress did not complete action on two major bills of 

importance to American consumers. The Senate reversed 
its previous stance and approved a national .no-fault 
automobile il)surance system, but a House subcommittee 
was unable to reach agreement on its version of the 
measure. And while the House approved a bill to establish a 
consumer advocacy agency within the federal bureaucracy, 
Senate supporters of a companion measure were unable to 
cut off a filibuster and that bill, too, died at the end of the 
session. 

Watergate, Impeachment 
Nixon's Aug. 9 resignation in the face of almost certain 

impeachment and conviction forced several important 
moves by Congress, including the confirmation of Nelson A. 
Rockefeller as vice president-giving the country an un­
elected president and vice president for the first time in its 
history. The House also concluded its impeachment inquiry 
by accepting the report of the House Judiciary Committee 
setting out the committee's recommendation that three ar­
ticles of impeachment against Nixon be approved by the 
House. 

In related 11ctions, Congress also agreed to legislation 
overturning an agreement between Nixon and the head of 
the General Services Administration that would have given 
Nixon eventual control and disposal of his presidential 
papers and documents, including the Watergate tapes that 
proved crucial to the successful prosecution of the scandal. 

Finally, Congress approved an appropriation of only 
$200,000 for Nixon's pension, transition allowances and 
other expenses. President Ford had recommended a total of 
$850,000, but the cloud under which Nixon left office, the 
controversial pardon, the tapes control dispute and the 
benefits he had already received served to make Congress 
less willing than it had been with previous former 
presidents to finance his transition costs at public expense. 

How Votes Were Selected 
Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 

of key votes on major issues. . 
Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the ex-

tent it represents one or more of the following: 
•A matter of major controversy. 
•A test of presidential or political power. 
•A decision of potentially great impact on the na­

tion and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related votes 

on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily chosen. This 
vote is the roll call, or recorded vote in the House, that 
in the opinion of Congressional Quarterly was the most 
important in determining the outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Democrats. 
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1974 Key Votes - 2 V011NG STUDIES 

Senate Key Votes 

I. CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. By a vote of54-33 the 
Senate March 13 passed a bill (S 1401) reinstating the death 
penalty for certain serious federal crimes. The bill was 
designed to avoid the constitutional flaws which had 
resulted in the 1972 Supreme Court ruling that capital 
punishment, as then imposed under existing state and 
federal law, was unconstitutional. S 1401, which the House 
did not act on during the 93rd Congress, would have provid­
ed for a two-part trial for anyone charged with treason, es­
pionage or murder: in the. first part the defendant's guilt or 
innocence would be determined; if he was found guilty, a 
second part of the trial ·would deal with the question of 
his sentence. Mitigating or aggravating factors set out at 
this stage of the trial would determine whether or not the 
death sentence would be imposed. The vote on passage of 
the bill came after two days of emotional and intense de­
bate between advocates of the bill and opponents of capi· 
tal punishment. The final vote reflected the deep division 
on the issue within the Senate: R 28-8; D 26-25 (ND 14-25; 
SD 12-0). 

2. FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
FINANCING. Advocates of public financing of federal 
election campaigns showed their strength early in the 
Senate's long debate on the campaign finance reform bill (S 
3044-PL 93-443) that set campaign spending ancl contri- . 
butions limits for federal elections and provided for public 
financing of congressional and presidential primary ano 
general elections. On the second day of floor action (March 
27) a vote on an amendment by James B. Allen (D Ala.) 
to delete the public financing provisions indicated that 
public financing opponents had no hope of sidetracking the 
measure. Allen's amendment was rejected on a 33-61 vote: 
R 23-16; D 10-45 (ND 0-40; SD 10-5). That vote set the 
pattern for upcoming Senate votes that defeated other 
amendments to weaken the public financing section and 
broke a filibuster, led by Allen, against the bill. Howard H. 
Baker Jr. (R Tenn.), for instance, saw his amendment to 

· delete the public financing sections of the bill and replace 
them with a system of tax credits to privately finance cam­
paigns rejected April 4 by 34-58. The bill was passed April 
11 with only minor change. 

3. NO-FAULT AUTO INSURANCE. Reversing its 
1972 action when it voted, 49-46, to recommit a similar bill 
to the Judiciary Committee, the Senate May 1, by a 53-42 
vote, passed a bill (S 354) to establish a national no-fault 
auto insurance system: R 19-20; D 34-22. Earlier, a motion 
to recommit the bill to the Commerce Committee had been 
defeated 40-54. An analysis of the 1972 vote to refer the bill 
to the Judiciary Committee and the 1974 vote showed that 
freshmen senators were the primary factor in Senate 
passage in 1974. Four freshmen reversed the position of 
their predecessors on the 1972 vote and supported S 354, 
while two other freshmen reversed their predecessors' vote 
and opposed S 354. The bill, which was opposed by Presi­
dent Nixon, required each state to enact a no-fault law that 
met minimum federal standards outlined in the bill. If a 
state failed to enact a law within a specified time. period, 
more stringent federal standards would be imposed. One of 
the most heavily lobbied bills of the session, S 354 required 
all motorists to purchase insurance that guaranteed pay­
ment of minimum benefits for bodily injury, including all 
reasonable medical expenses, without regard to fault. To 
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offset the costs of providing extensive benefits to accident 
victims, the bill restricted the right to sue for recovery of 
economic loss and pain arid suffering. Despite Senate 
passage, the bill died when the House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Subcommittee on Commerce and 
Finance failed to act. 

4. ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCA­
TION. A major House-Senate conference confronta­
tion was avoided during debate on the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act Amendments (HR 69-PL 93-
380) when the Senate overturned its own Labor and Public 
Welfare Committee recommendations and adopted the 
same formula for distributing $1.8-billion in compensatory 
education funds (Title I) as the House had approved. The Ti­
tle I program was the foundation of the federal aid program 
for primary and 'secondary schools, and the 1974 formula 
revision represented the first substantial distribution 
change since the. original aid program was enacted in 1975. 
The amendment to concur with the House formula was 
offered by John L. McClellan (D Ark.) who contended that 
the Senate committee's formula overemphasized the count 
of welfare children, thus giving more money to wealthier 
states at the expense of the poorer and more rural states. 
Opponents said the McClellan amendment would eventual­
ly· eliminate the count of welfare children altogether, thus 
working a financial hardship on urban areas where most 
welfare children were concentrated. The amendment was 
adopted on a 56-36 vote and was supported by a coalition of 
28 Republicans and 15 southern Democrats. Twenty-four 
northern Democrats, primarily from urban areas, voted 
against the amendment as did 12 Republicans. 

5. SCHOOL BUSING. The perennial controversy 
over forced busing of school children to achieve racial in­
tegration surfaced again in 1974 during consideration of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act Amendments 
bill (HR 69), threatening at various times to scuttle the en­
tire bill before a compromise solution could be worked 
out. The controversy began when the House adopted an 
amendment that would have barred busing to achieve racial 
integration to all but the school next closest to the student's 
home and then only when all other alternative methods to 
erase segregation had been exhausted. The amendment also 
would have allowed all previous busing orders to be re­
opened and brought into compliance with the busing 
amendment. The Labor and Public Welfare Committee de­
leted the amendment from its version, and a key test of . 
Senate sentiment on the issue came on an amendment by 
Edward J. Gurney (R Fla.) that would have reinserted the 
House antibusing language. After six hours of debate, the 
amendment was tabled (killed) May 15 on a 47-46 vote. Then 
in a series of close votes the Senate settled on a compromise 
amendment that left final busing decisions to the nation's 
courts. Had the Gurney amendment been adopted, there 
could have been no modification of the language in con­
ference since the provision would have been identical in 
both versions. Despite three sets of instructions to House 
conferees to insist on the House language, conferees agreed 
substantially with the Senate compromise and it was 
approved by both houses (PL 93-380). A Supreme Court 
decision striking down a Detroit, Mich., cross-county busing 
order and fear of losing federal aid for virtually every 
federal elementary and secondary education program were 
considered key factors in dissipating House opposition to 
the Senate compromise. On the key Gurney amendment, 14 
Republicans and 33 Democrats voted to table; 26 
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Republicans and 20 Democrats, including 15 southerners, 
voted against the tabling motion. (See al.so House key · 
Vf.!le 2, p. 977) 

' 
6. FISCAL 1975 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS. 

rearing that it might already have gone too far in cutting 
the fiscal l 97S defense budget by $5-billion, the Senate 
refused to lop off another $1.1-billion from the ad­
ministration's record $87,057,497,000 request. The amend­
ment was offered to the annual Defense Department 
appropriations bill (HR 16243-PL 93-437) by Thomas F. 
Eagleton (D 1\10. ). He argued that despite the $5-billion cut­
back made by the Senate Appropriations Committee (and 

· sustained by the Senate), the Pentagon budget was still 
"permeated with wasteful programs which add nothing to 
national security." The amendment was defeated Aug. 21 
on a 37-55 vote after Defense Appropriations Subcommittee 
Chairman John L. McClellan (D Ark.), who favored the $5-
billion reduction, maintained that any further reductions 
would be "misguided and irresponsible." Supporting 
McClellan and President Ford, who Aug. 14 had expressed 
"serious disappointment" at the size of the cut inflicted by 
the Appropriations Committee, were 32 RepubliCans and 23 
Democrats, while seven Republicans and 30 Democrats 
voted for the further reduction. The final amount in the 
appropriations bill cleared Sept. 24 was $82.6-billion-the 

1 largest appropriations bill ever passed by Congress. 

7. PENSION REGULATION. Congress in August 
broke new legislative ground by clearing a bill establishing 
minimum federal standards for private pension plans. The 

1 product of seven years of congressional effort, the com­
ated bill (HR 2-PL 93-406) represented the first con­
,sional effort to curb abuses of private pension plans. 

1 ·1 ne bill allowed employers to choose one of three alter-
., native vesting formulas that guaranteed an employee at 

least part of his pension benefits whether or not he con-
J tinued to work for the same company until retirement. To 

ensure that pension funds would contain enough money to 
pay out benefits, HR 2 also established minimum funding 
standards and set up a federally run pension plan termina-

12 tion insurance corporation to guarantee the payment of 
1; benefits in the event of bankruptcy. Because of the com­
e plexity of the legislation and jurisdictional disputes 
u between the tax-writing and labor committees in both 
r chambers, most compromises in the bill were worked out in 
1 committee rather than on the floor. The Senate unanimous-
1 ly passed its version of the bill in 1973. The House passed 
-~• HR 2 in March with only four dissenting votes. After a 
s lengthy conference, the House approved the final version 
1' Aug. 20 and the Senate, in the vote which cleared the bill for 
r the President, adopted the final version 85-0 on Aug. 22. 
n 

8. AUTO SEAT BELTS-55 MPH LIMIT. On a 64-21 
s v9te Sept. 11, the Senate went on record in favor of repeal­
c ing the federal law requiring all new cars, beginning with 
a the 1974 models, to be equipped with seat belt-ignition in­
r terlock systems that made it impossible to start a car before 
n the passengers had buckled their belts. The vote came on an 
r amendmen-t offered by James L. Buckley (Cons-R N.Y.) to 
·ran interim highway measure (S ·3934) that included 
~ ... ~,,visions raising the maximum permissible truck weight 

1lerstate highwa~·s and making the 55 mph speed limit 
.nanent in order to co~erve gasoline. The amendment's 

supporters said the interlock requirement, which was in-

cluued in the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act 
of 1966, was an unwarranted infringement on individual 
rights. Opponents argued that the infringement was 
justified by the greater public good of saving live.s. Buckley 
offered his amendment so that Senate conferees would in­
sist on retaining the repeal provision in the .House version 
of a vehicle safetv bill (S 355) then in conference. As cleared 
by Congress in· October, the vehicle safety measure (S 
355-PL 93-492) included the interlock repeal. 

9. CONSUMER ADVOCACY AGENCY. Consumer 
advocates received another setback in their five-year 
struggle to establish an independent federal consumer 
agency when the Senate failed by two votes Sept. 19 to cut 
off a two-month filibuster against the agency bill (S 707). 
The 64-34 vote came on the fourth attempt to end the inter­
mittent filibuster led by James B. Allen (D Ala.) and Sam J. 
Ervin Jr. (D N.C.). The House had passed a similar bill (HR 
13163) in April. Supporters of the proposed agency-which 
would represent consumer interests before other federal 
agencies and courts-contended that it was needed to 
counteract industry bias of existing federal agencies. Op­
ponents said consumers were already adequately 
represented and protested that the agency would add 
another layer of bureaucracy and harass legitimate 
business. Two senators-George D. Aiken (R Vt.) and Ted 
Stevens (R Alaska)-'-switched their votes Sept. 19 to join 
the anti-filibuster forces. A third, Milton R. Young (R 
N.D.), had voted for cloture on the third attempt but re­
joined the opposition on the fourth: R 20-22; D 44-12 (ND 
40-1; SD 4-11). 

IO. WATERGATE TAPES. By a 56-7 vote, the Senate 
Oct. 4 approved a bill (S 4016) designed to nullify an agree­
ment between former President Nixon and the General Ser­
vices Administration giving Nixon control over access 
to-and eventually the destruction of-the tapes and other 
records of his administration. The lopsided vote in the 
Senate (R 18-5; D 38-2) reflected the overwhelming feeling 
in Congress that the agreement, concluded the day before 
Ford pardoned Nixon, was contrary to the public interest. S 
4016 was approved by voice vote in the House early in 
December and was cleared and signed by President Ford 
Dec. 19. As enacted (PL 93-526), the new Jaw provided that 
the Nixon tapes and other historical records of his ad­
ministration were to remain in the.custody of the federal 
government; that the tapes were not to be destroyed unless 
their destruction was specifically authorized by federal law; 
and that the tapes and documents were to be made 
available for use in any judicial proceeding. 

II. FREEDOM OF INFORMATION. By just three 
. votes over the necessary two-thirds majority, the Senate 
Nov. 21 overrode President Ford's veto of a bill (HR 12471) 
amending the Freedom of Information Act. The vote was 
65~27: R 18-20; D 47-7 (ND 40-0; SD 7-7). The House had 
overridden the veto the previous day by an overwhelming 
margin, 371-31. The bill was designed to deal with problems 
which had developed in the implementation of the 1966 law, 
passed to give the citizen access to information maintained 
by the federal government. President Ford had vetoed the 
measure as unconstitutional and ums.;orkable, objecting 
particularly to language setting deadlines for agency 
responses to requests for information under the law and to 
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1974 Key Votes - 4 VOTING STUDIES 

language allowing federal judges to examine information 
which the government sought to withhold from such a re­
quest as classified. The judge was authorized to determine 
whether or not the information was properly labeled as 
classified, a decision which critics found beyond the judge's · 
authority. The Senate's vote enacted the bill into law over 
Ford's veto. In similar fashion Congress easily overrode a 
number of other vetoes by Ford in the first months of his 
administration, including vetoes of a railroad retirement 
bill, a vocational rehabilitation bill and a veterans' benefits 
bill. 

12. TURKISH AID COMPROMISE. In a vote that 
induced the White House to support the Senate version of 
the fiscal 1975 foreign aid authorization bill (S 3394), the 
Senate Dec. 4 adopted by a 55-36 vote an amendment 
cutting off military aid to Turkey until progress had been 
made on the Cyprus issue, but permitting the President to 
delay the cutoff until mid"February 1975: R 31-8; D 24-28 
(ND 15-25; SD 9-3). The amendment, sponsored by Hubert 
H. Humphrey (D Minn.), modified an amendment spon­
sored by Thomas F. Eagleton (D Mo) that would have ter­
minated such aid immediately. Subsequent enactment of 
the Humphrey amendment as part of the aid bill meant 
that the cutoff would become permanent federal law rather 
than merely incorporated· in a temporary continuing 
resolution. While the White House would have preferred no 
restrictions on aid to the Ankara regime, it reluctantly 
went along with the delay in a cutoff, thus helping to pick 
up enough Republican and southern Democrat support to 
pass S 3394 (PL 93-559). (See al.so foreign aid. vote, below.). 

13. FOREIGN AID AUTHORIZATION. The fiscal 
1975 foreign aid program-initially rejected by the Senate 
in October-survived a second Senate test when the 
authorization bill (S 3394.:..pL 93-559) was passed Dec. 4 by 
a one-vote margin. White House support helped pick up 
enough Republican votes to pass the bill; a majority of 
voting Democrats opposed it. The vote was 46-45: R 23-16; D 
23-29 (ND 20-19; SD 3-10). Included in the final authoriza­
tion of $2,596,226,000, which was $579.1-million less than 
that requested by' the administration, were funds for 
Egypt, the first substantial aid to Cairo in recent years, and 
a special contingency fund which administration officials 
had indicated might go to Syria-reflecting U.S. efforts to 
secure a Mideast peace; limitations on Central Intelligence 
Agency covert activities abroad; restrictions on aid to the 
military regimes in Chile and South Korea; spending 
ceilings on aid to Indochina; a phase-out of military grant 
assistance; new limits on the president's authority to draw 
on Defense Department stocks and excess equipment, and 
increased aid to Israel. The second version of the bill was a 
compromise that. had been worked out by the administra­
tion and the Foreign Relations Committee after the 
Senate's 41-39 vote in October recommitting the original 
measure. The earlier version had been amended extensively 
on the floor; the White House opposed many of those 
amendments; which would have imposed additional 
spending limits and restrictions on the executive and 
authorized lower levels of military aid. 

14. POVERTY PROGRAM. The Senate Dec. 11 
decidedly rejected an attempt by conservatives to dismantle 
the nation's anti-poverty program by voting down, 21-69, an 
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amendment which would have cut off all federal funding 
for Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO) programs after 
fiscal 1976. The amendment was the only serious challenge 
in either house to legislation (HR 14449-PL 93-644) con­
tinuing funding for OEO programs for three years. OEO 
had faced an uncertain future since early 1973 when Presi­
d~nt Nixon proposed to terminate the agency. HR 14449, 
signed by President Ford Jan. 4, was a compromise which 
replaced OEO with an independent Communitv Services 
Administration. The bill also gave the president 'the option 
of proposing to transfer key OEO programs from the new 
administration to other departments. Most of those voting 
to cut off federal aid to OEO programs were conservative 
Republicans and southern Democrats: R 16-20; D 5--49 (ND 
0-39; SD 5-10). · 

15. FOREIGN TRADE. Final passage of the trade 
reform bill (HR 10710-PL 93-618) was virtually assured 
when the Senate Dec~ 13 voted 71-19 to invoke cloture (shut 
off debate) on the bill before debate had actually begun: R 
34-4; D 37-15 (ND 30-9; SD 7-6). The vote was 11 more than 
the required two-thirds majority and reflected the White 
House's opinion that enactment of the bill was essential in 
1974 so that the United States could join world trade talks 
in 1975. The principal purpose of the parliamentary tactic 
of the cloture vote was to forestall controversial nonger­
mane amendments which ·several senators had said they 
planned to offer. The administration and Senate supporters 
had feared that debate on nongermane amendments would 
have prevented final action on the bill itself in the closing 
days of the session. The success of the cloture vote cleared 
the way for two important votes later on the 13th: 1) adop­
tion by 88-0 of an amendment by Henry M. Jackson (D 
Wash.), embodying the White House-congressional com­
promise on the issue of trade with the Soviet Union and 
Moscow's emigration policies toward its Jewish citizens, 
and 2) passage of the bill by a 77-4 vote. 

16 .. RACE, SEX DISCRIMINATION. A potentially 
devastating blow to the nation's anti-discrimination laws 
was averted when the Senate Dec. 14 approved by a vote of 
55-27 language that nullified a House-passed amendment 
that would have prohibited the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare (HEW) from enforcing federal civil 
rights and sex discrimination laws, especially the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. The House amendment, added to the 
first fiscal 1975 supplemental appropriations bill (HR 
16900), would have prohibited HEW from withholding 
federal aid from school_ districts in order to compel them to 
classify or assign teachers and students to schools and 
classes on the basis of race, sex, religion or national origin. 
The vote came after the House had approved a conference 
version of the amendment which retained much of the 
originai House language. However, when the compromise 
version was taken up in the Senate, an amendment drafted 
by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) and Minority 
Leader Hugh Scott (R Pa.), prohibiting HEW from 
withholding aid except in cases where it was necessary to 
enforce federal anti-discrimination laws, was offered. A 
motion to table (kill) the amendment first was defeated, 33-
60, and a motion to invoke cloture (limit debate) was 
adopted 56-27. Then on the key 55-27 vote-R 20-16; D 35-
11 (ND 33-2; SD 2-9)-the Senate approved the Mansfield­
Scott nullifying amendment. The House gave its final 
approval by a 224-136 vote. 
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House Key Votes 

I. MINIMUM WAGE INCHEASE. After two years 
of failure, Congress and President Nixon were able to work 
uu_t _their differences on legislation to increase the hourly 
m11_11mum wage rate and extend coverage to about 7 million 
< · ional \\'Orkers. A key vote on the issue came when the 

~ March 20 approved 375-37 a bill (HR 12435) that 
n'presented a significant compromise between labor­
liacked Democrats, who in the past had sought quick in­
creases in the minimum wage and further extension of the 
coverage,. and administration·supported Republicans, who 
wanted increases phased in more slowly as well as a sub­
minimum wage for youths: R 155-26; ·D 220-11. The ad­
ministration and Republicans generally opposed any exten­
sion of coverage. As approved by the House, HR 12435 rais­
ed the minimum wage rate for most non-farm workers to 
$2.30 an hour in three steps. The bill also extended coverage 
to federal, state and local government employees and to 
household domestics. Although the House version did not 
extend overtime coverage to police and firemen-a provi­
sion strongly oppo!'.ed by Nixon-the final version gave 
those workers overtime coverage under certain conditions. 
The most controversial proposal, however, was the youth 
differential concept which allowed employers to pay a sub­
minimum wage to 16- and 17-year olds. The provision was 
contained in a 1972 version of the bill which House 
Democrats prevented from going to conference. The 1973 
version did not contain the youth differential and was 
vetoed by Nixon. HR 12435 did not contain the provision 
either, but instead provided for a pilot project to determine 
the employment effects of a subminimuin wage rate. The 
final version signed into law (PL 93-259) closely followed 
the House bill. 

SCHOOL BUSING. The House in March touched 
c... . major controversv that threatened at times to kill 
legislation extending and amending the nation's federal aid 
programs for primary and secondary schools. On March 26 
it adopted by a vote of 293-117 an amendment that would 
have prohibited busing to achieve racial integration to any 
hut the school next closest to a student's home. Under the 
terms of the amendment, even limited busing could be 
employed only when all other available desegregation 
methods had been explored and found lacking. The amend­
ment also allowed previous busing orders to be reopened 
and brought into compliance with the amendment. The 
amendment was virtually identical to one passed by the 
House in 1972 but filibustered to death in the Senate. The 
so-called Esch amendment, after its sponsor Marvin L. 
Esch (R Mich.), was supported by 148 Republic~ns and 145 
Democrats. Northern Democrats split their votes almost 
evenly, with 73 supporting the amendment and 80 opposing 
it. The version finally enacted allowed courts to determine 
if more extensive husing was necessarv and allowed 
previous court orders to be reopened at 

0

the request of 
parents or a school di!'.trict, but only under certain circum­
stances. (See al~o Senate key vole 5, p. 975) 

3. AID TO INDOCHINA. Despite completion of the 
general withdrawal of U.S. combat troops from South Viet­
nam before the beginning of 1974, controversy. surfaced 
again over Washington's involvement in Southeast Asia 

when an attempt \vas made April 4 to permit an increase in 
U.S. military aid to South Vietnam and Laos. The effort 
was thwarted when a combination of Vietnam doves, 
members concerned with domestic needs and those angered 
by the Pentagon's failure to live within congressionally set 
Vietnam aid limits succeeded in defeating an amendment to 
the fiscal 1974 defense supplemental authorization bill (HR 
1256.5-PL 93-307) that would have raised the authorization 
ceiling for military aid to.the two nations to $1.4-billion 
from $1.126-billion. Offered by House Armed Services Com­
mittee Chairma_n F. Edward Hebert (D La.) and supported 
b.v President Nixon, the amendment was rejected 154-177: R 
99-50; D 55-127 (ND 19-103; SD 36-24). As cleared by 
Congress June 5, HR 12565 (PL 93-307) made no change in 
the existing $1.126-billion aid ceiling. In a related action, 
the House in 1974 also voted to reduce to $700-million the 
$!~billion that had been requested for military aid to South 
Vietnam as part of the fiscal 1975 Defense Department 
appropriations bill (HR 16243-PL 93-437). 

4. CLEAN Al.R STANDARDS. During consideration 
May 1 of a measure (HR 14368-PL 93"319) intended to 
reduce energy use, the House rejected 169-221 an amend­
ment to postpone all auto emission standards for about 90 
per cent of the country until 1977 model vear cars were 
produced. The amendm"ent, sponsored by ~uis C. Wyman 
(R N.H.), would have allowed car owners to remove already­
installed emission control devices and required manufactur­
ers to make cars without the devices for areas with little or 
no air pollution. Wyman contended that the devices-which 
were necessary to meet the clean air standards set by the 
1970 Clean Air Act Amendments (PL 91-604)-were a waste 
of consumers' money in many parts of the country. Op­
ponents, hacked by a: coalition of environmental groups, 
contended that the amendment would reverse the momen­
tum already gained toward improving air quality. 
Republicans split fairly evenly, favoring the Wyman 
amendment 96-79. Democrats opposed it almost two-to-one 
(73-142), although a majority of southern Democrats (46-21) 
backed it. Although approaches as extreme as the Wyman 
amendment were rejected, the final version of HR 14368 did 
significantly ease certain Clean air standards and deadlines 
in an attempt to conserve energy. · 

5. STANDBY ENERGY EMERGENCY 
AUTHORITY. The House Mav 21 handed President Nixon 
and the oil industry a victory ~·hen it refused to pass a bill 
(HR 13834) to give the President authority to ration fuel 
supplies and roll back domestic crude oil prices. The vote on 
the bill, which was brought to the floor under suspension of 
the rules requiring a two-thirds favorable vote for passage, 

. was 191-207: R 30-147; D 161~60 (ND 131-13; SD 30-47). HR 
13834 would have given the President authority to ration 
ftiel supplies and set the price of about 80 per cent of all 
domestic crude oil at Nov. 1, 1973, levels. President Nixon 
objected to the price rollback provision and had vetoed 
similar legislation (S 2589) on March 6. The Senate sus­
tained that veto. The fading of the crisis atmosphere in the 
nation'!'. energy shortage in the spring of 1974 apparently 
contributed to the House defeat of the legislation with its 
price rollback provisions. For the second year in a row 
proponents failed to get enacted legislation either to require 
gasoline rationing or to give the President authority to im­
pose it. 

1974 CQ ALMANAC-977 

-il 
;···I· 

';~ 

,\ 

. 
i. 

'!· •. IQlllAl .. ~ll .. IJJll.1;;&11..1. 1''""1111 .. llW'im'-~I. 1,0!1.i $11$,l!i_,MIGlllJ .. lll-"-'.IZ.1111. "bl'l•,,4211.'-A'I. i!llUIP,$llllll....:!l!I .. "l!:;:;cl. 19!JU~)ll!!tNll_ !l!!GABllllllll!JlljlllkWlll .. ll!!t!llt411J14£11!!1.4•MRiSL!!!ll!ll-lllllJ$-..JS!!ll!tal'#M#M•«l'!l.tllJl.111&11!11. !1£!'ll!li.4!1111U.•az•tt!1.4"Z::::lti::~--:":-- ·,. ---·----····-·A· ----~tP..W 



1974 Key Votes - 6 VOTING STUDIES 

6. SUGAR ACT EXTENSION. In a surprise move 
June 5, the House voted 175~209 to scrap the 40-year-old 
program that set domestic and foreign sugar quotas and 
provided subsidies for domestic producers. The Senate 
never acted on the bill to extend the sugar program through · 
1979 (HR 14747), and it died at the end of the session, leav­
ing the U.S. to compete for its sugar supplies on the open 
market starting in 1975. Opponents of the sugar program, 
including both consumer-oriented liberals and free-market 
conservatives, argued that the program was obsolete at a 
time when domestic sugar prices had almost quadrupled in 
less than a year, and that extending it would send prices 
.even higher. Supporters-led by members from sugar 
growing states such as Louisiana, Texas, California and 
Hawaii-said retail prices would go up anyway, and that 
the sugar program should be extended to assure sufficient 
supplies to meet rapidly increasing demand: R 47-121; D 
128-88 (ND 72-70; SD 56-18). 

7. LAND USE PLANNING. Land use planning 
legislation, one of the major conservation issues debated by 
the 93rd Congress, was effectively stymied for the session 
by the House June 11. The key vote came when the House, 
by a 204-211 vote, rejected the rule (H Res 1110) to permit 
floor consideration of HR 10294: R 46-136; D 158-75 (ND 
133-21; SD 25-54). The bill would have established federal 
controls over how the nation's urban, suburban and rural 
lands were developed. A related bill (S 268) had been passed 
by the Senate in 1973. Both Rep. Morris K. Udall (D Ariz.), 
principal sponsor of the House bill, and Sen. Henry M. 
Jackson (D Wash.), who introduced the Senate version, 
charged that land use planning was a victim of impeach­
ment politics. They said President Nixon originally backed 
the measure, but later changed his position to solidify con­
servative support in an effort to avoid impeachment. The 
defeat of HR 10294, which. would have authorized annual 
land use planning grants to the states of $100-million a year 
for eight years, marked the third time in five years that 
Congress had · considered but failed to approve such 
legislation. 

8. REFORM OF BUDGET REVIEW PROCE­
DURES. Congress in 1974 took a potentially momen­
tous step toward more orderly and conscientious con­
sideration of the federal budget and its impact on the 
U.S. economy's performance by approving sweeping 
revisions . in the way the House and Senate review and 
amend the president's budget proposals. By a 401-6 vote, 
the House June 18 gave its final approval to the conference 
report on a comprehensive budget reform measure (HR 
7130-PL 93-344) setting a framework for reasserting con­
gressional control over budget decisions. Fully effective in 
i976, the new law spelled out a timetable for prompt con­
gressional action on legislation affecting the budget and re­
quired Congress to relate its separate decisions on those 
bills to over-all targets for appropriations, spending, taxes 
and the federal budget deficit or surplus. It created new 
House and Senate Budget Committees, assisted by a 
Congressional Budget Office staffed by experts, to super­
vise that process. Other provisions prescribed procedures 
for limiting backdoor spending programs and for con­
gressional review and reversal of impoundments of 
appropriated funds by the president. Only two fiscally con­
servative Republicans and four liberal-minded northern 
Democrats voted against the conference report. The 
Democrats worried that tighter budget .restraints would be 
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applied mainly to social programs, and the Republicans 
were skeptical about how faithfully the procedures would 
be followed. · 

9. FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
FINANClNG. A deceptively easy 355-48 vote on Aug. 8 
passing a landmark campaign finance reform bill (S 
3044-PL 93-4431 hid a major struggle in the House debate 
on the bill over whether public financing should be limited 
only to presidential primaries and general elections, as 
Wayne L. Hays (D Ohio), chairman of the House .Ad­
ministration Committee, demanded, or should also cover 
congressional races. Morris K. Udall (D Ariz.rand John B. 
Anderson (R Ill.I. the leading House proponents of a broad 
public financing bill, led the drive on the floor to provide 
for partial public financing of congressional general elec­
tion campaigns. They proposed that matching federal funds 
be used to cover up to one-third of a House or Senate can­
didate's spending limit. But on a key vote, their amendment 
was rejected on a 187-228 vote. Democrats were closely· 
divided on the amendment while Republicans rejected it by 
a 37-vote margin: R 73-110; D 114-118. The decisive House 
vote against congressional public financing was a major 
factor in the decision of the House-Senate conference com­
mittee not to include public financing of congressional elec­
tions in the final version. Senate conferees had pressed hard 
for congressional as well as presidential public financing. 
Although the final bill contained public financing for 
presidential campaigns. only, HR 16090 established 
spending and contribution limits for all candidates in 
federal primary and general elections. 

10. HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT. 
Clearing the way for fundamental changes in federal hous­
ing and community development programs.the House Aug. · 
15 by a vote of 3'17-21 sent to the president the first com­
prehensive housing bill (S 3066-PL 93-383) since 1968. 
The bill created a new rental subsidy program to replace 
other housing subsidy programs-which had been suspend­
ed by the administration since early 1973-and substituted 
community development block grants for assistance 
available under a number of categorical urban aid 
programs. The block grant program was designed to give 
local communities more control over federal assistance 
funds. Initial controversy over whether the bill would do 
enough to aid low-income Americans and the sagging hous­
ing industry had subsid.ed by the time the House voted to 
clear the compromise conference version of the· bill. House 
members opposing the final version generally objected to 
large-scale federal housing programs on fiscal and 
philosophical grounds: R 161-16; D 216-5 (ND 150-0; SD 66-
5). 

11. URBA.."i MASS TRANSIT. Big-city members 
\vho championed the cause of federal aid to their deficit­
ridden public transit systems won an important victory in 
the House Aug. 15 when members rejected, 197-202, an 
amendment to remove from a mass transit bill (HR 12859) 
all funds subsidizing operating expenses. Supporters of the 
amendment, offered by Dale Milford (D Texas) and E.G. 
Shuster (R Pa.I. argued that directly subsidizing the fare 
box would sap local incentive to raise revenue and en­
courage excessive wage demands by transit \l;orkers. Op­
ponents responded that operating subsidies were vital to 
the continuation of the country's large urban transit 
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systems, all of which had been running in the red. A public 
commitment by President Ford to the principle of operating 
;ubsidies, made earlier in the month, may have helped win 
over the 40 Republicans and_29 southern Democrats who 
provided the margin of victory for subsidy supporters: R 
136-40; D 61-162 (ND 18-133; SD 43~29). Although the 
Senate never acted on HR 12859, Congress approved transit 
operating subsidies for the first time as part of a six-year, 
$11.9-billion mass transit authorization bill (S 386-PL 93-
503) cleared in November. Almost $4-billion of the. funds 
were to be used by large cities for either capital or operating 
expenses. 

12. IMPEACHMENT. Writing a formal conclusion to 
the impeachment inquiry into the conduct of President Nix­
on, the House Aug. 20 voted 412-3 to accept the report of the 

·House Judiciary Committee on the outcome of its inquiry. 
By a 410-4 vote Feb. 6 the House had authorized the com­
mittee "to investigate fully and completely whether suf­
ficient grounds exist for the House of Representatives to ex­
ercise il'l constitutional power to impeach Richard M. Nix­
on, President." Late in July, the committee had approved 
three articles of impeachment, recommending that the 
House charge Nixon formally with obstruction of justice, 
abuse of his presidential powers and contempt of Congress. 
Ten days later, Nixon resigned. Once he left office, the ma­
jor reason for the impeachment proceedings-to remove 
him from office-no longer existed. As a formal conclusion 
to the inquiry and to place on the record, through the com­
mittee report (H Rept 93-1305), the reasons supporting the 
recommended articles of impeachment, the House Aug. 20 
voted 412-3 to accept the report: R 184-1; D 228-2 (ND 155-0; 
SD 73-2). 

13. TURKISH AID CUTOFF. Going directly against 
the recommendations of Secretary of State Henry A. 
Kissinger and. President Ford, the House Sept. 24 
overwhelmingly voted 307-90 for an immediate ban on all 
U.S. military assistance to Turkey until the President cer­
tified to Congress that substantial progress had been made 
on a solution to the Cyprus problem. The vote was the first 
of several during the last few weeks of the session ordering 
a cutoff of military aid to Turkey following its invasion of 
Cyprus in July: R 127-52; D 180-38 (ND 134-11; SD 46-27). 
Kissinger and Ford argued that the cutoff would hamper 
their efforts to get negotiations started between Turkey and 
Greece on the Cyprus issue, and warned that it would 
threaten their flexibility in conducting foreign affairs. 
Congressional supporters of the amendment argued that 
Turkey had used American equipment in the invasion in 
violation of U.S. foreign assistance laws and that continued 
aid would be illegal. The vote was on an amendment, spon­
sored by Benjamin S. Rosenthal (D N.Y.) and Pierre S. 
(Pete) du Pont (R Del.), to a bill (HJ Res 1131) making con- · 
tinuing appropriations for fiscal 1975 because the regular 
foreign aid authorization bill had not been enacted yet. 
Ford vetoed this and another version of the cutoff language 
before accepting language giving him authority to delay the. 
cutoff until Dec. 10, 1974. 

14. NIXON TRANSITION EXPENSES. In a series 
of overwhelming votes, the House drastically reduced 
President Ford's request for benefits to former President 
Nixon by $650,000-from $850,000 to $200,000. In the most 

-.. important vote, the House agreed 342-47 (R 128-41; D 214-
6), with four members answering present, to pare the 
appropriations for transitionli,l expenses to $100,000. Funds 

for presidential transition expenses-covering the first six 
months out of office-were authorized by federal statute. 
Ford had requested $450,000; the House Appropriations 
Committee had recommended $245,000. On a second 
amendment, the House voted to grant Nixon his pension 
($55,000 for the 11 remaining months of the fiscal year) plus 
an additional $45,000 to be available for expenses after the 
six-month transition period expired Feb. 9, 1975. The 
Senate concurred with the House's actions for the former 
president, and the funds were included in the first fiscal 
1975. supplemental appropriations bill (HR 16900-PL 93-
554). . . 

15. EMERGENCY PUBLIC SERVICE JOBS. For 
most of 1974 Congress took no major economic action 
against the inflation that reached double-digit rates early in 
the year and the recession that was deepening at the end of 
the year. After the unemployment rate reached 6.5 per cent 
in November, however, Congress responded by clearing a 
much-discussed public service jobs bill as well as legislation 
extending unemployment benefits. By a 322-53 vote on Dec. 
12, the House passed HR 16596, authorizing $2-billion for 
state and local governments to hire unemployed workers 
for various public projects. The measure also extended un­
employment compensation benefits to about 12-million 
farm workers, domestics and state and _local government 
employees who previously were ineligible. In its final form 
(PL 93-567), the bill authorized fiscal 1975 appropriations of 
$2.5-billion to fund an estimated 300,000 public service jobs. 
A companion bill (HR 17597) gave unemployed workers 13 
ach:litional weeks of unemployment -benefits. In the House 
vote on HR 16596 42 Republicans and 11 southern 
Democrats were opposed: R 119-42; D 203-11(ND141-0; SD 
62-11). 

16. ROCKEFELLER NOMINATION. By a vote of 
287-128 Dec. 19, the House confirmed Nelson A .. Rockefeller 
as vice president-the second nominee to succeed to that 
position under the terms of the 25th Amendment. 
Rockefeller's confirmation was the culmination of a chain 
of events that had begun when Spiro T. Agnew resigned as 
vice president in October 1973, pleading no contest to a 
charge of tax evasion. Using the 25th Amendment for the 
first time, Congress in December of that year approved 
then-President Richard Nixon's nomination of Rep. Gerald 
R. Ford (R Mich.), at the time the House minority leader, to 
succeed Agnew. Ford became president Aug. 9, 1974, when 
Nixon resigned to avoid almost certain impeachment. Ford 
nominated Rockefeller to fill the vice presidency on Aug. 20. 
Initially, the nomination of the 66-year-old former New 
York governor had been greeted favorably on Capitol Hill. 
However, Rockefeller appeared headed for trouble by mid­
October after the disclosure of a long list of gifts and loans 
to New York state officials and of Rockefeller's involvement 
in the financing of an unflattering biography of Arthur J. 
Goldberg in 1970, who was Rockefeller's Democratic oppo­
nent for governor that year. Critics also questioned whether 
the Rockefeller family's vast wealth would create conflicts 
of interest for the former governor. Supporters cited 
Rockefeller's long record of public service and his ability to 
attract capable officials to government. After extensive 
hearings, the Senate Dec. 10 approved the nomination 90-7. 
Much of the same territory was covered by House hearings 
before its climactic vote confirming Rockefeller 287-128: R 
153-29; D 134-99 (ND 78-74; SD 56-25). 
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Mathias 

MASSACHUSETTS 
K-n•cly 
Brooke 

MICHIGAN 
Hart 
Griffin 

MINNESOTA 
Humphroy 
Mondale 

MISSISSIPPI 
Eattland 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Man.rield 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis 
Hruska 

NEVADA 
Bible 
Cannon 

NNYNYYYN 
NNYNYYYY 

YYNYNNYY 
NNYYY.NYY 

YNNYNNYY 
Y N N Y N N I ?. 

YNNYNN?Y 
YNNYNNYY 

NNYNYYIY 
NNYNYYYY 

YNYYNNYY 
NNYYYYYN 

NNYNYYYN 
NNYNYNYN 

NNY-YYYY 
YYYNNNYY 

NNYNYYYI 
?XYNYYYN 

?YNYNNYY 
YYNYNNYY 

N N N Y Y Y Y Y 
y - y y y y y y 

?N./././YYN 
NNYNYYYY 

YYNYNNYY 
YY'NYNNYY 

YNNYNNYY 
YNYYNNYY 

I. S 1401. Capital Punishment. Passage of the bill to estab­
lish new standards and procedures for the imposition of the death 
penalty. Passed 54-3..1: R 28-8; D 26-25 (ND 14-25; SD 12-0J, 
March 13, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's posi-
tion. · 

2. S 3044. Federal Election Campaign Financing. Allen (D 
Ala.) amendment to strike the public financing of elections provi­
sions from the bill. Rejected 33-61: R 23-16; D 10-45 (ND 0-40; 
SD 10-5), March 'l:l, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

3. S 354. No-Fault Auto Insurance. Passage of the bill to 
establish minimum federal no-fault automobile insurance stan­
dards that would have to be enacted by the states within a speci­
Jied time period to avoid the imposition of more stringent federal 
standards. Passed 53-42: R 19-20; D 34-22 (ND 34-7; SD 0-15), Ma3· 
1, 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. S 1539. Elementary and Secondary Education Act Exten­
sion. McClellan (D Ark.) amendment to change the formula for 
distributing federal aid to disadvantaged children to count all 
children com1idered poor under the Orshansky poverty index and 
two-thirds of all children from families receiving AFDC payments 
in. excess of the poverty levels. Adopted 56-36: R 28-12; D 28-24 
(ND 13-24; SD 15-0), May 15, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

980-1974~Q ALMANAC 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre N N Y N Y N Y N 
Cotton ? Y N Y N N Y Y 

NEW JERSEY 
Williarnt N N Y N Y Y Y N 
Case , N N Y N Y I N 

NEW MEXICO 
Montoya. YNNY?N?Y 
Domenici Y N N Y N N. Y Y 

NEW YORK 
Buckley• Y Y N N N N Y Y 
Jauits N N y N y 'Y y N 

- KEY -

Y Voted for (yea). 
./ Poifed for. 
f Announced for. 
N Voled agoiMt (nay}. 
X Paired ogoin'I. . 

Announced ogain,,r. · 
P .Vort!d "prennt." 
e Voted "pre1ent" to oYOid poiuible 

conflict of int ere-st. 
? Did not vote or oth erwite mo'r.e o 

·position known. 

NORTH CAROUNA t--------------4 
E1Vin Y Y N Y N N Y Y 
Helms Y Y N Y N N Y ? 

NORTH DA KOT A 
BurdM:k N N Y N Y Y Y Y 
Young Y N N Y N N Y Y 

OHIO 
MetHnbaum· N N Y X Y Y Y N 
Ta~ Y N Y N Y N Y Y 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett Y Y N Y N N Y Y 
Bellman Y Y ? Y Y N Y ? · 

OREGON 
Hatfield - I Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Packwood ? N Y Y Y Y Y Y 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker Y N Y N N Y Y N 
Scott Y N Y N Y N Y Y 

RHODE ISlANO 
Pattore NNYYYNYN 
PoU NNYNYYYN 

SOUTH CAROUNA 
Hollin gt 

Thurmond 
SOUTH OAKOT A 

Abourezk 
McGovem 

TENNESSEE 
Baker 
Brock 

?YNYNNYY 
YtNYNNYY 

NNYNYYYY 
NNNNY?YY 

YYNYNN?I 
YYNYNNYN 

TEXAS 
Bent••n 
Tower 

'UTAH 
Mau 
Bennett 

VERMONT 
Ai.lien 
Stafford 

VIRGINIA 

...... ..,.,...,<O ....... 

YNNYNNYY 
YYNYNNYY 

YNYNYYYN 
?YYYN??? 

N./YNYN?Y 
YNYNYYYY 

Byrd, Jr.•• Y Y N Y N N Y Y 
Scott Y Y N Y N N Y Y 

WASHINGTON 
Jacluon Y N Y N Y N Y Y 
Magnut0n Y N Y N Y N Y N 

WEST VIRGINA 
Byrd Y N Y N N N Y Y 
Randolph Y N N N Y Y Y Y 

WISCONSIN 
Neloon 
Pnumire 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hansen 

?NYYYYYY 
NNYYNYYN 

Y N Y N. Y ? ? N 
YYNYNNYY 

• Bucklry elttted 111 CONervotiue. • • Byrd rl«ted"' ilid•pMdmt. 

5. S 15.19. Elementary and Secondary Education Act &ten­
sion. Javits (R N.Y.) motion to table, and thus kill, Gurney (R 
Fla.) amendment to ban busing for desegregation purposes to 
any but the school closest or next closest to a student's home and 
to allow reopening of school desegregation orders to modify them. 
Motion to table adopted 47-46: R 14-26; D 33-20 (ND 33-5; SD 
0-15), May 15. 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting President 
Nixon's position. 

6. HR 16243. Defense Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. Eagleton 
(D Mo.) amendment to limit defense spending for fiscal 1975 to $81-
billion. Rejected 37-55: R 7-32; D 30-23 (ND 29-9; SD 1-14), Aug_ 21, 
1974. President Ford did not take a position on the amendment. 

7. HR 2. Pension Reform. Adoption of the conference report 
on the bill to establish minimum federal standards for private pen• 
sion plans. Adopted 85-:0: R 34-0; D 51-0 (ND 36-0; SD 15-0), Aug. 
22, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 3934. Highway Authorization. Buckley (Cons-R N.Y.) 
amendment to make the auto seat belt interlock system optional 
rather than mandatory. Adopted 64-21: R 26-7; D 38-14 (ND 24-14; 
SD 14-0), Sept. 11, 1974. The President did not take a po~ition on 
the amendment. (The Buckley amendment was subsequently 
reconsidered and then withdrawn because its text was included in 
an auto safety bill, S 355). The President did not take a posi­
tion on the amendment. 
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VOTING STUDIES 1974 Key Votes - 9 

ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sporl.man 

ALASKA 
Gnrvel 
SteuPns 

ARIZONA 
Fannin 
Goldwater 

AIONSAS 
Fvlbright 
McClellan 

CAUFOllNIA 
~~~!.~~. 
Tunney 

COLORADO 
Ho.lrell 
Domini~k 

CONNECTICUT 
llibi<Off 
Weick er 

DELAWARE 
Bi den 
Roth 

flORIDA 
o.~ .. 
Gurney 

GIOllGIA 
Nunn 

. Tolmaclge 
HAWAII 

Inouye 
Fong 

IDAHO 

O>O.,_.,.p,"l'll'llD ,_ ..... ,_ ... ,_ ........ 
IOWA 

OIO ....... l')"l'll'ICD ... ............................ ... 
N Y Y N N N N N Oark YfYNYNYY 

YYYNNN?f N ? ? Y Y N. Y N H .. gl> .. 
KANSAS 

Y ? Y Y Y N Y Y Dole YJNNNNYN 
Y Y Y Y Y N Y .Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
N Y N Y N Y Y N H.,ddl .. ton y ?. y y y N ? ? 

Y?NYYNY? N Y N N .N ? Y ? Cook 
LOUISIANA 

? ? ? ? ? N Y N Joh,,.ton NtYYNN?? 
NYNYNNYN N Y .N Y N Y N N long 

YYYNYNYY 
YYYNYNYY 

YYY??NYY 
N?NYYYYY 

YYYNYNYY 
YYYYNNYY 

YtYNNNYY 
YYYNNYYN 

YYYYNNN? 
N?NYNYNN 

NYNYNNYN 
N?N??NYN 

Y?YYYNYY 
YYYYYNYY 

MAINE 
Hathaway Y Y Y Y Y N Y f 
_Mu.kie Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 

MARY LANO 
Beall Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
Mathias Y Y t Y Y ? ? Y 

MASSACHUSETTS 
K.,,ne.!IJ t ? Y Y Y Y ? 
Brooke Y Y Y N Y N Y Y 

MICHIGAN 
Hart Y .Y Y Y Y N N Y 
Griffin N Y N Y Y N Y N 

MINNESOTA 
-Mumphrey __ Y_)_J__'(_y_~ __ Y __ Y 

Mondale Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
MISSISSIPl't 

Eastland NNN?NYN 
N N· N Y N Y N N 

Y t Y N N N Y .Y 
YYYNN?YY. 

o. .. ~h ___ Y'-'?__.Y--'-Y~N""-'-N'--'Y__,f 
McClwe N .x N v N v N N 

IWNOIS 

St.,,ni1 
MISSOURI 

Eaglwton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Mon.1f;eld 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 

YYYYN??f 
YYYYYNNY 

StftMtton · 
-Percy 

INDIANA 

YtYNYNYY 
YfY-Y?YY 

.Ba~ ____ v,__.•_Ll'.Ui.J,!.tl _ y 
Harth Y Y Y N ? _ N N 

Curtis 
Hruska 

NEVADA 
Bible 
Cannon 

N?NYNYYN 
NNN??YYN 

NYYNNNNY 
YfYYNNNY 

9. S 707. ConBumer Protection Agency. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
motion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill tO establish an 
independent agency to represent consumers before other federal 
agencies and courts. Motion rejected 64-34: R 20-22; D 44-12 (ND 40-
1; SD 4-11), Sept. 19, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (66 in this 
case) is required tO invoke cloture. The President did not take a 
position on the motion. 

10. S 4016. Watergate Tapes. Passage of the bill to make the 
Nixon administration tapes and papers federal property, and 
prohibiting their destruction without explicit congressional autho­
rization. Passed 56-7: R 18-5; D 38-2 (ND 30-0; SD 8-2), Oct.. 4, 
1974. The President did not take a position on the bill. 

11. HR 12471. Freedom of Information Act. Passage, over 
President Ford's Oct. 17 veto, of the bill to amend the 1966 ·Free­
dom of Information Act to guarantee broader public access to gov­
ernment information and documents. Passed (thus overriding the 
President's veto and enacting intO law) 65-27: R 18-20; D 47-7 (ND 
40-0; SD 7-7), Nov. 21, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (62 in this 
case) is req)Jired to override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the Presiclent's position. 

12. S 3394. Foreign Aid Authorization. Humphrey (D Minn.) 
amendment, to the Eagleton (D Mo.) amendment requiring an 
immediate prohibition on military aid to Turkey, to authorize the 
President to delay the suspension of all military assistance to Tur­
key until 30 days after the convening of the 94th Congress, pro­
vided that Turkey until then observed the cease-fire on Cyprus and 
did not increase its forces or transfer additional U .S.-supplied wea­
pons there. Adopted 55-36: R 31-8; D 24-28 (ND 15-25; SD 9-3), Dec. 
4, 1974. A "~·ea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
(The Eagleton (D Mo.) amendment, as amended by the Humphrey 
(D Minn.) amendment,.....,as subsequently adopted by voice vote.) 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre 
Cotton 

NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 

OIO.,_.,...,.,.ltlCD ,_ :"""" ........... ,... .......... 

Y?YNYNYY 
N?NNYY?? 

YYYNYNYY 
YYYYY?NY 

Montoya Y Y Y N N N ? ? 
lJomenici Y J v· Y Y N Y Y 

NEW TORK 
Buckley• N ? ? N ? Y Y N 

- KEY -

Y Voted for (yea). 
./ Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Voted ogoin•t (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 
P Voted "pre11ent." 
e Voled "pr~ent" to ovoid pouible 

contliC1 of inte-rest. 
? Did not vote or otherwK.e make o 

po1;.ion known. 

Jauits Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
NORTH CAROLINA 1------------~ 

Ervin N Y Y ? ? Y N N 
Helms N N N Y N Y Y N 

OIO.,_.,...,.,.ltlCD ...... ,... ............. 
NOITHOAKOTA 1------------~ 

B .. rclick Y Y Y N N N Y Y 
Young N y y y N N v· N 

OHIO 
Me!Hnboum Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
Taft N X N Y Y N Y Y 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett N N N Y N Y Y N 
Bellman N ? N ? ? ? ? ? 

OREGON 
Hatfield Y Y t Y N N f .! 
Packwood Y ? Y Y N N Y Y 

1'£NNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker Y Y Y N Y N N Y 
Scoit Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 

IHODE ISLAND 
Pa1tore Y Y Y N N N Y Y 
Pell YYYNNNYY 

SOUTH CAROUNA 
Hollings Y ? N Y N N Y Y 
Thurmond N N N Y Y Y Y N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
Abour .. k ·Y Y Y N N N N Y 
McGovern Y ? t N N N Y .y 

TENNESSEE 
Baker N ? Y Y Y N Y Y 
Brock N ? Y Y N Y Y Y 

TEXAS 
&enllen YYYNY.??Y 
Tower N ? N Y Y Y Y X 

UTAH 
Mon YYYYYNYY 
Bennett N ? ? Y Y Y Y N 

VERMONT 
Aiken Y ? N Y Y N Y Y 
Stalford Z Y Y Y Y N Y Y 

VIRGINIA 
6yrd, Jr.•• N Y Y N N Y Y ? 
Scott N N N _N N ? y N 

WASHINGTON 
Jocbon Y Y Y N Y N Y Y 
Ma9nUMn Y Y Y ? · N Y Y 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd· Y Y Y N N N Y N 
llanclolph Y Y Y N N N Y N 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson Y Y Y ·N N N Y Y 
Pro•mire Y Y Y N N N N Y 

WYOMING 
McG.te YYYYYNYY 
Hansen N ? N Y N Y Y N 

• Buckley •ltcll!'d as Canam1otive. • • Byrd eltct«I"' independent. 

13. S 3394. Foreign Aid Authorization. Passage of the bill to 
authorize $2,596,226,000 in funds for foreign aid .programs for 
fiscal year 1975. Passed 46-45: R23-16; 0'23-29 (ND 20-19; SD 3-10), 
Dec. 4, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's posi­
tion. 

14. HR 14449. Community Services Act. Helms (R N.C.) 
amendment to eliminate all federal funding for programs of the Of­
fice of Economic Opportunity (OEO) after fiscal 1976 and to limit 
fo~cal 1976 federal funding for the programs to one-half of the fiscal 
1974 funding level. Rejected 21-69: R 16-20; D 5-49 (ND 0-39; SD 5-
10), Dec. 11, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

15. HR 10710. Trade Reform. Byrd (D W.Va.) motion to in­
voke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill to give the President broad 
powers to negotiate trade expansion agreements and to take steps 
to reduce trade barriers. Motion agreed to 71-19: R 34-4; D 37-15 
(ND 30-9; SD 7-6), Dec. 13, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (60 
in this. case) is required to invoke cloture. The President did not 
take a position on the motion. 

16. HR 16900. Supplemental Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Scott (.R Pa.)-Mansfield (D Mont.) .amendment to nullify the so­
called Holt (R Md.) amendment-which would prohibit the Depart­
ment of Health, Education and Welfare from withholding funds 
from school districts to compel them to classify or assign their 
students and teachers to schools and classes on the basis of race, 
!'ex, religion or national origin-by specifying that such a prohibi­
tion would not apply if the withholding of funds was necessary to 
enforce and comply with federal anti-discrimination laws. Adopted 
55-27: R 20-16; D 35-11(ND33-2; SD 2-9), Dec. 14, 1974. The Presi­
dent did not take a position on the amendment. 
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1974 Key Votes - 10 VOTING STUDIES 

L HH 12435. Minimum Wage Increase. Passage of the bill to 
raise the hourl.v minimum wage for most non-farm workers from 
$1.tiO to $2.00 two months after enactment, then to $2.10 on Jan. 1, 
ins. and to $2.30 on Jan .. l, 1976; to extend new minimum wage 
coverage to approximately 7 million workers and to repeal several 
minimum wage and overtime co\·era!(e exemptions contained in ex­
isting law. Passed 375-37: R 155-26; D 220-11(ND150-1; SD 70-10), 
March 20, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

2. HR 69. Elementary ·and Secondary Education Act 
Amendments. Esch (R Mich.) amendment to ban busing for 
desegregation purposes to any but the school closest or next 
closest to the student's home and to allow reopening of school 
desegregation orders to modify them to conform with the provi­
sions of the amendment. Adopted 293-117: R 148-29; D 145-88 
(ND 73-80; SD 72-8), March 26, 1974. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. · 

3. HR 12565. Defense Supplemental Authorization, Fis­
cal 197-l. Hebert (D La.) amendment to increase the fiscal 
1974 authorization ceiling on U.S. military aid to South Viet­
nam from $1.126-billion under existing law to $1.4-billion (the 
administration originally had requested $1.6-billion). Rejected 
154-177: R 99-50; D 55-127 (ND 19-103; SD 36-24), April 4, 1974. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. HR 14368. Energy Supply and Coordination. Wyman (R 
N.H.) amendment to suspend auto emission controls in the United 
States until 1977 except for those areas designated as having 
heavy po\lution levels. Rejected 169-221: R 96-79; D 73-142 (ND 
27-121; SD 46-21), May 1, 1974. The President did not take a posi­
tion on· the amendment. 

5. HR .13834. Standby Energy Emergency Authority. Stag­
gers (D W.Va.) motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill to 
give the President authority to ration scarce fuels and to roll back 
and control the price of crude oil and oil products. Motion re­
jected 191-207: R 30-147; D 161-60 (ND 131-13; SD 30-47), May 21, 
1974. A two-thirds majority vote (266 in this case) is required for 
passage under suspension of the rules. A "nay" was a vote support-

·. ing the President's position. 

6. HR 14747. Sugar Act Amendments. Passage of the bi\1 
to amend and extend the Sugar Act of 1948 for five years, through 
Dec. 31, 1979. Rejected 175-209: R 47-121; D 128'-88 (ND 72-70; SD 
56-18), June 5, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
bi\1. . . 

7. HR 10294. Land Use Planning. Adoption of the rule (H Res 
1110) providing for House floor consideration of the bill to provide 
for federal grants to the states to help them draft comprehensive 
land use 'plans under guidelines established in the act. Rejected 
204-211: R 46-136; D 158-75 (ND 133-21; SD 25-54), June 11, 1974. 
The President did not take a position on the rule. 

8. HR 7130. Congressional Budget Reform. Adoption of the 
conference report on the bill to revise congressional procedures for· 
considering the· federal budget, shift the federal government to an 
Oct. I-Sept. 30 fiscal year, set deadlines for consideration of 
authorization and appropriations bills, make new backdoor spend­
ing programs subject to annual appropriations and provide proce­
dures for limiting impoundment of funds by the President. Adopted 
401-6: R 177-2; D 224-4 (ND 145-4; SD 79-0), June 18, 1974. The 
President did not take a position on the conference report. 

I Rep. Wi//i,.,,, S . • ~foi//i11m IR C'uifl """'uned March 5, 1974. Hi.• ""':c""""r· Rep. John 
L. 811r,mi fD C11.lif.J, 11•1u nl'Jf ~'"°'"'" tn matil J1me 2.5, 1974, thereby mi.8.'ting thf! firrtt t~iyht 
kt'y l'flff'.<t. 

l Rtip. J11niP.-. H11n•f!1J fR Micla.J re.'flirnerl Feb. 2, 1974. Hi.• ·"'4CCt'~.11or, Rep. Br1b Tnu:iPT 
ID Mich.I. """'not l(l"'"' in riolil Apj.;ll.1, 197~. therel>rl mU..nn11 lhefir.ot three key L'•te.. 
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- KEY -
Y Voted for (yeo). 
./ Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Voted ogain•I (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced ogainu. 
P Voted "prt1~nt." 
e Voted "present" to avoid pOuible 

conflict of intert1t. 
? Did not vote or otherwise make a 

po'ition kno.wn. 

ALABAMA 
1 Edwards 
2 Dickin.son 
3 Nichol1 
4B ... ill 

5 Jon" 
6 Buchanan 
7 Rowen 

ALASKA 
AL Young 
ARIZON4 

1 Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 
4 ConlClll 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexanclet 
2 Mills 
3 Hammer­

schmidt 
4 Thomlon 

CALIFORNIA 
1 Clausen 
2 Johnson 
3Mou 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton 
6 Vacancy! 
7 Dellurm 
8 Stark 
9 Edward. 

10 Gubser 
11 Ryan 
12 Talcott 
13 Lagomonino 
14 Waldie 
15 McFall 
16 Si•k 
17 McCluskey 
18 Mathias 
19 Holifield 
20 Moorhead 
21 Howkin• 
22 Carman 
23 Clawson 
24 Rousselot 
25 Wiggitl3 
2611 ... 
27 Goldwater 
28 Bell 
29 Daniel'°" 
30 Roybal 
31 w~ ... n 
32 Ho•mer 
33 Pettis 
34 Hanna 
35 Anderson 
36 Ketchum 
37 Burlte 
38 B"'wn 
39 Hin.•hnw 
40 Wilson 
41 Van.~in 
42 Burgener 
43 Veysey 
COi.ORA DO 

1 Sch ... ecl .. 
2 Brotzman 
3 han• 
4 Johl'l3on 
5 A rm..irong 

YY?YNNNY 
NYYYN?NY 
y y y y y y N· y 
YVYYYNNY 
YY?NYYNY 
YYY?NNNY 
YY?YYYNY 

YYYYNYNY 

Y?YNNYNY 
YN?NY?Y'f 
?YYYNNNY 
NY?NNNNY 

YY??YYNY 
YVYYY?NY 

YY?YNNNY 
YYYYNYNY 

YY?NNYNY 
YV?NYYNY 
YNNNYN?N 
YNNNYYYY 
YNNNY.IYN 

YNNNYXYY 
YN?NYNYY 
YNNNYYYY 
YYYYNYNY 
?YNYNYYY 
YYYNNYN? 
YYYNNNNY 
YN?NYNYY 
YNYNVYYY 
YY?NYYY? 
Y N N ? N ? Y ·y 
YYYNNYN? 
YN?NYYNY 
YY?NNNN.Y 
YNNNYYYY 
YNNNYYYY 
NYYY?NNY 
N Y Y Y "N N Y 
YY?NN?NY 
YN?NYNYY 
NY?NNNNY 
YNNN NYY 
YNNYY.IYY 
YNNNY?YY 
YN?NY.IYY 
YYYY?N·yy 
YYNNNNNY 
Y?NNY.INY 
YY?NYNYY 
YYYYNNN'Y 
YN?NY?YY 
YNN Y?YY 
Y Y Y N N·? N Y 
YYYYNNNY 
YNNNYNYY 
YYYYNYNY 
YYYNNNNY 

YNNNYNYY 
Y Y N N N N ·y Y 
YNNNYYYY 
YY?YNNNY 
N Y Y N N N N .·Y 

De ...... rat• Republicam 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Caller 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sarasin 
6 GrD .. O 

DELAWARE 
AL duPont 
R.ORIDA 

1 Sik .. 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
S Gunter 
6 Yaung 
7 Gibbon• 
8 Haley 
9 Frey 

10 Bafalis 
11 Rogen 
12 Burke 
13 Lehman 
14 Peppe. 
ts Fa1eell 
GEORGIA 

1 Ginn 
2 Malhi• 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackbum 
S Young 
6 Flynt 
7 Davia 
8 Stuckey 
9 landrum 

10 Steph-1 
HAWAII 

1 Mat1unaga 
2 Mink· 

IDAHO 
1 Symms 
2 Haruen 

IUINOIS 
1 Metcalfe 
2 Murphy, M. 
3 Hanrahan 
4 Derwil'l3ki 
5 Kluc1yn1ki 
6 Collier 
7 Collin• 
8 Rotlenkowoki 
9 Ya1 .. 

10 Young 
11 Annunzia 
12 Crane 
13 MeClary 
14 Erlenbom 
15 Arends 
16 Anrler3on 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Railsback 
20 Findley 
21 Madigan 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 Gray 
INDIANA 

1 Madden 
2 LandgrPbe 
3 Brade,..... 
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6Bmy 
7 My.,,. 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennis 
11 HudnUl 
IOWA 

1 Me1Vintlry 
2 c..i .... r 
3 Gros.• 
4 Smith 

YY?NYNYY 
YYNNYNNY 
YYNYYNNY 
YNNNNNNY 
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5 Scherle 
6 Mayne 

·4s 
elius 

I 
J n'inn 
4 Shriver 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
l Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Manoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 
6 Breckinridge 
7 PHkin1 

LOUISIANA 
l Hebert· 
2 Bo991. 
3 Treen 
4 Waggonner 
5 Pos1mon 
6 Rorick 
7 Breaux 
8 Long, G. 

MAINE 
1 Kyro1 
2 Cohen 

MARYLAND 
I B.auman 
2 long 
3 Sorbane& 
4 Holt 
5 Hogan 

'6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Conte 
2 Boland 
"'Donohue 

;nan 
on in 

Aarrington 
7 Macdonald 
8 O'Neill 
9 Moakley 

10 Heckler 
l l Burke 
12 Studd1 
MICHIG4N 

1 Conye" 
2 Esch 
3 Brown 
4 Hutchin.son 
5 Vander Veen 
6 Chambttlain 
7 Ri~le 
8 Tra•lerf 
9 Vander Jagt 

10 Cederberg 
II Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
13 Oi9g1 
14 Nedd 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffith• 
18 Huber 
19 Broomfield 
MINNESOTA 

1 Quie 
2 Nel.<rn 
3 Frenzel 
4 Korth 
5 froter 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

~SSISSIPPI 

Whitten 
Bowe'1 

.s Montgomery 
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Republicans 
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4 Cochran 
5 Lott 

MISSOURI 
1 Coy 
2 Symington 
3 Sullivan 
4 Randoll 
5 Bolling 
6 lillon 
7 Taylor 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 
i Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NKRASKA 
1 Tlwne 
2 McColli.ster 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Towell 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 Wyman 
2 Cleveland 

NEW JERSEY 
1 Hunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 Freling-

huysen 
6 Forsythe 
7 Widnall 
8 Roe 
9 Hel1t0&ki 

10.Rodino 
11 Minish 
12 Rinaldo 
13 Maraziti 
14 Daniels 

· 15 Patten 
NEW MEXICO 
1 Lujan 
2 Runnel1 

NEW YORK 
1 Pike 
2 Grover 
3 Ronca/lo 
4 Lent 
5 Wydler 
6 Wolff . 

7 Addabbo 
8 Rosenthal 
9 Deloney 

10 Biaggi 
11 BraKO 
12 Chisholm 
13 Podell 
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YYYYNYNY 
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YYNNYYYY 
YYNNYNYY 
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YYNNyNYY 

YY?NNNYY 
YY?YXNNY 

YYNNyNYY 
YYNNyNNY 
Y ? N ? ·Y N N Y 
YYNNyNNY 
YYYNyNNY 
YYNNyNYY 
YYNNyNYY 
YNNNyNYY 
YYNNyYYY 
YYYNyYYY 
?YNNyXY? 
YNNNyYYY 
YNNNyNYY 

.14 Rooney ? ? ? ? J ,I ? ? 
. 15.Carey ________ ?_Ll_l_L_?~_r_ 
16 Holtzman Y N N N y N Y Y 
17 Murphy Y Y Y N y Y Y Y 
18Koch ·yN NyNYY 
19 Rangel Y N N N y Y Y Y 
20 Abzug Y N N N y N Y Y 
21 Badillo Y N N N y Y Y Y 
22 Bingham Y N N N y ·X Y Y 
2J Pey.<er ·y Y N N y N N Y 
24 Reid ? N ? ? J ? ? ? 
25 Fish · Y N Y N N N ? Y 
26 Gilman Y Y Y N y N Y Y 
27 Robi.<on Y N N N N N Y Y 
28 Stratton Y Y Y Y y N Y Y 
29 King Y Y Y Y y N N Y 
30 McEwrn Y N Y Y N N N Y 
31 Mitchell Y Y ? N y N Y Y 
32 Hanley ·Y Y N N y Y Y Y 
33 Walsh Y Y Y Y y N N Y 
34 Horton Y N N N N N Y Y 
35 Co,.;,,ble Y N Y N N N. N Y 
36 Smith y N Y N N N Y Y 
37 Oulski Y Y Y y N ' Y 

38 Kemp Y - Y Y N N N N Y 
39 Ha.<tings Y Y N N N N N ? 
NORTH CAROLINA 

1 Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 HenderMn 
4 Andrews 
5 Mizell 
6 Preyer 
7 Rote 
8 Ruth 
9 Martin 

10 Broyhill 
11 Taylor 
NORTH DAKOTA 
AL Andrews 
OHIO 

1 Luken 
2 Clancy 
3 Whalen 
4 Guyer 
5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
.7 Brown 
8 Powell 
9 Ashley 

10 Miller 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
13. Mosher 
14 Seiberling 
15 Wylie 
16 Regula 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Hayo 
19 Camey 
20 Stanton 
21 Stoke1 
22 Vanik 
2J Minshall 
OKLAHOMA 

1 Jone& 
2 McSpadclen 
3 Albert 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
1 Wyatt 
2 Ullman 
3 Green 
4 Dellenback 

l'fiNNSYLVANIA 
1 Barrett 
2 Nix 
3 Green 
4 Eilberg 
5 Ware 
6 Yatron 
7 Williams 
8 Biester 
9 Shu..<ter 

10 McDade 
11 R-d 
12 Murtha 
13 Coughlin 
14 Moort.-d 
15 Rooney 
16 E.<hleman 
17 Schneebeli 
18 Heinz 
19 Goodling 
20 Gayd0& 
21 Dent 
22 Morgan 
2JJohnson 
24 Vigorito 
25 Oark 
RHODE ISLAND 
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YN??JYYY 
YYNNYNYY. 
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YYYYXYYY 
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YYNNyNNY 
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YYYYxNNY 
Y?NY.yYYY 
y y ? ? J y ·N y 

1 St G..rrnain Y Y N N y N Y Y 
2 Tieman Y Y N N y N Y Y 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
1 Davi1 
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2 Spence 
3 Dom 
4 Mann 
5 Gettys 
6 Young 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
1 Denholm 
2 Abdnor 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evin1 
5 Fulton 
6 Beard 
7 Jon .. 
8 Kuykendall 

TEXAS 
1 Patman 
2Wilaon 
3 Collins 
4 Robe.ta 
5 Steelman 
6 T-gue 
7 Archer 
8 &kharclt 
9 B.-k·1 

10 Pickle 

-N<')'lt'lt)IO""CO 

y y y y N N N ·y 

Y N ? Y X ?. ? ' 
Y Y Y Y N N. Y Y 
VY?YNXNY 
YY?YNYNY 

YYNYYYNY 
VY?YYYNY 

Y.Y?YNN?Y 
VYYYNNNY 
NYYYNNNY 
YYNYNYNY 
YYN?YYYY 
NY?YNNNY 
YY?YNYN? 
YYY?NNNY 

??Y?NYNY 
YYNYNYNY 
NYYYNNNY 
YY??NYNY 
YYYNNNYY 
N?YYXYNY 
NYYYNNNY 
YNNNYNYY 
YYNYNYNY 
YY??YYNY 

11 Poage N Y ? Y N Y N Y 
12 Wright y Y ?.'Y N Y N Y 
13 Price N y y y N ? N y 
14 Young y Y Y Y N Y N Y 
15 de la Gana y Y Y ? N Y N Y 
16 White · Y Y Y N N Y N Y 
17 Burleoon N y y y N y N y 
1_8.""~~n ___ '(_~Jjj!__l:'!_Y ___ Y .• Y 
19 Mahon y Y Y Y N Y N Y 
20 Gonzalez Y N Y Y N Y Y Y 
21 Fisher N Y Y Y N •' N Y 
22C..-, YYYYNYNY 
23 Kazen y Y ? ? N Y N Y 
24 Milf.,rd y Y ? ? N N N Y 
UTAH 

1 McKay 
2 Owens 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

1 Downing 
2 Whitehurst 
3 Satterfield 
4 Daniel. R. w. 
5 Daniel, W. C. 
6 Butler 
7 Robinson 
8 Parris 
.9 Wampler 
10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pritchard 
2 Meeds 
3 Hanseft 
4 McCorm«k 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
1 Mollohan 
2 Stagg•" 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 

WISCONSIN 
1 A1p;n 
2 Kastenmeier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reun 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
8 Froehlich 
9 Davis 

WYOMING 
AL Roncalio 
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9. HR 16090. Federal Elections Campaign Act. Udall (D 
Ariz.) amendment to provide for partial public financing of con­
gressional general election campaigns by providing for matching 
federal funds to be raised from the Presidential Campaign Fund 
Dollar Checkoff raised from voluntary check-offs on individual in­
come tax returns. Rejected 187-228: R 73-110; D 114-118 (ND 96-58; 
SD 18-60), Aug. 8, 1974. President Nixon did not take a position on 
the amendment. · 

10. S 3066. Housing and Community Development Act. Adoµ,­
tion of the conference report on the bill to authorize $11.1-billion 
for fiscal 1975-77 for federal housing assistance programs and 
community .development block grants and to encourage greater 
availability of mortgage credit. Adopted (thus clearing the bill for 
the President) 377-21: R 161-16; D 216-5 (ND 150-0; SD 66-5), Aug. 
15, 1974. President Ford did not take a position on the conference 
report. 

11. HR 12859. Urban Mass Transit. Milford (D Texas) amend­
ment to cut from the $20.4-billion mass transit authorization bill a 
provision for federal operating subsidies for existing mass transit 
systems. Rejected 197-202: R 136-40; D 61-162 (ND 18~133; SD 43-
29), Aug. 15, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

12. H Res 1333. Impeachment Report. O'Neill (D Mass.) mo­
tion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution to take formal 
notice of the action of the House Judiciary Committee in recom­
mending the impeachment of President Nixon and of Nixon's sub­
sequent resignation, to accept the report of the committee on im­
peachment, and to authorize its printing. Motion agreed to 412-3: 
R 184-1; D 228-2 (ND 155-0; SD 73-2), Aug. 20, 1974. A two-thirds 
majority vote (277 in this case) is required for passage under 
suspension of the rules. The President did not take a position on 
the resolution. 

13. H J Res 1131. Continuing Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Rosenthal (D N .Y.)-du Pont (R Del.) amendment to prohibit funds in 
the bill from being used to supply military assistance, including 
m'ilitary sales and credits, to Turkey until the President certified to 
Congress that "substantial progress toward agreement had been 
made regarding military forces in Cyprus." Adopted 307-90: R 127-
52; D 180-38 (ND 134-11; SD 46-27), Sept. 24, 1974. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

14. HR 16900. Supplemental Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Addabbo (D N.Y.l amendment to reduce to $100,000 from $245,000 
the amount available for former President Nixon for presidential 
transition expenses. Adopted 342-47: R 128-41; D ~14-6 (ND 148-0; 
SD 66-6), Oct. 2, 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

15. HR 16596. Public Service Jobs. Passage of the bill to 
authorize $2-billion in fiscal 1975 to provide public service jobs to 
the unemployed and such sums as might be necessary to extend un­
employment compensation coverage to approximately 12 million 
persons, primarily farm workers, domestics and state and local 

·government employees. Passed 322-53: R 119-42; D 203-11 (ND 141-
0: SD 62-11), Dec. 12, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supp<>rting the 
.President's position. 

16. Rockefeller Nomination. House approva-1, as provided for 
by the 2Sth Amendment. of President Ford's Aug. 20 nomination of 
Nelson A. Rockefeller of New York to be vice president. Approved 
(thus confirming the nomination) 287-128: R 153-29; D 134-99 (ND 
78-74: SD 56-25), Dec. 19, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
Pre~ident's position. · 

984-1974 CQ ALMANAC 

- KEY -.. 
y Voted lo; (yeo). 

" Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Voted ogo;n.r (nay). 
X Paired ogoin\t. 

Announced ogoin,t. 
p Voted "pre-tent." 

• Vo1ed "present" lo avoid pouible 
conflict of inte-rMt. 

? Did not vote or otherwise moke a 
po'ition kno .... n. 

1110-.,,..,~.,,<0 .... ,... ........ ,_,... .... 
ALABAMA 

I Edward• N y y y y y ? y 
2 Dickinson N y y y N ? N y 
3 Nkhol1 N y y y N y ? y 
4 B...,ill N Y N y N y y y 
5 Joneo N YN .Y y y y y 
6 Buchanan y y N y y y y y 
7 Rowen N y y y N _y y y 

ALI.SKA 
Al Young N y y y y y. y N 
ARIZONA 

I Rhodes N y y y N ? ? y 
2 UclaU Y _'!Ji__Y __ y__':f __ y_ . Y. 
3 sieiger N N Y Y Y.N Y N 
4 Conlan y N y y y Y N N 

ARKANSAS 
1 AIHander N y N y y y y N 
2 Milli y y y y y y ? ? 
3 Hammer-

schmidt N y y y y YN .Y 
4 Thomton N ·Y N y N y ? y 

CAUFORNIA 
I Clausen N y y y y y y y 
2 Johnson y y N y y y y y 
3 McK1 N y N y y y y N 
4 loggell y y N y y y y y 
5 Burton, P. y y N y y y y N 
6 Burton, J. y y N y y p ? N 
7 Dellumt y y N y y y y N 
8 Slark y y N y y y y N 
9 Edwardo y y N y y y y x 

JO Gubser N ? ? y y N y y 
11 ·Ryan N y y y N y y N 
12 Talcott N y y y y y y y 
13 Lagomarsino N y y y y y y N 
14 Waldie Y Y'N y ? y y N 
15 McFall N Y N y N y y y 
16 Si1k N y N y ? y y y 

.17 McCloskey y y N y y y y y 
18 Mathia.• N y y y y y ? y 
19 Holifield ? y N y y y y y 
20 Moorhead N y y y y y N y 
21 Hawkin• y y N y ? ? y y. 
22 Corman N y N y y y y N 
23 Clawson N y y y Y Y· N N 
24 RoiJ.sselot NN y y y N ? N 
25 Wig11ins ·N y Y Y N N ? y 
26 R- y y ? y y y y N 
27 Goldwater NYYYYN ? N 
28 Bell N ? ? y N y y y 
29 DaniellOft N y N y y y y N 
30 Roybal y YN y y y y N 
31 Wijwn N ? ? y ? y y N 
32 Hosmer N y y YNN y y 
33 Pettis N y y y y y y y 
34 Hanna N y N ? N y y ? 
35 Andenon y y N y y y y N 
36 Ketchum N y y y y Y N N 
37 Burke y YN y y y y N 
38 e,..wn y y N y y y y N 
39 Hinshaw N y y y y N y y 
40 Wit.on N y y y y y y y 
41 Van Dee,.in y y N ? y y y y 
42 Burgener N y N y y y y N 
43 Veysey N y y y y N ? y 
COLORADO 

1 Schro.der y y N y y y y N 
2 Brotzman y y y y y y ? y 
3 Evan• y y y y y ? y y 
4 Johnson N y y y ? ? ? y 
5 Arm .. tron.11 N y y y ? y N y 

Democrats Repu blu:IJIU 

cnO .... f'ifPJ"Q"lt)CO ......................... ,_ 

CONNECTICUT 
·1 Cotter y y N y y y y y 
2 Steele y y N y y y y y 
3 GKiimo y ? ? y y y ? N 
4 McKinney y y N y y y y y 

5 Sara.•in y y N y y y y y 
6 Grano y y N y ? y ? y 

DELAWARE 
Al duPont y y N y y y y y 
RORIDA 

1 Sik .. N y y y y ? y y 

2 Fuqua N y y y y y y y 
3 Bennett N y y y y y y N 
4 Chappell N y y y y y y N 
S Gunter y y y ? ? y y N 
6 Young N y y Y N N N Y 
7 G;bbon1 N y y y y y y N 
a Hal.., N y y y y y y N 
9 FrtN y y y y y y y y 

10 Baialis N y y y y YNN 
11 Rogen N y y y y y y y 
12 Burke N y y y y y y N 
13.lehman· y YN y ? y y y 
14 Peppor N t N y y y y y 
•15 faKell y y N y y y y y 
GEORGIA 

1 Ginn N Y N y y y y N 
2 Mathis N Y N y y y y N 
3 Brink!.., N y y y y y y N 
4 Blackbum ? y y y ? ? N N 
5 Young_ y ? ? y y ? y y 
6 Rynl NN y y y y y N 
7 Davi1 ? ? ? ? ? ? ? N 
8 Stuckey N ? ? ? y y y y 
9 londrum · N ? ? ? N y ? y 

10 Stepllen1. N Y N y y y y y 
HAWAII 

1 Ma11unaga y y N y N' y y y 
2 Mink N Y N y y y y N 

IDAHO 
I Symms· NN YYNNNN 
2 Hansen ? ? ? Y N N ? y 

IWNOIS 
1 Metcalfe y y N y ? y y N 
2 Murphy, M. N Y N y y y y .y 
3 Hanrahan y N y y y y y y 
4 Derwinski N y y y y ? y y 
5 Kluc1yn1ki N y N y y y y y 
6 Collier y y y y y N ? ? 
7 Collins y y N y y y y N 
8 Rool enkawo Iii N y N y y y y y 

9 Val" y y N y y y y N 
JO Young y y y y y y y y 
11 Annunzio N Y N y y y y y 
12 Crane NN y y YNNN 
13 McClory N y y y y ? y y 
14 Erlenbom· N y y y N y y ? 
15 Arends N. ? ? Y N N y y 
16 Anderson y y ? ? N ? y y 
17 O'Brien y y y y y N y y 
18 Michel N y y YNNN y 
19 Railsback y ? y y N y y y 
20 Findley N y y y y y y y 
21 Madigan y y N y N y y y 
22 Shiploy N ? ? y y·y 

? " 23 Price N YN y y y y y 
24 Gray ? ? ? y y y y y 
INDIANA 

1 Maclcl- N Y N Y Y ? y y 
2 landgrebe N NY N Y N N N 
3Brademcn y y N y y y y y 
4 Routlt y y N y y y y y 
5 Hillis y y y y y y ? y 
6Bmy N y y y N y y y 
7 Myers N y y Y N N y y 
8 Zion N y y y y y y y 
9 Hamilton y y y y N y y y 

lO Dennis NN y Y N N y y 
II Hudnut N y y y y ? y y 
IOWA 

I Menin1ky y y N y y y y N 
2 Culve• y y N y y y ? y 
3 Gro., N N Y YNNNN 
4 Smith y y N y y y y N 
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CONFRONTATIONS WITH fORD CHIEF ISSUES IN 1975 
The 1975 legislative year was marked by a pervasive 

spirit of confrontation between Congress and President 
Ford. In his relationship with the Democratic-controlled 
Congress, Ford employed his veto power with a frequency 
not seen since the administration of Harry S Truman. 
Consequently, many of the key votes in 1975 came not on 
legislative proposals themselves, but on attempts to 
override the President's vetoes. 

Other crucial votes that ,were not override attempts 
nevertheless derived their significance from the clash 
between the executive and legislative branches. For the 
first time, both houses of Congrrss passed bills to establish 
a consumer protection agency. But the 208-199 House vote 
passing it actually represented a defeat for the bill's sup­
porters, since the nine-vote margin of passage fell far short 
of the two-thirds majority needed to override an expected 
White House veto. In two votes on similar bills in previous 
years, the House had strongly supported the legislation. 

Fear of a veto also prompted Senate leaders to 
withhold from the President until the 1976 session an om­
nibus rail reorganization bill that had been cleared by 
Congress· at the end of the session. 

The President did sign some legislation containing 
provisions he did not like, but only after complicated dicker­
ing involving concessions from both sides. In the last week 
of the session he vetoed a popular tax cut extension, but 
then accepted a compromise two days later that contained a 
token promise by Congress to limit federal spending. And 
he waited until the last minute to sign omnibus energy 
legislation, debated by Congress for the entire year, which 
included a controversial extension of oil price controls. 

Ford reversed an earlier position when he vetoed a bill 
that would have permitted unions to picket an entire con­
struction site over a dispute with a single contractor on the 
site. The bill was approved by Congress after years of lob­
bying by organized labor. One fallout from Ford's change of 
heart was the resignation Jan. 14 of Labor Secretary John 
T. Dunlop, who actively supported the bill. (Story, p. 75) 

Economy 
The economy, an area that polls showed was the major 

worry of constituents in 1975, received priority con­
gressional attention. In an attempt to stimulate the 
economy, Congress early in the session approved a $22.8-
billion tax cut for 1975. At the end of the year, with an elec­
tion year approaching and the economy recovering slowly, 
the tax cut was extended through the first six months of 
1976. 

To meet pressing needs in specific sectors of the 
economy, Congress cleared bills providing emergency funds 
for johs and housing. But Ford vetoed those bills as too ex­
pensive and the vetoes were sustained in several key votes 
taken by the House. 

Energy 
After a two-year effort, Congress finally was able to 

enact a national energy bill that was intended to promote 

~ 
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U.S. energy independence. Congress and the administration 
were able to agree on a compromise version after going back 
and forth all year on the issue of oil price controls. After a 
crucial vote in July when the House rejected a price rollback 
proposal, Congress near the end of the session cleared a bill 
that included a continuation of all price controls for three 
years. The Senate in 1975 moved in the other direction by 
approving legislation to end federal controls on the prices of 
new natural gas sold in interstate commerce. 

One effect of the fuel crisis was to subject energy 
producing companies to closer scrutiny by Congress. After 
years of unsuccessful attempts, an aggressive Democratic 
bloc was able to force repeal of the tax depletion allow­
ance for oil and gas producers. Later in the year, the 
Senate threw a .scare into the oil industry by falling just 
short of approving an amendment to force oil companies to 
divest themselves of some of their holdings. . 

Foreign Policy 
The administration and Congress traded victories in 

legislative struggles over foreign policy. In two important 
votes, the Senate met administration requests by agreeing 
to a partial lifting of an embargo on ar.ms sales to Turkey 
and by authorizing the stationing of American civilians to 
monitor the Egyptian-Israeli truce arranged by Secretary 
of State Henry A. Kissinger. 

But in a direct challenge to administration policy, the 
Senate approved an·amendment barring the use of Defense 
Department funds for U.S. activities in Angola or for aid to 
anv of the factions involved in the civil war there. The 
H~use proved equally obstreperous, voting to bar the use of 
funds for negotiations on a new treaty with Panama that 
could weaken the American hold on the Panama Canal. In. 
April the House refused to go along initially with Ford's re­
quest for funds to pay for the U.S. evacuation from Viet­
nam and for humanitarian assistance to Vietnamese 
refugees who were resettled in the United States. 

How Votes Were Selected 
Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 

of key votes on major issues. 
Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the ex-

tent it represents one or more of the foilowing: 
•A matter of major controversy. 
•A test of presidential or political power. 
•A decision of potentially great impact on the na­

tion and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related votes 

on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily chosen. This 
v<ite is the roll call, or recorded vote in the House, that 
in the opinion of Congressional Quarterly was the most 
important in determining the outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa- · 
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Democrats. 
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Education 
Two of the three successful veto overrides in 1975 came 

on education-related bills. In September both Houses voted 
overwhelmingly to reject the President's veto of an educa­
tion appropriations bill; the following month, again with 
relative ease, the House and Senate overrode a veto of a bill 
extending and broadening the school lunch program. 

With an election year approaching and public senti­
ment against forced busing of school children increasing, 
several northern Democrats surprised busing supporters by 
joining traditional busing foes to pass the strongest anti­
busing language yet approved by Congress. Although the 
appropriations bill containing the language eventually was 
vetoed by Ford for other reasons, the Senate vote signified a 
major congressional shift on busing. 

In past years, the Senate had served as a moderating 
check on stringent anti-busing amendments coming from 
the House. · 

Senate Key Votes 

I. SENATE FILIBUSTER RULE. Advocates of a 
change in Senate Rule 22, governing the use of the 
filibuster, in 1975 succeeded after a long and arduous 
legislative struggle in making it easier to terminate Senate 

· debates (invoke cloture). A key vote in the effort to reduce 
the number of votes needed to invoke cloture occurred 
March 5 when the Senate, by a 73-21 roll call, obtained the 
two-thirds majority under the old rule-in effect with only 
minor change since 1917-to end a two-week filibuster led 
by Sen. James B. Allen (D Ala.) against any rules change. It 

· was the first time the Senate had ever invoked cloture on 
an attempt to change the cloture rule. Similar efforts to 
change Rule 22 had been made at the beginning of every 
Congress but one since 1959. Filibuster reformers, led by 
Sen. Walter F. Mondale (D Minn.) and Sen. James B. 
Pearson (R Kan.), received 10 votes more than the two­
thirds majority of senators present and voting that they 
needed: R 23-14; D 50-7 (ND 41-0; SD 9-7). They received 
strong support from northern Democrats and moderate 
Republicans for a compromise that allowed a vote of three­
fifths of the entire Senate membership (60 with no vacan­
cies) to cut off debate. Just as significant, however, was the 
vote of southern Democrats, traditionally the strongest 
backers of the existing filibuster rule. They voted 9-7 in · 
favor of ending Allen's filibuster. The three-fifths com­
promise did not apply to changes in the Senate rules 
themselves. In those cases, the old two-thirds requirement 
still prevailed. The Senate March 7 took another cloture 
vote that, by an identical 73-21 margin, at last brought up 
for a final vote the compromise that had been proposed by 
the Senate leadership to gain enough support to end Allen's 
filibuster. The compromise then was adopted March 7 by 
the comfortable margin of 56-27. 

2. 197·5 TAX CUT. By a wide 45-16 margin, the Senate 
-March 26 accepted a compromise $22.8-billion tax cut 
measure (HR 2166-PL 94-12) to help jolt the U.S. economy 
out of the recession: R 11-14; D 34-2 (ND 29-0; SD 5-2). The 
final version was the Senate's work to a large extent. After 
the Senate had rewritten the House-passed bill, Finance 
Committee Chairman Russell B. Long (D La.) with the 
backing of the other Senate conferees had forced the House ... 

to accept many of the Senate-attached provi~ns. Although 
House-Senate conferees on the bill cut the Senate's $30.4-
billion tax reduction recommendations to $22.8-billion, they 
preserved other Senate additions in modified form. Those 
included a 5 per cent homebuyers' tax credit, federal bonus 
payments to Social Security recipients and an exemption 
from the depletion allowance repeal provision for small oil 
and gas producers. Although other Senate proposals were 
dropped or curtailed, the compromise measure encountered 
little resistance as the Senate rushed it to President Ford 
before Congress recessed for Easter. 

3. ARMS TO TURKEY. In a major legislative 
victory for the Ford administration in foreign policy, the 
Senate voted May 19 to permit the President to resume, on 
a conditional basis, arms sales and aid to Turkey. The 
narrowness of the vote on the bill (S 846)-41-40-reflected 
the continuing division in Congress on the issue: R 26-10; D 
15-30(ND 6-25; SD 9-5). An embargo on all military aid had 
been passed by Congress in 1974 and went into effect Feb. 5, 
1975, over administration objections. Opposition to an eas­
ing of the embargo was even stronger in the House, and on 
July 24 it rejected, 206-223, a revised version of the Senate's 
bill. Throughout the summer proponents of the embargo 
were able to sidetrack efforts to reverse the July 24 vote. 
However, the Ankara government's hostile reaction to the 
House decision-reflected in its .action in August closing 
most U.S. military bases in Turkey-subsequently forced 
the House to reconsider the vote. On Oct. 2 it approved a 
new bill (S 2230) by a vote of 237"176. The final bill (PL 94-
104) only partially lifted the embargo. 

4. DEFENSE DEPARTMENT BUDGET. In the 
first meanfogful test of the effectiveness of the new con­
gressional budget process designed to give Congress greater 
control over legislative decisions affecting federal spending, 

·the Senate Aug. 1, by a 42-48 vote, rejected the House-
Senate conference version of the fiscal 1976 military 
procurement bill (HR 6674-PL 94"106). Before the vote, 
Senate Budget Committee Chairman Edmund S. Muskie 
(D Maine) had declared that approval of the bill would 
"inevitably bust the budget target for national defense." 
Muskie said the $100.7-billion ceiling on defense budget 
authority approved by Congress May 14 in its first fiscal 
1976 budget resolution would be exceeded by $700-million. 
The committee's ranking Republican, Henry Bellmon 
(Okla.), and other influential Republicans joined Muskie in 
an unusual alliance against Armed Services Chairman John 
C. Stennis (D Miss.). Bellmon said he supported a strong 
national defense, but added that the nation "must be 
prepared economicaily as well as militarily." The con­
ference version was opposed by 12 Republicans and 36 
Democrats (29 ND, 7 SD) and supported by 21 Republicans 
and 21 Democrats (11 ND, 10 SD). On Sept. 26 Congress 
cleared HR 6674 after a second conference was convened 
that pared $250-million from the initial conference figure of 
$25,763,383,000 for weapons procurement and development. 

5. SCHOOL BUSING. A major turnaround on the 
issue of forced· busing of school children occurred in the 
Senate during 1975 when several northern Democrats, who 
in the past had defended federal mandates on busing, joined 
traditional busing foes to approve the toughest anti-busing 
language yet adopted by Congress. The key vote came on an 
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amendment by northern Democrat Joe Biden (Del.) to the 
fiscal 1976 Labor-Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) 
appropriations bill (HR 8069) to prohibit HEW from using 
federal funds to force school districts to assign students and 
teachers to certain schools on the basis of race. The amend­
ment was. adopted 50-43: R 20-15; D 30-28 (ND 14-26; 
SD 16-2). Of the 14 northern Democrats who voted for the 
amendment, only four had supported anti-busing 
amendments in 1974. Ultimately, Congress settled on an 
even stronger Senate anti-busing amendment, but its enact­
ment was left in doubt when President Ford vetoed the 
appropriations bill on other grounds-that it was too expen­
sive. Initial northern Democratic support of the Biden 
amendment indicated that the Senate would reverse the 
position it had taken in previous years of always 
moderating stronger House anti-busing amendments and 
join the House and the President in opposing further 
busing. 

6. NATURAL GAS PRICES. For the firsttime since 
1956, the Senate in 1975 passed legislation (S 2310) to end 
federal controls on the price of new natural gas sold in in­
terstate commerce. Backed by the Ford administration, ad­
vocates of deregulation took advantage of the opportunity 
presented by· an emergency natural gas measure to win 
approval of deregulation provisions. The key vote on the 
issue came on a procedural motion, a motion to table-and 
thereby kill-a proposal to combine the emergency and 
long-range deregulation provisfons. Senate Democratic 
leaders intended to keep the controversial question of 
deregulation separate from the emergency bill, which 
provided for a temporary exemption from federal regula­
tion for certain pipelines otherwise unable to obtain suf­
ficient supplies of natural gas during the predicted severe 
shortages of the winter of 1975-76. But the full Senate 
frustrated this plan by refusing, 45-50, to adopt the tabling 
motion that would have killed the proposal combining the 

. two approaches: R 5-33; D 40-17 "(ND 35-5; SD 5-12). This 

.·vote demonstrated that deregulation advocates. had the 
strength necessary to win Senate approval of the combined 
measure. The Senate subsequently voted 50-41 to combine 
the two parts, and then passed the bill 58-32. The House 
did not act on the bill in 1975. 

7. CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS. A Senate 
vote Oct. 7 overriding President Ford's veto of legislation 
(HR 4222-PL 94-105) amending and extending the school 
lunch and other child nutrition programs marked the third 
successful override of a veto in 1975. Majorities from both 
parties voted to override on the 79-13 vote: R 20-13; D 59-0 
(ND 41-0; SD 18-0). The Senate vote followed the House's 
overwhelming 397-18 vote, which was 120 votes more than 
the necessary two-thirds majority and the largest override 
margin of 1975. The bill extended all child nutrition 
programs and made the school breakfast program per­
nianent. In addition, it expanded the school lunch a.nd 
breakfast programs to include residential institutions for 
children, increased the income eligibility level for reduced­
price lunches-those costing a maximum of 20 cents-and 
made children of unemployed parents eligible for free and 

· reduced-price lunches. Ford had vetoed the measure Oct. 3, 
saying it extended federal subsidies to non-needy children 
by increasing the eligibility level for reduced-price lunches 
and that it exceeded his budget request by $1.2-billion. The 
bill also retained the categorical approach to child nutrition 

~ 
948~1975 CQ ALMAN4C 

... 

program!l instead of Ford's recommendation favoring a 
block-grant program. 

8. OIL COMPANY DIVESTITURE. Advocates of 
proposals to force the nation's major oil companies to di­
vest themselves of some of their holdings in order to con­
fine them to only one function of the petroleum industry­
productiori, refining, transportation or marketing-demon­
strated surprising strength in 1975. During Senate 
consideration of the natural gas bill (S 2310), an amend­
ment was proposed to force oil companies to divest 
themselves of such vertically integrated holdings, holdings 
encompassing all aspects of the industry. The amend­
ment was rejected 45-54: R 6-31; D 39-23 (ND 35-9; 
SD 4-14), but advocates of divestiture were encouraged by 
their strong showing and promised to continue to press 
for such proposals in 1976. 

9. SINAI ACCORD. After rejecting a number of 
restrictive amendments, the Senate Oct. 9 passed a joint 
resolution (H J Res 683-PL 94-110) authorizing the 
stationing of up to 200 American· civilians to monitor an 
Egyptian-Israeli early warning system in the Sinai to main­
tain an uneasy peace in that part of the Middle East. The 
vote was 70-18: R 29-6; D 41-12 (ND 27-9; SD 14-3). The 
final vote came after more than a month of deliberation on 
the proposal,. which had been part of the interim peace ac­
cord between the two countries negotiated by Secretary of 
State Henry A. Kissinger in August. There were fears ex­
pressed· during the Senate debate that approval of the 
civilian monitors might imply approval of other promises to 
the two nations or might represent the first step of a grow­
ing U.S. commitment or presence in the Middle East. But 
Ford and Kissinger said the Cairo and Tel Aviv 
governments had insisted on the presence of the American 
monitors as a condition to signing the interim peace accord, 
which the administration said offered the best prosoects for 
peace in the area . 

10. OPEN MEETINGS. In a rebuff to its old guard, 
the Senate Nov. 5 overwhelmingly rejected, 16-77, an at­
tempt to water down a proposed rules change opening 
most Senate committee sessions to the public: R 8-28; D 

· 8-49 (ND 4-36; SD 4-13). The key vote came on an amend­
ment that would have substituted a Senate Rules and Ad­
ministration Committee version for the open meetings 
measure (S Res 9) that had been reported unanimously by 
the Government Operations Committee. The original 
recommendatiori required all committees to convene their 
meetings, including bill-writing sessions, in public, and 
placed the burden on each committee to show why a meet­
ing should subsequently be closed; the substitute written 
by the rules committee-chiefly by Chairman Howard 
W. Cannon (D Nev.) and Senate Majority Whip Robert C. 
Byrd (DW.Va.)-would have allowed each committee to set 
its own rules for open meetings at the beginning of each 
session. Lawton Chiles (D Fla.) and William V. Roth Jr. <R 
Del.), sponsors of the open meetings rule and long-time sup­
porters of "government in the sunshine" regulations, 
protested that the rules committee version essentially 
gutted their proposal by allowing a committee to adopt a 
closed meeting policy if it wished. Cannon and Byrd pointed 
out that their version would require no committee to close 
its meetings and said it would allow individual committees 
to adopt rules suitable to their responsibilities. The Senate 
went on to pass unanimously the Chiles-Roth measure, 
which also required conference committee meetings to be 
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open unless closed by a majority vote of conferees from 
either chamber. 

11. SAFEGUARD ABM SYSTEM. Vindicating those 
who had insisted during the late 1960s that it would be a 
waste of tax dollars to build an anti-ballistic missile (ABM) 
system in the United States, the Senate Nov. 18 by a 52-47 
vote approved a proposal to require the Pentagon to dis­
mantle the Safeguard complex constructed in North Dakota 
at a cost of $6-billion and completed only six weeks earlier. 
The Senate vote: R 9-28; D 43-19 (ND 37-7; SD 6-12), came 
on an amendment offered by Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) 
to the fiscal 1976 defense appropriations bill (HR 9861 ). 
Supporters of the measure argued that the system \vas ob­
solete because ABMs could not deter attacks by multiple­
warhead weapons (MiRVs) deveioped by the Soviet Union, 
and that the Pentagon planned to mothball the system 
anyway during fiscal 1977. The -amendment left the 
system's missile-tracking radar system intact, a proviso not 
included in a related House ABM amendment adopted Oct. 
2. The House-Senate conference version retained the radar 
system, and both houses approved the conference report on 
HR 9861 in December. 

12. COMMON-SITE PICKETING. Organized labor 
won a significant-if only fleeting-victory Nov. 19 when 
the Senate passed a bill (HR 5900) allowing construction 
and building trades unions to picket an entire construction 
site in protest of a dispute with a single contractor working 
at that site. The vote on the controversial bill was 52-45: R 
11-25; D 41-20 (ND 39-4; SD 2-16). Earlier in the debate on 
HR 5900 the Senate had invoked cloture on the bill by a 62-
.37 vote, two more than.the 60 needed to end a filibuster. Led 
by Republicans, the filibuster had been inspired by contrac­
tor groups, employer organizations and the National Right 
To Work Committee, which had staged one of the most in­
tensive lobbying campaigns of the year. The organized 
building and construction trades had been lobbying for 
passage of the bill since i'951, when the Supreme Court 
ruled that common-site picketing was an illegal secondary 
boycott. President Ford had initially promised to sign the 
bill, and the construction unions thought that with the 
successful Senate vote they had finally won the day. But 
the bill's opponents were aided by presidential politics, and 
Ford Jan. 2 changed his mind and vetoed the measure. 
Statements by Republican presidential contender Ronald 
Reagan that he opposed the bill, and broad hints that Ford 
would lose campaign and financial support if he signed it, 
were seen as factors in his shift. 

13. HIGHWAY TRUST FUND. In an early test of 
Senate views on the future of the Highway Trust Fund, the 
Senate Dec. 12 soundly defeated an effort to allow money 
from the fund, earmarked for highways and some limited 
forms of urban mass transit, to be used without restrictions 
for any mass transit project, urban or rural. The vote came 
on an amendment by Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) and 
Lowell P. Weicker Jr. (R Conn·.) to a bill (S 2711) extending 
federal highway programs for two years, through fiscal 
1978. Supporters of the Kennedy-Weicker amendment 
said their proposal allowed states to use money from the 
trust fund according to their transportation needs and re­
leased them from a wasteful commitment to unneeded 
highway construction. Opponents contended that the 
amendment benefitted rural transit at the expense of al­
ready underfunded rural highway programs. The trust 

... 

fund issue· should be decided later aften.. more careful 
deliberation, they said. Although it came at a time of in­
creasing dissatisfaction with existing federal highway 
programs, the amendment was turned back with relative 
ease, 26~61. Opposition came from majorities of both 
Republicans, 9-21, and Democrats, 17-40 (ND 17~24; SD 
0-16). 

14. ENERGY POLICY. Capping a long and fractious 
year trying to formulate an energy policy for the nation, 
Congress in December 1975 sent to President Ford an om­
nibus energy policy bill (S 622). Among the elements of this 
measure were new standby powers for the President to use 
in an energy emergency, a new three-year oil price control 
program, provision for the establishment of a strategic 
-reserve of oil, energy conservation measures and man­
datory energy efficiency standards for new automobiles. A 
key vote on this measure came when the Senate, by a mar­
gin of only 18 votes, gave its final approval to the bill by a 
58-40 vote: R 8-30; D 50-10 (ND 39-4; SD 11-6). The vote 
reflected the continuing divisions-partisan, political, 
philosophical and geographical-that had characterized 
the year's debate on the energy crisis. The divisions ·were 
also clear in the fina1·236-160 vote by which the House gave 
its approval to the bil.I. 

15. RAILROAD REORGANIZATION. Agreeing to 
a less expensiye revitalization of the nation's railroads than 
originally proposed in the hope of gaining the President's 
concurrence, the Senate Dec. 19 gave final approval to a 
landmark bill (S 2718) providing $6.5-billion in aid, $2.1-
billion less than the Senate had favored when it originally 
passed the bill. The House version had authorized the 
spending of $5.7-billion for reorganizing the railroads. The 
final vote on the bill was 51-29: R 13-18; D 38-11 (ND 32-5; 
SD 6-6). The Ford administration had announced that it 
would veto the Senate's original version authorizing $8.6-
billion. The Senate had rejected by a 42-43 vote an 
administration-backed amendment offered by James B. 
Pearson (R Kan.) to reduce the overall amount by $900-
million. In addition to providing funds for grants and loans 
to the nation's railroads, S 2718 significantly lessened the 
Interstate Commerce Commission's regulatory control over 
railroad rates and routes, a provision actively sought by 
Ford. 

16. ANGOLAN INVOLVEMENT. Upset about dis­
closures late in 1975 of covert U.S. 'funding, the Senate Dec. 
19 adopted an amendment to the fiscal 1976 Defense 
Department appropriations bill (HR 9861) banning U.S. 
funding of any activities involving Angola except intelli­
gence gathering. The vote on the amendment, sponsored 
by John V. Tunney (D Calif.), was 54-22: R 16-15; D 
38-7 (ND 34-0; SD 4-7). Its effect was to prevent the 
channeling of funds in the bill by the CIA to either of the 
two factions in the Angolan civil war that had been sup­
ported by the United States. A third faction was backed by 
the Soviet Union. The fight over the funds prevented final 
action in 1975 on the appropriations bill because the session 
adjourned before the House could take up the issue. Sup­
porters of the amendment were upset by the covert funding 
and by U.S. involvement generally, which they said could 
draw the United States into a Vietnam-type war. The Ford 
administration contended that a U.S. response to the Soviet 
presence was essential in an area that the White House 
maintained was vital to U;S. interests . 
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House Key Votes 

l. DEPLETION REPEAL. With a determined 
Democratic Caucus forcing the issue, the House Feb. 27 
voted 248"163 to repeal the percentage depletion allowance 
for oil and gas producers. Impatient for the House to take a 
position on a long-standing tax revision issue, the caucus 
had overruled the House Ways and Means Committee's ob­
jections and approved a proposal to permit consideration by 
the House of a depiction-repeal amendment to an 
emergency tax cut bill (HR 2166..::...PL 94-12). After years of 
frustration for critics of the tax preferences given the oil 
and gas industry, the caucus intervention cleared the way 
for the first vo.te ever in the House on a depletion allowance, 
which had been enacted in 1926. At Chairman Al Ullman's 
(0 Ore.) urging, the Ways and Means Committee had 
turned down the depletion-repeal proposal, preferring· to 
postpone consideration of the issue until after it took up 
energy conservation tax legislation. Not satisfied by that 
promise, Ways and Means liberals led by William J. Green 
(D Pa.) petitioned the caucus to force a floor vote on their 
proposal. The caucus by a 153-98 vote agreed to Green's re­
quest by ordering the House Rules Committee to make de­
pletion-repeal amendments in order during debate on HR 
2166. With newly elected Democrats given a chance to vote 
against an oil industry tax preference they had critiCized in 
1974 election campaigns, the House easily adopted Green's 
amendment repealing the 22 per cent allowance, effective in 
1975: R 44-94; D 204-69 (ND 172-17; SD 32-52). After the 
House passed HR 2166, the Senate. rewrote the depletion­
repcal provision to exempt independent small producers .. 
Although the small producer exemption was whittled down 
in conference, the House accepted that limited continuation 
of oil and gas depletion in adopting the final version by a 
287-125 vote. 

2. VIETNAM AUTHORIZATION. Fears of in­
advertently permitting future deployment of U.S. troops in 
South. Vietnam led the House to reject on May 1 the con­
ference report to a bill (HR 6096) that would have belatedly 
authorized President Ford's use of U.S. military forces to 
evacuate Americans and South Vietnamese from Saigon. 
The evacuation was completed just before the Communists 
took over the city April 30. The vote was 162-246 against the 
final version: R 90-46; D 72-200 (ND 41-148; SD 31-52). 
Besides the troop authority, the bill would have authorized 
$327-million for the costs of the evacuation from Saigon and 
for humanitarian assistance to thousands of refugees who 
fled to the United States. Opponents of the billargued that 
the troop· authority no longer was necessary because the 
evacuation had been completed. They also said the bill, if 
approved, could have been cited as authority for troop use 
abroad by a future President. They also contended that 
the needs of the refugees and the administration's plans for 
helping them were so vague that it was necessary to delay 
the authorization for humanitarian aid until more informa­
tion was available. The Ford administration had said the 

· au.thorization was necessary to pay for the evacuation and 
vrovirle minimum care for the refugees. Congress subse­
quently passed another bill (HR 6755-PL 94-23) authoriz­
ing $455-million for assistance for the Vietnamese and 
Cambodian refugees. 

. 3. EMERGENCY FARM BILL. By a 245-182 vote, 
the House May 13 failed to override President Ford's veto of 
emergency farm legislation (HR 4296). The _bill was the first 
on which Congress took an override vote in 1975. The vote 
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fell 40 short of the two-thirds majority necessary to 
override. It had followed one of the most intensive lobbying 
efforts of the year. Consumer and farm groups were divided 
on the bill, and a strong administration effort against it 
succeeded in eroding what meager Republican support ex­
isted. Only 47 Republicans had voted for the bill on House 
passage March 20, and that number dropped to 33 on the 
override vote: R 33-111; D 212-71 (ND 137-56; SD 75-15). The 
bill would have raised price supports for the 1975 crops of 
wheat, cotton, corn and other feed grains and provided for 
quarterly adjustments in dairy price supports. Supporters 
said the bill was needed to save farmers from a potential 
cost-price squeeze, but President Ford vetoed. the bill May 1 
saying it would add $1.8-billion to the fiscal 1976 federal 
deficit and would undermine existing market-oriented farm 
policies. 

4. EMERGENCY JOBS. The Democratic leadership 
and organized labor suffered a major defeat June 4 when 
the House upheld President Ford's veto of a $5.3-billion 
emergency jobs appropriations bill (HR 4481) on a 277-145 
vote. As the Democrats' primary proposal for putting Amer­
icans hack to work, the bill would have created at least 
one million temporary jobs in both the public and private 
sectors. Ford said he vetoed the hill because the additional 
spending could have exacerbated the nation's -inflation. 
Although the House had adopted the final conference ver­
sion bv 25 votes more than. needed to override, 22 Demo­
crats· subsequently ·switched positions and opposed· 
their party's leadership on. the crucial override vote. The 
Democrats' failure to override the veto was one of four 
futile attempts in the first half -of the year that ended 
Republican fears of a "veto-proof" Congress. It demon­
strated that a cohesive Republican mi·nority could sustain 
a veto on any legislation on which a small group of Demo­
crats sided with the administration: R 19-123; D 258-
22 (ND Hl2-4; SD 66-18). 

5. STRIP MINING. For the second consecutive year, 
a veto by President Ford blocked environmentalists' efforts 
to win enactment of a bill setting up one uniform law 
providing national standards for the surface mining of coal 
and the reclamation of strip-mined lands. The key vote on 
the issue in 1975 came June 10 when the House fell three 
votes short of the two-thirds margin necessary to override 
Ford's veto of the bill (HR 25). Ford said he vetoed the 1975 
version because he feared that it would make coal strip 
mining too costly for many operators, resulting in the clos­
ing of mines, a loss of coal mining jobs and a drop in the 
volume of coal produced, All these would unduly aggravate· 
the nation's energy and economic problems, he said. The 
vote to override the veto was 278-143: R 56-86; D 222-57 (ND 
185-9; SD 37-48). A shift of three votes from "nay" to "yea" 
would have enacted the bill. Ford had pocket-vetoed the 
1974 predecessor to HR 25. In 1975 HR 25 moved quickly 
through the legislative process, approved in March by the 
Senate, 84-13; and by the House, 333-86. In May the Senate 
by voice vote and the House by a vote of 29,3-115 sent the 
final version of the bill to the White House. But by June 10, 
when the House voted on the override attempt, an intensive 
lohhying effort by the administration, the coal industry and 
electric utilities, which purchase large quantities of coal, 
had Rucceeded in eroding enough support for the bill to deny 
it the necessary two-thirds margin. 

6. GASOLINE TAX. In a stunning 345-72 vote, the 
House June 11 scuttled a standby 20 cents per gallon· gas­
oline tax on which the Ways and Means Committee had 
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built a congressional energy conservation program (HR 
6860). In recommending the 20 cents per gallon tax, to be · 
automatically triggered when gasoline consumption started 
rising again, Ways and Means Democrats badly misjudged 
their colleagues' resistance to legislation that would assign 
the primary energy conservation. burden to the auto-driving 
public. Many members had campaigned against gasoline 
tax increases in 1974 congressional elections, and President 

. Ford had publicly opposed that proposal when broached by 
administration energy advisers. But in searching for a 
Democratic alternative to Ford's plan for across-the-board 
oil and gas price increases, Ways and Means Democrats 
nonetheless settled on a gasoline tax as the primary provi­
sion of their plan to curb U.S. reliance on imported 
petroleum. That decision doomed their program. In 
adopting Ways and Means Democrat Fortney H. (Pete) 
Stark's (Calif.) amendment to delete the 20 cent gasoline · 
tax, the House underscored members' resistance to tough . 
and unpopular energy conservation steps: R 134-5; D 211-67 
(ND 138~56; SD 73-11). The momentum against gasoline 
taxes carried over as the House took out of the bill a com­
panion three cents per gallon tax to financP. an energy trust 
fllnd. Although the House finally passed the Ways and 
Means bill in stripped down form, the Senate Finance Com­
mittee let the measure languish for the rest of 1975. 

7. EMERGENCY HOUSING AID. Falling 16 votes 
·short of the required two-thirds majority, the House June 

25 sustained by a 268-157 vote the President's veto of 
emergency housing legislation (HR 4485). The bill, pushed 
by the House Democratic leadership as part of its proposed 
economic recovery package, was designed to stimulate the 
slumping housing industry by providing new federal 
mortgage and housing downpayment subsidies. Several 
House Democrats influential in the housing area opposed 
HR 4485 as unrealistic and helped to undermine the 
override attempt by developing an administration-backed 
alternative bill. The override vote followed party lines, but 
Republicans picked up enough Democratic votes to provide 
Ford with a victory: R 19-122; D 249-35 (ND 186-9; SD 63-
26). After the unsuccessful override attempt, the House and 
Senate gave speedy approval to the alternative measure 
(HR 5398-PL 94-50) that dropped several subsid'y 
programs included in HR 4485. The new bill authorized the 
federal government to buy up mortgages at subsidized in­
terest rates, freeing private funds for mortgage lending at 
below-market rates. 

8. PANAMA CANAL. In a vote that could have 
sabotaged the State Department's negotiations with 
Panama on a new treaty governing the Panama Canal, the 
House June 26 adopted an amendment to the fi~cal 1976 
State, Justice, Commerce Appropriations bill (HR 
8121-PL 94-121) expressing its dissatisfaction with the 
direction of those talks. The amendment, sponsored by 
M. G .. (Gene) Snyder (R Ky.), would have prohibited the use 
of any funds in HR 8121 for negotiating any changes in the 
status of the Panama Canal and Canal Zone that would 
''surrender or relinquish". any U.S. rights. It was adopted, 
after heated debate, by a vote of 246-164: R 106-33; D 140-
1;{1 (ND 71-118; SD 69-13). Talks with Panama were 
proceeding under a statement of principles that called for 
U.S. relinquishment of its perpetual sovereignty over the 
canal. Administration spokesmen contended that a new 
treaty was vital to future relations with Panama and the 
rest of Latin America as well as to ensure continued access 
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to the canal. Supporters of the. amendment said the canal 
was too vital to U.S. interests to turn it over to Panamanian 
control. After several House-Senate confrontations on the 
issue, Congress approved a modified version stating that 
any new treaty must "protect U.S. vital interests" in the 
canal and the Canal Zone. 

9. OIL PRICE CONTROLS. The single most con­
troversial energy issue in 1975 was the matter of oil price 
controls: Should the· federal government continue to set 
ceilings on prices for oil produced in the United States? 
The Democratic leadership's primary concern was with ris­
ing price's, and they tended to argue for continuing the 
price controls. But the Ford administration, alarmed by the 
nation's dependence on imported oil, argued that these con­
trols should be eliminated immediately or phased out over 
s.everal years. Wranglrng over the issue consumed weeks of 
congressional debate and revealed deep divisions on the 
matter among various regional and philosophical groups in 
Congress. A key vote illustrating the zig-zag path of 
legislative actions involving this controversy came July 23. 
After days of debate, and after two votes rejecting pro­
posals for phasing out oil price controls, the House voted 
215-199 to drop from its energy policy bill (HR 7014) a re­
quirement that the average price of a barrel of domestic oil 
be held at $7.50-$8.50, a level requiring a rollback of the 
prices of about one-third of the oil produced in the country 
in 1975: R 125-15; D 90-184 (ND 35-157; SD 55-27). Adoption 
of this amendment removed from the bill all language deal­
ing with oil price controls, which were due to expire Aug. 

· 31, 1975. The House later reversed this decision and. 
approved language setting up a complex four-tier system of 
oil price controls. But the final version of the energy bill 
approved by Congress and signed by Ford contained 
language somewhat similar to that deleted by this key vote. 
It required the President to adjust the price of domestic oil 
to see that it averaged $7.66 per barrel initially, rising 
gradually over the next three years until oil price controls 
expired early in 1979. · 

10. CONGRESSIONAL PAY RAISES. In a well­
coordinated legislative maneuver, Congress coupled pay 
raises for members and other top government officials, 
effective Oct. 1, with a 5 per cent raise the first year, with 
the annual cost-of-living hikes received by other federal 
workers. The Senate Post Office and Civil Service Com­
mittee tacked the pay provision onto an unrelated bill (HR 
2559-PL 94-82) that already had been passed by the 
House. The Senate July 29 approved the new version, 58-29, 
setting the stage for an intense debate in the House on July 
30 over a resolution (H Res 653) to agree to the Senate 
amendment. After the measure appeared to have been 
defeated by a single vote, at least one member switched and 
the resolution passed, 214-213:. R 36~108;:D 178-105 (ND 132-
65; SD 46-40). Previously, members had been required to 
vote separately for.each raise, an action they had not taken 
since 1969. Opponents contended that the new procedure 
would allow members to receive regular pay raises without 
having to vote for them. 

II. POSTAL INDEPENDENCE. The House showed its 
dissatisfaction with the way the U.S. Postal Service was be­
ing run by voting 267-123 on Sept. 29 to take away the 
financial independence giveri the agency by Congress in the 
1970 Postal Reorganization Act. The vote came on an 
amendment offered by Bill Alexander (D Ark.) to require 
the Postal Service to go to Congress each year for its 
authorizations and appropriations and to deposit its 
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revenues in the U.S. Treasury. The amendment \\·as at­
tached to a bill (HR 8603) to increase the annual Postal Ser­
vice subsidy and make other changes in -the agency. The 
amendment completely altered the original intent of HR 
8603, which would have left intact the financial in­
dependence of the Postal Service. Proponents of the Alex­
ander amendment pointed ·to growing postal deficits 
coupled with growing delays in mail deliveries, and said the 
amendment would help restore public accountability of the 
Postal Service. Opponents argued that the amendment 
would pull the rug out from under the 1970 reorganization 
act, which was designed the give the agency independence 
and provide the overhaul needed to modernize the nation's 
mail delivery system. Majorities of both parties voted for 
the amendment: R 102-28; D 165-95 (ND 101-79; SD 64-
16). -

12. CONSUMER PROTECTION AGENCY. Sup­
porters of legislation to set. up a new agency to represent 
consumer interests within the federal government were 
surprised and disappointed when the House approved its 
version (HR 7575) Nov. 6 by only a nine-vote margin-far 
short of the two-thirds majority that would be necessary to 
override an expected veto by President Ford. The vote was 
208-199: R 20-119; D 188-80 (ND 160-25; SD 28-55). The 
Senate had passed its consumer agency bill (S 200) in May 
after overcoming a filibuster that had blocked passage of 
similar measures in two previous congresses. The House 
had approved consumer agency bills in 1971 and 1974 by 
better than _2-1 margins. Observers attributed the poor 
showing in 1975 to a number of factors including intense 
White House and business lobbying against the bill, Presi­
dent· Ford's persistent attacks on big government and an 
upswing in public dissatisfaction with the federal 
bureaucracy. 

13. AID TO NEW YORK CITY. Reflecting the 
widespread opposition to rescuing a city that had mis­
managed its fiscal affairs for years, the House Dec. 2 
approved legislation (HR 10481_.:PL 94-143) providing 
federal loans for New York City by a narrow 10-vote 
margin, 213-203. The New York aid issue provoked one of 
the most divisive debates of the legislative year. Those sup-

. porting federal help argued that the C!)Untry could not allow 
its largest city and financial capital to go bankrupt, while 
opponents objected to using their constituents' tax dollars 
to "bail out" a city that had abandoned fiscal responsibility. 
President Ford stood with the opponents until late 
November when he proposed the federal loan plan after 
New York state took stringent steps to bring the city's 
spending under control. Despite the Presid.ent's backing, 
only 38 of 138 Republicans and 15 of 86 southern Democrats 
who voted on the House bill supported the loan measure. 
Northern Democrats voted for it by a 160-32 margin. 

14. BUDGET CONTROL. Congress in 1975 completed 
the first use 9f its new budget machinery. It was a partial 
run-through; the complete provisions of the Congressional 
Budget and lmpoundment Control Act of 1974 (PL 93-344) 
were not mandatory until 1976. But Congress implemented 
the key elements of the law in 1975, adopting in. the spring a 
resolution containing targets for the fiscal 1976 budget, and 
replacing the targets in the fall with binding limits. The 
second budget resolution (H Con Res 466) set an outlay 
ceiling of $374.9-billion, a revenue floor of $300.8-billion 
and a deficit of $74.1-billion. The measure· was passed by 
the Senate Dec. U by a comfortable margin of 74-19. But in 
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the key Dec. 12 House vote, the measure barely survived, 
189-187: R 3-126; D 186-61 (ND 147-21; SD 39-40). Conser­
vative Democrats and all but three of 129 voting Republi­
cans, unhappy with the size of the deficit. joined with a 
group of liberal Democrats, who favored higher spending to 
stimulate the economy than that provided - under the 
ceilings, to nearly defeat the resolution. The experiment ran 
into procedural as well as political trouble. Congmis' heavy 
schedule of recesses contributed to a delay of almost three 
months in adopting the second resolution.' 

15. TAX CUT VETO. In the year's most politically -
charged vote, House Republicans and southern Democrats 
once more held firm behind President Ford's budget policies 
and upheld his veto of legislation (HR 5559) to extend for six 
months the 1975 tax cut. With Ford's allies taking their 
most politically risky stance among several 1975 veto 
fights, the House Dec. 18, by a 265-157 vote, fell 17 votes 
short of the two-thirds majority needed to override: R 19-
125; D 246-32 (ND 184~6; SD 62-26). As suggested by earlier 
procedural votes on the issue, Republicans and a handful of 
conservative Democrats went down the line in support of 
Ford's demand that extension of the tax cuts be accom­
panied by a $395-billion ceiling on fiscal 1977 federal spend­
ing. That set the stage for hectic maneuvering on the last 
day of the session, Dec. 19, that produced a compromise 
(HR 9968-PL 94-164) coupling an identical six-month tax 
cut extension with a hedged congressional commitment to 
cut fiscal 1977 spending if the tax cuts were extended for 
the remainder of the year. The Dec. 18 failure to overturn 
Ford's veto stunned House Democratic leaders, who had 
predicted that there would be enough Republican defections 
to enact an extension keeping federal income tax 
withholding rates from rising at the end of 1975. Despite 
the risks of a tax increase at the start of an election year, 
however, Ford's supporters held out for some kind of 
spending restraint in the expectation that congressional 
Democrats would not adjourn without agreeing on a com-
promise that would save the tax cut extension. · 

16. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT. By a narrow 11-vote 
margin, the House Dec. 18 went on record against flights to 
and from the United States by the British-French Concorde 
supersonic passenger aircraft. The 199-188 vote came on an 
amendment to a non-controversial airport aid bill (HR 
9771). Sponsored by James V. Stanton (D Ohio), the 
amendment barred for six months landings by the Concorde 
at all U.S. airports except Washington's Dulles Interna­
tional Airport, which is federally owned and thus not 
affected by HR 9771. The action came almost five vears 
after Congress already had rejected development ~f an 
American SST. But it had been unsuccessful in two earlier 
19-75 attempts, one in the House and one in the Senate, to 
ban the Concorde. Supporters of the amendment had cited 
an environmental impact statement showing that the Con­
corde would emit noise twice as loud as the loudest subsonic 
jet, and that it could deplete the earth's protective ozone 
shield. Although the ban had not been considered bv the 
Senate, the vote offered a gauge of congressional senti

0

ment 
to Transportation Secretary William· T. Coleman Jr., who 
had promised to.render a decision on Concorde landings by 
Feb. 4, 1976.· The ban was opposed by a majority.of voting 
Republicans, 37-97, and supported by a majority of 
Democrats, 162-91 (ND 134-42; SD 28-49). I 
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ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen N N N N ? ? N y Clark y N y y N y y y 

Sparkman ? N N N N y y N Culver y N y y y y y y 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gravel ? N y Y· N N Y y Dole y N N N N ? ·1 

Stevens 7 y N Y N N Y y Pearson y N N N 7 N y y 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N N N N N N ? 7 Ford y N y y N y y y 

Goldwater N y N N ? N 7 Huddleston y N y N N y y y 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Bumpers y N Y N N y y y Johnston y N y N N N ? ? 
McClellan y y N N N y N N Long y y N y N N y N 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
Cranston y N y y y y y y Hathaway y N y y N y y y 

T,unney y N y y y y y y Muskie y N y y N y YJ 
COLORADO MARYLAND 

Hart y N y y ·N N N y Beall y N N N N N y N 
Haskell N ? y y N y N y Mathias y N y y ? N ·7 ? 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Ribicorr y N y y y y y y ts~!J[J~Q:a: )'. t:! :i: y y y y y 

Welcker y N y y y N y y Broolre y N y y y y y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Biden N N y y y y y y Hart ? N y y y y y y 
Roth y N N .? y y y y Gr/Hin y y N N N N N N 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 
Chiles y N N N ? y ? ? Humphrey y N y y y y y 

Stone y N N N N Y x t !:llgndal~ y N y y N y y 'f) 
GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 

Nunn y N N N N y N N Eastland y N N N N N ? ? 
Talmadge ·y y N N N y N ? Stennis y ? N "N N y ? N 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye "'N y y y y y y Eagleton y N y y N y ? ? 
Fong Y N N N y N ? ? Symington y ? y y N y y y 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church y N y y N y ? t Mansfield N N y y N y N y 
McClure x N N N N N N Fl Melcall ? ? y y N y y y 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA 
Stevenson N N y y N y ..... ? Curtis N ? N N N N N N 

. flercy y N y y y y N y Hruska y y N N N N N 
INOIANA NEVADA 

Bayh· ? N y t ? ? ? ? Cannon ? y N N N· y ? 
Rartke 7 ' y y N y y 1 Lara/I ? N N N N N ? 

DemOcrals Republ/cana 

9. H J Res 683. Sinai Agreement. Passage of the joint resolu­
tion to.authorize the President to implement the provision in the 
Eg)·ptiail-lsraeli interim peace accord calling for an early-warning 
system in the Sinai to he monitored hy up to 200 American civilian 
\'olunteers. Passed 70-18: R 29-6; D 41-12 (ND 27-9; SD 14-3), Oct. 9, 
1975. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. S Res 9, Open Senate Committee Meetings. Rules and 
Administration Committee amendment, in the nature of a sub­
stitute for S Res 9, to allow. Senate committees ·individually to 
determine open meeting policies at the beginning of each ses~ion 
of Congress. Rejected 16-77: R 8-28; D 8-49 (ND 4-36; SD 4-13), 
Nov. 5. 1975. 

11. HR 9861. Defense Department Aproppropriati,ms, Fiscal 
1976. Kennedy (D Mass.) amendment to dismantle the Safeguard 
anti-ballistic missile (ABM> site in North Dakota except for the 
facilitY's Perimeter Acquisition Radar system. Adopted 52-47: R 
9-28; D 43-19 (ND 37-7: SD 6-12), Nov. 18, 1975. 

12. HR 5900. Common-Site Picketing. Passage of the bill to 
allow common-site picketing on construction.sites and to establish 
a gO\·ernment-sponsored committee to stabilize collective bargain­
ing in the construction industry. Passed 52-45: R 11-25; D 41-20 (ND 
39-4: SD 2-16), Nov. 19, 1975. 

13. S 2711. Federal-Aid Highway Program. Kennedy (D 
Mass.)-Weicker (R Conn.) amendment to permit states and 
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KEY 

NEW HAMPSHIRE y Voted for (yea) 
Durkin N N Y y N y y y 

Mclnlyre y N y N N y y y ..... Paired for . 

NEW JERSEY t Announced ror. 

Williams y y y y y y y y N Voled against (nay). 

Case y y y y y y y y x Paired against. 

NEW MEXICO 
Announced against. 

Montoya y N N y . ? N ? ? 
p Voted "presenl." 

Domenic/ y N N N x N N N • Voted "present" to avoid 

NEW YORK 
possible conflict of interest. 

Buckley• y y N ? N N y N ? Did nol vote or otherwic;e· 

Javlls y N y y ..... y y y make a position known. 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Mor.gan y N N N N y N N 
Helms N N N N N N N Y 

NORTH DAKOTA 0>0'"<'11">"l'll'llO 
Burdick N N N y N y y y ,...,... ................... 
Young y y N N N N N N 

OHIO TEXAS 
Glenn y N y N N y y y Bentsen y N y N N N ? ? 
TaH y N N y N N N y Tower y N N N N N N N 

OKLAHOMA UTAH 
Bartlett y N N N N N N N Moss y N y y y y y y 
Bellman y N N N N N N N Garn y N N N N N y 

OREGON VERMONT 
Ha Weld N N y N y N y y Leahy y N y y N y y y 
Pack.wood y N y y y N N y Stafford y N N y N y y y 

PENNSYLVANIA VIRGINIA 
Schweiker y N y y N y y y Byrd"" N y N N N N N N 
Scott y t N N y y y N Scott · Ny N N ? N Ny 

RHODE ISLAND WASHINGTON 
Pastore - y N y y y y y t Jackson - y N N y y y y x 
Pell y y y y y y y y Magnuson N N N y Ny y y 

SOUTH CAROLINA WEST VIRGINIA 
Hollings N N y N N N y ? Byrd y y N y N y N y 
Thurmond y N N N N N N N Randolph N N y y N y y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA WISCONSIN 
Abourezk N N y y y y ? y Nelson y N Y N Y y y y 
·McGovern ? N y y y y y y Pro11:m1re y N y y y y Ny 

TENNESSEE WYOMING 
Baker y N N N N N N N McGee. ? N N y N N y ..... 
Brock Y N N N ? N ? ? Hansen y N N N N N N N 

*Buckley elected as Conservative. ..Byrd elected as independent. 

localities to use non-Interstate H_ighway System moneys from the 
Highway Trust Fund for mass transit. Rejected 26-61: R 9-21; D 17-
40 (ND 17-24; SD 0-16), Dec. 12, 1975. . 

14. S 622. Energy Policy and Conservation Act. Jackson (D 
Wash.) motion to .concur in the House amendmC'nts to the con­
ference \'ersion of the bill setting up a national energy policy, which 
included standby emergency powers for the President, creation of a 
national strategic oil reserve, manadatory fuel efficiency standards 
for automobiles, and continuation of oil price controls. Motion 
agreed to (and thus cleared for the President) 58-40: R 8-30; D 50-10 
(ND 39-4; SD 11-6), Dec. 17, 1975. . . 

15. S 2718. Railroad Reorganization. Adoption of the con-. 
ference report on the bill to authorize $6.5-billion in financial 
assistance for the nation's railroads and to lessen federal regula­
tion of the railroad industry' by the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission. Adopted 51-29: R 13-18; D 38-11 (ND 32-5: SD 6-6), Dec. 19, 
1975. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. · 

16. HR 9861. Defense Department Appropriations, Fiscal 
1975. Tunney (D Calif.) amendment, to the amendment reported in 
disagreement hy House-Senate conferees, limiting future U.S. 
activities in Angola to intelligence gathering. Adopted 54-22: R 
16-15: D 38-7 (ND 34-0; SD 4-7), Dec. 19, 1975. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. · 
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,9 9-l .: . 
· ·· t I. HR 2166. Tax Reductions. Green (D Pa.) amendment to repeal 

the 22 per cent depletion allowance on oil and gas income retroac­
,. live to Jan. I, 1975; the depletion allowance would remain available 

: ~·.for natural gas sold under federal price regulations until July l, 
·.· 1976, or until the price ceiling was increased, and for natural gas 

· .'sold under fixed-price contracts until the price was increased. 
-~'Adopted 248-163: R 44-94; D 204-69 (ND 172-17; SD 32-52), Feb. 27, 

: 1975. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
·11 

·, ~ 2. HR ,6096. South Vietnam A~sistance. Adoption of the con­
. · ference report on the bill to authorize $327-million in fiscal 1975 
'" ':funds for humanitarian.and evacuation programs for South Viet­
. J~i nam and to authorize the President to use U.S. troops in an evacua-
~/: tion of U.S. citizens and Vietnamese from the country. Rejected 

· r,'lf· 162-246: R 90-46; D 72-200 (ND 41-148; SD 31-52), May 1, 1975. A 
n~~'· "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. ,.,, 
.. :'.ft! 3. HR 4296. Agriculture Act Amendments. Passage, over the 
/:':;' ·President's May 1 veto, of the bill to raise target prices and loan 

' •,!)i.' rates for 1975 crops of wheat, cotton, corn and other feed grains 
'.{ and Lo set dairy price supports at 80 per cent of parity with 

,~; ,.,; quarterly adjustments. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's 
~· · · veto)" 245-182: R 33~111; D 212-71 (ND 137-56; SD 75-15), May 13, 
~_.;;/ 1975. A two-thirds majority vote (285 in this case) is required to 

override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
t · position. 

4. HR 4481. Emergency Jobs Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. · 
Passage, over the President's May 29 veto, of the bill to make 
emergency fiscal. 1975 appropriations of $5,306,508,000 for several 
federal departments and agencies as a means of creating more than 
one million jobs. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 
277-145: R.19-123; D 258-22 (ND 192-4; SD 66-18), June 4, 1975. A 

·.two-thirds majority vote (282 in this case) is required to override a 
veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

· 5. HR 25. Strip Mining. Passage, over the President's May 20 
veto, of the bill to prov.ide minimum federal standards for the 
regulation of surface mining and the reclamation of strip-mined 
·1ands. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 278cl43: R 56-
86; D 222-57 (ND 185-9; SD 37-48), June 10, 1975. A two-thirds ma­
jority vote (281 in this case) is required to override a veto. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 6860. Energy Taxes. Stark (D Calif.) amendment to 
delete provisions that would impose additional federal gasoline tax­
es of up to 20 cents a· gallon, triggered in any year following a year 
in which U.S. gasoline consumption rose· above its 1973 level. 
Adopted 345-72: R 134,5; D 211-67 (ND 138-56; SD 73-11 ), June 11, 
1975. A "yea" was a· vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 4485. Emergency Housing AHBistance. Passage, over the 
President's June 24 veto, of the bill to provide temporary subsidies 
for purchases of homes .by middle-income families and to provide 
federal loans fo unemployed homeowners unable lo meet mortgage 
payments. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 268-157: 
R 19-122; D 249-35 (ND 186-9; SD 63-26), June 25, 1975. A two­
thirds majority vote (284 in this case) is required to override a veto. 
A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 8121. State, Justice, Commerce Appropriations, Fiscal 
1976. Snyder (R Ky.) amendment to prohibit the State Department 
from usinl>( funds in the bill for negotiations that would relinquish 
any U.S. rights in the Panama Canal Zone. Adopted 246-164: R 
106-33; D 140-131 (ND 71-118; SD 69-13), June 26, 1975. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

1. Rep. Shirley N. Pettis (R Calif.), sleeted to fill the vacancy caused by the dsa1h of 
Rep. Jarry L. Pettis (R Calif.). was not sworn In uni/I May 6. 1975, thereby missing the 
/irst two key votes. ~ 

KEY' 
y Voled for (yea) 
.,... Paired for. 
t Announced lor. 
N Voled agalnsl (nay). 
x Paired agalnsl. 

Announced against. 
p Voled "presen1.·· 
• Voled "presenl" to avoid 

possible conllicl ot interesl. 
? Did not vote or otherwise 

make a position known. · 

.. C'I C')""lt)IO"CIO 

ALABAMA 
I Edwerd• N y N N N y N y 
2 Dickinson N N N N N y N y 
3 Nichols y N y N N y y y 
4 Bevill y N y Y. N Y y y 
5 Jones N y y y ... ? y y 
6 Buchanan N y N N N y N y 
7 Flowers N N y y N y y y 

ALASKA 
AL Young N N N N N y y y 
ARIZONA 

I Rhode• N y N N N ? N N 
2 Udall y N y y y N y N 
3 Steiger N y N N N y N y 
4 ·Conlan .N y N N N y N"' 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexander. y y y ? N y y y 
2 Mills ? ? y y N y y y 
3 Hammsflchmldt N N N N N y y y 
4 Thornlon N y y y N y y y 

CALIFORNIA 
1 Johnson N y y y N y y y 
2 Clausen N N N N y y y y 
3 Moss y N y y y y y y 
4 Leggell y N y y y y ·Y N 
5 Burlon, J. y N y y y y y x 
6 Burton, P. y N y y y y y N 
7 Miller y N y y y y ·Y N 
8 Dellums y N y y y y y N 
9 Stark y N y y y y y N 

10 Edwards y N y y ·y N y N 
11 Ryan y N y y y N y N 
12 McClo•hr ? N N N y N. N N 
13 Minela y N y y y N y N 
14 McFall y y y y y y y N 
15 Sisk y y y y y N y y 
16 Telcorr N y N N'Y y N y 
17 Krebs y N y y y y y y 
18 Ketchum ? N N N N y N y 
19 Lagomenlno N y N N y y N y 
20 Goldwster ? ? N N N y N y 
21 Corman y N y y y N y N 
22 Moorhssd N y N N y y N y 
23 Rees y N N. y y N N N· 
24 Waxman · y N y y y N y N 
25 Roybal y N N y y y y N 
26 Rouuefot ? y N N N y N y 
27 Bell y y N N y y N y 
28 Burke y x y y y y y N 
29 Hawkins y N y y y y y N 
30 Danielson y y y y y N y N 
31 Wilson y N N y y y y y 
32 Anderson y N N y y y .Y y 
33·Claw1on N N N N N ? N y 
34 Hanr,aford y N y y y N y y 
35 Lloyd y y N y y y y y 
36 Brown N ? y y y N y N 
37 Pslll1' N N y y N y 
38 Panerson ? N y y y y y ? 
39 Wlggln1 N ? N X y y N N 
40 Hinshaw y y ? N N ? N y 
41 Wiison N"' N N N y N N 
42 Van Deerlln y y N y y N y N 
43 Burgener Y. Y N N N y N y 
COLORADO 

1 Schroeder y N y y y y y y 
2Wirlll y N y y y y y N 
3 Evans y N y y y N y N 
4 Johnson NN N N y y N y 

Democrats Republlcana 
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5 Armstrong N y N N y y N y 
CONNECTICUT 

1 Cotter y N N ) y y y y 
2 Dodd y N y y y y y N 

I 
I 

I: 
3 Giaimo y y y y y N y y 
4 McKln""y y y N y t y N N 
5 Ssrss/n y y N y y y N y 
6 Mortell y N y y y y y N 

DELAWARE 
AL du Pont y y N t y N N N 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes y y y y N y y .... 
2 Fuqua y N y y y y y y 
3 Bennell y y N y y N y y 
4 Chappell ? y y y N y y y 
5 Kelly y N N N N y N y 
6 Young y ,... N N y y N :y 
7 Gibbons y y y y y y " y 
8 Haley N N N y y y y y 
9 Frey N y N N y y N y 

10 Bstall• y N N N y y y y 
11 Rogers· Y N N y y y y y 
12 Burke N Y .N N y y N y 

·13 Lehman y N y y y y y N 
14 Pepper Y N N y y y y y 
15 Fascell · Y ·.Y N ? y NY N 

GEORGIA 
1 Ginn N N y y N y y y 
2 Mathis N N-Y ? N y N y 
3 Brinkley N N y y y y N y 
4 Levitas y N N Y y y N y ; 1. 

5 Young y y y y y y y N 
6 Flynl x N.Y Y x ? N y 
7 McDonald N N N N N y Ny 
8 Stuckey N N y ? y y N y 
9 Landrum N N N.N N y 

N "' 
10 Stephens N y y N N y N y 
HAWAII 

1 Malsunaga y y y y y y y y 
2 Mink y y y y y y y N 

IDAHO 
I Symm• N y N N N y N y 
2 Hansen, G. N x N N ? ? N y 

·, 
ILLINOIS 

1 Melcalle y N N y y y y N 
_2 Murphy y y y y Y. N y y 
3 Russo y N N y y y y y 
4 Derwlnskl N y N N N y N N 
5 Vacancy 
8 Hyde N Y N N N Y N y 
7 Collins y N N Y Y Y ? x 
8 Rostenkowski ? N ? "'"' N 

y y 
9 Yates y N N Y Y N y N 

10 Mikva y N N Y Y N f N 
11 Annunzlo y y y y y y y N 
12 Crene N ? N N N y N y 
13 MCCiory N y N N y y N N 
14 Erlsnborn N y N N N y x ? 
15 Hall y y y y y y y N 
16 Anderson N y N N y y N N 
17 O'Brien N y N N N y N y 
18 Michel N y N N N y N N ; :j 
19 Rsllsbsck N y N"' y y N N •·,, 

20 Findley y y N N y y N N 
21 Madlgen y y N N N y N y 
22 Shipley N X y y y y y y 
23 Price y ... y y y y y N 
24 Simon y y y y y y y N 

INDIANA 
1 Madden y N N y y y y N 
2 Filhian y N y y y y y y 
3 Brademas y N y y y y y N 
4 Roush y N y y y y N y 
5 Hlllls N y y N N y N y 
6 Evans y N ? y y y y y 
7 Mysn N N y N N y N y 
8 Hayes y N y y y y y N 
9 Hamilton y N y y y y N N 

10 Sharp y N y y y y y y 
11 Jacobs y N N N y y y y 

IOWA 
1 Mezvinsky y N y y y y y N 
2 Blouin y N ·Y y y y y N 
3 Greulsy y N y N N y N y 
4 Smilh y y y y y y y N 
5 Harkin y N y y y y y N 
6 Bedell y Ny y y y y N 
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... I'll.., .... II) IO .... 00 ... I'll.., .... on IO .... 00 .,. I'll.., .... II) IO .... 00 .,. I'll.., .... on IO .... 00 

KANSAS 4 Randall y N y y N y y y 9 Marl/fl N y N N N y N y 7 Jones y N y"' t y y 
I Sebe//us N y y N N y N y 5 Bolling y y y y y N y N 10 Broyhlll N N Y N N Y N Y 8 ·Ford y ? y y y y y N 
2 Keys y N y y y y y y 6 Lllton r N y y y ? y y 11 Taylor Ny y y y N y y TEXAS 
3 Winn N '( y N N y y N 7 Taylor N N y N N y N y NORTH DAKOTA 1 Patman N y v y N N y y 
4 Shrlnr N ? y N N Y N· Y 8 lchord y N y N N y N y AL Andrew1 y y y y y y N y 2 Wilson N y y ? ? ? y N 5 Skubllz N y y N N Y N N 9 Hungate y N y y y y N y OHIO 3 Col/Ins N N N N N y N y 

KENTUCKY 10 Burlison y N y y y N y N I Grad/son N y N N N y N y 4 Roberts N N y y N y y 1 
1 Hubbard y N y ·y N y y y MONTANA 2 Cisney N X N N N y N y 5 Slee/man N y N N y y N y 
2 Natcher y N y y y y y y 1 Baucus y N y y y y y N 3 Whalen y N N y y y y x 6 Teague ? "' y x N y N y 
3 Mazzoli N N Ny y y y y 2 Melcher N N y y y y y ? 4 Guyer y y N N N y N y 1 Archer N N N N N y N y 
4 Snyder y N y N N y N .Y NEBRASKA 5 Lalla y N y N N y N y 8 Eckhardt y N y y y N y N 5 Carter y y y N N y N y I Thone y N y N N y N y 6 Harsha N N N y N y y y 9 Brooks N N y y y y y ? 6 Breckinridge N y y y y y y N 2 McCo///aler N y y N N y N y 1 Brown N y N N N y N y 10 Pickle N y y N y y y y 
Z Perkins y y y y y y .y N 3 Smllh N N y N N y N y 8 Kindness N y N N N y N y 11 Poage N y y N N y N y 

LOUISIANA NEVADA 9 Ashley y N y y y N N N 12 Wright N y y y y N Y N 
1 Hebert N y N y N y y "' AL Santini y N N .y y y y y 10 Miiier N N N N y y N y 13 Hightower N N y y N y y y 
2 Boggs N N y y y N y y NEW HAMPSHIRE II Slenlon y y N N y y N N 14. Young N y y y N y y y 
3 Treen N y y N N y N y 1 a-Amours y N y y y y ·Y y 12 Devine N N N N N y N y 15 de la Garza N y y y Ny y y 
4 Waggonner N y y N N y N y 2 Cleveland y y N N N y N y 13 Mosher y N N N y y 1 1 16 While N N y y N y y y 
5 Passman N N y y y y y y NEW JERSEY 14 Seiberling y y y y y N y N 17 Burleson N N y N N Y N Y 6 Moore N N y N N y N y 1 Florto y N y y y y y y 15 Wyfle N y N N y y N y 18 Jordan N N y y :i: :.: :.: ti 7 Breaux N y y y N y y y 2 Huqhes y N y y y y y y 16 Regula y N N N y y N y 19. Mahon N t y y N y N N 8 Long N N y y y y y y 3 Howard y N y y y N y N 17 Ashbrook N N N N N y N y 20 Gonzalez N 1 y y ? 1 y y 

MAINE 4 Thompson y N y y y y y N 18 Hays y 1 y y y y y y 21 Krueger N y y N .Y y y ? 
I Emerr Y N N y y y N y 5 Fenwick 1 y N N y y N N 19 Carney y N y y y y y y 22 Casey N N y y ·NY NY 
2 Cohen N Y N y y y N N 6 Forsylhe N y N N y y - "' 20 Stanton y x y y y y y N 23 Kazan N y y y N y y y 

MARYLAND 7 Maguire y N N y y y y N 21 Stokes y N y y y y y N 24 Millerd N N N y N Y N Y 
1 Bauman N N N N N y N y 8 Roe y N N y y y y y 22 Vanik y N N y y N y N UTAH 
2 Long ? N N y y N y y 9 He1s1oski y N N y y y y y 23 Molli y N N y y y y y . 1 McKay N y y y y Ny y 
3 Sarbanes y N N y y y y N 10 Rodino y N N y"' y y N OKLAHOMA. 2 Howe N Ny y y. y y y 
4 Holl N N N N N y N y 1i-M1n1sh y N N v y y y y 1 Jones N N y y N y N y VERMONT 
5 Spellman Y N.N Y y y y y 12 Rinaldo y N N y y y y y 2 Risenhoover N N y y N ? y y AL Jefford• y y y N y y N N 
6 Byron N N N N N y N y 13 Mayner y N y y y y y N 3 Albert y y VIRGINIA 
7 M1lcheli y N y y y y y N 14 Oanrels y N N y y y y N 4 Steed N N y y x y· y N 1 Downing ·y y N N N y ? y 
8 Gude Y Y. N N y N y N 15 Pa11en y y N y y N y N 5 Jsrmsn N y N N N y N N · 2 Whllehural N y N N N y y y 

MASSACHUSETTS NEW MEXICO 6 English N N y y N·Y N y 3 Satterlield N y N N N y N y 
I Conle y y N N y y y N I Lu/an N N N y ? y N y OREGON 4 Dan/el N y N N N y N y 
2 Boland y y N y y y y N 2 Runnels N N y N N y N y 1 AuCoin y N y y y N y N 5 Daniel N y N N N y Ny 
3 Early y N N y y y y N NEW YORK. 2 Ullman N N y y y N .y N 6 Bui/er N y N N N y N y 
4. Orman y N N y y y y N 1 Pike y y N y y y y y 3 Oancan y N y y y N y N 7 Roblnaon N y N N N y N y 
5 Tsongas y N y y y N y N 2 Downey y N N Y y y y N 4 Weaver y N y y y N y N 8 Harris y N N y y y y N 
6 Harrington y N N y y N y N J Ambro y N N Y y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 9 Wampler N y y N N y N y 
7 Macdonald y N N y y y y y 4 lenr y y N N N y N y 1 Barrell 1 N y y y y y y 10 Fisher y Ny y y N y y 
8 O'Neill y N y y y N y N 5 Wydler y Y N N N y N y 2 Nix y N y y y y y N WASHINGTON 
9 Moakley y N y y y y y N 6 Wolll y N N y y y y x 3 Green y N y y y N y v I Prllchard N N N y y N N N 10 Heckler y N N·Y v y N y 7 Addabbo y N N y y y y N 4 Eilberg y N y .Y y y y y 2 Meeds y y y y y N y N 

11 Burke y N y y y N y y 8 Rosenthal y N N y y y y N 5 Schulze y y N N y y N y 3 Bonker y N y y y N y N 
12 Sludds Y N N Y y. y y N 9 Delaney y y N y y y y y 6 Yalron y y N y y y.y y 4 McCormack y y y y y y y y 

MICHIGAN .10 Biaggi y 1 N y N y y y 7. Edgar y N y y y y y N 5 Foley N y y y y y y 1 
.1 Conyers y N N y "' 1 ·v N 11 Scheuer y N N y y N y ? 8 8/esler y y y y y y N N 6 Hicks y Ny y y y y N. 
2 Esch N y N N y y N y 12 ChishOlm y N y y y N y N 9 Shusler N N N N Ny N y 7 Adams y N ? y y NY N 3 Brown ? y N N N Y N y 13 Solarz y N y y y N y N 10 McDade y N y y y y N y ·WEST VIRGINIA 
4 Hulchln1on N y N N N Y N y 14 Richmond y N y y y y y N 11 Flood y y y y y y Y, y 1 Mollohan N ._. ? "' 1 ? y N 
5 Vander Veen y N y y y y y N 15 Zelerelli y y N y y y y y 12 Murtha ? y y y y y y y 2 Slaggers "' y y y y ? y y 
6 Carr y N y y yy y N 16 Holtzman -y N N y y N y N 13 Cough/In N y N N y y N N 3 Slack N. y y y N y y N · 7 Riegle y N y y y y y N 17 Murphy N y N y y y y y 14 Moorhead y N y y y y y N 4 Hechler y N N y N y y N 8 Traxler y N y y y y y y 18 Koch y N N y y Ny N 15 Rooney y N N y y N y N WISCONSIN 
9 Vander Jegl N y N N N y N y 19 Rangel y x y y y N y N 16 Eshleman N Y· N N N Y N N 1 Aspin y y y y y Ny N 10 Cederberg N y N N N y N N 20 Abzug "' N N Y y y y N I 7 Schneebe// N y N N N Y N N 2 Kastenmeier y N y y y y y N II Ruppe N y N N y y N N 21 Badillo y N y y y y y N 18 .Heinz y y N y y y N y 3 Baldus v· Y v y y y y N 

12 O'Hara y y N y y y y N 22 Bingham yyyy,y N y N 19 Good/Ing, W. y N N N y y y y 4 Zablocki y y y y y y y N 
13 Diggs y N y y y y"' x 23 Peyser y y N y y 1 y y 20 Gaydos y Ny y y y y y 5 Reuss y N y y y y y N 

· 14 Nedzi y N y y y y y N 24 Otllnger y N y y y y y N 21 Deni y Ny y y y y y 6 Sle/ger N y y N N y N N 
15 Ford y N ? y y y y N 25 Fish N Y N N Y y N y 22 Morgan y y y y y y y N 7 Obey y y y y y N y N 
16 Dingell N N y y y N y y 26 Giiman y y N y y y y y 23 Johnson N y N N N y N y 8 Cornell y N y y y y y N 
17 Brodhead· y N y y y y y N 27 McHugh y N y y y y y N 24 Vigorito y Ny y y y y v 9 Kasten N y y N y y Ny 
18 Blanchard y N N y y y y y 28 Stratton N y N y N y y N 25 Myers N y N N y Ny N WYOMING 
19 Broomlleld y y N N N y N y 29 Pattison y N y y y y N N RHODE ISLAND AL Roncalic N N y y y y y y 

MINNESOTA 30 McEwen N v y N N y N y 1 SI Germain y N N y y y y y 
I Qule N y y N y y N y 31 Mllchel/ y y N N N y y y 2 Beard y N y y y y y y 
2 Hs11edom N N y N N y N y 32 Hanley N N y y y y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
J Frenzel N y N N y ? N N 33 Walsh y y N y N y y y 1 Davis N N y y N y y y 
4 Karlh y N y y y N"' X 34 Horton v N N y y y N N 2 Spence N y y N N y y y 
5 Fraser ? y y y y N Y N 35 Conable N y N N N y N y ·3 Derrick Y. y y y N y y y 
6 Nolan y N v y y N Y N 36 LaFalce y N y y y y y y 4 Menn N y y N N N N y 
1 Bergland y y y y Y. y y N 37 Nowak y N y y y y y y 5 Holland ? N y y N y v y 
8 Oberstar y N y y y N y N 38 Kemp N y N N N y N y 6 Jenrelle y N y y N y y y I 

MISSISSIPPI 39 Hasl/ng1 Ny N N y y ? N SOUTH DAKOTA I 
, 

1 Whitten N N y y y y N y NORTH CAROLINA 1·Pre11ler y N V Y Y Y N y ( 
2 Bowen Ny y y y .y N y 1 Jones y N y N N y y y 2'Abdnor y N Y N N Y Ny 
3 Montgomery N N y N N Y.N y 2 Fountain x N y N N y N y TENNESSEE 
4 Cochren N N y N N y N y 3 Henderson N N y N y y y y. l·Ou//len N y N N N y N y 
5 Lott N N y N N y N y 4 Andrews y 1 y N N N N y 2 Duncan .N N N N N y y y 

MISSOURI 5 Neal y N y y y y y ? 3 Lloyd y N y y y y y y 
1 Clay y N y y y N y N 6 Preyer y N y y y N y y 4 Evins y ..... y y N y y y 
2 Symington y N y y y N y N 7 Rose y N y Y. N y v y 5 Fulton N N y y y y y 1 
3 Sullivan y N y Y. y y y y 8 Heiner. y N y y N y y y 8 Be'lrd N N y N N y N"' 

Democ.rals '""'Republlcens 
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VOTING STUDIES 

9. HR 7014. Energy Conservation and Oil Policy Act. Wilson 
(D Texas) amendment to delete from the bill the oil pricing 
provisions providing for a gradual increase in the price of "old" 
controlled-price oil and a rollback in the price of "new" domestic oil 
to an average level of $7.50 per barrel. Adopted 215-199: R 125-15; D 
90-184 (ND 35-157; SD 55~27), July 23, 1975. 

10 .. HR 2559. Executive Level Pay Raises. Adoption of the 
resolution (H Res .653) to provide for agreement to the. Senate 

1 
amendments to the bill to authorize work safety programs for 

~.,postal workers and provide for automatic yearly cost-of-living pay 
\ increases for members of Congress and top officials of the execu­
,' tive, legislative and. judicial branches. Adopted 214-213: R 36-108; 

D 178-105 (ND 132-65; SD 46-40), July 30, 1975. A "yea" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

. 11. HR 8603. Postal Reorganization. Alexander (D Ark.) 
amendment to require that th·e U.S. Postal Service go before 
Congress for its annual authorization and appropriations, and that 
Postal Service revenues be deposited in the general Treasury 
account. Adopted 267~123: R 102-28; D 165-95 (ND 101-79; SD 

; 64-16!, Sept. 29, 1975. . . . 

,;, .;/I 12. HR 7575. Agency for Consumer Protection. Passage of the 
;'t~;~1:\! ! bill to create an independent Agency for Consumer Protection to 
:\;{f,/t. ; coordinate. federal consumer protection artivi_ties and represent 
:'l'~'r\\:.! consumer interests before other federal agencies and the courts. 
·,:n~',':' 1 Passed 208-199:. R 20-119; D 188-80 (ND 160-25; SD 28-55), Nov. 6, . 
i~'.:~./ j 1975. A "nay" was a vote. supporting the President's position. 

{~!l~~:: j 13. J:IR 10481. Aid to New York_C_ity. Passage of the bill to 
' 0 ~:': .· ': j authorize federal loans of up to $2.3-bilhon a year to help New York 
. c). , .. i City meet seasonal .cash flow needs. Passed 213-203: R 38-100; D 
T·.(l/ i 175-~03 (ND 160~~2; SD 15-7_1~. Dec. 2, 1975. A "yea" was a vote sup­
·;~l~·f'.' 1 porting the President's pos1t1on. 

i~~:'.~f' I 14. H Con Res 466. Fiscal 1976 Congressional Budget 
... tj\ •. :·:.' , Resolution. Adoption of the conference report on the resolution to 
~).1 1{ • ':set ceilings for fiscal 1976 of $374.9-billion for outlays, $408-billion 
·~~ .. !:~~\ 

1
, for budget authority, and $74 .. 1-billion as the federal deficit, with a 

.,Irr;.. $300.8-billion revenue floor and $622.6-billion as the amount of the ;;:·;t l p_u?lic de~t; set separate targets for the July-September 1976 tran­
t: .~ 1 s1t1on period. Adopted (and thus cleared) 189-187: R 3-126; D 186-61 

::·i~i.'.:', (ND 147-21; SD 39-40), .Dec. 12, 1975. 

:;;/{ · I 15. HR 5559, Tax Reductions. Passage, over the President's 
1~.:·.'.;;::.": ; Db_e11~. 17_ ve

1
t
9
o
7
,
6

obf the billd_to c
1
u
9
t federal tdaxe~ apprhoximahteJly $8.4-

~ • 1 1 ion m y exten mg 75 tax re uctmns t roug une 30, 
'/':· . 1976. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 265-157: R 19-

'·.~1·.·:.::{ • 125; D 246-32 (ND 184-6; SD 62-26), Dec. 18, 1975. A two-thirds ma-
·~·: ,• 'jority vote (282 in this case) is required to override a veto. A "nay" 
. . . was a vote supporting the President's position. 

··~·. 
·. ~· 

' T 
16. HR 9771. Airport and Airway Development. Stanton (D 

~Ohio) amendment to prohihit federally funded airports from per­
: mitting the landing of supersonic aircraft for a period of six 
. months. Adopted 199-188: R 37-97; D 162-91 (ND 134-42; SD 28-49), 
·Dec. 18, 1975. · 

2. Rep. John G. Fary (D Ill.). elected to fill the vacancy caused by tho dooth ol Rop. 
John C. Kluczynski (0 Ill.), was sworn In on July 15, 1975, thereby becoming eligible 
for the iast oighr key votes. . . 

·3. Rep. Clillord Allen (D Tenn.}. elected to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation al 
Rep. Richard Fullon (D Tenn.). was sworn in on Dec. 2. 1975, thereby becoming eligible 
lor the iasr lour key votes. 4.. · 

KEY 
Y Voted for (yea) 
..,.. Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Voted against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 
p. Voted "present." 
• Voted "present" to avoid 

possible coritlict of interest. 
? Did not vote or otherwise 

make a position known. 

ALABAMA 
I Edward• 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichols 
4 Bevill 
5 Jones 
6 Buchanan 
7 Flowers 

ALASKA 
AL Young 
ARIZONA 

I Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 
4 Conlan 

ARKANSAS 

cno ... "'..,"".,,co ........ ,_,_,_,_,,_ 

Y Y N N N N N N 
N Y Y N N N N N 
N N Y N N N N N 
N N Y N N Y Y Y 
1 y y y y y y y 
Y N Y N Y N N Y 
Y Y Y N N Y N N 

Y Y N X N N N N 

Y N Y N Y N N N 
???vv?YX 
Y N Y N N N N N 
1 N Y N X N N N 

1 Alexander N Y Y N N Y Y ? 
2 MHls Y Y Y X N N Y 1 
3 Hammerschmidt Y N Y N N N N N 
4 Thornton Y N Y y· Y Y Y ? 

CALIFORNIA 
1 Johnson 
2 ClauHn 
3 Moss 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton. J. 
6 Burton. P. 
7 Miller 
8 Dellums 
9 Stark 

10 Edwards· 
11 Ryan 
12 McCloikay 
13 Minela 
14 McFall 
15 Sisk 
16 Talcott 
17 Krebs 
18 Ketchum 
19 lagomarslno 
20 Goldwater 
21 Corman 
22 Moorhead 
23 Rees 
24 Waxman 
25 Roybal 
26 Rouue/ol 
27 Be/I 
28 Burke 
29 Hawkins 
30 Danielson 
31 WilsOn 
32 Anderson 
33 Clawson 
34 Hai'matord 
35 Lloyd 
36 Brown 
37 Perris 
38 Pallerson 
39 Wiggins 
40 Hinshaw 
41 W//1on 
42 Van Deerlln 
43 Burgener 
COLORADO 

1 Schroeder 
2 Wirth 
3 Evens 
4 Johnson 

y y y y y y y y 
Y NY N.N N N N 
N Y N Y Y Y Y 1 
N Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
N N Y Y Y 1 Y 1 
N Y N 1 Y 1 Y Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N Y N Y Y N Y Y 
N Y N Y Y v Y Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y N 
N Y Y Y N Y Y Y 
Y Y N Y Y N N Y 
N·Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
y y ? y y y y 1 
Y N 1 N N N N 1 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Y N Y N N 1 N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
N ·y N Y Y 1 Y N 
Y N Y N 1 N N N 
Y Y N 1 Y Y Y N 
1 Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
Y N Y N N N N N 
Y 1 1 N N 1 N N 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N Y N Y Y N Y Y 
N Y Y Y Y· Y Y N 
N Y N Y Y X Y ? 
Y N Y Y N Y Y Y 
Y N Y N N N N N 
y p y y y y y y 
N Y Y Y N Y Y N 
y y y y .Y y y y 
Y N N N N. N N N 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 

·y Y ? N Y N N N 
? NY X???? 
Y NY N N N N N 
N N Y Y Y 1 Y N 
Y N Y N N N N N 

Y N Y Y N N Y Y 
Y N N v N Y Y ? 
y y y y y y y ? 
Y N Y N N N N N 

Democrats Repull/lcan1 

............ , ......... 1 .. 
... 

. . ' 

! 
I 

1975 Key Votes - 12 

5 Armllrong 
CONNECTICUT 

1 Coner 
2 Dodd 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sars1/n 
6 Molten 

DELAWARE 
AL du Pont 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Kelly 
6 Young 
7 Gibbons 
8 Haley 
9 Frey 

10 Bala/I• 
11 Rogers 
12 Burka 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepper 
15 Fascell 

GEORGIA 
1 Ginn 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 

. 4 Levitas 
5 Young 
6 Flynt 
7 McDonald 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

1 Matsunaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
I Symms 
2 Hansen, G. 

ILLINOIS 
1 Matcalle 
2 Murphy 
3 Russo 
4 Derwlnskl 
5 Fary1 

6 Hyde 
7 Collins 
8 Rostenkowskl 
9 Yates 

10 Mikva 
11 Annunzio 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 fr/enllorn 
15 Hall 
16 Anderson 
i1 O'Brien 
18 Miehe/ 
19 Rallsllack 
20 Findley 
21 Madigan 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 Simon 

INDIANA 
1 Madden 
2 Fithian 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
5 HI/Us 
6 Evans 
7 Myers 
8 Hayes 
9 Hamillon 

10 Sharp 
11 Jacobs 

IOWA 
1 Mezvinsky 
2 Blouin 
3 Gressley 
4 Smith 
S Harkin 
6 Bedell 

.... 
cna """'">"I' in co ........................... 

YNYNNNNN 

NYYYYYYN 
N Y Y N Y Y Y Y 
N·Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
NYYNYNNN 
Y N Y N Y N N N 
N N Y Y Y ? Y Y 

YYNYNNNN 

Y N Y N N X N X 
Y Y Y N N N Y Y 
N N Y Y. N N N ·y 
Y N Y N N N ·N N 
YNYNNNNN 
YNYNNNNY 
YYYYNYYN 
N N Y N N N N N 
YNYNNNNN 
YNYNNNNN 
N N Y Y N N Y Y 
NY?NNXN? 
NYNYYYYY 
N Y 1 v Y Y Y Y 
N y y y y y y y 

YNYNNNYN 
Y Y Y N N. N N Y 
Y N Y N N N Y N 
NNYNNNYY 
NV?YYYYY 
NNVNNXNX 
YNYNNNNN 
??YNNNNN 
YNYXN?YX 
Y N? N N Y·Y N 

NY Y Y·Y Y Y Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 

YNYNNNNN 
Y·NYN?NNN 

NYNYY?YY 
NYNYYYYY 
N N Y Y ·y Y Y Y 
Y Y N N N N N Y· 
NY??YYYY 
YYNNNNNY 
N· Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
NYNVvyyy 
N Y N Y Y v Y Y 
NYNYYYYY 
N:V.NvYYYX 
YNYNNNNN 
Y Y N N N N N N 
YYNNXXNN 
NYYYYYYY 
Y Y Y Y Y X N Y 
YNNNNNNN 
Y Y Y N Y X N N 
Y Y N N N N Y N . 
YYYNNNNN 
Y Y Y N N N Y N 
YYYNNYYN 
N Y N Y Y Y Y N 
Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 

N y y y y y y y 
NNYNNNYY 
NY YYYYY 
NNYYYYYY 
1 Y Y ? N N N Y 
NNYNNNYY 
YNNNNNNN 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Y N N N N Y Y Y 
NNYYYYYY 
?NYNNYXY 

N y y y y y y y 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
YNYNNNNY 
y y y y y y y N 
N N Y Y Y N Y Y 
N N Y N Y Y Y Y 
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Key Voles - 2 REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

House Votes on Truth-in-Lending and Open Housing; 

Accepts Crime Bill and Passes Income Tax Surcharge 
1. HR 11601. Truth-in-Lending. Passage of the bill requir­

ing all lenders and retail creditors to disclose the annual per­
centage cost of rredit; restricting garnishment of wages to 10 
percent of a worker's income above S30; and establishing a Na­
tional Commission on Consumer Finance. Passed 383-4: R 165-1; 
D 218-3 (ND 138-0; SD 80-3), Feb. 1, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

2. H Res 1100-HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. H 
Res 1100 was a resolution to permit House acceptance of Senate 
amendments to a House-passed civil rights bill (HR 2516). Mad­
den (D Ind.) motion to order the previous question on H Res 
llOO, thereby bringing the resolution to a vote with no opportunity 
to alter the language and-in effect- expressing the· House's 
desire to accept the Senate's open housing and other amend­
ments without change. Adopted 229-195: R 77-106; D 152-89 (ND 
1-10-12; SD 12-ii), April 10, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

3. H Res 1100-HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. 
Adoption .of the resolution to agree to the Senate amendments to 
the House-passed civil rights bill (HR 2516) and to send HR 2516 
to the President. The Senate amendments-which were the sub­
stance of HR 2516-prohibited interference with a person exer­
cising specified federally prntected rights, prohibited discrimina­
tion in the sale or rental of housing. Adopted 250-172; R 100-84; 
D 150-88 (ND 137-13; SD 13-75), April 10, 1968. A "yea" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 123456 

ALABAMA Los Angeles Co. 
3 Andrews y NN ? ? N 29 Brown y y y x - N 
7 Bevill. y N N y y N· 22 Corman y y y N y y 

8 Jones y N N y y N 21 Haw~ins y y y x x x 
4 Nichols y NN y y N 19 Holifield y y y y y y 

S Selden Y N N :t: :t: x 17 King ? ./ ./ y y y 

6 Buchanan Y N N y y N 26 Ree• y y y - y 

2 Dickinson Y N N y y N 30 RoTbal y y y ? ? N 
1 Edwards YNN y y N 31 Wison :j: y y y y y 

ALASKA 28 Bell y y y ? ? y 

AL Pollock Y N Y N y y 2.J Clawson :j: N N y y N 
ARIZONA· 32 Hosmer YNN y :j: y 

i Udgll -'.l'.Y:Ybl y :t 2-1 Lipscomb :j: N N y y y 

1 Rhodes ? N N y y y 27 Reinecke YNN y y y 

3 Steiger Y N N y y N 20 Smith Y N N y y N 
ARKANSAS 2.5 Wiggin.~ Y N N y y y 

1 Gathings y N N y y y COLORADO 
2 Mill• ? N N y y y 4 Aspinall Y N N X x y 

4 Pryor ? N N y y y 3 Evan• y y y N y y 

3 Hammerschmidt Y NN y y y 1 Rogers y y y y y y 

CALIFORNIA 2 Brotzman y y y y y y 

S Burton y y YNNN CONNECTICUT 
7 Cohelan. y y y ? ·x ./ 1 Daddario y y y y y y 

9 Edwards y y Y N Y N 3 Giaimo :j: y y y y y 

34 Hanna y y y y y y 4 Irwin y y y y y y 

2 Johnson y y y y y y S_Monagan :t: y y y y y 

4 Leggett y y YNNN 2 St. Onile :j: y y y y y 

15 McFall :j: y y y y y 6 Meski I y y y y y N 
8 Miller y y y :j: :j: y DELAWARE 
3 Moss :j: y YNNN AL Roth y ? ? y y y 

16 Sisk y y 
y * :j: y FlORIDA 

38 Tunney y y y ./ ./ y 3 Bennett Y N N y y y 
37 Van Deerlin y y y y y y 12 Fascell y y y y y y 
14 Waldie YYYNNY 2 Fuqua Y N N y y y 
1 Clausen :j:NNYYN 6 Gibbons :j: N N y y N 

10 Gubser YNN y y y 7 Haley Y N N y y N 
11 McCloskey y y y y y y 4 Herlong YN- y y y 
6 Mailliard YYYYYY 11 Pepper y y y .y y y 

18 Mathias Y N N y y y 9 Rogers Y N N y y y 
33 Pettis YNNYYY 1 Sikes Y N N y y y 
12 Talcott ?NNYYY 10 Burke Y N N y y N 
13 Teague Y N N y y y 8 Cramer :j: N N y y N 
35 Utt Y N N y y N 5 Gurney :j: N N y y N 
36 Wilson Y N N y y y 

4. H Res 1197-HR 5037. Omnibus Crime Bill. H Res 1197 
was a resolution to permit House acceptance of Senate amend­
ments to the House-passed Omnibus Crime Bill. Sisk (D Calif.) 
motion to consider the previous question on H Res 1197, thereby 
bringing the resolution to a vote with no opportunity to alter 
the language and expressing the House's desire to accept the 
Senate provisions on criminal law, wiretapping and gun control 
without change. Adopted 349-40: R 169-6; D 180-34 (ND 102-32; 
SD 78-2), June 6, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi-
dent's position. · 

5. H Res 1197-HR 5037. Omnibus Crime Bill. Adoption 
of the resolution permitting House acceptance of Senate amend­
ments to the bill. Adopted 369:17: R 172-1; D 197-16 (ND 118-15; 
SD 79-1), June 6, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

6. HR 15414. Surcharge-Spending Limitation. Adoption 
of the conference report (H Rept 1533) on the bill imposing a 
10-percent surcharge on personal and corporate income taxes, 
requiring the Federal Government to cut fiscal 1969 expenditures 
by $6 billion, requiring a reduction in the number of federal em­
ployees, extending certain existing excise taxes, accelerating pay~ 
ment of corporation taxes, revising or extending the effective 
date of certain welfare and medical assistance laws, and includ­
ing provisions on various other subjects. Adopted 268-150: R 114-. 
73; D 154-77 (ND 96-49; SD 58-28), June 20, 1968. A "yea" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 - KEY.:. 
y Record vote for (yea). 

GEORGIA ./ Paired for . 
3 Brinkley YNN y y N 

t Announced for or CQ poli for. 7 Davis. YNN y y y 
6 Aynt Y N N y y N N Record vote against (nay). 

1 Hagan YNN y y N X Paired against. 
9 Landrum YNN y y y Announced against or CQ poll 
2 O'Neal Y N N :j: :j: N against. 

10 Stephens N N N y y y ? Absent, general pair, "present"' or 
8 Stuckey Y N N y y N did not announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackburn YNN y y y 
5 Thompson YNN y y N 

HAWAII 123456 
Al Matsunaga y y y y y y 
AL Mink :j:YYNNN INDIANA IDAHO 3 Brademas y y y y y N 
2 Hansen YNN y y N 9 Hamilton y y y y y y 
1 McClure NNN y YN II Jacobs y y y y y N 

ILLINOIS I Madden y y y y y x 
21 Gray y y N :j: y y 

S Roush y y y y y y 
24 Price y y y y y y 

4 Adair YNN y YN 
23 Shipley y y y y y N 

6 Brafti YNN y YN 
16 Anderson y y y y y y 

2 Ha leek ?NN y YN 
17 Arends YNN y y y 

7 Myers YNN y y N 
14 Erlenbom * y y 

y y y 
JO Roudebush YNN y YN 20 Findley y y y y y y 
8 Zion YNN y YN 

12 McClory * y y y y y 
IOWA 

18 Michel y y y t :j: N 2 Culver y y y y y y 
19 Railsback y y y y y y 

S Smith * y y y y N 
15 Reid YNN y y y 

3 Gross YNN y y N 
22 Springer y N y v .y N 

4~1 YNN y y N 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 ayne y N y y y y 

7 Annunzio y y y N y y 7 Scherle YNN y YN 
I Dawson ? y y ? ? y 

1 Schwengel y y y y y y 
S Kluczinski y y N y ? y 

KANSAS 
3 Murp y . y y y * :j: y 1 Dole y N y y y y 
2 O'Hara y y y ? ? y 2 Mize y y y y y y 

11 Pucinski Y N N Y Y y 4 Shriver ?NN y y y 
6 Ronan y y y N y y 5 Skubitz YNN y y y 
8 Rostenkowski y y y y y y 3 Winn y N. y y YN 9 Yates y y y N YN KENTUCKY 

JO Collier Y N N Y y y 2 Natcher YNN y y y 
4 Derwinski YNNN y y 7 Perkins y y y· y y y 

13 Rumsfeld * y y y y y 1 Stubblefield YNN y y y 

~ 
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90 - 1968 CQ ALMANAC 

-----------------------------------------------------



REVIEW OF THE SESSION Key Votes - 3 

' 2 3 4 5 6 123456 ' 2 3 4 5 6 ' 2 3 4 5 6 

6 Walls Y N N y y y 2 Curtis Y N N Y N N 11 Taylor Y N N y y y 1 Rivers Y N N " " y 
5 Carter YNN ? ? y 7 Hall Y N N y y N 10 Whitener YNN y y y 2 Watson Y N N y y y 
3 Co1L9er y y y :t: :I: N MONTANA 9 Broyhill Y N N y y y SOUTH DA KOT A 
4 Sny er YNN y YN 1 Olsen y y y y y y 4 Gardner· YNN y y N 2 Berry y N y :j: :t: y 

LOUISIANA 2 Battin Y N N y y y 8 Jonas YNN y y y 1 Reifel y y y y y y 
2 Boggs y y y y y y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE 
7 Edwards YNN y y N 2 Cunningham y y y y y N 1 Andrews y y y y y N 6 Anderson Y N N y y y 
1 Hebert YNN y y N 1 Denney y N y y y y 2 Kleppe y y y y y N 7 Blanton YNN y y y· 
8 Long YNN y y N 3 Martin Y N N y y y OHIO 8 Everett Y N N y y y 
s Passman :j: N N :I: :t: N NEVADA 9 Ashley y y y y y y 4 Evins Y N N :I: :I: ,1 
6 Ra;ick YNN y y N AL BOring YNN y YN 20 Feighan y y y y y y S Fulton y y y y y y 
4 Waggonner YNN y y N NEW HAMPSHIRE 18. Hays y y y y 

y " 
3 Brock Y N N y y y 

3 Willis YNN y y y 2 Cleveland :j: y y y y y 19 Kirwan y y y y y y 2 Duncan Y N N y y N 
MAINE 1 Wyman y N y y y N 21 Vanik y y y y y N 9 Kuykendall YNN y y N 

2 Hathaway y y y :j: :t: N NEW· JERSEY 17 Ashbrook Y N.N y y N 1 Quillen Y N N y y N 
1 Kyros y y y y y N 14 Daniels y y y y y y 14 Ayres y y y y y y TEXAS 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher y y y y ? y 8 Betts y y y y y y 9 Brooks y y y y y y 
4 Fallon y Y·N y y y 9 Helstoski y y y N y x 22 Bolton YNN :t: :t: N 17 Burleson ? N N y y y 
7 Friedel y y y y y y 3 Howard y y y y y N 16 Bou· Y N N :t: :t: y S Cabell ? N N y y y 
3 Garmatz y y N y y N 8 Joelson y y y y y y 7 Brou•n y y y y y y 22 Casey Y N N y y y 
2 Long :t: y y y y y 11 Minish y y y y y N 2 Clancy Y N N y y N 1 S de la Garza y N y y y y 
S Machen YNN y y N 15 Parten y y y y y y 12 Del'ine Y N N y y N 2 Dowdy Y N N :t: :t: N 
8 Gude y y y y y y 10~dino y y Y. y Y. ~ 6 Harsha YNN y y N 8 Eckhardt YYYNYN 
6 Mathias y y y y y y 4 T .;;;,yson y y y N 

y " 5 Latta Y N N y y y 21 Fisher YNNYYY 
1 Morton YNN y y y 6 Cahil y y y y y y 24 Lukens y N y y y N 20 Gonzalez YYYNNY 

MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwyer y y y y y y 4 AfrCulloch y y y y y y 23 Kdzen y y y y y y 
2 Boland y y y y y y 5 Fre-linghuysen y y y y y y JO Miller Y N N y y N 19 Mohon YNNYYY 

·11 Burke y y y y y y 1 Hunt y N y y y N 23 Minshall YNN y y N 1 Patman .. YNNYYY 
4 Donohue y y y y y y 2 Sandman y y y y y N 1.1 l'.fosher .y y y y y y 10 Pickle YYNYYY 
7 Macdonald ?. y y y y N 7 Widnall y y y y y y 11 Stanton y y y y y y 11 Pooge y ? ? y y y 
9 McCormack NEW MEXICO 1 Tatt :t: y y y y N 13 PVrcell Y N N :t: :t: y 
8 O'Neill y y y 

" :t: y AL Morris y y y y y y 3 W a/en :t: y y y y N 4 Roberh Y N N y y y 
3 Philbin y y y y y y AL Walker Y N N y y N 15 Wvlie YNN y y N 6 Teague YNN y y " 6 Bates y y y y .Y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 16 White Y N N y y y 
1 Conte y y y y y y 27 Dow y y YN y N 3 Albert y y y y y y 12 Wright y N y y y y 

10 Heckler y y y y y N 41 Dulski y y y y y y 2 Edmondson YNN y y N 14 Young y y y y y y 
12 Keith y y y :Y y y 34 Hanley y y .Y y y y 5 Jarman Y N N y y N 7 Bush y N y y y y 
5 Murse y y y y y y 39 McCarthy y y y y y y 4 Steed YNN y y y .'./ Vacancy 

MICHIGAN ~5 Ottinger y y y N y N 1 Belcher Y N N y y y 18 Price YNN y YN 
12 O'Hara y y y N y y 1 Pike y y y y y y. 6 Smith Y N N y y N UTAH 
18 Broomfield :t: y y y y N 28 Resnick y y :t: x :t: y OREGON 1 Burton Y N N N y y 
·3 Brown· y y y y y y 3S. Stratton y y y y y y 3 Green y y y y y y 2 Uovd y N y y y y 

JO Cederberiz :t: N y y y y S Tenzer y y y y YN 2 Ullman y y y y y y VERMONT 
6 Chamber in y N y y :t: y 3 Wolff y y y N y N 4 Dellenback y y y y y y A I~ Stafford y y y y y y 
2 E.~ch y y y y y y 29 Button y y y y y y 1 Wvatt y y y y y y VIRGINIA 
5 Ford y N y y y y 37 Conable y y y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt Y N N y y N 
8 Harvey y y y ? ? y 38 Goodell y y y y y y 25 Clark :t: N y y N y 1 Downing YNN y y y 
4 Hutchinson y N y y YN 2 Grover y y y y y N 21 Dent y y y y y y 2 Hard~ YNN :t: :j: ? 

19 McDonald y y y y y y 36 Horton y y y y y y 11 Rood y y y y y y 7 Mars YNN y y y 
7 Riegle y y y y YN 30 Kinf y ? ? y YN 20 Holland y y y x x x 3 Satterfield YNN y y y 

11 Ruppe y y y y y y 31 Mc wen y ? y y y y 14 Moorhead y y y N y y S Tuck YNN y y N 
9 VanderJagt y N y ? ? y 32 Pirnie y y y y y y 26 MoJan y y y y y y JO Broyhill Y N N y y y 

Detroit-Wayne Co. 26 Reid y y YN y y 6 Rh es y y y y y y 6 Poff .y N N y y N 
1 Conyers y y YNNN 33 Robison :j: y y y y y 15 Rooney y y y y y y 8 Scott YNN y y N 

13 Diggs y y YNNN 40 Smith y y y y y y 24 Vigorito y y y .Y y y 9 Wampler YNN ?. ? N 
16 DinJell y N YNNN 4 Wydler y y YN y N 8 Biester y y y y y y WASHINGTON 
15 For y y y y y N New York City 18 Corbett :j: y y y y y 7 Adams y y y y y N 
17 Griffiths y y y ? ? x 7 Addabbo y y y y y N 16 Eshleman y y y y y y 5 Foley y y Y N N y 
14 Nedzi y y y N y ,t 23 Bingham y y y N y y 2i Fulton y y y y y y 3 Hansen ? y y y y y 
MINNESOTA 11 Brosco y y y y y N 19 Goodling Y N N y y N 6 Hicks y y y y y y 

8 Blatnik y y y y y y 1-5...tar.ey y y )'. y "Lb! 23 Johnson Y N N y y y 2 Meeds y y y y y y 
S ITaser y y YNN y 10 Celler y y y y y y JO McDade y y .Y :t: :t: y 4 Ma~ y "! y y y y 
4 Karth y y y y y y 9 Delaney Y N N Y y N 22 Sar/or YNN y y N 1 Pel y y y y y y y 
7 Langen y N y y y y 19 Farbstein y y y y y N 17 Sc neebeli y y y y y y WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MacGregor y y y y y y 22 Gilbert y. y y y y N 13 Schu•eiker y y y y y y 4 Hechler y y y y y N 
2 Nelsen y y y y y y 12 Kelly y y y y y N 9 Watkins Y N N y y N 5 Kee y y y y y y 
1 ~uie y y y y y y 13 'Podell** y y y y N 12 Whalley Y N N y y y 3 Slack y y y y y N 
6 wach y y y y y y 16 Murphy y y y y y y 7 Williams YNN y y N 2 Staggers y y y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 18 Vacancy Philadelphia City 1 Moore y y y y y N 
1 Abernethy NNN y y y 14 Rooney y y y :t: 

" y 1 Barrett y y y y y N WISCONSIN 
S Colmer YNN y y y 8 Rosenthal :t: y Y N Y N 3 Byrne y y y y y y 2 Kastenmeier y y y N NN 
4 Montgomery N N N y y y 20 Ryan y y YNNN 4 Ei!berg y y y y y y 5 Reuss y y Y N N Y 

. 2 Whitten YNN y y N 21 Scheuer y y Y N Y N 5 Green y y y y y y 4 Zablocki y y y y y x 
3 Griffin• N N y y y 24 Fina y - y y N 2 Nix y y YN y y 8 Byrnes y N y y y y 

MISSOURI 6 Halpern .y y y y y N RHODE ISLAND 9 Davis Y N N y y y 
S Bolling y y y y N y 17 Kupferman ? y y N y y 1 St. Germain y y 

y " ? y 7 Laird :I: N Y y y y 
6 Hull YNN y y N NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan y y y y y y 10 O'Konski y y y y y y 
9 Hungate y N ? y y y 2 Fountain :t: N·N y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 1 Schadeberg Y N N y y N 
8 !chord Y N N y y y S Galifianakis Y N N y y y 4 Ashmore y x x y y y 6 Steiger y y y y y y 

10 Jones y - y y y 3 Henderson Y N N y Y N I 3 Dorn Y N N y y y 3 Thomson y N y y y N 
1 Karsten ? ? ? :j: :t: y 1 Jones Y N N y Y N I S Gettys Y N N :j: :t: y WYOMING 
4 Randall y ~N y y N 6 Kornegay Y N N y Y Y . 6 McMillan YNN " " " AL Harrison YNN :t: :t: y 
3 Sullivan y y y y y .y 7 Lennon Y N N y y NI . 

··H,·p Churl1•.f0 JI. Griffin f{J l\li~."- I ,f;11·or11 i'n A1arrh 18. /~iii 
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Key Votes· 4 REVIEW OF THE SESSION 

House Votes on OEO, Highway Beauty, Gun Controls, 

Campus Rioters, Housing, Foreign Aid 
' Desegregation 

7. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Scherle (R 
Iowa) amendment to cut ·appropriations for the Office of Eco­
nomic Opportunity by. an additional $100 million. Rejected 
18l-220: R 110-64; D 71-156 (ND 11-132; SD 60-24), June 26, 
1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 17134. Federal Aid Highway Bill. Cramer (R Fla.) 
amendment denying all funds for highway beautification except 
$L,250,000 for a 5tudy on beautification. Accepted 211-145: R 144-. 
16; D 67-129 (ND 21-102; SO 46-27), July 3, 1968. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 17735. Gun Control Act of 1968. Passage of the bill 
prohibiting the interstate shipment of rifles and shotguns and 
handgun ammunition and restricting the out-of-state purchase of 
rifles and shotguns. Passed 305-118: R 147-:19; D 158-79 (ND 138-
12; SD 20-67), July 24, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position_ 

10. HR 15067. Higher Education. Scherle (R Iowa) 
amendment requiring colleges to deny federal funds to stu: 
dents who participated in serious campus disorders. Accepted 
260-146: R 134-43;. D 126-102 (ND fi0-98; SD 76-5), July 25, 
1968. The President did not take a position on the amendment. 

11. S 3497. Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968. 
Adop_tion of the conference report on the bill, providing new 

ALABAMA 
3 Andrews 
7 Bevill 
8 Jones 

· 4 Nichols 
S Selden 
6 Buchanan. 
2 Dickinson. 
I Edwards· 

y y N 
y y N 
Y N N 
y :j: N 
y y N 
y y N 
y y N 
y y N 

Y N N N 
Y N X X 
y y ,/ N 
Y N X X 
Y N Y N 
Y N ,/ N 
Y N N X 
YNNN 

Los Angeles Ca. 
29 Brown 
22 Corman 
21 Hawkins 
19 Holifield 
17 King 
26 Rees 
30 Roybal 
31- Wilson 
28. Bell ALASKA 

AL Pollock 
ARIZONA 

NYNYYX ? 23 ·Clawson. 
32 Hosmer 
24 Lipscomb 
27 Reinecke 
20 Smith 

2_ijg~Jl,-~~~~N:,.:._N:,.:._~Y~N...:._Y.;.__Y.:..,_..,.* 
I Rhodes Y Y Y Y N x Y 
3 Steiger ,/ Y N Y N N ? 

ARKANSAS 
1 Gathings Y Y N Y N N N 
2 Mills Y Y N Y N X ? 
4Pryor N?NYY,/? 
3 Hammerschmidt Y Y N ·y N N ? 

CALIFORNIA 

25 Wigi?in.s 
COLORADO 

4 Aspinall 
3 Evans 
1 Rogers 
2 Brotzman 

XXYNYX:j: 
NXYNY.'Y 
N N ? X * Y Y 
NNYY=l:YY 
?XN???? 
NNYNY,/Y 
NNYNYYY 
NNYYY.'Y 
N?YNY?Y 
Y,/YYNXN 
N,/YYN.'N 
YYYYNNN 
Y,/YYNNN 
YYYYNNN 
Y*YNNY? 

YNNYY.'.' 
NYYNYY,/ 
N N Y Y Y Y ,/ 
YYYYNYY 

programs of federal assistance for homeownership and rental 
housing for low-income families, federal reinsurance for insurance­
industry riot losses, flood insurance for homeowners, federal 
assistance for developers of entire new towns and new com­
munities, and· extending and expanding a number of existing 
housing and urban development programs. Adopted 228-135: 
R 72-92; 0 156-43 (ND l2-t-2; SD 32-41), .July 26, 1968 .. A "yea" · 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 19908. Foreign Aid Appropriations. Passage of the 
bill appropriating $1,619, L00,000 (or foreign aid in fiscal 1969_ 
Passed 174-138: R 54-83; D 120-55 (ND 96-9; SD 24-46), Sept- 19,. 
1968. The President did not take a position on the bill. 

13. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Cohelan (D 
Calif.) motion to accept a Senate amendment weakening a House 
provision prohibiting HEW from withholding federal funds in 
order to force busing, school closings or attendance of students 
at a particular school. The primary purpose of the House provi­
sion, sponsored by Whitten .(0 Miss.), was to prevent HEW from 
withholding funds from Southern districts using "freedom-of­
choice" desegregation plans which HEW considered ineffective 
in achieving desegregation. The Senate language restated exist­
ing HEW powers to withhold funds. Adopted 167-156: R 67-77; 
D 100-79 (ND 96-12; SD 4-67), Oct. 3, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

GEORGIA 
3 Brinkley 
7 Davis 
6 Flynt 
1 Hagon 
9 Landrum 
2 O'Neal 

10 Stephens 
8 Stuckey 
4 Blackbum 
5 Thompson. 

HAWAII 

y y N 
y y N 
y y N 
y y N 
y y N 
y y N 

y * N y y N 
y y N 
y y y 

Y N N N 
Y Y N X 
Y N N N 
Y N N N 
y ? x x 
Y N N N 
Y Y N N 
Y ? N N 
Y N N X 

- KEY-
Y Record vote for (yea). 
./ Pa ired for. 
' Announced for or CQ poll for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against or CQ poll 
against. 

? Absent, general pair, "present .. or 
did not announce or answer poll. 

Y N N Nl-'"--------------l 

Al Matsunaga N N Y N Y Y ,/. 
AL Mink N N y N y y y 1-IN_D_l_A_N_A _________ ~ 

IDAHO 3 Brademas 
2 Han.sen ? ,/ N y ? X ? 9 Hamilton 
1 McClure y y N y N X y 11 Jacobs 

ILLINOIS 1 Madden 

~! ~~~: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ j ! ~d~i~ 
23 Shipley N Y N Y Y X N 

S Burton 
7 Cohelan 
9 Edwards 

NNYNYYY 
NNYNY,/Y 
NNYNYYY 
NXYNY,/,/ 
NNNYYYY 
NNYNY,/* 
N N Y Y Y Y Y 
NXYYY,/V 
NNYNY,/* 
NNYYYY* 
NNYYYYY 
N X Y Y Y Y Y 
NXYNYY* 
y y y y y x y 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Daddario N N 

y N 
N N 
N y 
NN 
x y 

y N 
y y 
y N 
y y 
Y-N 
y y 

y ,/ 
y .. 

16 Anderson Y Y Y Y Y ./ Y 6 Bray 
y 17 Arends Y Y Y * N ./ N 2 Halleck 
Y 14 Erlenbom Y Y .Y Y N Y Y 7 Myers 

NNYNY,/./ 
N,/YYY,/Y 
NYYN:j:,/./ 
NXYNYYY 
N:j:YNYN,/ 
YYYYNN? 
YYNYNNN 
Y,/YYNY? 
YYYYNNN 
YYNY-?? 
YYNYNN?· 34 Hanna 

2 Johnson 
4 Leggett 

.15 McFall 
8 Miller 
3 Moss 

16 Sisk 
38 Tunney 
37 Van Dffrlin 
14 Waldie 
I Clausen 

JO Gubser 
11 McCloskey 
6 Mailliard 

18 Mathias 
33 Pettis 
12 Talcott 
13 Teague 
35 Utt 
36 Wilson. 

y y y y ? ,/ N 
NNY?NYY 
NYYNYYY 
Y./YY?Y­
YYYYNXN 
YYY -YNN 
YNYYNY* 
YYYYNNX 
*YYYNYN 
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3 Giaimo 
4 Irwin 
S Monagan 
2 St. Onge 
6 Meskill 

DELAWARE 
AL Roth 
RORIDA 

3 Bennett 
12 Foscell 
2 Fuqua 
6 Gibbons 
7 Haley 
4 Herlong 

11 Pepper 
9 Rogen 
1 Sikes 

JO Burke 
8 Cramer 
5 Gurney 

y " 
y " y ,/ 
y N 

JO Roudebush y 20 Findley Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
y 12 McClory N N Y Y * Yi * 1g..;1on. 
,/ 18 Michel N ,/ Y y N X y 2 Culver 
Y 19 Railsback N Y Y N Y ,/ y s Smith 

YYYYYNN 
15 Reid y y y Y N N N 3 Gross 
22 Springer N Y Y Y N Y y 4 Kyl 
Chicago-Cook Co 6 Mayne 

y y y y N N N 7 Annunzio N N Y N Y Y Y 7 Scherle 
N N · Y Y Y · Y ? 1 Dawson· N N y N y y ? I Schwengel 
y y y y y N N S Kluczynskl N N y N y ,/ y KANSAS 
N N Y Y Y Y N 3 Murphy N N y N y y y l Dole 
Y Y N Y N N N 2 O'Hara N X y N y y y 2 Mize 
y y ? ,/ X X 11 Pucinski N N Y y y y y 4 Shrit1er 
N N Y N Y Y * 6 Ronan N N- y_ N y y y 5 Skubitz 
y y y y N N N 8 Rostenkowski N N Y Y Y Y Y 3 Win.n. 
Y ? N Y Y .N X 9 Yates N N y N y y y KENTUCKY 
Y ,/ Y Y N N X 10 Collier Y Y Y y N N N 2 Natcher 
y y y y N N X 4 Derwin.ski y y y y N N N 7 Perkins 
y y y y ? X X 13 Rumsfeld N Y Y N N Y Y 1 Stubblefield 

NiYNYYY 
NYYYYYN 
YYYYNNN 
YYYYNNN 
*YYYN:j:N 
YYYYNNN 
YYYNYY:j: 

YYY:j::j:NN 
YYYYYNN 
Y,/YYYYY 
YYYYYNN 
YYYYYNN 

NYNYYNN 
NNNNYYN 
NYNYYNN 

Democrats in this type; Republicans in. italics 
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6 Watts 
5 Carter 
3 Cowger 
4 Snvder 

lOUISiAN'A 
2 Boggs 

y y y y 
N Y N Y 
N y y y 
Y Y N t 

Y X N 
? N N 
:t x 

2 Curtis 
7 Hall 

MONTANA 
. N X. 1 Olsen 

N N Y 
2 Battin 

Y Y Y Y NEBRASKA 

Y Y N_ N N :f: 11 Taylor Y N Y 
Y ,! Y Y N X N 10 Whitener Y Y N 

9 Broyhill Y Y Y 
N N N N Y X ? 4 Gardner Y Y N 
Y Y N Y N N 8 Jonas Y Y Y 

NORTH DAKOTA 
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YNNN 
YNNN 
y x x 
YNNN 

7 Edwards 
1 Hebert 
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,! ? N 
y :f: N 
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YNN 
,! X N 

Y t X X 2 Cunningham N ,! ? t . :f: N 
.t. ? ,! N 1 Denney , Y Y Y Y N N 

N J Andrews Y .I N N Y N Y 

8 Long ,! ? N X 3 Martin Y Y N Y N N 
N 2 Kleppe Y Y N Y N N Y 
? OHIO 

Y N Y N NEVADA S Passman 
6 Rarick 
4 Waggonner 
3 Willis 

Y • X X Al Baring Y :f: N Y N N 
9 Ashley 

N 20 Feighan 
18 Hays 
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Y N N N NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Y Y N X 2 Cleveland Y Y Y N Y N Y 19 Kirwan 

21 Vanik MAINE 
2 Hathaway 
1 Kyros 

1 Wyman Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
N N Y N Y Y Y NEW JERSEY 
N N y y y y y 14 Daniels N N 

MARYLAND 
4 Fallon X N 
7 Friedel N N 
3 Garmatz N N 
2 Long N ? 
S Machen N N 
8 Gude N Y 
6 Mathias N :f: 
1 Morton N Y 

MASSACHUSETTS 
2 Roland N N 

11 ;,urke N N 
4 Donohue N N 
7 Macdonald · N Y 
9 McCormadc 

y y y y 
y N y .y 
y N y y 
Y N Y N 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
Y N N ,! 

13 Gallagher N N 
Y 9 Helstoski N N 
Y 3 Howard N N 
Y 8 Joelson N N 
Y 11 Minish N X 
Y 15 Patten N N 
Y 1n ~ft.lino N N 
,1 4 Thomfson x x 
N 6 Cahil N Y 

12 Dwver N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

? ,! Y 5 Frelinghuysen N Y 
y y Y .1 Hunt Y Y 
y ,! Y 2 Sandman Y N 
y y .I 7 Widnall N ? 

y N y y 

y x :j: " 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
Y N N Y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
Y Y N X 
YYNN 
y N y y 

17 Ashbrook 
Y 14 Ayres 
? 8 Betts 
? 22 Bolton 
Y 16 Bow 
Y 7 Brou·n 
Y 2 Clancy 
Y 12 Devine 
v 6 Harsha 
Y 5 Latta 
Y 2./ Lukens· 
Y 4 McCulloch 
Y JO Miller 
N 23 Minshall 
N 13 Mosher 
Y 1 l Stan ton. 

1 Toft 
8 O'Neill 
3 Philbin 
6 Bates 
1 Conte 

NN 
NN 
N y 
NN 
NN 
N y 
N N 

y N 
y N 
y y 
y N 
YN 
y y 

NEW MEXICO 
y y Y Al Morris 
y ;; Y AL Walker 
y y Y NEW YORK 

Y Y N Y Y X N 3 Whalen 
Y ? N Y Y N ? 15 Wylie 

JO Heckler 
12 Keith 
5 Morse 

MICHIGAN 
12 O'Hara X N 
18 Broomfield N Y 
3 Brown N· Y 

JO Cederberg Y Y 
6 Chamberlain Y Y 
2 Esch N Y 
5 Ford N Y 
8 Harvey N ,! 
4 Hutchin.~on y y 

19 McDonald N y 
7 Riegle N y 

J 1 Ruppe N ,1 
9 Vander Jagt N ,1 

Detroit-Wayne Co. 

y ,! Y 27 Dow 
y y Y 41 Dulski 
y y Y 34 Hanley 

y N y y Y 39 McCarthy 

y N y y 
y y y y 
y y y N 
y y :f: N 
y y y N 
y N y y 
y y y y 
y y y N 
Y Y N N 
y y y x 
y y y y 
Y N Y N 
y y y x 

25 Orringer 
Y 1 Pike 
Y 28 Resnick 
Y 35 Straiton 
Y S Tenzer 
Y 3 Wolff 
Y 29 Button 
:f: 37 Conable 
Y 38 Goodell* 
Y 2 Grover 
N 36 Horton 
Y 30 King 
Y 31 McEwen. 
N 32 Pirnie 

26 Reid 
1 Conyers N X :j: N 

13 Diggs N X Y N 
y ? Y 33 Robison 
y y Y 40 Smith 

16 Dinjell N N N N 
IS For N X Y N 

y ,1 Y 4 Wydler 

NN 
N y 
N y 
NN 
NN 
N y 
. x 

N y 
NN 
N X 
NN 
:f: y 
N y 
y y 
N y 
y y 
y y 
N y 
NN 
N y 
N y 
N y 

y N y y y 
YNYY,! 
y y y y y 
y N y y ? 
y y y y ? 
y y y y y 
Y N t :f: :j: 
YYY,/,! 
YN:l:,tY 
y N y y y 
y. Y.1.1 
y N y y t 
y N y 

OKLAHOMA 
3 Albert 
2 Edmondson 
S Jarman 
4 Steed 
J Belcher 
6 Smith 

OREGON 

NNN 
NNN 
y y N 
YNN 
y y N 
y y N 

y y y y 
YY,!,! 
YNN 
y y y N 
Y N N ? 
Y N X N 

3 Green Y N Y N Y Y N 
2 Ullman Y ? Y N Y t N 
4 Dellenback N Y Y N Y Y Y 
l Wyatt Y Y N N Y N N 

PENNSYLVANIA 
25 Clark N N Y Y ? ,! N 

y y y N 
y N :t y 
Y Y N N 
y N • y 
y y N y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 
y N y y 

Y 21 Dent N N Y N :j: ,! Y 
Y I 1 Rood N N Y N ? Y N 
N 20 Holland** ? X ?. X ? 
N 14 Moorhead N N y· N Y .I ,! 
Y 26 Morgan N N Y N Y Y Y 
Y 6 Rhodes N N ? · t :j: ,! Y 
Y 1 S Roaney N Y Y Y Y Y ,! 
N 24 Vigorito N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Y 8 Bicster N Y Y N Y Y Y 

18 Corbett N N Y Y :j: Y N 
17 Griffiths N X y N 
14 Nedzi N N y y 

? ,1 Y New York City 
y ,1 ? 7 Addabbo N Y Y Y Y ,! y 
y y Y 23 Bingham N X Y N Y Y y 

16 Eshleman Y Y Y Y Y N N 

MINNESOTA 
8 Blatnik 
S Fraser 
4 Karth 
7 Langen 
3 MacGregor 
2 Nelsen 
1 Quie 
6 Zwach 

MISSISSIPPI 

NNYNYY 
NNYNYY 
N 'i' Y N :f: Y 
YYNYNN 
N ,! y y y y 
YYYYNY 
NYYNYY 
YYYYYN 

I Ab.rnethy Y Y N Y N N 
Y N N 
YN N 
YNN 
YNN 

S Colmer Y ,! N 
4 Montgomery Y Y N 
2 Whitten Y Y N 
3 Griffin Y Y N 

MISSOURI 
S .Bolling 
6 Hull 
9 Hungate 
8 !chord 

10 Jones 
I Karsten 
4 Randall 
3 Sullivan 

NNYN?:t 
YYYY:j:N 
YYYN:tX 
Y:f;YYNX 
??YY?N 
? YJ :f;? 
YYNYYN 
XN~YtY 

11 Brosco N N Y N Y y y 
Y 1 S-Carey_~_>Lr..1-!__Y__{__J' 
Y 10 Celler N N Y N ? ,! ,! 
,! 9 Delaney N Y Y Y Y N y 
N 19 Farbstein N N Y N Y Y Y 
Y 22 Gilbert N N Y N Y y 
Y 12 Kelly N N Y Y t Y N 
Y 13 Podell N N Y N t Y ,! 
Y 16 Murphy N N ,! N Y Y ,! 

18 Vacancy 
N 14 Rooney N X 
N 8 Rosenthal N N 
N 20 Ryan N N 
N 21 Scheuer - N 
N 24 Fino Y Y 

y y 
y y 

y " y y 

27 Fulton N N Y Y Y Y N 
19 Goodling Y Y Y Y N N N 
23 Johnson Y Y N Y - N N 
10 McDade N Y Y N Y ,! Y 
22 Saylor N N N Y Y N N 
17 Schneebeli Y Y Y Y N Y N 
13 Schweiker N Y Y N Y :t ? 
9 Watkins ? Y Y Y N X N 

12 Whalley Y Y N Y N N N 
7 Williams .I Y Y Y N N N 

Philadelphia City 
1 Barrett N N Y N Y Y Y 
3 . Byrne N N Y N Y Y Y 
4 Eilberg N N Y N :j: Y N 
S Green ·N N Y N Y Y Y 
2 Nix N N Y N Y Y Y 

6. Halpern N N 
Y 17 Kupferman N N 
X NORTH CAROLINA 

y N y 
y N ? 
y N y 
y N y 
y :f: :f: 
y N y 
y N :j: 

x 
y y Rl:tODE ISLAND 

X 2 Fountain Y 
? S Galifianakis Y 
? 3 Henderson Y 
? 1 Jones Y 

YN 
y y 
YN 
y N 

N 6 Kornegay ,! ? y 
Y 7 Lennon Y Y N 

" 
Y N X 
t Y N 
Y N N 
Y N N 
Y N X 
Y N N 

,! 1 St. Germain N N Y Y Y Y Y 
2 Tiernan N N Y Y Y Y Y 

N SOUTH CAROLINA 
N 4 Ashmore Y 
N 3 Dorn Y 
N S Getlys Y 
N 6 McMillan Y 
N 

?NYNXX 
?NYNNN 
:tNYNNN 
YNYNNN 

• H"f'. Chari~.' E. Guodplf t RN. Y.J rr.,flnP'd Sept. 9, J96R. 
-••Rep. F.lmcrJ. /folland!IJ Pa J dird Aug._9. 19GR. 

•••Rrp .. Jaracs M. Collins fR Tf'xa.lli) sworn i.11 Srpl. 4, i968. 

______ i!ll'lm.._... ....... _________ ,, ·-------

• • • .... -· ........ ,,.., ............. '>'h' ~ .......... ,... .. ~ .• ~.-. 

Key Votes - 5 

1 Rivers Y N N Y N X N 
2 Watson y y N y N N N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
2 Berry Y .I Y Y N N X 
1 Reifel Y Y Y N Y X Y 

TENNESSEE 
6 Ander5on N :f: N :f: t Y N 
7 Blanton ,! ,! N t :t N N 
8 Everett Y N N ? Y N N 
4 Evins ? ? :t N 
S Fulton N N Y Y t Y N 
3 Brock Y Y Y Y N N N 
2 Duncan Y Y N Y N N N 
9 Kuykendall Y Y Y Y :t X N 
1 Quillen Y Y N Y :j: X N 

TEXAS 
9 B~ooks N N N Y Y Y N 

17 Burleson Y Y N Y N N N 
S Cobell Y Y N Y N Y N 

22 Cosey N Y Y Y N N N 
1 S de la Gana N N N Y Y N N 

2· Dowdy Y Y N Y N N N 
8 Eckhardt N N Y N Y Y Y 

21 Fisher Y Y N Y N X N 
20 Gonzalez N N Y N Y Y Y 
23 Kazen N N N Y Y Y N 
19 Mahon N N N· Y N Y N 

1 Patman · N X N N Y Y N 
10 Pickle . N N Y Y ? Y X 
11 . Pocige Y Y Y Y ? N N 
13 Purcell N N N Y Y X 
4 Roberts Y N N Y N N N 
6 Teague ? N N Y ? Y N 

16 White Y Y N Y Y N N 
12 Wright N N Y Y Y Y N 
14 Young N N N Y y Y N 

7 Bush Y Y Y Y Y :f: N 
.1 Coflins*** N N 

18 Price Y Y N Y N N N 
UTAH 

1 Burton ,1 Y N y N N X 
2 Uovd y " N y N x N 

VERMONT 
AL Stafford N N Y N y Y Y 
VIRGINIA 
4 Abbitt Y Y N Y ? X N 
1 Downing Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
2 Hardy Y ? Y ,! Y ? N 
7 Marsh Y Y N Y N N N 
3 Sallerfield Y Y N Y N N N 
S Tuck Y Y N Y · N N 

JO Broyhill Y Y Y Y N N N 
6 Poff Y .I Y Y N N N 
8 Scott Y Y N. Y N N ? 
9 Wampler Y Y N ? Y N N 

WASHINGTON 
7 Adams N N y N y y y 
S Foley N N y N y y y 
3 Hansen N N Y N Y Y y 
6 Hicks N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
2 Meeds N N Y Y Y Y Y 
4 May Y Y Y Y N N 
1 Pe/Ly N y y y N y y 

WEST VIRGINIA 
4 Hechler N N Y N Y Y Y 
S Kee N N N y y y ? 
3 Slack N Y Y Y Y Y N 
2 Staggers N N N Y Y N ? 
J Moore X Y Y :t Y X ? 

WISCONSIN 
2 Kastenmeier N N Y N Y Y Y 
S Reuss N N Y N Y Y Y 
4 Zablocki N N Y Y Y Y :j: 
8 Byrnes Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
9 Davis Y Y Y Y N N t 
7 Laird .I Y Y Y N X Y 

JO 0 'Konski N N Y Y Y X 
J Schadeberg Y Y Y Y N N N 
6 Steiger N Y Y N Y N Y 
3 Thomson Y Y Y Y N N N 

WYOMING 
AL Harrison Y Y N Y N X Y 
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Key Votes - 6 llEVJEW OF THE SESSION 

Senate Key Votes 

I and 2. OPEN HOUSING. After falling seven votes 
short of invoking cloture on the previous day, the Senate 
Feb. 21 showed unexpected support from Republicans and 
Northern Democrats ·for nondiscrimination in housing. The 
Senate rejeeted a motion to table (kill) an open housing 
amendment to the pending civil rights protection bill (HR 
2516). The vote was 34-58 (D 18-39; R 16-19). With an open 
housing provision in the bill, the Senate then went on to invoke 
cloture on March 4 and to pass the bill on March II by a 71-20 
vote (D 42-17; R 29-3), an unexpectedly large margin generated 
in part by the switch of Minority Leader Everett McKinley 
Dirksen (R Ill.) to support open housing. The House accepted 
the Senate version of the bill. (See House key uote.s 2 and 3.) 

3. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE. The Senate squarely 
faced the iss.ue of public disclosure of Senators' finances and 
investments when it voted on March 20 on an amendment re­
quiring Senators and their employees earning more than $15,000 
to file public reports on the market value of their assets and 
liabilities and other information. The amendment to a code of 
ethics resolution (S Res 266) was rejected in a victory for the 
conservative coalition by a vote of 40-44 (ND 24-11; SD 4-13; 
R 12-20). Two days later the Senate adopted a watered-down 
rule providing that the reports be kept sealed until such time 
as the Senate Select Committee on Standards arid Conduct 
saw fit to examine· their ·contents. Sen. George D. Aiken 
(R Vt.) alone voted against the rule change, calling it a 
"farce." 

4. TAX SURCHARGE, BUDGET CUTS.· Botb the Presi­
dent and the conservative coalition won a victory <m April 2 
when the Senaie accepted an amendment to the excise tax 
extension bill (Hll 15414). The amendment ga,·e the Presi­
dent his long-sought 10-percent surcharge on indi1:idual and 
corporate income taxes but it also imposed a $18Q.l billion 
ceiling on fiscal 1969 spending, a · Republican-faliored pro­
posal. The vote was 53-35 (ND 12-24; SD 10-8; R 31-3). The 
provisions remained in the bill as signed into law. (See 
House key uote 6.) 

5 and 6. GUN CONTROLS. In the face of heavy and 
effective lobbying by the National Rine Assn., the Administra­
tion made little headway in the Senate early in the year to 
obtain strong ·gun controls: The Senate May 16 defeated an 
amendment to the omnibus crime bill (S 917) which l\/Ould have 
prohibited interstate mail-order sales of rifles and shotguns. 
The amendment, offered by Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D 
Mass.), was rejected by a vote of 29-53 (0 20-31; R 9-22). The 
legislation was enacted with controls over hand guns only. 
Following the assassination of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy (D 
N.Y.), however. the Senate made a dramatic tumabollt and on 
Sept. 18 passed a bill (S 3633; HR 17735) banning mail-order 
and most out-of-state sales of rifles, shotguns and ammunition. 
The vote was 70-17 (D 39-13; R 31-4). (See House key vote 9.) 

7. SUPREME COURT. While considering the omnibus 
crime bill (S 917), the Senate May 21 rejected a series of 
efforts by Sen, .Joseph D. Tydings (D Md.) to delete provisions 
related to the rights of prisoners or suspects in federa I custody. 
The provisions were seen as an attempt to restrict th_ose rights 
and thus alter the standards enunciated 'by the Supreme 
Court. When the Senate reached provisions denying. the Court 
jurisdiction to review a determination by a state couit judge 
that a confession ~as "voluntary," the Senate drew the line. 
It accepted a Tydings amendment to delete the restriction 
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on the Court's jurisdiction. Hepublicans and Northern Demo­
crats switched heavily to support Tydings in his defense of 
the Court's scope of review. The vote· was 52-32 (D 36-17; 
R 16-15). The provisions relating to Court rulings remained in 
the legislation as enacted. 

8. HOUSING. In a major event of the 90th Congress, 
the Senate on May 28 passed a massive $5 billion housing 
and urban development bill (S 3497), backed by the Adminis­
tration and incorporating GOP ideas to facilitate home owner­
ship by low- and moderate-income families. The vote was 67-4 
(D 40-3; R 27 -ll. As cleared later by the House, it was the 
most far-reaching housing legislation since the Housing Act 
of 1949. (See House key uote 11.) 

9. ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS. The Administration 
won an important victory on July 31 when the Senate rejected 
an amendment to the Foreign Assistance Act (HR 15263) 
which would have reduced from $90 million to the House figure 
of $70 million the authorization for the Alliance for Progress 
technical cooperation grants. The vote was 31-43 (D 22-27; 
R 9-16). The $90 million authorization remained in the bill as 
enacted. · (See House key u6te 12.) 

IO. SENTINEL ABM. The recurrent controversy over 
the Sentinel antiballistic missile (ABM) system broke out in 
the Senate again on Aug.· I. The Senate considered an amend­
ment to the military construction appropriations bill (HR 

· 18785) deleting $227.3 million for construction of ABM installa­
tions. Opponents of the ABM system, which was considered 
effective only against potential Communist Chinese missiles, 
argued that it was wasteful and encouraged an arms race. 
Proponents said it was a necessary defensive measure, would 
strengthen the nation's bargaining position with Russia and 
would deter aggression by other nations. The Senate rejected 
the amendment in what was the closest of four votes to deny 
funds. The vote, a victory for the conservative coalition and 
for the President, was 27-46 (ND 20-15; SD 2-17; R. 5-14). 

11. POVERTY FUNDS. When the Senate debated the 
app~opriations bill (HR 18037) for Labor-Health, Education 
and Welfare Departments and related agencies, the central 
issue was where the line should be drawn between the needs 
of social programs and of economy. That issue was at the 
heart of debate on funds for the Office of Economic Oppor­
tunity (OEO), the antipoverty agency. The House had cut funds 
for the OEO. (See House key uote 7.) The Senate on Sept. 6 
approved, 37-26, an amendment to HR 18037 restoring $215 
million fo the OEO funds to bring those funds back up to the 
Administration's Budget level. It was a defeat for the con­
servative coalition (ND 27-1; SD 2-11; R 8-14). 

12. FORTAS NOMINATION. The June 26 nomination by 
President ,Johnson of Supreme Court Associate Justice Abe 
Fortas to be Chief Justice of the United States touched off a 
storm of controversy. Sen. Robert P. Griffin (R Mich.) gathered 
Republican and Southern Democratic forces to filibuster against 
the nomination. The Senate ·never before had failed tu act, 
favorably or unfavorably, on a nomination to the Court. But 
after five days of debate, the Senate on Oct. 1 rejected a 
motion to invoke cloture. Thus, the Senate never twk up the 
nomination as such, but settled the matter on a procedural 
point. With a two-thirds majority needed for cloture, the 
motion failed by 14 votes, losing 45-43 in a victory for the con­
servative coalition (ND 31-4; SD 4-15; R 10-24). At the request 
of Justice Forta_s, the President Oct. 2 withdrew the nomina­
tion. 



Key Votes - 7 

Senate Votes on Civil Rights, Ethics and Tax Surcharge; 
Controls on Long Guns Are Voted Down but Later Passed 

1. HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. Mansfield (D Mont.) 
motion to table (kill) Mondale (D Minn.) amendment to pro­
hibit discrimination on the grounds of race or religion in the sale 
and rental of housing. Rejected 3-1·58: R 16-19; D 18-39 (ND 3-36; 
SD 15-3), Feb. 21, 1968. A "nay" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

2. HR 2516. Civil Rights-Open Housing. Passage of the bill 
to prohibit interference with a person exercising specified fed­
erally protected rights, to prohibit discrimination in the sale or 
rental of housing, to guarantee constitutional rights of American 
Indians, and to prohibit travel in interstate commerce with in­
tent to incite or take part in a riot. Passed 71-20: R 29-3; D 42-
17 (ND 39-0; SD 3-17), March 11, 1968. A "yea" was a vote_ sup­
porting the President's position. 

3. S Res 266. Senate Standards of Conduct. Clark (D Pa.) 
-Case (R N.J.) amendment requiring Senators and employees 
earning more than 515,000 a year to file annual reports publicly 
dis-closing the market value of each asset and liability, the 
source and amount of each capital gain and item of income over 
$100, and the details of business and professional associations, 

ALABAMA 
Hill 
Sparkman 

ALASKA 
Bartlell 
Gruening 

ARIZONA 
Hayden 
Fannin 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright 
McClellan 

CALIFORNIA 
Kuchel 
Murphy 

COLORADO 
Allott 
Dominick 

CONNECTICUT 
Dodd 
Ribicoff 

DELAWARE 
Boggs 
-..Villiams 

RORI DA 
Holland 
Smathel'$ 

GEORGIA 
Russell 
Talmadge 

HAWAII 
Inouye 
Fong 

IDAHO 
Church 
Jordan 

ILLINOIS 
Dirksen 
Percy 

123456 

YNNNNY 
YNN:l:NY 

N y· N N N ? 
NYNXN -

YYNNNN 
YNNYNN 

YNNN - -
YNNYNN 

N-1,/Y,/Y 
.tYNYNY 

YYNYNY 
NYNYNY 

N y y y y y 
NYYNYY 

NYYYNY 
YNYYYY 

YNXYNY 
.tNNYYY 

,/N -YNN 
YNNNNY 

N y :j: y :j: y 
NYNYYY 

NY./ -NN 
YYNYNY 

YYNYNY 
N y - y y y 

' 2 3 4 5 6 

IN DIANA 
Bayh--~-'-'N'-:'Y-:--!Y:--"N'-':'N'--7Y 
Hartke N Y Y N ? Y 

IOWA 
Hickenlooper 
Miller· 

.KANSAS 
Carlson 
Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
Cooper 
Morton 

LOUISIANA 
Ellender 
long 

YXNYNY 
NXYYNY 

NYNYNY 
NYNYYY 

NYYYYY 
NY:l:Y?·Y 

YNNNNN 
YNNNN? 

MAINE 
MuskiA-~~__,N..:....~Y___,_Y_,_Y~N,;__? 
Smith N Y N Y Y :j: 

MARYLAND 
Brewster N Y ·Y N Y Y 
Tydings N Y Y Y Y Y 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Kennedy N Y Y N Y Y 
Brooke N Y Y Y Y Y 

MICHIGAN 
Hart N Y Y N N Y 
Griffin N Y Y Y Y Y 

MINNESOTA ·· 
McCarthy - :j: · - :j: :j: 
Mondale .. ___ N .. .Y. ... Y.N .... Y:_Y 

MISSISSIPPI 
Eastland 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 
long 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Mansfield 
Metcalf 

YNNYNN 
YNNYNN 

NY??Y? 
NYYYYY 

Y Y X* Y N ,/ 
X:j:NNNN 

•f'.fan,{lrftf mtllally eotcd "'ym ", hul fl) a(·cummndatP St•n. /lfur ... r f{}ff.) 1.1·ho 1rns 
11bsrnt and u:i~hrd to he Pairt·P For thP am~ndm<''11 .• \-lan...:firld irithdrPU' hi.~ t•ote 
a11d u·a.o; rPC'11rdt·d a ... /'airrd A~a'Vfst. 
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including fees received for services. Rejected 40-44: R 12-20; 
D 28-24 (ND 24-11; SD 4-13), March 20, 1968. The President did 
not take a position on the amendment. 

4. HR 15414. Excise Tax Extension. Williams (H Del.)­
Smathers (D Fla.) amendment to· impose a JO-percent surcharge 
on individual and corporate income taxes and to set a 5180.1• 
billion ceiling on fiscal 1969 spending. Accepted 53-35: R 31-3; 
D 22-32 (ND 12-24; SD 10-8), April 2, 1968 .. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

5. S 917. Omnibus Crime Bill. Kennedv (D '.\1ass.) amend­
ment prohibiting the interstate mail-order sa.le of rines and shot­
guns. Rejected 29-53: R 9-22; D 20-31 (ND 16-18: SD 4-13), May 
16, 1968. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. S 3633. Gun Control Act of 1968. Passage of the bill 
banning mail-order and most out-of-state sales (to residents of 
other states) of rilles, shotguns and ammunition and curtailing 
the sale of firearms and ammunition to minors. Passed 70-17: 
R 31-4; D 39-13 (ND 27-7; SD 12-6), Sept. 18; 1968. A "yea" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis 
Hruska 

NEVADA 
Bible 
Cannon 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

YYNYNY 
YYNYNY 

NYYNNN 
Y N N N Y 

Mcintyre N :j: ? Y Y Y 
Cotton Y Y Y N N Y 

NEW JERSEY 
Williama 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 
Anderson 
Monloya 

NEW YORK 

NYYNYY 
NYYY,/Y 

NYNNNY 
N Y N Y Y 

Goodell•• Y 
Jauits N Y Y Y Y Y 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin Y N X Y N Y 
Jordan Y N N :j: N Y 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdi•k N Y Y N N N 
Young Y Y X N N N 

OHIO 
lauKhe 
Young 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris· 
Monroney 

OREGON 

NYN,/YY 
NYYNYY 

N.;:l:N?Y 
XYNN -? 

Morse N Y ,/ N X X 
Hatfield N Y Y N N Y 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Clark N Y Y N Y Y 
Scott N Y Y Y N Y 

RHODE ISLAND 
Paslore X ,/ ,/ ,/ ,/ Y 
Pell N Y N Y Y Y 

Y Record vote for (yea). 
,/ Pa ired for. 
I Announced for or CQ roll for. 
N Record vote again1t (nay). 
X Paind against. 

Announced again•t or CQ poll agoimt. 
1 Abaent, general pair, "preeent" or 

did not announce or amiwer pOlL 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings Y N Y N X N 
Thurmond Y N N Y N N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGovem N Y Y N N ? 
Mundt Y Y N Y N N 

TENNESSEE 
Gore NYYYYY 
Baker Y Y N :j: N Y 

TEXAS 
Yarborough N Y Y - Y Y 
Tower Y X N Y N Y 

UTAH 
Moss N Y Y Y X N 
Bennett Y Y N :j: N -

VERMONT 
Aiken N Y Y Y :j: Y 
Prouty N Y N Y ? Y 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr. Y N N Y N Y 
Spong Y N Y Y Y Y 

WASHINGTON 
Jackson N Y Y Y N Y 
Magnuson N Y Y N X Y 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd Y Y N N Y Y 
Randolph N Y N Y Y Y 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson N Y Y N N Y 
Proxmire N Y Y N N Y 

WYOMING 
McGee . N Y 'f N N N 
Hansen Y Y N Y N Y 

Democrats rn thrs type; Republicans m italics 
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Kev Votes -8 REVIEW OF 1'HE SESSION 

Senate Leaves Supreme Court Jurisdiction Intact; 

Votes on Housing, Foreign Aid, ABM, OEO, Fortas 

7. S 917. Omnibus Crime Bill. Tydings (D l\ld.) amend­
ment deleting from Title II language denying the Supreme Court 
and lower federal courts jurisdiction to review the determination 
by a state court trial judge that a confession was "voluntary~" if 
the judge's determination had been upheld by the state's highest 
court. Accepted 52-32: R 16-15; D 36-17 (ND 31-3; SD 5-14), Ma~· 
21, 1968. A "yer1" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 3497. Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968. 
Passage of the bill to provide federal assistance for homeowner­
ship for low-income families and low-income rental. housing, to 
provide federal reinsurance for insurance industry riot losses. to 
set up a flood insurance program and to extend and expand a 
number of housing and urban development programs. Passed 
67-4: R 27-1; D 40-3 (ND 29-0; SD 11-3), May 28, 1968. A "yea" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 15263. Foreign Assistance Act of 1968. Morse (0 
Ore.) amendment to reduce the autho.rization for the Alliance 
for Progress grants to $70 million from S90 million. Rejected 
31-43: R 9-16; D 22-27 (ND 11-21; SD 11-6), .J.uly31, 1968. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's positiori. 

" Q) ~ :! = ~ "'co 0. ~·= ~ 

ALABAMA IN DIANA 
Hill N y ? N NN Bavh y y Lt:!~ y 
Sparkn:ian N YNN NN .Horlkff y y N y y y 

ALASKA 
\ 

IOWA 
Bartlett * y x y' * ? Hichenlooper N Y N N. N N 
Gruening * y " y' y x Miller Y y N -N N 

ARIZONA KANSAS 
Hayden N ?" ? N y y Carlson N * ? 

? N N 
Fannin N :I: N N N N Pearson y y N ? y N 

ARKANSAS KENTUCKY 
Fulbri~ht y y ? ? ? N Cooper y 

* x " 
y y 

McCle Ian N ? y N N N Morton " ? ? ? ? ? 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA 

Kuchel * :I: N N ./ y Ellender N y y y N 
Murphy N :I: N N N long N :t: N N ? N 

COLORADO MAINE 
Allott y y y x ? N M.uskie )'. )'. ~ )'. ? y 

Dominick y y y N x y Smith N YN y - . 
CONNECTICUT MARYLAND 

Dodd· y :I: N N y N Brewster y y - x :j: y 
Ribicoff y y y y y y Tydings y .y N y y y 

DELAWARE MASSACHUSEnS 

Bo1£5 
y YNNNN _. l<ennecly )'. :j; ? ? ? y 

Wi iams N Y Y N N N Brooke y YN y y' y 
RORIDA MICHIGAN 

Hollond N NNNXN Hart y y N y y y 
Smathers x :j: .? N ? ? Griffin y y ? ? y N 

GEORGIA MINNESOTA 
Russell NNYNNN McCarthy :j: * 

y * y 
Tolmadge N y y N ? N Mand.ale )'. )'. ~ )'. )'. y 

HAWAII MISSISSIPPI 
Inouye y :j: N N ? y Eastland N X y N N N 
Fong y :j: N N * ~ Stennis N N y N N N 

.IDAHO MISsOURI 
!;h11rch ;I; ;I; v v L;; long y ? ? ? ? ? 
Jordan y y YNNN Symington y y y y y y 

ILLINOIS MONTANA 
Dirksen x y XXNN Mansfield y y N " 

y y 
Percy ~ y x .;. y y Metcolf y :j: N y y y 

••Sen. Chnrle ... l:.". Goodell fR N. f.J.zu11rn i1.1 Sept. (2. /.~. 
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10. HR 18785. Defense Construction Appropriations." Nel­
son (D Wis.) amendment to reduce the appropriation for army 
construction from $537.6 million to $310.3 million to delete the 
$227.3 million designated for costs related to the deployment of 
the Sentinel antiballistic missile (ABM) system. Rejected 27-
46: R 5-14; D 22-32 (ND 20-15; SD 2-17), Aug. 1, 1968. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. · : 

11. HR 18037. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Pastore (D 
R.I.) · amendment to increase _the bill's appropriation for the 
Office of Economic Opportunity in fiscal 1969 by .$215 million 
(from $1,873,000,000 to $2,088,000,000). Accepted 37-26: R 8-14; 
D 29-12 (ND 27-1; SD 2-11), Sept. 6, 1968. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position.· 

12. Fortas Nomination. Mansfield (0 Mont.) motion to 
stop debate by invoking cloture on his motion to take up the nomi­
nation of Abe Fortas to be Chief Justice of the United States. 
Rejected 45-43:R 10-24; D 35-19 (ND 31-4; SD 4-15), Oct. 1, 1968. 
The votes of two-thirds (59) of Senators present and voting were 
required. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

"coo.o-C'I y Rerord vote for (yea). --- ,/ Paired for. 
t Announced for or CQ poll for. 
N Reroro vote again6' (nay). 

NEBRASKA x Paired against. 
Curtis N y y x - N Announced against or CQ poll against. 

Hruska N y y' x - N ? Absent, general pair ... pre9ent" or 

NEVADA 
did not announce or answer poll 

Bible y ? y N ? "'co~o-C"lt 

Cannon N y y N :j: N - - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH CAROLINA 

Mcintyre y YNN y y 
Hollings N ? YNNN 

Cotton N y y N ? N Thurmond NN YNNN 
NEW JERSEY· SOUTH DA KOT A 

Williams y y - y y y 
McGovem ? ? N y y ? 

Case y y N y y y Mundt N y y ?NN 
NEW MEXICO TENNESSEE 

Anderson y Y N N ? y 
Gore y y ? ? y y 

Montoya ? ?. N N y y Baker y Y N N_N N 
NEW YORK TEXAS 

Goodell** y 
Yarborough y y N y :j: y 

Jauits * y N y' y y Tower N y - x • N 
NORTH CAROLINA UTAH 

Ervin N y' YNNN Moss y y N y y y 
Jordan N y y N ·N Bennett N y y N XN 

NORTH DAKOTA VERMONT 
Burdi•k y y .t N :j: y Aiken y :I: N y * . Young N YNNNN Prouty y YNN ? N 

OHIO VIRGINIA 
lausche y Y N X N N Byrd, Jr. N YYNNN 
Young y y y y y y Spong y YYNNN 

OKLAHOMA 
:I: N.N 

WASHINGTON 
Harris - ? y y Jackson Y· YNN y y 
Monroney y Y N N ? y Mognuson y y y N * y 

OREGON WEST VIRGINIA 
Morse y * y 

y y 

" Byrd N y y N YN 
Hatfield * y y' y y y Randolph y y y y y y 

PENNSYLVANIA WISCONSIN 
Clark y y N y y y Nelson ? y N y y y 
Scott y y y' y' y y Proxmire y y N y y y 

RHODE ISLAND WYOMING 
Pastore y YNN y y McGee ? ? N N y y 
Pell y y x y y y Hansen N y * ? N N 

Democrats in this type; Republicans in 1tal1cs 
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The editors of Con,gressional Quarterly annually select a series of "key votes". that represent m~jor issues 

before Congress and also reflect bot.h the mood of Congress and the impact constituent and other pressures can have 
on a Member's vote. They also show, if it is known, how Members reacted to the President's position. In 1969, the 
major issues were taz reform and tll% reduction including increased personal exemptions and decreased advantages 
for the oil and gas industry, approval of the nuclear nonproliferation treaty, electoral reform, deployment of anti­
ballistic missiles (ABM), coal mine safety, voting rights extension, poverty program extension, the lottery plan for 
selective service and foreign aid. 

House Key Votes 
1. POWELL SEATING. The House Jan. 3 ended the private foundations, other tax-exempt organizations, 

·two-year exile it had forced on Rep. Adam C. Powell charitable contributions, income from oil and other 
(D N.Y.) in 1967. Before permitting him to be seated, minerals, capital gains and real estate. The investment 
however, the House fined him $25,000 and stripped him tax credit was repealed and the surtax extended at 5 
of his seniority. The key vote was on a motion by Judi- percent through June 30, 1970. Only 10 Republicans and 
ciary Committee Chairman Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) to 20 Democrats voted against passage: R 176-10; D 219-20 
move the previous question on the re&ilution (H Res 2) (ND 150-1; SD 69-19). 
to seat Powell, fine him the $25,000 at the rate of $1, 150 5. ELECTORAL COLLEGE. With the memory of 
per month and to commence his seniority as of the date of the 1968 Presidential election fresh in their minds and the 
his swearing-in. The previous question was ordered by a possibility that the election could have been thrown into 
249-171 vote with the Republicans divided almost evenly the House of Representatives for selection of the Presi-
on the question, 96-89 and the Democrats voting 153-82 dency, the House Sept. 18 passed a proposed constitu-
(ND 136-12; SD 17-70). · tional amendment to abolish the electoral college system. 

2. SURTAX. President Nixon's tax package, designed By a 338-70 vote, the House passed HJ Res 681 to provide 
to fight inflation and give tax relief to the poor, squeaked for the direct popular election of the President and Vice 
by the House June 30 by a 210-205 party-line vote. Four President. Opposition to the measure came largely from 
Republicans switched their votes to. aid passage. The Southern Democrats-R 154-26; D 184-44 (ND 142-3; SD 
bill (HR 12290) extended the surtax at 10 percent through 42-41). The President did not take a position on the 
Dec. 31, 1969, and at 5 percent through· June 30, 1970, re- resolution. 
pealed the 7 -percent investment credit and provided a low- 6. SELECTIVE SERVICE REFORM. The President 
income allowance for individuals. The bulk of the oppos- scored a major victory Oct. 30 when the House passed 
ing votes came from liberals who had insisted upon mean- the Administration's draft lottery proposal (HR 14001). 
ingful tax reform as a price for the one-year surtax Action on the bill came after the President Sept. 19 
extension, and conservatives who were against increased threatened to "take unilateral action by executive order" 
federal spending impl-ied by higher taxes. Voting for the if Congress failed to act in the 1969 session. The House 
bill were 154 Republicans and 56 Democrats; against the passed the Administration proposal by a lopsided 383-12 
bill were 26 Republicans and 179 Democrats. The break- vote: R 175-1; D 208-11 (ND 126-11; SD 82-0). On Nov. 19, 

. down of the Democratic vote was ND 22-129; SD 34-50. ' the Senate, which earlier had been divided over the Ad-
3. EDUCATION FUNDS. Despite Administration ministration proposal, approved it by a voice vote. 

efforts to hold the line on spending for federal programs to 7. VIETNAM RESOLUTION. The second major pol-. 
help curb inflation, the House July 31 voted to increase icy declaration on Vietnam by Congress since the 1964 
spending on education programs by more than $1 billion Gulf of Tonkin resolution was approved Dec. 2 by the 
over the amounts requested by the Administration. The House. During a two-day debate on a number of issues re-
bulk of the increase-$894.5 million-was added through lated to the war in Vietnam, the Hou;P. by a 334-55 vote 
an amendment to the Labor-HEW appropriations bill passed a resolution (H Res 613) commending President 
(HR 13111) by Charles S. Joelson (D N.J.), supported by Nixon's efforts to achieve "peace with justice" in Vietnam. 
almost all Democrats and a majority of the Republicans. Only one Republican-Ogden R. Reid (N.Y.)-was 
Nearly half of the increase ($398 million) was for the among the 55 opponents. Although H Res 613 had the ac-
politically popular program of aid to federally impacted tive support of the leadership of both parties, liberal Dem-
areas, which reaches more than 375 Congressional dis- ocrats and some Republican doves objected to the speed 
tricts. The amendment was adopted 294-119: R 99-81; with which the measure was sent to the floor shortly af-
D 195-38 (ND 147-2; SD 48-36). ter the President's Nov. 3 address to the nation on Viet-

4. TAX REFORM. Climaxing seven months of work nam. The breakdown of the vote was R 172-1: D 162-54 
by the House Ways and Means Committee, the House (ND 89.-54; SD 73-0). (See vote 25, p. 9-S, 1967 Almanac.) 
Aug. 7 overwhelmingly approved a major tax reform bill · 8. FOREIGN AID. By a narrow 200-195 vote, the ~ 
(HR 13270). The legislation lowered individual tax rates House Dec. 9 passed a bill (HR 15149) appropriating $1.6 
by an average of 5 percent, provided a low-income allow- billion for foreign aid in fiscal 1970. Those who voted 
ance to remove most poor persons from tax rolls and con- against the bill-the lowest appropriation in the history 
tained provisions to ensure that persons with large non- of foreign aid-included supporters of the program who 
taxable incomes and large deductions did not totally objected to the addition of $104.5 million in military· 
escape tax liability. The comprehensive measure, ap- assistance to South Korea and Nationalist China. A 
proved by a 39'"5-30 vote, also tightened tax treatment of majority of Republicans and Southern Democrats voted 
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against the measure-R 79-91; D 121-104 (ND 92-52; SD tion of the program. The breakdown of the vote was R 
29-52). 103-63; D 60-168 (ND 7-139; SD 53-29). 

9. VOTING RIGHTS. Another close victory for the 11. COAL MINE SAFETY. Despite the threat of a 
Administration came when the House Dec. 11 approved Presidential veto, the House Dec. 17 adopted the confer-
by a 208-204 vote the Administration voting rights bill ence report on the bill (S 2917) to improve health and 
(HR 4249). Southern Democrats joined Republicans to safety conditions of persons working in the coal mining 
pass the measure to extend the Voting Rights Act of 1965 industry. The Administration objected to provisions to 
nationv.;de rather than to extend the Act unamended. compensate victims of black lung disease because, it 
The Administration bill had the effect of weakening the argued, the assistance would cost up to $385 million a 
Act, particularly by deleting a provision in the Act which year. The vote on adoption of the conference report was 
required feden1I approval before state laws on voting 333-12: R 144-12; D 189-0 (ND 128-0; SD 61-0). 
could take effect. The key vote was on an amendment 12. MINORITY HIRING. The House sided with the 
in the nature of a substitute (HR 12695) by Minority Administration late in the session in a dispute over 
Leader Gerald R. Ford (R Mich.) to the committee bill. whether the Government should require federal contrac-
The amendment was adopted 208-204: R 129-49; D 79- · tors to set targets for hiring minority workers. After the 
155 (ND 10-141; SD 69,14). Administration ·had developed the so-called "Phila-

10. POVERTY PROGRAM. The strongest effort in delphia Plan" for minority hiring, the Comptroller Gen-
the history of the poverty program to turn its control over era! ruled that the quota system violated the Civil Rights 
to the .states was beaten Dec. 12 after House leaders de~ Act of 1964. In passing the fiscal 1970 supplemental 
layed action on the bill for several weeks to rally support appropriations bill, the ·Senate had added language 
behind a straight two-year extension of the program. The allowing the Comptroller General to refuse federal funds 
Administration had requested th·e two-year extension, but to any programs he considered illegal. When the measure 
had been opposed largely by Republicans and Southern came back to the House, a motion to agree to the Senate 
Democrats who argued that states should be given the amendment (and thus, in effect, to kill the Philadelphia 
option to run the program. The state-control effort was Plan) was defeated Dec. 22 by a 156-208 vote, with a 
defeated when the House rejected by a 163-231 vote a majority of Democrats voting for the Senate amendment 
motion by William H. Ayres (R Ohio) to recommit the bill and a majority of Republicans voting against the amend-
(HR 12321) to committee with instructions to report ment. The breakdown of the vote was R 41-124: D 115-84 
back the substitute bill providing for state administra- (ND 54-78; SD 61-6). 

Senate Key Votes 

I. NONPROLIFERATION TREATY. After months 
of delay during which approval became a political issue, 
the Senate on March 13 overwhelmingly consented to 
the ratification of the treaty to ban t.he spread of nuclear 
weap0ns. The accord drafted by the United States and 
Soviet Union had been signed and sent to the Senate in 
·July 1968. After the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia 
in August, Presidential candidate Richard M. Nixon 
and others opposed action on the treaty at that time al­
though they supported its contents. On Feb. 5, 1969, 
President Nixon called for "prompt" Senate action. The 
treaty, regarded as a milestone in arms-control efforts, 
barred the transfer of nuclear devices to countries which 
did not possess such equipment. The treaty was approved 
83-15: R 34-8; D 49-7 (ND 38-0; SD 11-7). 

2. NATIONAL COMMITMENTS. The Senate June 
25 inoved to regain active participation in foreign policy 
by approving a two-year-old declaration of intent de­
fining national commitments and reasserting the Con­
gressional role in making such commitments. This resolu­
tion, which did not carry the force of law, nevertheless 
represented a clear expression of Senate sentiment 
opposed by Presidents Johnson and Nixon as a restriction 
on the · President. The measure had been· originally in­
troduce_d in. 1967 as a result of the expanding controversy 
over growing involvement into the undeclared war in 
Vietnam: The Senate passed the resolution, which did 
not require House action, by a vote of 70-16: R 27c13; 
D 43-3 (ND 28-3; SD 15-0). 

3. FARM SUBSIDY CEILING. For the second year 
in a row, the Senate blocked House attempts to limit 
farm subsidies to individual farmers. Such an amend­
ment was attached t"4the omnibus farm bill in the House 

; c 

in 1968 but deleted in conference with the Senate. In 
1969, the House against accepted a floor. amendment to 
the agriculture appropriations bill (HR 11612) limiting 
federal farm subsidy payments to $20,000. The Senate 
Appropriations Committee June 25 removed the limita­
tion. It argued the limitation would increase the cost 
of the cotton program and that such action should be 
considered thoroughly as part of a pending review of farm 
legislation. On July 7, the Senate by a vote of 53-34 
specifically approved the Committee's deletion and later 
rejected a separate move to impose an even lower sub­
sidy limit. A majority of Republicans and Democrats 
opposed the limitation although a majority of Northern 
Democrats favored it in a victory for the conservative 
coalition (ND 13-17; SD 15-4; R 25-13). 

4. SURTAX EXTENSION. Despite earlier attempts 
by the Senate Democratic leadership to block extension 
of the IO-percent income tax surcharge, the Senate on 
July 31, voted such an. extension until Dec. 31, 1969, 
by a vote of 51-48 (ND 27-10; SD 18-1; R 6-37). Senate 
Democratic leaders had sought to link the Administration­
sought extension with tax reform proposals they favored. 
President Nixon March 26 requested an extension of the 
IO-percent surtax through June 30. On April 21 he offered 
his tax reform plan. In his proposal, the surtax would be 
extended at io percent through Dec. 31, and at 5 percent 
through June 30, 1970. When the Democratic leadership 
relented to allow an extension \\;thout tax reform, Sen. 
Russell B. Long (D La.) offered the IO-percent extension 
to Dec. 31 as an amendment to a House-passed bill on 
collection of federal unemployment taxes (HR 9951). 
Although Republicans generally opposed the Long pro­
posal as not going far enough to brake inflation, the 
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Key Votes - 3 

Senate approved the partial extension by a narrow 
margin. The House agreed to the Senate proposal a few 
weeks later and a provision extending the surtax at 5 
percent until June. 30, 1970, was contained in the tax 
reform bill (HR 13270). 

5. SAFEGUARD ABM. In 1969, as in 1968, a signifi­
cant debate involved construction of a defense against 
enemy missiles. In 1968, President Johnson's Sentinel 
ABM program to defend U.S. cities was the subject of 
several votes supporting the plan. President Nixon de­
cided March 14 to protect the U.S. retaliatory missile 
arsenal instead. Opposition continued, and an intense 
lobbying campaign on both sides was waged in the Sen­
ate, where an extremely close vote was foreseen. Sen. 
Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) introduced an amend­
ment to the Defense Procurement Bill (S 2546) to knock 
out all funds for the program. When that proposal was 
rejected 11-89 Sen. Smith and other opponents drafted 
a compromise amendment to block any work on the Pres­
ident's Safeguard ABM system but allowing development 
of other ABM defenses. On that crucial vote the Senate 
Aug. 6 divided evenly 50-50 thus rejecting the proposal. 
On a subsequent vote to limit Safeguard work to research, 
Sen. Smith sided with the Administration to form a 49-51 
vote supporting Safeguard. The ABM was approved by 
larger margins in the House and later in the Senate. 
The 50-50 vote was· a victory for the conservative coalition 
as a majority of Republicans and Southern Democrats 
sided with the President for the ABM. R 14-29; D 36-
2l(ND 31-7, SD 5-14). - . . 

. 6. HAYNSWO.RTH NOMINATION. Perhaps the 
Administration's worst Congressional ·defeat of 1969 oc­
curred Nov. 21 when the Senate, by a 45-55 vote, rejected 
the President's nomination of Clement F. Haynsworth 
Jr. for the Supreme Court. The rejection, largely over 
Haynsworth's financial dealings while on the 4th Circuit 
Court of Appeals, climaxed three months of debate and 
lobbying over the nomination. The Aug. · 18 nomination 
of Haynsworth was actively opposed by organized labor 
and civil rights groups on th.e grounds that Haynsworth 
had sided against them in decisions before his court. 
Revelation by opponents also indicated that he had had 
financial ties with organizations involved in cases before 
him. The Administration waged an aggressive lobbying 
campaign in support, and several Senators complained 
of the pressure. Ultimately, the Senate rejected the nom­
ination by a 45-55 vote (ND 3-35; SD 16-3; R 26-17). 

7. OIL DEPLETION ALLOWANCK Senate liberals 
won a sizable victory over a traditional target as the 
chamber Dec. 1 defeated an attempt to retain for tax pur­
poses the 27.5-percent depletion allowance for oil and gas 
companies. In rejecting by a 30-62 vote an amendment to 
the tax· reform bill by Allen J. Ellender (D La.) to restore 
the full depletion ·allowance, the Senate sided with the 
Finance Committee, which had recommended a reduc­
tion to 23 percent (ND 5-30; SD 8-10; R 17-22). However, 
a subsequent 38-52 vote rejected an attempt to reduce 
the depletion allowance to the 20-percent level recom­
mended by the House. Although the President favored 
retention of the 27.5-percent allowance, the .final version 
of the bill (HR 13270) reduced the figure to 22 percent. 

8. PERSONAL EXEMPTION. In another blow to 
the Administration, the Senate Dec. 3 voted 58-37 to 
raise the persog_al exemption for the iricome tax from $600 
to $800: R 10~32; D 48-5 (ND 35-0; SD 13-5). The in-
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crease came over Presidential threats .to veto the tax re­
form bill as not "fiscally responsible" if the exemption 
increase was added. The sponsor, Albert Gore (D Tenn.), 
had originally sought a $1,000 exemption but switched to 
the $800 figure in a move that undermined Senate Repub­
lican moves to offer their own exemption increase and left 
liberal Republicans critical of the Administration. In a 
compromise move in the House-Senate conference on the 
tax bill, the personal exemption was increased to $750. 

9. TAX REFORM. Disregarding a Presidential pro­
mise to veto the bill, the Senate Dec. 11 climaxed a year 
of tax reform deliberations by passing HR 13270 by a 
69-22 vote (ND 35-0; SD 16-2; R 18-20). The President had 
threatened such a veto if the Senate measure contained 
the increase to $800 for personal exemption and the 15-
percent increase in Social Security benefits. In the final 
version of the bill worked out in conference, the personal 
exemption was scaled down to $750 but the Social Se­
curity increase was retained. 

10. LAOS TROOP CURB. In another move to re­
store the Congressional role in foreign affairs, the Senate 
Dec. 15 voted to prohibit the introduction of U.S. ground 
combat troops into Laos and Thailand by a vote of 73-17. 
The proposal was a substitute to a pending amendment to 
the defense appropriations bill (HR 15090) which would 
have limited U.S. aid to those countries to equipment 
and material. The President had earlier stated no U.S. 
combat troops were involved in Laos. It was supported by 
a majority of both parties (ND 25-7; SD 10-8; R 38-2). 

11. SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. The Senate Dec . 
17 backed the Administration by watering down a House-

. passed attempt to legalize freedom-of-choice school 
desegregation plans. The House provision would have 
impeded federal enforcement of school desegregation by 
forbidding termination of funds to districts which had a 
freedom-of-choice plan. This House language was opposed 
by the. Administration and liberal and civil rights forces. 
An ·Administration-backed amendment to the House 
rider to the Labor-HEW appropriations bill (HR 13111) 
weakened the House restriction by adding the words 
"except as required by the Constitution." This . action 
received Senate endorsement 52-37: R 22-19; D 30-18 
(ND 28-3; SD 2~15). A day later, the House agreed. . 

12. AID TO CHINA. Although the concept of 
foreign aid has repeatedly been a controversial issue in 
the past, in 1969 the most vehement debate centered 
around an unbudgeted item for Nationalist China which 
was added in the House. As a result of efforts by key 
Members of Congress the House approved an additional 
$54.5 million in the foreign aid authorization for Taiwan 
to purchase additional jet aircraft. Although the amount 
was stricken from the authorization measure, it was 
nevertheless included in the foreign aid appropriations 
bill (HR 15149). Numerous Members objected to the· 
appropriations without authorization and specifically 
to additional unrequested military assistance. Liberal 
Senators Dec. 20 won a last-ditch move to block the 
appropriation wheri the Senate backed a motion by Mike 
Mansfield (D Mont.) to table the conference report on 
HR 15149 by .a 39-29 vote: R 8-19; D 31-10 (ND 23-
4; SD 8-6). The chamber later voted to send the con­
ferees back to negotiate. with the House with instruc­
tions that the amount appropriated not exceed the 
authorization, a move which delayed final acceptance 
of the appropriations until 1970. 
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SENATE RATIFIES NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION TREATY; 

VOTES ABM DEPLOYMENT; TURNS DOWN HAYNSWORTH 

1. Exec. H, 90th Congress, 2nd Session. Nuclear Nonprolif­
eration Treaty. Approval of the resolution consenting to the ratifi­
cation of the treaty to ban the spread ·of nuclear weapons. 
Approved 83-15: R 34-8; D 49-7 (ND 38-0; SD 11-7), March 13, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

2. S Res 85. National Commitments Resolution. Passage of 
the resolution ·defining a national commitment as the use of 
armed forces on foreign territory or a promise to assist a foreign 
country by armed force or financial resources, and affirming the 
role of the Congress with respect to making national commit­
ments. Passed 70-16: R 27-13; D 43-3 (ND 28-3; SD 15-0), June 2.5, 
1969. A "nay" was .a vote supporting the President's position. 

3. HR 11612. Agriculture Appropriations. Adoption of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee amendment eliminating the 
House-passed $20,000 ceiling on subsidy payments to individual 
farmers. Adopted 53-34: R 2.5-13; D 28-21 (ND 13-17; SD 15-4), 
July 7, 1969. · The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. · 

4. HR 9951. Unemployment Tax Collection. Adoption of Long 
(D La.) amendment to extend the surtax at IO percent through 
Dec. 31. Adopted 51-48: R 6-37; D 45-11 (ND 27-10; SD 18-1), 
July 31, 1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

5~ S 2546. Defense Procurement Authorization. Second Smith 
(R Maine) amendment to prevent funds from being used on the 
Safeguard antiballistic missile (ABM) system while allowing 
development of other ABM or weapons systems. Rejected 50-50: 
R 14-29; D 36-21 (ND 31-7; SD 5-14), Aug. 6, 1969. Vice.President 
Agnew also voted "nay." A "nay" was' a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

6. Haynsworth Nomination. Rejection of President Nixon's 
nomination of Clement F. Haynsworth Jr. as an Associate 
Justice of the Supreme .Court. Rejected 45-55; R 26-17; D 19-38 
(ND 3-35; SD 16-3), Nov. 21, 1969. A ''.yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

(For oth;.r key Senate votes, seep. 106.) 

- KEY-
-~·..,"<tll'l'O -~M~..,'O -~.., ........ '() y Record vote for (yea). 

'I ,; - ~ ,.: 1 " Paired for. 
AlABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE t Announced for or CQ poll for. 

Allen N Y Y N N Y Hughes y t N Y Y N Mcintyre y Y N Y YN 
N Record vote age.inst (nay). 

Sparkman y f y y N y Miller y y Y N N N Cotton y Y ? N NY 
X Paired against. 

ALASKA KANSAS NEW JERSEY 
Announced again•t or CQ.poll Gravel y y" y y y Dole y y YNN y Williams y ? N N YN 

Stevens y y YNN y Pearson y y y N y y Case y y· N y YN against. 

.ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO ? ·Abeent, general pair, "pre&ent" or 

Fannin NN Y N N Y Caok y y y N y y Anderson y Y ?. Y N N did not announce or answer poll. 
Goldwater N N Y N N Y Cooper f y y N y N Montoya y y Y N Y N 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW YORK 
. Fulbright y y y y y y .Ellender y y y y y y Goodell y ? N y y N 

-~ .., .... .,.,'O 
McOellan ? y y YN y Long N y y y N y Javits y y N y y N 

CAUFORNIA MAINE NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
<;taf!.d_on y y )'. )'. )'. bl Musltie y y y y y N Ervin N y y y N y Yarboreugh YYYYYN 
.J,/LH!Jfl)' 

. ---·--·-· 
Y N N Y ""SiTliih T N y N y N Jordan y y y y Ny N Tower NNYNNY 

C0l011AOO MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Allott y N YNN y . Tydings y ? x y y N Burdick y Y Y N Y N Moss Y?NYYN 
Dominick NN YNN y Mathias y Y N NY N Young y Y Y N NY Bennett YNYNNY 

_CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS OHIO VERMONT 
Dodd ., y N Y Y N N J(en.nedy )'. l'. ~ l'. y_r_..1 Young y Y N N YN Aiken y y y y y y 
Rit.icaff y ' X Y Y N Brooke y y ·NY N Sa:rbe y Y N N YN Prouty y y X N N y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Bo figs y YNNN y Hart y t N N Y N Harris y y N y YN Byrd, Jr. ~ y N y N y 
Williams y YNNNN Griffin y N ·NN N Bellman YNNNNY Spong y y N y N y 

flORIDA MINNESOTA OREGON WASHINGTON 
Holland y·y y y N y McCarthy y y y y y N Hatfield YYNNYN Jackson Y N N Y N N 
Gurney N-N•'NN y _Mondale l'. l'. ~ )'. l'. ~- Packwood y Y N N N N Magnus.on y y •' y y N 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Ruuell N ' y y N y Eastland N y y YN y Schweiker y Y N N Y N Byrd y y Y N N y 
Talmadge y y y y N y Stennis N y y YN y Scott y Y N N N N Randolph y y y y y y 

HAWAII MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Inouye y y y y y N Eagleton y y y y y N Pastore y y N YNN Nelson YYXNYN 
Fong· y ? YNN y Symington y y y y y N Pell y y N y y N Pro.-mire YYNNYN 

IDAHO MONTANA SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 
Church / y y N y y N Mansfield y y N y y N Hollings N ? y y N y McGee y N y y N N 
Jordan y y YNNN Metcalf y y •' y y N Thurmond N N Y N NY Hansen y -N Y N N y 

IWNOIS NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA 
Percy Y Y N N y N Curtis N Y Y N N y McGovern y y N ? YN 
Smiih •••• • y Hru.<ka y Y Y· N N Y Mundt y Y Y N NY 

IN DIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE 
D-•• L y ? N y y N Bible YYYNNN Gore y t N y y N 

·Hartke Y Y N ·Y y N Cannon YYfNYN Baker y y y y Ny . 
Democrah m this type; Republicaris.in 1talic1 • Mrmbcr had not been llL'Om rn u:hPn vote uias takPn. 
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Key Votes - 5 

HOUSE SEATS ADAM CLAYTON .POWELL; GREATLY BOOSTS 

EDUCATION FUNDS; VOTES TO E.ND ELECTORAL COLLEGE 

1. H Res. 2. Powell Seatini:. Cellt>r (D N.Y.) motion to move 
the previous question on the n-,wilut ion to s_eat .~dam C. ~m~ell 
(D N.Y.), to fine him $2..'i,O\lO nnd to strip him of seniority. 
Adopted 249-171: R 96-89;. D 15:1-8:.! (ND 136-12; SD 17-70), Jan. 
3, 1969. The President did not tuke 11 JXk!ition on the motion. 

2. HR 12290. Surtax. Pa.-.s11ge of the bill extending_ the 
surtax at 10 percent through Dec, :II and at 5 percent through 
June 30, 1970, repealing the ; -perct>nt investment credit, post­
poning reductfons in certain e'.\i:ise taxes and providing a low­
income allowance· to ensure thut poor families paid no income 
taxes. Passed 210-205: R 154-:l>: D 50-li9 (ND 2:.!-129; SD 34-50); 
June 30, 1969. A "yea" was u vote supporting the President;s 
position. 

3. HR 13111. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Joelson (D N.J.) 
amendment to add $894,5-H.000 to the appropriations for 
elementary and secondary ecluc11tion, aid to federally impacted· 
areas, higher education and v1>.::1tional education. Adopted 
294-119: R 99-81· D 195-38 tND 1-17-~ SD 48-36), July 31, 
1969. A "nay" wW: a vote supportin11 the President's position. 

-~"'·"""° 
-eo. ... ..,111-0 

ALABAMA W. Angelft Co. 

3 Andrews NNN y .... y 17 A..0.,...... YN y y y y 

7 B ... ill NN y y .... y 29 lrown y N y y y x 
5 Flowers N N y y N y 71 Corman y N y y y y 

8 Jones y ll Haw~in1 y N y y y N N y y y N 

4 Nichol1 y 19 Holifiekl y N y y y y 
NN v· y N 

6 Buchanan N y N y ' y 76 .... y N y y y N 

2 Dickinson N y N y ' ·y 30 hyl>ol y N y y " y 

I Edwards N y N y y y 31 Wilton y N y y .Y y 

ALASKA :~ 8,/l y y .Y y y ? 

AL Pollock N y y y \ ' :.'3 Claznron N X N y y y 

ARIZONA ::~ i;,,/duater • y N y N y 

2 Udall y y y y y y .l:> Hl>.. .. mt!r N y y y y y 
I:• 

:'~ Lip.«·omb N.; ? '.? ? ? I Rhodes y y N y v y 

3 Steiger N y N y y Y. :V Smith N Y N N y y 

ARKANSAS ~ Wi~.~ins y y N y y y 

1 AlexariCMr N y y y y y COlORADO 

2 Mills y y y y y ., 4 Ar.pin.all N y y y y y 

4 Pryor y y y y ' y 3 Evan• y N y y y y 

3. Hammerschmidt N y y y y y l log•,. y N y y y y 

CAUFORNIA ~ l:Jn.1t1man y y y y y y 

S Burton y N y y ' ' CONNECTICUT 
7 Cohelan y N y y ' 

y l Docldario y y y ? y ? 

.9 Edwards y N ? • y N :S Giaimo y N y y y y 

34 Hanna • N y y y ' 3 Monagan y y y y y ? 

2 Johnson y N y y ' ' 2 St. Ongtt y N y y y y 

4 Loggett y N y y • y ".\t ..... hll y N y y y y 

15 McFall y N y y y y 4 1r.-;,.11~r y N y y y y 

8 Mill• YN y y y ' L'eUWAll 

3 Mou YN y y ,, 
' :(;. Ro>1it y y N y y y 

16 Si•k y N y y • ' ROCID.t. 
38 Tunney· y N y. y v ' )8-tt NNN y y y 

37 Van O..riln y N y y • ' .. O..,ppell NN x y N y 

14 Waldie ? N y y ... ' l? Fa.c.il y y y y y y 

I Clausen N y y y ' ' ? Fvqvo NN ? y N y 

10 Gub.•er y y y y . ' ~ GibboM NN y y y y 

I I McCloskey y y y y " ' 1 Hal.y NNN y N y 

6 Mailliard y y y y '· ' ll~ 
y y I y y y 

I8 Mathias N y y y ' ' 9~ 
N Y N y y y 

33 Pettis y y y y ' ' l s;k .. N Y N. y N y 

-I2 Talcott y y y y ' ' ;l~t" NNN y y y 

I3 Teague y y y y . ' "i-. C.-...:,,n- N y .N y y y 

35 Uu N y NN ' ' -s frv:- N Y N Y y y 

36 Wilson y .y N N '" 

4. HR 13270. Tax Reform Act of 1969. Passage of the bill 
reducing ·individual income taxes by an average of 5 percent 
extending the income surtax at 5 percent through June 30' 
1970, repealing the 7 -percent investment tax credit, reducin~ 
mineral and oil depletion allowances and making other changes 
in the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. Passed 395-30: R 176-10; 
D 219-20 (ND 150-1; SD 69-19), Aug. 7, 1969. The President did 
not take a position on the bill. 

5. H J Res 681. Electoral Reform. Passage of the bill to 
amend. the Constitution by abolishin~ the electoral college and 
providing for the direct popular election of the President and 
Vice President. Passed 338-70: R 154-26; D 184-44 (ND 142-3; 
SD 42-41), Sept. 18, 1969. An affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
those present and voting was required for passage of the con­
stitutional amendment. The President did not take a position on 
the bill. · ' · 

6. HR 14001. Selective Service Reform. Passage of the bill 
amending the Selective Service Act of 1967 by removing a pro­
vision prohibiting the President from instituting a random 
selection (lottery) system for induction into the armed forces. 
Passed 383-12: R 175-1; D 208-11 (ND 126-11; SD 82-0), Oct. 30, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

-eo. ... ..,111-0 - KEY-
GEORGIA 

y Record vote for (yH). 

" Paired for. 3 Brinkley N N y y I'-! y 
t Announced for or CQ poll for. 7 Davis N N y y y y 

6 Flynt N NN y N y N Record vote against (nay). 
1 Hagan N N N y N y x Paired against. 

Announced against' or CQ poll 9 land;um N N y y y y . 
2 O'Neal N N N y N y against. 

10 Stephens N ? y y y y ? Absent, general pair, "present" or 
8 Stuckey N N Y y N y did not announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackbum N Y•N ~ N y 
5 Thompson N y y y y y 

HAWAII 
-ritf").Q.111)"() AL _Ma~unaga y N y y y y 

AL Mink y N y y y y INDIANA 
IDAHO 3 Brademas y N y y y ? 2 Hansen, O. y y y y y y 9 Hamilton y y y y y y 

I McClure N y y y N y 11 Jacobs y N y y y y 
IWNOIS 1 Madden y N y y y y 
21 Gray y N y y y y 4 Adair N N y y y y 
24 Price y N y y y· y 6 Bray N y N y y y 
23 Shipley NNN y y y IO Dennis N y N y N 
I6 Anderson 

y 
y y N y y Y. 2 Landgrebe N Y N N N y 

I7 Arends y Y. N y y y 7 Myers y y N y y y 
I4 Erlenbom y y N y y y 5 Roudebush N N N Y y y 
20 Findley y y N y y y 8 Zion N N Y·Y y y 
I2 McC/ory y y y y y ? IOWA 
I8 Michel N N N y y y 2 Culver N N y y y y 
I9 Railsback y y y y y y S Smith N N y y y y 
I5 Reid .. 

N y N y y y 3 Gross N NN y N y 
22 Springer y y y y y y 4 Kyl N NN y y y 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Mayne N y N y N y 

7 Annunzio y y ,/ y y y 7 Scherle N N N y N y 
1 Dawson y y y y " ? I Schwengel y y y y y y 
5 Klunynsld y y ? y y y KANSAS 
2 Milrva y N y y y ? 2 Mize N y y y N y 
3 Murphy· y y y y y y I Sebelius N y N y N y 

11 Pucinski y N y y y • 4 Shriver N y y y y y 
6 Vacancy 5 Skubitz N y y y y y 
8 Rostenkowski y y y y y y 3 Winn N y y y y y 
9 Yates y N y y y y KENTUCKY\ ·. IO Collier y y N y y y 2 Natcher N N y y y y 

13 Vacancy 7 Perkin• y N y y y y 
4 Derwin.•ki y y N y N y 1 Stubblefield. N N y y y y 

.. O.mocrato in thio typei Republican.o in italics • i\f,mber had not bten su·om in u·hf'n 1.:ote U"a.• taken.. 
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Key Votes· 6 

- <'fC"') ~.,., '° - .... .., .., .,, 'O - .... .., .., .,, 'O -C"CC"')iltfl.t')'C 

6 Watts N y y y y y 2 Symington y N y y \ y I I Taylor NN y y y y 1 Riven N y N y N y 
5 Carter N y y y y y 7 /fall N y N y N y JO Hrovhill N y N y y y 2 Watson N y N y N y 
3 Cou·ger NN N y y y MONTANA 9 Jon~s N y NN y y SOUTH DAKOTA 
4 Sn.'•der NN ? y y y 2 Melcher • N y N x y 5 Mizell N y N y y y 2 Berry N y N y N y 

LOUISIANA I Olsen y N y y y y .8 Ruth N y N y y y 1 Reifel y y y y N y 
2 Bogg• y y y y y y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE 
3 Caffery NN N N N y 2 Cunningham y y y y y y 1 Andrews y N y y y y 6 Anderson NN y y y y 
7 Edwa,d1 NN N N .y y 1 Denney N y N y y y 2 Kleppe N y y y N y 7 Blanton NN y y y y 
1 Hebert N •' N N N y 3 Martin N y N y y y OHIO 4 Evins y •' ? y N y 
8. long NN N N N y NEVADA 9 Ashley N y y y y y 5 Fulton N N y y y y 
5 Pau.man NN N N N y Al Baring N N y y N ? 20 Feighan y N y y y y 8 Jonea * N y y x y 
6 Rarick NN N N N ? NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Haya y N y y y y 3 Brock N y N y N y 
4 Waggonner NN N N N y 2 Cleveland y y N y N y 19 Kirwan ? ? ?" ? ? 2 Duncan N y N y N y 

MAINE I Wyman .. y y N y y y 21 Stokes y N y y y y 9 Kuykendall N y N y N y 
2 Hathaway YN y y y y HEW JERSEY 22 Yanik y N y y y y I Quillen N y y y N y 
I Kyro1 YN y y y y 14 Daniels y N y y y 17 Ashbrook N N N N N y TEXAS 

MARYLAND 13 Gailogher y ? ' y y ? 14 Ayres y y y y y y 9 Brooks y y y y y y 
4 Fallon y y y y y y 9 Hel1to1ki y N y y y N 8 Betts N y N y y y 17 Burleaan N y NN N y 
7 Friedel y y y y y y 3 Howard y N y . y y y 16 Bow y y N y y y 5 Cabell N y N y y y 

• 3 Garmatz y N y y y y 11 Minish y N y y y y 7'Brown y y y y y y 22 Car.ey N y N y y y 
2 long YN y y y y 15 Parten y y y y y y 2 Clancy N N N y y y IS de la Gana N y y y ? y 
6 Ben// y y y y y y !_QJ.~~np y ,.; y y y y 12 Det•ine N y x y y 2 Dowdy, N N N N N y .. 

·6 Har.<ha 8. Gude y y y y y y 8 Vacancy N y y y y y 8 Eckhardt N N y y N y 
5 Hogan N y y y y y 4 Thompson y x y y y y 5 Lalla N y y y y y 21 f;1her N y y N N y 
1 Morton y y N y y y 6 Cahill y ? y y y ' 2./ Lukens . y y y N y 20 Gonzal .. y N y N y y 

MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwyer ? y y y y y 4 McCulloch N y y y y y 23 Kazen y N y N y y 
2 Boland y N y y y y 5 Frelinghuysen y y y y y y 10 Miller N y y y y y 19 Mahon N Y N N N y 

11 Burka y y y y y y I Hunt N N N y y y 23 Minshall N y y y y y I Patman N y y y N y 
4 Donohue y N y y y y 2 Sandman y y y y y y 13 Masher . y y y y y 10· Pickle - y y y y N y 
6 Harrington * .. * * * y 7 Widnall y y y y y y 11 Stanton y y y y y y 11 Poage N y y y ? y 
7 Macdonald y N y y y y NEW MEXICO I Taft . y ' ' y y 13 Purcell N y y N ? y 
9 McCarmacl< 2 Foreman N N y y NY 3 Whalen .y y y y y y 4 Roberta N N N N y y 
8 O'Neill ? ? y y y •·. I Lujan N ? N y y ? 15 Wylie N y N y y y 6 Teogue N y N N y y 
3 .PhBbin y N y y y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 16 White y N y N y y 
J Conte y y y y y y 41 Dul1ki. y N y y y y 3 Albert y y y y y y 12 Wright y y y y y y 

10 Heckler y y .y y y y 34 Hanley y N y y y y 2 E'dmondM>n y N y N y y 14 Young N y y y y y 
12 Keith y y y y y y S Lowenstein y N y y YN 5 Jarman N N N N y ? 7 Bush N y NN y y 
5 Morse y y y y y y 39 McCarthy YN y y y y 4 Steed y y y y y . 3 Collins N Y N N y y 

MICHIGAN 25 Ollinger YN y y yy I Belcher N y y N y y 18 Price N y N y .. y 
12 O'Hara y N y y y y I Pike y y y y y y. 6 Camp N y y N y y UTAH 
18 Broomfield y y . y y y 35 Strallon y y y y y y OREGON I Burton N y y y N ? 
3 Brou;n y y y y y y 3 Wolff y N y y y y 3 Green y N y y y y 2 Lloyd N y N y y y 

10. Cederbl'rg y y ? y y ? 29 Button y N y y y y 2 Ullman y N y y y y VERMONT 
6 Chamberlain N x y y y y 37 Conable y y N y y y 4 De//enback y y y y y y AL Stafford y y y y y y 
2 Esch y y y y y y 28 Fish y y y y y y 1 Wyatt y y y y y ? VIRGINIA 
5 Ford y y N y y y 2 Grover ? y N y y y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt N N N y N y 
8 Harvey y y y y y y 38 Hastings y y ? y y y 25 Oork y N y y y ? 5 Doniel N N N y N y 
4 Hutchinson y y N y N y 36 Horton N N y y y y 21 Dent y N y y y . I Downing N y y y y y 

19 McDonald y y y y y y 30 King N Y N y y y 11 Flood y N y y y y 7 Marsh y y N y y y 
7 Riegle y N y y y y 31 McEwen y y N y y y 20 Gaydos NN y y y y 3 Sallerfield N y N y N y 

JI Ruppe y y y y y y 27 McKneally y y y y y y 14 Moorheod y y y y y y 10 Broyhill N y y y y y 
9 VanderJagt y y y y y y 32 Pirnie y .; y y y ? 26 Morgon y N y y y y 6 Poff N y N y y y 

Detroit-Wayne' Co. 26 Reid f y y y y y 15 Rooney y y y y y y 8 Scott N N N y y y 
I Conyers y N y y y N 33 Robison y y y y y y 24 Vigorito y N y y y y 9 Wampler N y N y y y 

13 Digg• y N y y N N 40 Smith y y N y y y 6 Yatron y N y y y y 2 Whitehurst N y y y y • 16 Dingell y N y y y y 4 Wydler y N y y y y 8 Biester y y y y y y WASHINGTON 
15 Ford y N y y y y NewYorkOty 18 Corbett y y y y y y 7 Adami y N y y y y 
1 7 Griffiths y N y y •' y 7 Addobba y N y y y y 13 Coughlin y y y y y y 5 Foley y y y y y y 
14 Nedii y N y T y y 24 Bioggi y N y y y y J6 Eshleman y y y y y y 3 Han1en y N y Y· y y 
MINNESOTA 23 Bingham y N y y y y 27 Fulton y N y y y y 6 Hicks y N y y y y 

8 Blatnik. y N y y y y 11 Brasco y N y y y y 19 Goodling · N ? N y y y 2 Meeds y N y y y y 
5 fTa1er y N y '( y y u Cgu:i y N ? y y x 23·Johnson y y y y y y 4 May y y N y y y 
4 Karth y N y y y y 10 Celler y N y y y y JO McDade y y y y y y I Pelly y y y y y ·y 
7 Langen N y N y y y 12 Chi1holm YN y y YN 22 Saylor Y N N y y y WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MarGregar y y y y y y 9 Deloney y N y y y y 17 Schneebeli y y N y y y .4 He<hler y N y y y y 
2 Nelsen N y N y y y 19 Farlnteln y N y y y y 9 Watkins N y N y y y 5 Kee y N y y y y 
1 Quie y y y y y y 22 Gilbert y N y y y y 12 Whalley y y y y ? ? 1 Mollohan y N y y y y 
6 Zwarh y N y y y y 17 Kach y N y y y y 7 Williams N y y y y y 3 Slack N N y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y y y y y y Philadelphia Oty· 2 Staggers y N y y y y 
1 Abernethy N N N y N y 13 Podell y N y y y y I Barrell y N y y y. y WISCONSIN 
5 Colmer N y N y N ? 18 Powell . ? ? ? ? x 3 Byrne y N y y y ? 2 Ka1tenmeier. y N y y y y 
3 Griffin N N N y N y 14 Rooney y N y y y y 4 Eilberg y N y y y y 7 Obey • N y y y y 
4 Montgomery N N N y N y 8 Rosenthal y N y y YN 5 Green YN y y y y 5 Reuu y N y y y y 
2 Whillen N N. N y N y 20 Ryan y N y y YN 2 Nix y N y y y y 4 Zobloc~i y N y y y y 

MISSOURI 21. Scheuer y N y y YN RHODE ISLAND 8 Byrnes y y N y y y 
5 Bolling y y y y ? y 6 Halpern y y ? y y y I Sr. Germain y N y y y y 9 Davis y y N y y y 

10 Burli10n ' N N y y y y NORTH CAROLINA 2 lierna'1 y N y y y y JO O'Konski N ? y y ? N 
1 Ooy. y N"Y y N .N 2 Fountain ? N N y y y SOUTH CAROUNA I Schadeberg y N N y y y 
6 Hull N N N ? y y 4 Galifianali:is N N y y y y 3 Dorn N y y y N y 6 Steiger y y y y y y 
9 Hungate y N y y y y 3 Henderson N N y y y y 5 Get1y1· N N y y N ? 3 Thom.on N y y y y y 
8 !chord y N y y y y 1 J~nes N N y y y y 6 McMillan N N N y )( y WYOMING 
4 Randall N N y y y y 7 Lennon N x N y N y 4 M.ann N y y y N y Al Wold y y y y y y 
3 Sullivan ? N~ y y y 6 Preyer N y y y y y 

• M~mb~r~ hod not httm •wom in u·hen vote was taken. Democrall m thi• type; Republicans in italics 
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I. 

Key Votes - 7 

HOUSE SUPPORTS PRESIDENT ON VIETNAM COURSE; ALTERS 

VOTIN·G RIGHTS ACT; REJECTS STATE POVERTY CONTROL 

7. H Res 613. Vietnam Resolution. Passage of the resolution 
affirming th.e support of the House of Representatives for the 
President in his efforts to negotiate a "just peace" in Vietnam. 
Adopted 334c55: R 112:1; D 162-54 (ND 89-54; SD 73-0), Dec. 2, 
1969. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 15149. Foreign Aid. Passage of the foreign aid appro­
priations bill, fiscal 1970, appropriating $1,649,380,000 for 
economic and military assistance; $275 million for the Foreign 
Military Credit Sales Program; and $683,640,000 for other re­
lated foreign aid programs. Passed 200-195: R 79-91; D 121-104 
(ND 92-52; SD 29-52), Dec. 9, 1969. The President did not take a 
position on the bill. 

9. HR 4249. Voting Rights. Ford (R Mich.) amendment sub­
stituting the Administration bill to extend nationwide the pro­
visions of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 in place of the Com­
mittee bill extending the law in its existing form. Adopted 208-
20-l: R 129-49; D 79-155 (ND 10-141; SD 69-14), Dec. 11, 1969. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

O-N 0-N ""°°' ___ ...... co Or-·- - -

ALABAMA Los Angeles Co. 
3_ Andrew. y N y y ? • 17 AnJ•non y YN N y N 
7 S..vill y N y y y • l9 Bro~n XNN x y y 
S Flowers y x y y y y 2:Z Corman y y N N ? N 
8 Jones y y y N y y :Z1 Howkint N ? N N y N 
4 Nichols y x y y y • 19 Holifield ? YN x y y 
6 Buchanan y y y y ? N 26 Re ... N N N N ? ? 
2 Dickinson ? N y y y N 30 Roybal N YN NY N 
1 Edwards y N y y y N 31 Wilwn y y N NY N 

ALASKA 28 Bell y y N ? y N 
AL Pollock ? N y N y x 2.'J Clnw.wn Y N.Y y y y 
ARIZONA 27 Goldwater y Ny y y ? 

2 1.ldi!ll Y Y N N y N .12 Hosmer ? • . , . ? N 
1 Rhode• y y y y y N 24 Lipscomb. ? x .. . ? ? 
3 Steiger y N y y y y 20 Smith y Ny y ? ? 

ARKANSAS 25 1Vi11gins y y y YN y 
1 Alexander y y y N y y COLORADO 
2 Mills ? N y N ? ? 4 Aspinall y y y Ny ? 
4 Pryor y y y N y y 3 EYant y YN Ny N 
3 Hammerschmidt y N y y y x 1 Rogers y YN N ? N 

CALIFORNIA 2 Brotzman y y y y y N 
5 Burton NNN N y N CONN£CTICUT 
7 Cohelan NNN N y N 1 Daddario - N YN Ny N 
9 Edwards NNN N ? ? 3 Giaimo ? YN y y y 

34 Hanna ? y N N ? N 5 Monagan y YN Ny y 

2 Johnson y y N N y y 2 St. Onge N YN N y y 

4 lagg•ll N NN N y N 6 Meskill ? N y y y N 
15 Mcfall y y N N y y 4 Weicker y y y N? N 
8 Miller y y N N y ? DELAWARE 
3 Mon NNN N ? ? AL Roth y YN y y N 

16 Sisk Y Y N N ? ? FLORIDA 
38 Tunney N ? N N ? N 3 S..nnatt YNN y y y 
37 Van O..rlin y NN x ? N 4 Chappell y N y y ? y 
14 Waldie N N N N y N 12 Fascell y • x x ? ? 

1 Clausen y N y y ? N 2 Fuqua y N y y y y 
·10 Gubser y y y y y N 6 Gibb-• y y N NY N 
11 McCloskey y Y N N ? N 7 Haley y N y y y Y. 
6 Mailliard y ? ? N y N 11 Pepper ? y N Ny y 

18 Mathias ? y y y y N 9 Rogers y N y y y y 
33 Pettis y N y y y N 1 Sikes y y y y? ? 
12 Talcott y y y y ·Y N 10 Burke y N y y y N 
13 Teague y y y y y N 8 Cramer y x y y y y 
3.5 Utt ? x •' . ' ? N 5 Frey y N y y y y 
36 Wilson .... y y y ? N 

10. HR 12321. OEO Authorization, fiscal 1970. Ayres (R 
Ohio) motion tO recommit the bill to committee with instructions 
to report a substitute bill turning control of the antipoverty 
program over to the states. Rejected 163-231: R 103-63; D 60-168 
(ND 7-139; SD 53-29), Dec. 12, 1969. A "nay" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

11. S 2917. Coal Mine -Safety. Adoption of the conference 
report on the bill to improve the health and safety conditions 
of persons working in the coal mining industry, including pro­
visions to compensate victims of black lung disease. Adopted -
334-12: R 144-12; D 190-0 (ND 128-0; SD 62-0), Dec. 17, 1969. 
A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 15209. Supplemental Appropriations, fiscal 1970. 
Mahon (D Texas) motion to recede from disagreement to Senate 
amendment which had the effect of killing the Philadelphia 
Plan to eliminate job discrimination. Rejected 156-208: R 41-124; 
D 115-84 (ND 54-78; SD 61-6), Dec. 22, .1969. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

O-N - KEY-"-Q)O..---

GEORGIA 
y Record vote for (yea). 
-I Paired for. 3 Brinkley y Ny y y y 

7 Davis y Ny y y y t Announced for or·CQ poll for. 

6 Flynt YNY y ? y N Re•ord vote aKainst (nay). 
1 Hagan y Ny y y y x Paired again•t. 
9 Landrum y ? y y ? ? . Announced against or CQ poll 
2 O'Neal ? Ny y y •' again•t. 

10 Stephen• y Ny y y ? 1 Absent, general pair, "present"' or 
8 Stuckey ? Ny y y y did not announce or answer poll. 
4 Blackbum y N y y y y 

5 Thompson YNY y' y' y 

HAWAII O-N 
AL Matsunaga Y YN x y N "'Q)°' - - -
AL Mink N NN N y N INDIANA 
IDAHO 3 Brademat y ? N N y N 
2 Hanse;., 0. y y y N y N 9 Hamilton y YN N y N 
1 McClure y Ny y y N 11 Jacobs y Y N N y N 

ILUNOIS 1 Madden y Y N N y N 
21 Gray Y Y N N y y 

4 Adair y N y y y ? 
24 Price y y N N y N 6 Bray y N y y y y 
23 Shipley YNN N y y 10 Dennis y '! y y N N 
16 Anderson y YN N y N 2 Landgrebe y N y y N N 
17 Arends y y y y y N 7 Myers y N y y y y 
14 Erlenbom y y y Y-N N 5 Ruudebush y Ny y y y 
20 Findley y YN N y ? 8 Zion y N y y y N 
12 McClory y y N N y ? IOWA ' 
18 Michel y N y y y N 2 Culver y y N N y N 
19 Railsback ? Y·N N y N 5 Smith y ·y N N y y 

-15 Reid y N y y y N 3 Gross y N y y N y 
22 Springer y y y y y N 4 K_yl y x ? y y N 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Moyne y y y y y N 

7 Annun1io y YN N y N 7 Scherle y N y y N y 
1 Dawson ? ? ? x ? ? 1 Schwengel y y N N y N 
5 Kluaynski y YN x y y KANSAS 
2 Mikva NNNN y N 2 Mize y y y N y N 

. 3 Murphy Y Y N NY y I Sebelius y Ny' y N 
11 Pucinski Y JN NY y 4 Shriver y y y N Y. N 
6 Vacancy 5 Skubitz Y NY NY ? 
8 Rastenko-ld y y N x y ? 3 Winn y Ny• ? N 
9 Yates NNN N ? N KENTUCKY 

10 Collier y N y y y ? 2 Natcher Y NY N y y 
1.1 Crane y N y y y y 7 Perkins Y Y N N Y y 

4 Deru 1 in.~k~ y N y y y y 1 Stubblefield y Ny N y y 

Democrats In this type; RepublicanJI 1n italics 
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o- ... 
"~o.---

o- ... .... coo.--- o- ... 
.... o00.---

·6 Watts y N y N ? y 2 Symington y YN N y y 11 Taylor y N y y '( y 
5 Carter. y N y NYN 7 Hall y N y ./ ? ? IO Broyhill y N y y y y 
3. Cowger y ? N x ? N MONTANA 9 Jonas y x y y ? y 
4 Snyder y N y ./ y y 2 Melcher y y N N y y ·5 Mizell y x y y y y 

~OUISIANA 1 Olten y NN N y y 8 Ruth y N y y y y 
2 Boggs y y ·. y N ? N NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA 
3 Caffery y N y y y ? 2 Cunningham y y y y ? N 1 Andrews y y x N y ? 
7 Edwa,d1 7 N y N y ? '1 Denney y N y y ? y 2 Kleppe y N-Y y y N 
1 Hebert •' y y ./ ? . 3 Martin y N y y ? ? OHIO 
B Long y N y y ? y NEVADA 9 Athley Y Y N N y N 
5 Pa11man y y y y y y Al Baring y Ny y ? y 20 Feighan Y Y N N YN 
6 Rarick ? N y y y y NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 Hays y ,1 ? N y y 

. 4 Waggonner y N y y y y 2 Cleueland YNN y y N 19· Kirwan ? ./ ? x ? ? 
MAINE 1 Wyman y N y y y N 21 Stokes N N N N YN 

2 Hathaway N y N N y N NEW JERSEY 22 Vanik N N N N YN 
1 Kyros y ,Y N N y y 14 Doniel& y y N N y y 17 Ashbrook y N y " N y 

MARYLAND 13 Gallagher ? y N N y N 14 Ayres y y y y YN 
4 Fallon y y N N ? ? 9 Hel1todti N y N N y N 8 Betts y Ny y YN 
7 Friedel .y y N. N y N 3 Howard Y N N N y N 16 Bow ? x y y y N 
3 Gormatz y y N N y N 11 Minish y y N N y N 7 Brown y N y N y N 
2 Long ? y N N y y 15 Patten y y N N y N 2 Clancy y Ny y y y 
6 Beall y y N y y N 10 Rodino y y N N Y. N 12 Deuine y Ny •' y y 
8 Gude y y N N y N a-i1o;·-- Y N N N y y 6 Harsha y Ny y y y 
5 Hogan y y y y y N 4 Thompson NNN N y N 5 Latia y N v y y N 
1 Morton y y y ? y N 6 Cahill 

? " x x ? ? 24 Lukens y Ny N .y N 
MASSACHUSETTS 12 Dwyer y y N N ? ? 4 McCulloch y NN N y N 

2 Boland y y N N y N 5 Frelinghuysen y y N N y N JO Miller y N y y y N 
11 Burke y y N N y y 1 Hunt y N y y y N 23 Minshall y Ny ? y y 
4 Donohue y y N N y y 2·Sandman ? y N y y N 13 Mosher y XN N ? N 
6 Harrington N y N N y N 7 Widna/I y y N N ? N I I Stanton y YN N ? N 
i Macdonald N ,1 N N y y NEW MEXICO 1 Taft y YN N ? N 
9 McCormack 2 Foreman y N y y y y 3 \Vhalen ,. y NN N y N 
8 O'Neill N y N N y N 1 Lujan y N y N YN 15 "-:v1ie y Ny N YN 
3 Philbin y y N N y y NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 
1 Conte Y N N N. y N 41 Dul1ki y y N N YN 3 Albert y YN N y N 

IO Heckler y' y N N ? N. 34 Hanley Y Y N N YN 2 Edmondsan y YN N y y 
12 Keith y YN N y N 5 Lowenstein NNNN y N S Jarman y Ny y y y 
5 Morse y y N N y ? 39 McCarthy N Y N N y N 4 Steed y N ? N ? y 

MICHIGAN. 25 ·Ottinger NNNN y N 1 Belcher y y .y y y N 
12 O'Hara y y N N y y 1 Pike y Y N N YN 6 Camp y N y y y N 
18 Broomfield y y y y y N 35 Straiton y Y N N y N OREGON 
3 Brown y N y N y N 3 Wolff N Y N N y ? J Gre-f.n y y y y ? ? 

IO' Cederberg y y y ./ ? N 29 Button ? Y N N y N 2 Ullman N N y y ? y 
6 Chamberlain y N y y y N 37 Conable y Y N N y N 4 Dellenback y YN N ? N 
2 Esch y y N N N N 28 Fi-<h y Y N N y N 1 Wyatt y N y N y N 
5 Ford y y y y y N 2 Grauer y N y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 
8 Haruey y NN N y ? 38 Hastings y y y y y N 25 Clark y ,1 N N y y 

.4 Hutchin.•on y NN y y N 36 Harton Y Y N N y N 21 Deni ? N N N y ? 
19 McDonald Y N N N y y 30 King y N y y y y 11 Flood y y N N y y 
7 Riegle y ,' N N y N 31 McEwen y y y y y N 20 Gaydos y NN N y y 

II Ruppe y x ? N y N 27 McKneally y Y N N y N 14 Moorhead N YN N y N 
9 VanderJagt y ./ ? N y N 32 Pirnie y Y N N YN 26 Morgan y YN N y y 

Detroit-Wayne Co. 26 Reid N Y N N YN 15 Rooney y ? N N y y 
1 Conyen N NN N ? x 33 Robison YNNN y N 24 Vigorito y YN N y y 

13 Diggs N YN N y N 40 Smith Y Y N N ? N 6 Yatron y YN N y y 
16 Dingell ? y N N y y 4 Wydler y ? y N YN 8 Biester y YN N y N 
15 Ford N NN N y y New York City 18 Corbett y y y N y y 
17 Griffiths : y YN N y ? 7 Addabloa y Y N N y y 13 Coughlin Y Y N N ? N 
14 Nedzi '. N N N N y y 24 Biaggi y Y N N y y 16 Eshleman y N y y y N 
MINNESOTA 23 Binghant N Y N N YN 27 Fulton y y N N y y 

8 Blatnik N y N x y N 11 Brosco N Y N N YN 19 Goodling y N y y y N 
5 fTaMr N y N N y N l~ ~!!¥ N Y N N y i 23 Johnson ? N y y y ? 
4 Karth N N N N y y 10 Coller y Y N N ? x 10 McDade y y N N y N 
7 Langen y N y y y N 12 Chisholm N NNN ? N 22 Savior ? N y N y N 
3 MacGregor y y N N y N 9 Delaney Y NY N ? ? 17 Schneebeli y y x x y N 
2 Nelsen y y y y y N 19 Farb1tein N Y N N y x 9 .Watkins y N y " y ? 
I Quie y y y y y N 22 Gilbert N ·y N N YN 12 Whalley Y.? y ? ? N 
6 Zwach y y y y y N 17 Koch NNNN y N 7 Williams y N y y ? y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y Y N N YN l"hiladolphia Ci,ty 
I Abe.nethy y N y y y y 13 Podell N YN N ? N 1 Barrett y y N N ? N 
5 Colmer y N y y y ? 18 Powell ? "? ? ? ? ? 3 Byrne y y N N y N 
3 Griffin ? N y y y y 14 Rooney y Y N N 7 N 4 Eilberg ? ,, x N y y 
4 Montgomery y N y y y •' B Ro&enlhal N Y N N y N 5 Green N Y N N y N 
2 .Whitton y N y y ? y 20 Ryan· N Y N N y N. 2 Nix y y N N y N 

MISSOURI 21 Scheuer NNNN YN RHODE· ISLAND 
5 Bolling y y _N N ? ? 6 Halpern y Y N N y N 1 St. Germain YNN N y y 

10 a...rli1on y N y N y y NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tiernan Y N N N y y 
I Clay N N N N y N 2 Fountain y N y y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
6 Hull y N y y y ? 4 Galifianaki1 ? Ny y y y 3 Dorn y N y y ? y 
9 Hungate N N N N y y 3 Hendersan y N y y y y 5 Getty• ? x y y y y 
B !chord y N y y ? y 1 Jone• y N y y y y 6 McMillan y N y y ? y 
4 Randall y N N y y y 7 Lennon y Ny y ? y 4 Mann y y y y y y 
3 Sullivan y .-.N N ? ? 6 Preyer y y y N y y 

Democrats in this type; Republicans in italics 

............. 11!11""'----------·------ -------··-··-··---------····--··-----·-·-·- -· ·- -----··-- ··--·-· ' .. 

Key Voles - B 

o- ... 
"-CO~---

1 Rivers ? y y y ? y 

2 Watson y N 
y " 

y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
.2 Berry y N y ./ ? ? 
1 Reifel ? ? " y ? 

TENNESSEE 
6 Anderson y y y x ? y 

7 Blanton y N y y ? ? 
4 Evins y y y N ? ? 
5 Fulton ? • ? x ? ? 
8Jones y N ? N y y 

3 Brock y N y y N ? 
2 Duncan y N y y y y 

9 Kuykendall ? N y y y N 
1 Quillen y N y y y y 

TEXAS 
9 Brooks y ·y N N ? y 

17 Burleson y N y y y y 

5 Cabell ? y y y y y 

22 Casey y N y N y y 

15 de lo Gana y Y N N y y 

2 Dowdy y N y y y y 

8 Eckhardt YNN N y N 
21 Fisher y y y y y y 

20 Gonralez y y N N y N 
23 Kazen y y N N y y 

19 Mahon y .Y y ? y y 

1 Patman ? YN N ? y 
10 Pickle y y y N y y 
11 Poage y Ny y ? ? 
13 Pu.:Cell y y ./ y y y 

4 Roberts y Ny y ? y 

6 Teague ? y ./ y y ? 
16 White y NN N y N 
12 Wright y y y N ? ? 
14 Young y ,1 y N· y y 

7 Bush y y y y· y N 
,1 Collins y Ny y N y 

18 Price y Ny y y N 
UTAH 

1 Burton y Ny y y ? 

2 Lloyd y y y Y. y N 

VERMONT 
AL Stafford y YN N y N 

VIRGINIA 
4 Abbitt y N y ? ? ? 

5 Daniel y Ny y y y 

1 Downing y Ny y y y 

7 Manh y Ny y y y 

3 Satterfield y N y y y y 

10 Broyhill y N y y ? y 

6 Poff y N y y y ? 

8 Scott y x y y N y 

9 Wampler y N y y y y 

2 IVhitehurst . Y N Y N ? y 

WASHINGTON 
7 Adams N NN N ? N 

5 Foley · Y N N N y N 

3 Han1en ? YN N y y 

6 Hicks y y N N y Y· 

2 Meeds Y NN N y N 

4 May y y y y y N 

I Pelly Y Y N X ? N 

WEST VIRGINIA 
4 Hechler N NN N y N 

5 K .. y y y N y y 

I Mollohan YNN N y y 

3 Slack y N y N y y 

2 Staggen YNN N y N 

WISCONSIN 
2 Ka1tenmeiar N N.N N y N 

7 Obey Y NN N YN 

5 Reun N NN N y x 
4 Zablackl Y NN N y y 

8 Byrnes y y y y y N 

9 Dauis y y y y NN 

IO O'Konski Y N N N y y 

1 Srhadeberg y N y y y N 

6 Steiger y y y N YN 

3 Thomson y y y y y N 

WYOMING 
AL Wold y y y y y N 
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-~-:·;· .. "-~ ,_,,,,.__ ....... . . .-
Key Votes - 9 

SENATE REDUCES OIL-GAS DEPLETION ALLOWANCE; VOTES 

TAX REFORM; OPPOSES PLANES FOR NATIONALIST CHINA 

7.· HR 13270. Tax Reform. Ellender (D La.) amendment restor­
ing to 27.5 percent the depletion allowance on oil and gas. 
Rejected 30-62: R 17-22; D 13-40 (ND 5-30; SD 8-10), Dec. 1, 1969. 
A "yea" voi.e was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. HR 13270, Tax Reform. Gore (D Tenn.) amendment to in­
crease the personal income tax exemption to $800. Adopted 58-
37: R 10-32; D 48-5 (ND 35-0; SD 13-5), Dec. 3, 1969. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 13270. Tax Reform. Passage or the Tax Reform Act or 
1969. Passed 69-22; R 18-20; D 51-2 (ND 35-0; SD 16-2), Dec. 11, 
1969. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 15090. Derense Appropriations. Church (D Idaho) 
substitute for pending Cooper (R Ky.)-Mansfield (D Mont.) 
amendment stating that in line with the expressed intention of 
the President, no fonds in the bill could be used to finance 
the introduction of U.S. ground combat troops into Laos and 
Thailand. Adopted 73-17: R 38-2; D 35-15 (ND 25-7; SD 10-8) 
Dec. 15, 1969. The· President did not take a position on the 
substitute. · 

o- ... o- ... ...... coo.--- ...... coo.---

ALABAMA 
.• - 1 ~ IOWA 

Allen N y y N N y Hughet N y y y y y 
Sparkman N y y y Ny 1\-filler N N y I NN 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gravel y y ? Dole Y N N y N . y y y 
Steu~ns y y y y ? P1·nrson YNN y y ? 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin y N N y NN Cook N y y y y y 
Goldwater ? N x y N ? Cooper N N Y ? ? ? 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Fulbright y t y N N y Ellende• y N X N N N 
McClellan y y y y NN long y N y N N ? 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
_y_a.11~t.!'!L_____t-I •. y :r: )'. y y Mu1kie N y y N y y 
Murphy y N N y N ? Sm<th NNN Y N N 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
Allott y N N y NN Tydi,,91 N y ' ? y ? 
Dominick y N y y YN Mathias N N • N y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Dodd N y y y y N ~ennedJ N X :r: !::! I y 
Ribicoff N y y y y y Brooke N N NY y ./ 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bo11gs NN y y y ? Hart N Y Y N y y 

Williams N N N y N ? Griffin N N N Y y N 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

Holland NNN y NN McCarthy N y y N y ? 
Gurney y· N N y NN Mondale N. y y y x 'J. 

GEORGIA MISSiSSIPl't 
iussell NNN ? x ? Eastland y y y N N ? 
Talmadge N y y y N ? Stennis y y y N NN 

HAWAII - - - : .. MISSOURI 
lnouy• N y y y . ? Eagleton N y y y y y 
Fon11 N y y y YN Symington x t ./ ? I ? 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church N y y y :r: y Mansfield y y y N y y 
Jordan NNN y N ? Metcalf N y y y y ? 

IWNOIS NEBRASKA 
Percy • N N y y Curtis Y N N Y N N 
Smith X N Y ·Y N X Hruska YNN Y N N 

INDIANA .NEVADA 

-~Y-~.- N 1 y y y )'. Bible y y y y N y 
Hartke :o;; N y y y y y Cannon N y y y N 

11. HR 13111. Labor-HEW Appropriations. Scott (R Pa.) 
amendment adding the words, "except as required by the Con­
stitution," at the beginning of the section barring use of funds 
to force a school district to take action involving busing of 
students, abolition of any school, or assignment of any student 
to any particular school against the wishes of his parents. 
Adopted 52-37: R 22-19; D 30-18 (ND 28-3; SD 2-15}, Dec. 17, 1969. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. HR 15149. Foreign Aid Appropriations. Mansfield (0 
Mont.) motion to table the conference report on foreign aid 
appropriations for fiscal 1970. Mansfield and other Senators 
objected to the fact that the appropriations bill contained an 
amount higher than authorized. The most objectionable item 
from the Mansfield group's standpoint was $54.5 million for 
Nationalist China to purchase fighter aircraft. The item had been 
'included by the House although the Administration had not re­
quested it. Adopted 39-29: R 8-19; D 31-10 (ND 23-4; SD 8-6), 
Dec. 20, 1969. The President did.not take a position on the bill. 

o- ... - KEY-
"'-GOO.-_.,_ y Record vote for (yea). . 

" Paired for. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

' Announced for or CQ poll for. 
Mcintyre N y y y y y 

H Record vote against (nay). 
Cotton YNN y N N x Pa ired a gl\inst. 

NEW JERSEY ' 
Williams N y y t y y - Announced againat or CQ poll 

against. Case NNY y y ? 
NEW MEXICO ? Absent. general pair, "present" or 

AnderHn •' ? t ? ? ? did not announce or answer poll. 
Montoya y ·y .Y. y y N 

NEW YORK 
Gooqell N NN y y y o- ... 

"'co~---
Jauit.• N NY y YN 

NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Ervin N y y N N·N Ya•boraugh y y y y y y 
Jordan N y y y NN Tower YNN y N 

NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Burdick y y y y y y Mou N y y y y y 
Young y y y y NN Bennett YNN y N ? 

OHIO VERMONT 
Young N Y Y N y ? Aiken N y y N ·y y 
Sax be N N X y y y Prouty N y y y y y 

OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Harris y y y y y y Byrd, Jr. NN y y N ? 
Bellmon y y y y YN SP.,ng N y y y 'N y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hatfield N y y y y y Jackson N y y t • N 
Packwood N NY y YN Magnuson N y y y x y 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Schweiker N y y y y y Byrd N y y y N y 
Scott N NY y YN Randolph N y y t .... y 

RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Pa'ltore N y y y y Ne I.on N y y y y y 
Pell N Y.Y y y y Proxmire N y y y y y 

SOUTH CARoUNA WYOMING 
Hollings ? y y y x ? McGee y y y N y N 
Thurmond Y N N ·y NN Hansen Y N N Y NN 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGovern N y y y y y 
Mundt ? ? ? ? ? 

nNNESSEE 
Gore NYYNNY 
Baker N y ·y y N ? 

Democ.all in this type: Republicans an italics 
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VOTE REPORT 

Key Senate And House Votes During 1970 Session 

Attempts to override Presidential vetoes in the House, 
curbs on military involvement in the Senate, and perennial 
school desegregation disputes in both chambers domi­
nated the key Congressional votes during 1970. 

Key votes spanned a wide variety of domestic and 
foreign issues in both the House and Senate. But four of 
the 28 votes-all in the House-were taken on drives to 
override President Nixon's vetoes of major domestic 
legislation. 

Of the nine public bills vetoed by the President since 
early 1970, three involved appropriations: for the Depart­
ments of Labor and Health, Education and Welfare (HEW). 
for fiscal 1970, for the Office of Education for fiscal 1971, 
and for the Department of Housing and Urban Develop­
ment (HUD) for fiscal 1971. Mr. :\ixon also vetoed a 
hospital construction bill. 

The House repassed the hospital construction and 
education money bills by the required two-thirds major­
ities;, both became law when the Senate also voted to 
override the vetoes. House supporters of the Labor-HEW 
and HUD appropriation measures failed to gain the 
necessarv two-thirds votes to override those \'etoes. 

Ann~al Issues. Many of the key votes were taken 
on issues which in recent years have confronted Congress 
annually, such as school desegregation, involvement in 
Vietnam, funding for the antiballistic missile system 
(ABM) and supersonic transport plane (SST). The appro­
priations bills signify a continuing dispute between Presi­
dent Nixon and the DemocratiC Congress over spending 
priorities. 

These and several other key votes occurred on legis• 
lation almost certain to come up again in 1971. Congress 
went home in December without completing action on 
Social Security, welfare reform or trade restrictions. 

Key Senate votes included efforts to limit the scope 
of U.S. involvement in Southeast Asia and such domestic 
issues as the nomination of G. Harrold Carswell to the 
Supreme Court, the SST, 18-year-old votes, food stamp 
increases and a motion to drop the trade restriction 
and welfare reform sections from the Social · Security 
bill. 

In the House, key votes included passage of welfare 
reform, voting rights, farm subsidy limitations, legislative 
reform and the SST. 

Both c ham be rs engaged in debates on efforts to 
restrict the Federal Government's school desegregation 
efforts. In one key vote, Senators voted 56-36 to require 
the Government to apply universal standards to segrega­
tion based on prior law and that based on housing pat­
terns. This was the first crack in the coalition of northern 
Democrats and moderate Republicans which had engi­
neered the Senate success of civil rights bills durin:i; the 
1960s. 

Other significant Senate votes centered on the ''no­
knock" search warrants for unannounced police inve~ti­
gat ions, electoral reform and standards for reducing · 
pollutants-from automobile engines. 
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How Votes Were Selected 

The editors of Congressional Quarterly each year 
select a series of key votes on major issues. · 

Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

• A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of Presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

lives of Americans. 

Selection of Votes. For each issue or series of 
·related votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordi­
narily chosen. This vote is the roll call that, in the 
opinion of Congressional Quarterly editors, was the 
most important in determining the outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and the desig­
nation SD denotes southern Democrats. 

The House also took other important votes on allow­
ing amendments to the controversial bill establishing 
trade import controls, providing boosts in Social Security 
benefits when living costs rise, and refusing to concur 
with a Senate amendment limiting the American effort 
in Cambodia. 

Each year, the editors of Congressional Quarterly 
select a series of votes as the most significant roll calls 
of the session. The 1970 key votes follow. 

Senate Key Votes 

1. NO-KNOCK SEARCH WARRANTS. One of 
the most controversial Administration crime control 
measures enacted· by the 9 lst Congress authorized 
search warrants, under certain circumstances, allowing 
law enforcement officers to enter a place to be searched 
without first giving notice .of their presence and inten­
tion. This "no-knock" provision was contained in the 
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act 
(PL 91-511) and, applying to arrest warrants as well. 
in the District of Columbia Court Reorganization and 
Criminal Procedure Act· (PL 91-358). The kev Senate 
vote on the provision came in January 1970 d~1ring de­
bate. on the initiat Senate version of the drug hill 
(S 3246). Rohert P. Griffin (R Mich.) proposed an amend­
ment to add the "no-knock" provision to the bill. Sum 
J. Ervin Jr. (D N.C.), who opposed the provision as a 
violation of the constitutional guarantee against "un­
reasonable search and seizure," proposed an amendmenr 
to the Griffin amendment to delete the "no-knock" au­
thorization. The Senate rejected Ervin',; amendment 
35-50: R 2-31; D 3~!-19 (ND 21-14: SD 1~-15). (Senate 
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debate on drug bill's provision, p. · 531; D.C. bill's pro­
L'UJion. p. 208) 

2. DESEGREGATION. During a two-week 
debate on the bill (HR 514) extending the Elementary 
and Secondary EdUl:ation Act, the. Senate considered 
amendments aimed at limiting the puwers of the Fed· 
eral Gm·ernment to rectify school segregation. Debate 
centered chiefly on an · amendment offered by John 
Stennis (D Miss.) requiring that school racial standards 
must be applied uniformly throughout the country 
'"without regard to the origin or cause of such segrega­
tion... Stennis and other southerners said Federal 
desegregation efforts were designed only to deal with 
school districts in the Sout:h which had pre\·iously been 
segregated by law-de Jure segregation-but ignored 
districts outside the South which were segregated be­
cause of residence patterns or other factors-de facto 
segregation, Before voting on the Stennis amendment, 
Senators voted 63-24 to add specific mention of both 
de Jure and de facto segregation; this change was 
sponsored by Abraham A. Ribicoff (D Conn.), a leading 
adrncate of civil rights. The series of votes, culminated 
by the Feb. 18 ·key vote on the Stennis amendment, 
represented the first major crack in the coalition of 
northern Democrats and moderate and liberal Republi­
cans which had engineered passage of civil rights bills in 
the Senate during the 1960s .. The Stennis amendment 
was ·adopted 56-36, with Republicans voting 27-12, and 
Democrats voting 29-24 (ND 11-23; SD 18-1). (p. 250) 

3. EIGHTEEN-YEAR-OLD VOTE. In a sur­
prise move with far-reaching implications, the Senate 
;\larch 12, 1970, agreed · 64-17~R 26-8; D 38-9 ( \"D 
32-0; SD 6-9) to an amendment to the 1970 \·oting rights 
bill . which lowered· the voting age to 18. The House 

-later accepted this prov1s-10n. proposed by Senate 
l\fajority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.), with the 
Senate \·ersion. of the bill (HR 4249~PL 91-285). The 
Supreme Court in December upheld the _provision 
lowering the· voting age for Federal elections. but not 
for state and local elections~ Approximately 11 million 
persons between the ages of 18 and 21 were added to the 
lists of potential voters in 1972 by this amendment. 
(p. 192) 

4. CARSWELL REJECTION . .Thirteen Repub­
licans joined 38 Democrats April 8,. 1970, to reject the 
nomination of G. Harrold Carswell of Florida to the 
Supreme Court. The Senate, by a 45-51 vote-R 28-
13; D 17-38 (:\D 3-:33; SD 14-5)-refused for the second 
time in six months to confirm a man nominated by Mr. 
Nixon to the Court, dealing a severe blow to Administra­
tion prestige. It had already been damaged by the 
November 1969 rejection of the nomination of Clement 
F. Haynsworth .Jr. of South Carolina to the Court. Cars­
well was opposed by civil rights groups who charged that 
he held segregationist views and by members of the legal 
profession who described him as a man of mediocre legal 
and judicial abilities. The defeat of his nomination 
marked the first time since 1894 that one President had 
suffered the outrig.ht rejection by the Senate of two of 
his Court nominations. (p. 154) · 

5. BROADCAST SPENDING. In an 11ttempt 
to reduce the spiraling cost of political campaigns, the 

.... 
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St>11ate April 14 adopted an amendment to limit tele­
dsion and radio spending by Presidential and Congres­
~ioi1al candidates to se\·en cents per \·ote cast in the last 
general electiori. Introduced hy .John Pa!'tore ( lJ H.1.l 
and .James B. Pearson <R Kan.), the amendment tn a 
bill (S :3637) to amend the Communications Act of FJ:l..t, 
passed on almost a straight party-line vote. Republican 
opplinents of the amendment noted that the measure 
did not apply to state offices where Republicans were 
dominant, but only to Congress which the Democrats 
control. Sponsors of the amendment repeated!~· referred 
to the scope of the problem of financing Congressional 
campaigns. The vote breakdown was R 8-:3:2: D 4:2-3 
(\!D 28-0: SD 14-3). The Senate 7\'ov. 23 by four rntes 
failed to override President Xixon's Oct. 23 \·eto of the 
broadcast spending bill. (p. 831) 

6. CAMBODIA RESTRICTION. As a result 
of the U.S. entry into combat operations in Cambodia 
in April 1970, a move began in the Senate to limit such 
operations and pre.vent a recurrence. The leaders of this 
effort, mainly liberal mem hers of the Senate Foreign Rela­
tions Committee, drafted an amendment similar to one 
pa'ised in 1969 barring U.S. ground combat troops in Laos 
and Thailand. The· amendment barring funds for U.S. 
Cambodian activities after July 1 without Congressional 
approval became known as the Cooper-Church amend­
ment after the two main sponsors, John Sherman Cooper 
(R Ky.) and Frank Church (D Idaho). They chose to try 
to attach their proposal to the pending Foreign Military 
Sales authorization (HR 15628). After seven weeks of de­
bate, delay and attempts to water down the amendment, 
the Senate on June 30 accepted the Cooper-Church 
amendment by a 58-:37 roll-call vote. The prO\·isinn. was 
amended on the floor to make it more palarnble ·to 
Administration forces. It was eventually knocked out 
of HR 15628 but incorporated in a different. form in 
the supplemental foreign aid authorization (HR 19911). 
The Cooper-Church amendment was passed by a bi­
partisan coalition of liberals 58~37: R 16-26; D 42-11 
(ND 35-1; SD 7-10). (p. 927) 

7. FOOD STAMPS. Pressure was strong in the 
Senate in 1970 to expand the food staxµp program which 
increased the purchasing power of the poor to buy food. 
Sen. George McGovern (D S.D.), chairman of the Senate 
Select Committee on Nutrition and Human Needs, con­
tinued in 1970 as he had in 1969 to highlight the prob­
lems of hunger in the country through hearings by his 
Committee. The Senate in 1969 had passed a food stamp 
bill (S 2547) authorizing $1.25 billion for the program in 
fiscal 1971, but the House did not act on food stamp 
legislation that year. The agricultural appropriations 
bill (HR 17923) included funds for food stamps, which is 
administered by the Department of Agriculture. 
McGovern succeeded in amending the agriculture ap­
propriations bill on .July 8 to increase the food stamp 
appropriation from $1.25 billion to $1.75 billion. The vote 
was· 43-28 in .favor of the amendment, with 13 Republi­
cans and 30 .Democrats supporting the amendment and 
19 Repuhlicans, 9 Democrats opposing (ND 26-2; SD 
4. 7). (p. 764) 

8. SAFEGUARD ABM. For the third year in 
a row, a major Senate debate revolved around the plans 
to construct an antiballistic missile (ABM) system. In the 
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fiscal 1971 defense procurement authorization (HR 
17123) the Administration requested $1 billion to expand 
the ABM system begun in 1969. Another $357 million for 
construction was carried in another bill. As in previous 
years, major opposition surfaced in the Senate. In the 
face of this challenge, supporters of the President's 
ABM plans voluntarily cut back the expansion request 
in order to undermine the opposition. The strategy was 
successful and the amendment sponsored by John Sher­
man Cooper (R Ky.) and Philip A. Hart (D Mich.) to 
block expansion was defeated Aug. 12, 1970, by a 47-52 
roll-call vote: R 12-30; D 35-22 (ND 30-8; SD 5-14). (p. 380) 

9. VOLUNTEER ARMY. An attempt was made 
in 1970 to move toward establishment of an all-volunteer 
military for the United States. This effort would have 
speeded up the timetable set up by the Administration 
for the creation of a volunteer army when the Vietnam 
war ends. To accomplish a speedier ·conversion to the 
volunteer military, Senators Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.) . 
and Mark 0. Hatfield (R Ore.) proposed an amendment 
to the fiscal 1971 defense procurement authorization. 
Their amendment would not have automatically created 
a volunteer service but would have made it possible to 
move toward this goal by enacting military pay raises to 
encourage enlistments. After debating the prop6sal on 
the floor for several weeks, the Senate Aug. 25 rejected 
the amendment 35-52: R 20-18; D 15-34 (ND 14-17; SD 
1-17). (p. 380) 

10. END-THE-WAR AMENDMENT. A strong Con­
gressional and public campaign built up in 1970 around a 
proposal by Sen. Charles E. Goodell (R .N.Y.) to limit 
the retention of U.S. troops in South Vietnam. Momen­

. tum on behalf of such a measure gathered as a result of 
the U.S. entry into Cambodia. The amendment to the 
defense procurement authorization was sponsored by 
several Senate war critics and became known as the 
McGovern-Hatfield amendment for Senators George 
McGovern (D S.D.) and Mark 0. Hatfield (R Ore.). The 
sponsors altered the amendment a number of times to 
attract support .. In its final form, the amendment set a 
ceiling of 280,000 troops in Vietnam for April 30, 1971, 
and set a deadline of Dec. 31, 1971, for the complete 
withdrawal of U.S. troops but gave the President au­
thority to delay the pullout for 60 days if he found U.S. 
troops to be in danger. The amendment was rejected on 
a 39-55 roll-call vote· Sept. 1: R 7-34; D 32-21 (ND 29-6; 
SD 3-15). (p. 380) 

11. ELECTORAL REFORM. A proposed constitu­
tional amendment to abolish the electoral college and 
substitute direct, popular election of the President died 
Sept. 17 when the Senate refused to invoke cloture (end 
debate) on the measure. The bill (S J Res 1) was similar 
to another bill- that had passed the House in 1969 and 
which also had the endorsement of President· Nixon. 
Sen. Birch Bayh (D Ind.) was chief sponsor of the Senate 
version, which would have required that the candidate 
receiving the largest popular vote be elected President, 
provided he received at least 40 percent of the votes cast. 
Opposed to the bill was a coalition of Senators from the 
South and from some states with small populations. A 
motion to invoke cloture was introduced Sept. 15 by 
Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (Mont.). When the 
Senate voted Sept. 17,· the result was 54-36 in favor of 
the cloture motio~, six votes short of the necessary 60. 
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Prospect of continued and prolonged debate on electoral 
reform prompted the Senate to let the bill die. The 
vote was a ·victory for Senate conservatives: R 21-
18; D 33-18 (ND 30-2; SD 3-16). (p. 840) 

12. AIR POLLUTION. The Clean Air Amendments 
of 1970 (HR 17255), the strongest air pollution measure 
ever enacted by Congress, contained specific dead! in es 
for the elimination of certain pollutants from automobile 
engine exhausts. In the Senate, although nearly all 
debate concerned these deadlines, no efforts were made 
to eliminate them but amendments were aimed at 
softening their impact. Edward J. Gurney (R Fla.) on Sept. 
22 offered an amendment which would have eliminated 
the requirement that the manufacturer's request for ex­
tension of the deadline must be made 12 months to 24 
months prior to the expiration of the five-year time 
limit. The Gurney amendment failed by a 22-57 vote: 
R 16-17; D 6-40 (ND 1-28; SD 5-12). (p. 472) 

13. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). One of the 
most controversial issues in the Senate in 1970 was the 
question of funding the supersonic transport (SST). The 
Administration had requested $290 million for the de­
velopment of two prototype SSTs. The money was in­
cluded in the Department of Transportation appropria­
tion bill for fiscal 1971 (HR 17755) and approved by the 
House May 27. But by the time the bill got to the Senate 
floor on Dec. 3, intensive lobbying against the plane had 
been done by environmental groups. Led by Sen. William 
Proxmire (D Wis.), Senate opponents of the SST argued 
that the plane could cause deterioration to the environ­
ment and produce an intolerable noise level. Proxmire 
and others also questioned the cost of the plane. Despite 
a strong fight by the Administration to save the funds, 
an amendment by Proxmire to delete the $290 million 
won by a 52-41 roll-call vote: R 18-21; D 34-20 (ND 25-
10; SD 9-10). (Senate Dec. 31 accepted compromise to 
allow funds for SST to be spent through March 30, 1971, 
at the rate of the $210 million agreed on by conferees 
on the bill for fiscal 1971.) (p. 776) 

14. SOCIAL SECURITY, TRADE, WELFARE. 
Senate supporters of the Trade Act of 1970 and the 
President's welfare reform proposals on Dec. 28, 1970, 
reluctantly abandoned their attempt to attach the two 
measures to a biB (HR 17550) increasing Social Security 
benefits. By a 49-21 roll-call vote the Senate approved 
the motion of Chairman Russell B. Long (D La.) of the 
Finance Committee to strip the trade and welfare pro­
visions, as well as others creating a catastrophic health 
insurance program. and increasing veterans' benefits, 
from the Social Security legislation. The action climaxed 
a filibuster against the trade bill which began Dec. 17. 
It followed a statement by Chairman Wilbur D. Mills 
(D Ark.) of the House Ways and Means Committee that 
he would not go to conference on a package bill con­
taining all the measures the Senate had drawn tol!ether. 
Mills' Committee had reported the Social Security 
(HR 17550), trade (HR 18970) and family assistance 
(HR 16311) bills, and the House had passed them 
separately. The Finance Committee attached the various 
measures, including a welfare reform test program, to 
the popular Social Security bill in hopes of ensuring 
pa-;sage for all in the closing days of the 9l~t Congress. 
The maneuver backfired, and Long was obliged to move 



to reduce the bill to its Social Security prons1ons to 
keep the filibuster from killing even that portion of the 
legi~lat ion. Even this effort failed, however. when Mills 
refused to go to conferem:e during the last three days 
of the session. Long's motion ~\·as - to recommit the bill 
to his Committee with instructions to delete all but the 
Social Security provisions and report it hack to the 
Senate i1i1mediately. Republicans voted 20-12 for Long's 
motion: Democrats divided 29-9 for it ('.\D 16-8: SD 13-
1 l. fp. 10.JZJ . 

House Key Votes 

1. LABOR-HEW VETO. On Jan. 26 President 
:\ixon vetoed HR 13111, the fiscal .1910 appropriations 
bill for the Departments of Labor and Health, Education 
and \\'elfare, the Office of Economic Opportunity, and 
other agencies. He said that the Sl9.7-billion bill increased 
!:'pending too much O\'er his Budget requests and .forced 
the Executive Branch to spend funds on programs which 
should be reformed. Two days later, the House failed by 
52 \·otes to override the President's veto. A two-thirds 
majority of those voting-in this case 278-was needed 
to overrid~, but only 226 House Members actually did so. 
This included 199 Democrats. including 49 southerners, 
and 21 Republicans. Voting to sustain the veto were 156 
Republicans and 35 southern Democrats. The final break­
down was 226-191: R 21:156; D 199-35 (ND 150-0; SD 
49-35). (p. 133) 

2. FAMILY ASSISTANCE. The President listed 
reform of the welfare system as one of his key legislative 
.proposals in 1970. The Family Assistance Plan which 
prO\·ided a Federal floor of Sl.600 for poor families was 
the most significant legislation, Mr. :'\ixon said, since 
passage of the Social Security Act. But powerful House 
\\"ays and :\1eans Committee Chairman Wilbur D. :\fills 
(D Ark.) seemed cool to the proposal. The bill (HR 16311) 
was debated behind closed doors by the Committee from 
:\O\·ember 1969 until March 5 when it was approved by 
the Committee after Mills announced he wanted to send 
the bill to the floor. With the sudde~ support from Mills 
and a closed rule preventing any amendments on the 
floor. the bill was approved April 16 by a 243-155 roll­
call rnte: R 102-72; D 141-83 (ND 126-19; SD 15-64). 
(p. 1030) 

3. SOCIAL SECURITY. The Pra;ident had pro­
posed that future benefit increases in the Social Security 
program be made automatically when the Consumer Price 
Index (CPI) rose 3 percent or more in the prevfous year. 
But traditionally raising benefits has been Congressional 
prerogative and Wilbur D. Mills (D Ark.), chairman of the 
House \Veys and Means Committee, consistently opposed 
automatic increases. Au tom at ic increases were added to· 
the measure, however, on the House floor May 21 in a 
mo\·e led by Republican Members. The vote was on a 
mot ion hy .Jackson E. Betts (R Ohio) to recommit the 
Social Security bill (HR 17550) with instructions to add 
pro\'isions for· automatic cost-of-living increases in Social 
Security benefits. The amendment was agreed to by a 
233-14-1 roll-call vote: R 161-5; D 72-139 (ND 68-61; 
SD 4-'i8l. (p. 1042) 

4. VOTING RIGHTS. Liberal forres won a sig­
nificant victory June lJ, 1970, when the House accepted 
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the Senate version of the voting rights bill (HR 4249-
PL 91-285) extending the Voting Rights Act of 1965 for 
five years and ·lowering the voting age to 18. The Ad­
ministration opposed the extension, proposing instead 
that the 1965 law be amended. The House late in 1969 
had passed the Administration bill. In 1970 the key House 
vote ori voting rights came when the House agreed, by a 
224-183 vote, to a motion calling for a vote on the resolu­
tion (H Res 914) providing for acceptance of the Senate 
version of the bill. Enough Republicans voted for the mo­
tion to cancel out the votes of the Southern Democrats 
opposing it-R 59-117; D 165-66 (ND 138-8; SD 27-58). 
Had the motion or the resolution been rejected, the dif­
fering versions of the· bill would have gone to conference 
where those opposed to the provision lowering the voting 
age, including House Judiciary Committee Chairman 
Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.), and those opposed to extension 
of the 1965 law, including Senate Judiciary Committee 
Chairman James 0. Eastland (D Miss.), could have killed 
the provision or the entire bill. (p. 192) ' 

5. HILL-BURTON VETO. By a wide 279-98 mar­
gin, the House June 25 voted to override President Nixon's 
June 22 veto of HR 11102, the Hill-Burton hospital con­
struction bill. Subsequent Senate passage marked the first 
Presidential veto to be overridden in 10 years. The bill 
authorized $2.79 billion over fiscal years 1971-1973 for 
grants and Joans to build and modernize hospitals and 
other health facilities. The President said the bill was too 
expensive. The measure also contained a program of cate­
gorical grants to hospitals that the Administration had 
proposed scrapping for a combination of direct loans and 
grants. Mr. Nixon's veto-his second since taking office­
was challenged by House leaders who said the program 
was of such high priority that it should not be subject to 
expenditure reductions. Ninety-five Republicans and three 
Democrats voted to uphold the veto; 67 Republicans and 

· 212 Democrats voted to override. The breakdown of the 
Democratic vote was ND 137-0; SD 75-3. (p. 221) 

6. DESEGREGATION. When the House origi­
nally considered the fiscal 1971 appropriations bill (HR 
16916) for the Office of Education, it adopted a series of 
provisions seeking ·to limit the Federal Government's 
desegregation authority. They were known as the Whitten 
amendments, after Jamie L. Whitten (D Miss.), which 
stipulated that no funds in the bill could be used to force 
schools already considered. "desegregated" under the 
1964 Civil Rights Act to bus students, abolish schools or 
set attendance zones either against the choice of students' 
parents or as a prerequisite for obtaming Federal funds; 
and the Jonas amendment, after Charles Raper Jonas 
(R N.C.), which stipulated that no funds could be used to 
draw up plans to prevent students from attending the 
schools of their parents' choice based on race or color. 
When the Senate considered HR 16916, it dropped all 
these provisions. On June 30, while the House formally 
agreed· to send the measure to conference, Jeffery Co­
helan (D Calif.) offered a motion to instruct House con­
ferees to agree to Senate action on the Whitten and Jonas 
amendments. Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.), floor manager of 
the bill, offered a motion to table Cohelan's motion, and 
thus kill it. Flood's motion was adopt,ed 191-157: R 
107-35; D 84-122 (ND 18-117; SD 66-5). Conferees 
subsequently retained the Whitten amendments but 
dropped the Jonas provision. (p. 260) 
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7 .. CAMBODIA RESTRICTION. Debate in the 
House on the attempt to curb U.S. military operations in 
Cambodia was much more limited than in the Senate and 
the crucial vote came on a procedural motion rather than 

. on the Cooper-Church amendment itself. When the Sen­
ate version of the foreign military sales bill, with the 
Cooper-Church amendment, was returned to the House, 
Donald W. Riegle Jr. (R Mich.) moved to instruct the 
House conferees to accept the Cooper-Church amend­
ment. Wayne L. Hays (D Ohio) then moved to table, or 
kill, the Riegle motion. The Hays move was approved by 
the House 237-153: R 138-33; D 99,120 (ND 28-112; 
SD 71-8) on July 9, 1970. (p. 927) 

8. FARM SUBSIDY LIMIT. Strong opposition to 
farm subsidies had developed in the House in 1968 .and 
1969, particularly from urban Members who cited 
figures showing that some individual farms received sub­
sidies for as much as a million dollars in one year. These 
Members succeeded in tacking amendments onto farm 
legislation limiting subsidy payments to S20,000 to indi­
vidual farmers, but in both 1968 and 1969 the Senate did 
not include ceilings, and conferees on the bills dropped the 
House limits. With the pressure still strong for ceilings, 
the Administration agreed to a $55,000 limit in the Agri· 
culture Act of 1970 (HR 18546) which established three· 
year price support programs for major farm commodities. 
The Administration had initially recommended a $110,000 
limit. The $55,000 ceiling was part of HR 18546 when it · 

.passed the House Aug. 5 by a .212-lil roll-call vote-
R 86-88; D 126-85 (ND 52-78; SD 74-7). (p. 634) 

9. EDUCATION VETO. President Nixon Aug. 11 
vetoed the $4.4-billion Office of Education appropriations 
bill ·for fiscal 1971 (HR 16916) because Congress had 
added about $453 million to his original Budget requests. 
On Aug. 13, with 20 votes to spare, the House voted 289-
114 to override the veto. A two-thirds majority-in this 
case 269-was needed to override. The final breakdown 
was 289-114: R 77-101; D 212-13 (ND 145-1; SD 67-12). 
The Senate Aug. 18. also voted to override the veto, by 
a .77-16 roll-call vote, and the measure was enacted into 
law. (p. 260) 

10. HUD APPROPRIATIONS VETO SUS-
TAINED. The President scored a victory Aug. 13 when 
the House failed to override his veto of the first 1971 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD)-Independent 
Offices Appropriations bill (HR 17548). Mr. Nixon's veto 
of the $18,009,525,300 bill was sustained by a 204-19fi 
roll-call vote. A two-thirds majority in both chambers is 
needed to override a veto. Republicans and some southern 
Democrats, reacting to the President's criticism of the 
appropriation as too. costly (it was $541 million over the 
budget request), combined to sustain the veto. R 23-15.j; 
D 181-40 (ND 139:4; SD 42-36). A second HUD-Inde­
pendent Offices Appropriations bill (HR 19830), con­
taining $300,000,000 less than the first. was approved by 
the President Dec.·17. (p. 742) 

11. CONGRESSIONAL REFORM. Congress in 
1970-for the first time in 24 years.....:..approved a com­
prehensive legislative reform bill. The key vote on the 
moderate reform. measure (HR 17654-PL 91-510) came 
when the House, traditionally the most resistant to st1ch 
efforts at reform, approved it. The Senate had passed a 
simila"r bill in 1967, but the House Rules Committee had 
blocked House action on the bill during the remainder 
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of the 90th Congress. In September 1970, ho~~·ever. th 
·House approved the Legislative Reorganization Act • 

1970 by a vote of 326-19-R 140-6: D 18fi-13 C\D 121 
SD 59-12). The 1970 Act did not deal with the seniori1 
system, financial disclosure, lobbying regulations or 1 I 
Congressional Record, but did make a variety of chang. 
in the committee and floor procedures of the House an 
Senate and authorized expanded information resourc•, 
for the Congress. (p. 447) 

12. TRADE BILL. The House on No\·. 18, 19'71 
came within a few votes of opening up the controversi; 
protectionist Trade Act of 1970 (HR 18910) to ameni 
ments from the floor. An amendment to the rule co1 
trolling House consideration of the measure, offered b 
Sam M. Gibbons (D Fla.), which would have opened ti· 
bill to amendments deleting from (but not adding t• 
the bill, failed in a 192-201 roll-call vote. The rule chan~' 
might have killed the· bill in the House, since Chairma 
Wilbur D. Mills (D Ark.) of the \V ays and Means Con 
mittee, which had reported it, said he was under stri' 
instructions from his Committee to bring the bill to th 
floor under a closed rule (allowing Committee amem 
ments only). The bill, which died in the Senate, wou! 
have. imposed statutory import quotas on textiles an 
footwear and established procedures for imposing quot<· 
on an estimated 200 other imports. The vote on Gibbon 
amendment was the closest roll call on the trade bill. 
showed that opponents did not have quite enoug 
strength to force a change in the measure. Both the ffr 
publicans and the Democrats were split on the vote: '" 
Republicans and 101 Democrats voted for Gibbon: 
amendment while 77 Republicans and 12-1 Democrn: 
opposed it. (ND 94-52; SD 7-72) (p. /0.51) 

13. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). When tli 
House passed the Department of Transportation appr. 
priation bill (HR 17755) on May 27, there \vas stro1;'· 
opposition to including the $290 million recommende· 
by the Administration for the SST program. But oppori 
ents of the SST lost by a 176-162 roll-call vote a parli:, 
m.entary maneuver to send the bill back to committr 
with instructions to delete the funds. After the Sena! 
Dec. 3 approved an amendment to dele'te the ss· 
appropriation, another attempt was made Dec. 8 in th 
House to follow the S~nate lead. Sidney R. Yates (I 
Ill.) offered a .motion to instruct House conferees on th 
bill to agree to the Senate amendment. By a 213-1/. 
roll-call vote, the House tabled (killed) the motion. ; 
''yea" was a vote, in effect, for the SST. The partie 
split on the issue with 105 Republicans and 108 Dem<• 
crats voting against the SST appropriation. The Demo 
cratic breakdown was ND 45-97; SD 63-16. (p. 776) 

14. EMERGENCY SCHOOL AID. President Nixn 
i\larch 2-1, 1970, promised to spend SL.j billion in fisc: 
1971-1972 to improve schools in ··racially impactt­
areas" and to aid school districts which were in the prr 
cess of desegregating. The House late in December 19< 
approved the Administration bill authorizing this ai< 
but liberals and southern conserrntives blocke" 
action on the bill in the Senate. Tht> House appro\'P· 
the bill 159-77 (R s:l-:19; D 106-38; l\D 87-2; SD 19-:Jfi 
In the Senate. liberals considered the bill ton rngue i 
its standards for the de;;egregatinn effort and consen-.: 
tives considered the bill a "busing bill." (p. 701) 



Key Votes - 6 

SENATE VOTES ON 'NO-KNOCK' 
' 

DESEGREGATION, VOTING 

RIGHTS, CAMPAIGN SPENDING, CAMBODIA, FOOD STAMPS 

l. S 3246. Drug Control. Er\"in (D :'\.C.l amendment to Grif­
. fin (R l\lich.) amendment, striking "no-knock" pro,·ision. He­
jected 3::>-_50: R 2-31; D 33-19 (:'\D 21-14: SD 12-J.'il .. Jan. :27, 
1910. :\ '"nay" was a vote supponing the Presiden\°s position. 

2. HH 514. Elementarv and Secondal'\· Education Act Amend­
ments. Stennis. (D Miss.·) amendment ~e4uiring equal enforce­
ment throughout the country in deali11g with de jure and de tacto 
school segregation. Adopted 56-36: R 21-12; D 29-24 (:'\D 11-
2:3; SD 18-1 ), Feb. 18, 1910. The President did not take a posi-
tion on the amendment.._ . . 

3. HR 4249. Voting Rights Act Amendments. '.\!ansfield !D 
l\lont .) amendment lowering tri 18 the ·\"oting age for all Federal, 
state and local elections, effecti,·e .Jan. I. 1911. Adop1ed 64-17: 
R :26-8: D :~8-9 ( :\D 32-0; SD 6-91, March 1:2, 1910. The Presi­
dent did not take a position on the amendment. 

4. :'\omination of G. Harrold Carswell as an Associate .Jus­
tice of the Supreme Coun. Rejected 45-.'il: R :28-13; D ll-:l8 
l:'\D 3-:n SD 14-5), April 8, 1970. A ··yea" was a rnte support­
ing the President's position. 
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ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen y y N y y N N Hughes y N y N y y y 

Sparkman y y N y y N x Miller N N·N Y N N N 

-ALASKA KANSAS 
Gra,·el •' N I N y y. I Oole N y y y N y N 

Stet>t>ns t y •' y N y ? Pf'ars1m N y y y y y N 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N y N y N N N Cook N y y NN N •' 

"Go/du-ater ? y • y N N x Couper y y y y y y y 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
F'ulbrii:ht N y y N y y y Ellender N y N y y N N 

McClellan N y y N N N Long N y N y y x x 
CALIFORNIA MAINE 

CcacsBlD y N y N y y y Muskie Y N Y N y y y 

Murphy N y N y * N •' Smith N y .Y N N N 
COLORADO MARYLAND 

Allutt N y N y N N.N Tydings N N, N y y y 

Dominick x ·- ,, y N N N Mathias . N y N y y ·y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Dodd N N •' N t I -Kenned>· y ? y N y y y 

Rihicoff y y y N y y •' llmuke N N y N N y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bo11gs ·N N Y. Y N N y Hart ·y N y N y y y 

Williams N y y y y N N Griffin N N x Y N N x 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

Holland y y N y Y -N N McCarthy y N I N y y 

Gurney N y y N NN J1Qngale y N y N y y y 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Russell N y x y ? ? Ea.<t land y y N y ? N N 

Talmadge y y x y y N x Srennis y y N y N N X 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye y N ' N y y y Eagleton N N y N y y y 

f'~•n;! N y Y N N N y s~·mirigion N N y N y y •' 
IDAHQ MONTANA 

( 'burrh N N y N I y y :\!an,field y y • N ' y y 

.Jordon N y y y N N N l\·letralf y y N y ·y t 

llliNOIS NEBRASKA 
:-:1t'\'t'll~OD~ Curt/ .... N y N Y N N x 
/'1'f('\ X N Y N N y • Hru,ka N y N v N NN 

INDIANA NEVADA 
Ha~·b N y N y Y_J Hi hie N. y y y ' y N 

Hartke ? ? y N y y ? Cannon N y y N y y N· 

~ 

Democri-11~ 

~----------~ .. ---...__..,,.....,._._ .. , .. , ...... . 

5. S :i637. E4ual Time Amendment. Pastore (0 R.l.1-Pear;;on 
(R Kan.) amendment imposing a se,·en-cenl per n11e !in pre,·ious 
statewide election) limit on T\' and radio spending b~· Pre;;iden­
tial and Congressional candidates. Adopted .'i0-:3.'i: R S-:J2: D 
42-:l C:\D 28-0; SD 14-3), April 14. 1910. The President did not 
take a position on the amendment. 

6. HR 15628. Foreign Military Sales. Cooper !R Ky.)­
Church ( D Idaho) amendment barring funds. for r.S. military 
operations in Cambodia after .July I, 1910, unless specifically 
authorized by Congress. including the retention of C.S. combat 
forces, ad,·isers and air acri,·ities in direct support of Cambodian 
forces. Adopted 58-37: R 16·26; D 42-Jl ('.\D 35-1: SD i-10), 
.June :10. l!:J70. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

7. HR 17923. Agriculture Appropriations. McGo'"ern (D S.0.) 
amendment increasing from $1.2.'i billion to SJ.75 billion funds 
for the food. stamp program. Adopted 43-28: R I 3-19: D 30-9 
(:\0 26-2: SD 4.7). .July 8, 1970. The President did not take a 
position on the amendment. 
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Y Record vote for (yea). 
•' Paired for. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I Announced for or CQ poll for. 
:'>!clntvre N y y N y y y 

N Recor_d vote against (nay I. 
Cotto~ N y y y N N N 

X Paired against. 
NEW JERSEY 

Announced against or CQ poll Williams y N y N y y y 

Ca.<e y N y N y y y against. 

NEW MEXICO ? Absent, general pair. "present" or 

Anderson N y y ? ? y ? did not announce or answer pcill. 

Montoya N y y N y y y 

NEW YORK 
Cooddl N N I N y y y 

- """C"') 'lll::f'.,., "°" 
Jacit., + N y N y y •' 

NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
En· in y y N y N N N Yarborough y y N y y y 
.Jordan . y N y y y ? Tou·er x y x y N NN 

NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Burdick y y y N y y y 

Moss y N y N y y y 
roung N y y y N N N Bennett N y N' N N 

OHIO VERMONT 
·Young y N y N y y I 

Aiken N y y y N y N 
Sar be N N y y N y y 

Prouty ? y y N N N y 
OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 

Harris y N y N y y t Byrd. Jr. y y x y y NN 
Hellman N y y y N NN Spong y y y N y y y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hatfield N Y N N y y Jackson N N y N y y y 
Pack1rn"d ? y y N y y N Magnuson N N y N I y • 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Sch1rrikrr N N y N N y y 

Bnd N y y y y y y 
Scott N N y y N N y 

R~ndnlph y y y y t y y 
RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 

Pastore y N y N y y y 
?l;el"'" y N y N y . 

Pell y N y x t y y 
Proxmire y N y y N y y 

SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Hollings y y y y y y y 

McC;ee y y y N y N 
Thurmond N y N y N N N Harv.en N y y y N NN 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I\1cCo\·ern ' N y N y y y 

J\fundi x ? • x 
TENNESSEE 

Gnfe y y y N y y • 

Haker N y y y N N ' 

• .l\vt a ·""nat11r u·hrn l'ot<' ... "rre tak~n. 
•Ansu:prf'd "prP'-l'nt ··to aroid po.~~ihle ('1mflict·'-J{-lnter1•.(t. 
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Key Votes. 7 

SENATE VOTES ON ABM, VOLUNTEER ARMY, TROOP LIMITS, 

ELECTORAL REFORM, CLEAN AIR, SST, SOCIAL SECURITY 
8. HR 1712:J. Military Procurement Authorization. Hart (D 

Mich.l-Cooper (R Ky.) amendment deleting s:l22.2 million from 
the hill. for deployment of the Safeguard ABM system at White­
man Air Force Base, Mo., and Warren Air Force Base, Wyo. 
Rejected 4i-52: R 12-30; D 3..'i-22 (ND 30-8; SD 5-14), Aug. 12, 
1970. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

9. HR 17123. Military Procurement Authorization. Hatfield 
( R Ore. )-Goldwater ( R Ariz.) amendment increasing military 
salaries and recommending the creation of a volunteer army. 
Rejected 35-52: R 20·18; D 15-34 (ND 14-li; SD 1-li), Aug. 
25, 19i0. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 171'23. Military Procurement Authorization. Mc­
Govern (D S.D.l-Hatfield (R Ore.) amendment limiting to 280,-
000 the maximum number of U.S. tro~ps in Vietnam after April 
30. 1971, and providing for complete withdrawal of troops by 
Dec. 31. 1971, but authorizing the President to delay the with­
drawal for a period up to 60 days if he found the withdrawal 
wo~ld subject U.S. troops to clear and present danger. Rejected 
39-55: R 7-34; D 32-21 (ND 29-6; SD 3-15), Sept. 1, 1970. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

11. S J Res 1. Electoral Reform. Mansfield (0 Mont.) mo­
tion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on a constitutional amend­
ment that would abolish the electoral· college and substitute 
direct, popular election of Presidents. Rejected 54-36: R 21-18; 
D :n-18 (:-.iD 30-2; SD 3-16), Sept: Ii, 19i0. A two-thirds 
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Goldirnter N Y N. N ? N ? Cooper 
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Fulbright Y X Y N Y Y Y Ellender 
l\lcClellan N. N N N N N ? Long 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
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DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
801111• N Y N Y N N Y Hart 
l\iillioms N Y N N Y Y Y Griffin 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

y y y y y y ? 
NNNYYYN 

Hn.lland N N N N Y Y Y McCarthv Y N Y Y N Y ? 
(;1'rney N y N N y N Y. __hlq.[l_d'::a:::l0:•-· __ __:.Y_;_;N_;..Y-'-Y--'N-~Y~N 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Ru;sell N N N N Y N , Ea>tlnnd 
Talmad~e. N N N N N N Y Stennis 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
ln .. uve Y f Y Y N N , En~letnn 

F11n# N Y N N N Y ? Symin!(ton 
IDAHO MONTANA 

.1.:.hur."" Y Y Y Y N I ? Mansfield 
Jnrdnn N Y N N Y Y Y l\1e1calf 

ILUNOIS NEBRASKA 
~S'-'te'-''~·e~il~s(--'>n"-•-· _______ Y~Y Curt,-... 

Percy Y Y N Y N Y ? Hri;ska 
INDIANA .NEVADA 

BnyQ,. y N y y , y N Bihle 
Hartke Y Y Y Y N Y N Cannon 
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majority (60 in this case) was required to invoke cloture. The 
President did not take a position on the motion. · 

12. HR 17255. Air quality Standards Act. Gurney (R Fla.) 
amendment to Dole (R Kan.) amendment, eliminating time pro­
vision from the section allowing manufacturers to seek a one­
year extension of the deadline for producing 90-percent pollution­
free automobiles. (The Dole amendment, later rejected hy a 32: 
43 roll-call "ote, would have permitted congressional rather than 
judicial revi- of extensions of the deadline for producing low­
pollution automobiles.) Rejected 22-57: R 16-li; D 6-40 (ND 
1-28; SD 5-12), Sept. 22, 1970. The President did not take a 
position on the amendment. 

· 13. HR 17755. Department of Transportation and related 
agencies appropriations, fi~cal 1971. Proxmire (D Wis.) amend­
ment deleting the $289.9 million in development funds. for the 
supersonic transport (SST). Adopted 52-41: R 18-21; D 34-20 
(ND 25-10; SD 9-10), Dec. 3, 19i0. A "nay" was a vote support­
ing the President's position. 

14. HR 17550. Social Security Act of 1970. Long (D La.) 
motion to recommit the bill with instructions to delete Title HI­
the trade act; Title IV.-'-catastrophic health insurance; parts of 
Title V-"-elfare provisions, and the section providing for " 
veterans pension increase (already enacted separately). Motion 
agreed to "'9-21: R 20-12; D 29-9 (ND 16-8; SD 13-1 ), Dec. 28. • 
19i0. The President did not take a position on the motion. 
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Key Voles - B 

HOUSE VOTES ON HEW VETO, WELFARE, SOCIAL SECURITY, 

VOTING RIGHTS, HOSPITAL VETO, DESEGREGATION, CAMBODIA 
1. HR 13111. Fiscal 1970 appropriation;; bill for the Depart­

ments of Labor 1rnd Health, Education and Welfare. Reconsidera­
tion of-the bill, vetoed by President '.\ixon .Jan. 26. Veto su~tained. 
226-191: R 27-156; D 199-35 <~D 150-0; SD 49-35), Jan. 28, 
1970. A twp-thirds majority (278 in this ca!<e) was required to 
O\"erride the President's veto. A "'nay" was a \'Ote supporting 
the President's position. 

2. HR 16311. Family Assistance Act. Passage of the bill 
replacing the. Aid to Families with Dependent Children program 
with a Family Assistance plan pro,·iding guaranteed Federal 
payments to poor families. Passed 243-155: R 102-72; D 141-83 
(ND 126-19; SD 15-64), April 16, 1970. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. • 

3. HR 17550. Social Security Amendments of 1970. Betts 
(R Ohio) mot.ion to recommit the bill v.ith instructions to add 
amendment providing for automatic cost-of-)i,·ing increases in 
Social Security benefits. Agreed to 233-144: R 161-5; D 72-139 
(ND 68-61; SD 4-78), May 21, 1970. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

4. HR 4249. Voting Rights Act Amendments. Matsunaga (D 
Hawaii) motion to order the pre,·ious question on the rule (H 
Res 914) for agreeing to the Senate amendments to HR 4249, 
extending the Voting Rights Act of 1965. Agreed to 224-183: R 

-- NC'? "'I' It) 'O ....._ _...,..,"1"111'0 ... 

ALABAMA las Angeles Co. 
3 Andrews Y N N N Y y ' 17 Anderson y y y y Y N N 
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16 Sisk y y N y y N R.ORIDA 
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59-117; D 165-66 (ND 1:~8-8; SD 27-.'i8), ,June 17, 1970. The 
President did not take a position on the motion. 

5 .. HH 11102. Hospital Construction, Reconsideration and 
passage of the bill, vetoed by President Nixon June :22. extending 
program of Federal grants for construction ai1d modernization of 
health facilities. Veto overridden 279-98: R 67-95; D 212-3 (ND 
137-0; SD 75-3), June 25, 1970. A two-thirds majority (252 in 
this case) was required to override the President's veto. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 16916. Office of Education appropriations bill. Flood 
. (0 Pa.) motion to table Cohelan (D Calif.) motion instructing 
House conferees to accept Senate amendments deleting provi­
sions prohibiting use of funds t.o force busing or closing of schools 
and providing for freedom of choice plans. Tabli~g motion 
adopted 191-157: R 107-35: D 84-122 (ND 18-lli; SD 66-5), 
.June 30, 1970. The President did not take a positio-n on the 
motion. 

7. HR 15628. Foreign Military Sales. Hays (0 Ohio) motion 
to table Riegle (R Mich.) motion instructing House conferees 
to concur in Senate-passed Cooper-Church amendment on Cam­
bodia. Tabling motion adopted 237-153: R 138-33; D 99-120 
(ND 28-112; SD 71-8), July 9, 1970. The President did not take 
a position on the motion. 

_...,..,"tit\'() ... - KEY -
GEORGIA 

Y Record vote for (yea). 
•' Paired for. 

3 Brinkley N N N N y y y 
f Announced for or CQ poll for. 

7 Devis ? N N N y y y 
N Record vote against (nay). 

6 Flynt N N N N y y y 
X Paired against. 

I Hagen N NNN y y y 
Announced against or CQ poll 

9 Landrum N N NN y y y 

2 O'Neal N N N x y y y agRinst. 

JO Stephens N N N N y I y ? Absent. general pair, ""present"' or 

8 Stuckey N NN N y y y did not announce or ansli·er poll. 

4 Blackburn N N y NN I y 

5 Thompson N N y NN y y 
HAWAII -NC")~ll\'O....._ 

AL Matsunaga y y I y y NN 
ALMink y y y y y N N IN DIANA 
IDAHO 3 Brademas y y y y y NN 
2 Han.•en. 0. N y y y ? y 

9 Hamilton y y y y ? NN 
I McClure N N Y N N ? y 

I I Jacobs y y I y y NN 
ILLINOIS I Madden y ,1 N y y NN 
21 Gray y y N y y N y 4 Adair N N y N ? ? y 
24 Price y y N y y N N 6 Bray N N Y N N ? y 
23 Shipley y NN y y y x 10 Dennis N N N N N y y 
16 Anderson N y y y N 2 Landgrebe N N N N y y 
17 Arends N y y N N y y 7 Mvers N N y N y y y 
14 Erlenbom N f y x y y 5 R~udebWlh N N t ? y ? y 
20 Find/I'\· N y y y N ? ? 8 Zion NN y N N y y 
12 McCl~ry y y y y N y y IOWA 
18 Michel N N Y N N y y 2 Culver y y y y y NN 
19 Railsback N y y y I N y 5 Smith y y y y ,1 ? N 
15 RPid N y Y N N y y 3 Gross N N y N y y y 
22 Sprin11er N y Y N N y y 4 K~·I N N ? N ,1 y y 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Mavne N y Y N N y y 
7 Annunzio y y N y y N N 7 Srher/e N N y N y y y 
6 Collins• I Schwl'ngel N y y .. N y N 
I Vacancv KANSAS 
5 Kluczy~ski y y ? y y y y 

2 Mize N N y N y y y 
2 Mi ha y "' 

y y y N N I Sebelius N N t N y y y 
:i Murphy y y N y y N y 

.4 Shriver N N y N y y y 
II Purinski y y y y y y N 5 Skubitz N y y N y y y 
I! Rnstenkowski y y N y y N N 3 Winn N N t N y y y 
9 Vates y y y y y NN KENTUCKY 

10 Collier N Y Y N N y y 
2 Natcher y y N y y y y 

13 Crane N N Y N N y y 
7 Perkins y y N y y y y 

4 Derwin.<ki N N Y N N y y 
I Stubblefield Y N N y y y y 

•.\'nt a Mrmh<'r U'hrn t•ot,. .. u or rnkrn. 
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Key Votes - 9 

-r..r>""l'"l'O"- - C'I M "llt "l 'O ..... -Nf'1~"1'0"' 
- C"'4 t"') ~ "l 'O"' 

6 Watts y N N y y y y 2 Symington y y I y y NN 11 Taylor y N N y y Y. y 1 \':i.cant.:v 5 Carter ·N y y y N y y 7 Hall N N y N I y y 10 Broyhill N N y N y y y 2 Watson. N N y N ? ? y 3 Cou·/ier y y y .; y y y MONfANA 9 Jona., N N y N N y y SOUfH DAKOTA 4 Snyder N N y. y y y y 2 Melcher y y N y y N N 5 Mizell N N Y-N N y Y. 2 Bern· N y y N N ? y LOUISIANA l Olsen y y y y y N N 8 Ruth N N y N y y y I Reifel N I I y N l •' 2 Boggs y y N y y N y NEBRASKA NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE 3 Caffery N N N N .; y .; 2 Cunningham N y y N N y y I Andrews N y y N N I ./ 6 Anderson y N I y I y 7 Edwards N N N y y I I I Denney N N y NN I.; 2 Kleppe N N I N N y y 7 Blanton y N N N y ? y I Hebert x N N x y y y .J Marti~ N N N N. y y y OHIO 4 Evins ? N N y y ' y 8 Loni{ N x N N y y .; NEVADA 9 Ashley y y y y y N N 5 Fulton .; y N y y y N 5 Passman N N N N y I y AL Baring y NN N y ? y 19 Carney• 8 Jones y N N N y ' y 6 Rarick N N N N y y .; NEW HAMPSHIRE 20 Feighan y ? N y y N y 3 Brock N y y N N ' y 4 Waggon11er N NNN y y y 2 Cleveland N N y y y y y 18 Ha'" y N ? x y I y 2 Duncan N N y y y y y MAINE I W:vman N N y N y y y 21 Sto.kes y y I y y N N 9 Kuykendall N y y N ./ I y 2 Hathaway y y y y y N N NEW JERSEY 22 Yanik y y N y y N N I Quillen N N Y. N N y y l Kyros y y y y y N N 14 Daniels y y y y I N N 17 Ashbrook N N y N y y y TEXAS 
MARYLAND 13 Gallagher y y y y y N N 14 Ayres N y I y I I y 9 Brooks y N N y y y y 

4 Fallon y y N y y N y 9 Helstoski y y y y y N N '8 Betts N y y N N y y 17 Burleson N N N N y y y i Friedel y y N y y N N 3 Howard y y y y y NN 16 Bow N y y N x y y 5 Cabell y ? N N y ? y 3 Garmatz y y N y y NN 11 Minish y y y y y NN 7 Brown y y y N N N y 22 Casey y N N N y y y 
2 Long y N N y x y N 15 Patten y y y y y NN 2 Clancv N N y N ? ? y 15 de la Garza y y N y ./ y y 6 Beall N y y y y y y 10 Rodino y y y y Y N N 12 Deuin.e N N l N N y •' 2 ,Dowdy N N y N y y y 8 Gude y y y y y NN 8 ROe y Y. y V y-·NN" 6 Harsha y N y N N y y 8 Eckhardt y y y y y N N 5 Hogan y y y N y y y 4 Thompson y y N y y NN 5 Latta N N y N y I y 21 Fisher y N N N N y y 
1. Morton N y y N N I.; 12 Dwyer N y y y y N N 24 Lukens N ? Y N N y 20 Gonzalez y y N y y N N M ASSACHUSElTS. 6 Forsvthe • 4 McCulloch N y y y y N y 23 Kazen y N N y y y y 2 Boland y y y y y NN 5 Frelinghuysen x y y y N N y 10 Miller N y y N y y N 19 Mahon y N N N y y y 11 Burke y y N .y y N N I Hunt N N y N. y y y 23 Minshall N N y N y y y l Patman y ? N N y y 4 Donohue y y y y y NN 2 Sandman N Y N N y y y 13 Mosher N y y y y· N N 10 Pickle ·- y N N N y y y 6 Harrington y y y y y N N 7 Widnall N y y Y N N N 11 Stanton N y y y N N N 11 Poage y N N N y y y 7 Macdonald y y y N y N N NEW MEXICO I Taft N y y y N N y 13 Purcell y N N N y y y 9 McCormack 2 Foreman y N y N N y y 3 Whalen y y y y y NN 4 Roberts y N N y y y 8 O"Neill y y y y y N N I Lujan N y y N N ? y 15 W:vlie N 1 y N N y y 6 Teague N N N N ? ? ? 3 Philbin y y N y y NN NEW YORK OKLAHOMA 16 White y •' y y y y y I Conte y y y y y N N 41 Dulski y y y y y y y 3 Albert y y N y y N y 12 Wright y N N y y y y JO Heckler y ? y y N N N 34 Hanley y y y y y N N 2 Edmondson y N N N y y y 14 Young y N N y y y y 12 Keith· N y y y I N 5 Lowenstein y y y y y NN 5 Jarman N N N N I y 7 Bush N y ? ? x y • 5 Mor..e N y y y N·N N, 39 McCarthy y y I y y N N 4 Steed y y N N y y y 3 Collins N N y N N y y MICHIGAN 25 Ottinger y I I y y N N I Belcher N N ? N N y y 18 Price N NN N x ? y 12 O'Hara y y y y y N N l Pike y N y y y N y 6 Camp N N y N N y y UTAH 

18 Broomfield N y y y y y I :l5 Stratton y y y y N y OREGON I Burton y y y y N .. y 
3 Brown N y I N y y y 3 Wolff .; y y y y N N 3 'Green y N y N y y y 2 Lloyd ? y y y N y y 10 Cederberg N y y NN r y 29 Button y y y y y NN 2 Ullman y NN N y y N VERMONT 
6 Chamberlain N y y N y y y :J7 Conable N y y N. y y y 4 Dellen back ·N y y N y N N Al Stafford y y. y y N NN 2 Esch N y y y I N 28 Fish .N y y y N N N I Wyatt N t y NN y N VIRGINIA 
5 Ford .N y y N N y y 2 Grouer N x y N N y y PENNSYLVANIA 4 Abbitt N N N N y y y B Haruey N y y N N N y 38 Hastings N y y y ? ? y 25 Clark y N N "' y ? y 5 Daniel N N N N y y y 
4 Hutchinson N N y N N y y 36 Horton y y y y y N 21 Dent y y N I I N y I Downing y N N N y y y 

19 McDonald N y y y y y ? 30 King N N y x y y y 11 Flood y y I y y y y 7 Marsh N N N N N y y 7 Riegle N y I y ./ N N 31 McEwen N N y y N y •' 20 Gaydos y y y •' ? N N 3 Satterfield N N N N Y y y II Ruppe y y y y N ·N N 21 McKneally y N y N N N y 14 Moorhead y y N y y N N JO Brovhill N ,; y NN y y 9 Vander Jagt N y y y N y 32 Pirnie y y y y y y y 26 Morgan y y N y y N y 6 Pofi N y y N.N I y 
Detroit-Wayne Co. 26 Reid y y y y y N N 15 Rooney y y N y y N N B Scott N N y N N y y 

l Conyers y y N y y ? N 33 Robison· N y I y N 24 Vigorito y y N y y NN 9 Wampler N y y N N y y 13 Diggs y ? N y y N N 40 ·smith N y y N N y N 6 Yatron y N y y y N N 2 Whitehurot y y y y y y y 16 Dingell y y N y y NN 4 Wydler N y y y N N y .B Biester y y y y y NN WASHINGTON 
15 Ford y y N y y NN New York City 18 Corbett N y y N y y 7 Adams y y y y y N N 17 Griffiths y ? N y y N N 7 Addabbo y y y y y N N 13 Coughlin N y y y N ? N 5 Foley y y y y y N N 14 Nedzi y y N .; y N X 24 Biaggi y N y y y NN 16 Eshleman N N y N N y y 3 Hansen y y N y y N X MINNESOTA 23 Bingham y y I y y N N 27 Fulton y I y y y N N 6 Hicks y y N x y N N 8 Blatnik y y I y y ·N 11 Brasco y y y Y. y NN 19 Goodling N N y N N y y 2 Me.ids y y y y y ·N 5 Fra!'er y Y· y y y N N ~C_!!~~ y y y y ? ? x 23 John.•on NN Y N N y y 4 Mav 'N y Y N N I y 
4 Karth y y N y y N N 10 Celler y y N y y N N JO McDade y y y y y y N I Peliy N y y x y N y 
7 Langen N y y N N y y 12 Chisholm y N N y y N N 22 Saylor N y y N y ? x WEST VIRGINIA 
3 MacGregor N y I N N N y 9 Delenev y N N y y y y Ii Schn~Pbeli N ,/ y 1 N y N 4 Hechler y y y y y N N 
2 NPlsen N y y N N y y 19 Farbst~in y y y y I N 9 Ware• 5 Kee y y N y y y y 
I Quie N y y y N N y 22 Gilbert y y y y I N N 12 lVhnl/e,· N N y NN y y 1 Mollohan y ' N y ? ? y 
6 Zwach y y y y N N y 17 Koch y y y y y N N 7 Willia,;,, N N y NN y y 3 Slack y N N y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 16 Murphy y y N y y N y Philadelphia City 2 Staggers y y y y y N y 
I Abernethy N N N N y y y 13 Podell .y y y y y N I Barrett y y N y y NN WISCONSIN 
5 Colmer N N ? N N y y 18 P~well y y y y ? ? x 3_ Byrne y y I y y ? N 2 Kast enmeier y y y y y NN 
3 Griffin N N N N y y y 14 Rooney y y N y y N N 4 Eilberg y y N y y N N 7 Obey y y y y y N N 4 Montgomery N N N N I I y 8 Rosenthal y y y y y N N 5 Green. y y y y y N N 5 Reuss y y y y y N N 2 Whitten y N N N y y .; 20 Ryan y y y y y NN 2 Niz y y N y y N N 4 Zablocki y y N y y y y 

MISSOURI 21 Scheuer y y .Y y y N N RHODE ISLAND B B\'rne• N y y NN y y 
5 Bolling y y y y y N y '6 Halpern y y y y y N N l St. Germain y y. y y y N N 9 o"aL·i.< N y y N N y y 

10 Burlison y y ? y y y N NORTH CAROLINA 2 Tieman y y y y. NN 10 O'Kon .. ki N y y y y N N 1 Clay y y' ? y y NN 2 Fountain N NN N y y y SOUTH CAROLINA I Schadebers N N y N y y y 
6 Hull y N y N y y y 4 Gelifienakis y y y y y y N 3 Dom y N N N y· y y 6 Stei/{er N y y N N N y 
9 Hungate y N N N y ·y N 3 Henderson y NNN y y y 5 Gett vs N x N N y y • .1 Thom.•on N y y NN y y 
8, lchord . y N y N y y y I Jones y NNN y y y 6 Mc!'.iillan N x N ? y y y WYOMING 
4 Rnndall y N y N y y y i Lennon y X N N y y y 4 Mann N NN N ? I y AL Wold N N y N y y 
3 Sullivan ~ y N N y y y N 6 Preyer y y N Y. y y N 

Democrats Republican.•~ 
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Key Votes - I 0 

HOUSE VO.TES ON FARM SUBSIDIES, EDUCATION VETO, HUD 

VETO, REORGANIZATION, TRADE BILL, SST, SCHOOL. FUNDS 
8. HH 18546. Agriculture Act of 1970. Pa,;sage of the bill 

prm·iding t bree-~·ear price support programs for wool, wheat. 
feed grains and cotton and for a da.iry · prugram and limiting 
suh;;id~· payme111s tu $55.000 per crop. Passed 21:2-lil: H 86-88; 
D l:!G-8:) (\:!) .)2-";8; SD i4-il. Aug. 5, J9i0. A "yea" was: a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

9. H H 16916. Office of Education appropriations bill, 
fiscal Eli 1. Heconsiderat ion and pas,;age of the bill, ,·et oed · by 
Pre,ident \:ixon Aug. 11. appropriating S4.4:20,l45,000 for 
fiscal 1911 for the Office of Education. Veto O\'erridden 289-114: 
H ii-JOI: D 212-13 t\:D 14.'j-J; SD 67-121. Aug. J'.3, 19i0. A 
two-thirds majority 1269 in this case). was required to override 
the President's ,·eto. A "nay" was a vole supporting the Presi­
dent ·s position. 

JO. HR 17548. Indepen.dent Offices-HUD Appropriations, 
fiscal Hlil. Heconsideration of the bill. wtoed by President 
\:ixon Aug. 11. appropriat ii1g SIB billion for Independent Offices 
and the Department of Housing and Urban DeH,lopmerit. Veto 
sustained :204-195: R 23-1.">5; D 181-40 (\:0 1:19-.L SD 42-:16), 
Aug. J:l. 19i0. A two-thirds majority (266 in this case) was 
required to o\·erride the President's ,-e!o. A "nay" was a vole 
supp<irting the President's position. 

o-C"'llC"')""t O-NC'1"t 
cog.,,, - - --- coo.. - --- -

ALABAMA lo• Angele• Co. 
:i Andrews Y N N N N N x 17 Anderson N y y y y y y 
7 Be\'ill y • . y N N x 29 Brown N y y y y N ? 

.5 Flowers y y y y N NN 22 Corman N y y f y y y 
8. .Jones y y Y N N y N 21 Hawkins . y y y y y y 

4 ~ichols y y N y N y x 19 Holifield y y y y y y y 

6 Huchanan y NN y N y N 26 Rees y y y y y N y 

2 Dickinson y NN y N y N :JO Ho\'bal N y y ? y N y 

I Edu·ards Y N N y N y ? 31 Wiis11n y y y y y y •' 
ALASKA 28 R~ll N y N y y y y 
Al Pollock ? x y •' ? y 2.1 Clau·.,on N N N ? ? y ? 
ARIZONA 27 Go/du·atrr x N N y y y y 

___2_!41all y y y y y N 1 .J2.Ho.<mer N N N y •' y y 
I Rhodes Y N N y x N •' 2-1 Rau .<.<e/ot N N N y y y x 
.J Steif!er Y N N y y N ? 20 Smith NNN y y y ? 

ARKANSAS r _, Wi!i11i11-< N N N y y ? N 
I Alexander y y y ? N N y COLORADO 
2 Mills y NN NN y x 4 Aspinall y y y N ? ? ? 
4 Pf\'or Y t •' ? N N y 3 E\'ans y y y y y N ? 
3 H~mmerschmidt Y NN y N y N I Rogers y y y ? N y ? 

CALIFORNIA 2 Brotzman N y N y y N y 
5 Bun on y y y y y N y CONNECTlctn 
7 Cohelan N y y y y N ? I Daddario ? y y ? ,1 •' ? 
9 Edwards N y y y y N •' 3 Giaimo N y y y y y •' 

:14 Hanna N y y y y x y 5 Monagan N y y y y N ,1 

2 John!'Dn y y y y y y y 6 Meskill ? y y ? y •' ? 
4 Leg~elt N y y y y N •' 2 Steele• y N ,' 

15 McFall y y y ? y y y -1. W1•icker ? y y ? y ? ? 
8 Mi JI er y y y y y y •' DELAWARE 
:l Mo-. N y y y y x • AL Roth N y N y y N y 

16 Sisk y y y y y y y RORI DA 
:18 Tunney . y y ? y N ? :i Benne11 N N N y Y N N 
:l'i \'an Deerli n N y y y y y y 4 Chap1>ell N y N y N y N 
14 Waldie N y y y y x ? 12 F'escell N y y y y y ? 

I Clau ... rn N N y y y y ? 2 Fuqua y y N. y Y N N 
/I) (h1bsrr N y N y y y ? 6 C.ihbnns N· y y y y N ? 

II 'MrC/o.,·kn y y N y. y N y 7 Hale1· N N y y N y x 
6 Mailliard N t y y y y II Pep1;er y y y y N y y 

Iii Ma//1io.< y y N y y y ? 9 Rogers y y N y Y N N 
:1:1 Pel/is N y N y· ? ? I ~ikes y y y N N y x 
:I.'; Srhmitz N N N N y y N /0 Hurke N N N Y N N ? 

12 Talcott N y N y y ? y 8 Cram Pr x x y N y ? 
/.'/ T~ai<ue N y N .y y y ? .j Fwy N N N y y y ? 

.')fl \\"lf.. .. 011 t N N y y y ? 

Democral!oi. 

··~*'M•1111112$11!1.)_.1111Ji,.WIWl411111.&""';u;~-.. __ - ...... # ------·~"··--···'""" ...... .. 

11. HR 176;;4. Legislative Reorganization Act of 1970. Pas­
sage of the bill i mpro,·ing the ope rat ion of the Congrt>ss h~· 
re,·ising Com111i11ee procedures. making public rnte> taken in 
committee. rl:'4uiring the publication of Hou'e teller ,·otes. and 
making other changes in Congre,;sional rules: Passl:'d :J26-l9: 
H H0-6: D 186-I:l (\:0 127-1: SD -19-12!, Sept. Ji. 1970. The 
Pr~sident did not take a position on the bill. 

12. HR 18970. Trade Act of 19i0. Gibbons ID Fla.) amend­
ment to the rule under which bill was considered, permitting 
amendments deleting pro,·isions from the bill. Rejected 192-201: 
R 91-ii; D 101-124 (ND 94-52; SD i-12), ?\o,._ 18. 19i0. The 
President did not take a position on the amendment. 

13; HR 17755. Department of Transportation and related 
agencies appropriations, fiscal 19i I. Boland ( D 1\fass. l mot ion 
lo table Yates (J) Ill.) motion instructing How;e conferees to 
accept Senate amendment deleting $289.9 'million for de\'elop­
ment of the supersonic transport (SST). Motion adopted 213-
115: R 105-62; D J08-JI3 (:\'D 45-9i; SD 63-161. Dec. 8. 19i0. 
A "yea" was a rnte supporting the President's position. 

14. HR 19446. Emergency School Aid. Passage of the bill 
authorizing Sl.5 billion in aid to public schools under!(oing deseg­
regation. Passed 159-ii: H 53-39; D 106-38 ( '.\ D 81-2: SD 19-
:361. Dec. 21. 1910. A "yea" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's posit ion. 

o-C"oilf")111:t - KEY -coo.-----
Y Record ,-01 e for (yea). 

GEORGIA •' Paired for. 
3 Brinkley y N N y N y N 

I Announced for or CQ poll for. -; Davis y y y N NN 
N Record \'Ote against (nay). 

6 F'lrnt y NN ? N y x 
X Paired against. 

I H~ga~ y y y y N y N 

9 Landrum Y N N y N y x Annou need against or CQ poJI 

2 ()''.\:eal y ? ? y N y N against. 

IO S1 ephens y y y y N ? x ? Absent. general pair. "present" or 

8 S1uckey y y y ? N y N did nol announce or answer poll. 

4 Blackburn y N N ? N y x 
5 Thomp.<on •' N N y N y N 

HAWAII o-r....M~ Q)O...-----AL \latsunaga y y y y y N y 

Al. \link y y y y y N y 
IN DIANA 

IDAHO 3 Brade mas N y y y y N ? 

2 Han.<en, 0. y y N y y • y 
9 Hamilton y y y y y y N 

I McClure y N N y ? y N II Jacobs N y y y y N y 
llllNOIS I ·Madden N y y y y N y 
21 Grav ? y y y y •' y 

4 Adair N y N y N y ? 

24 Pric.e N y y y N y y 
6 Bra\' N i y N y ? 

2.1 Shipley N y y y y 
y " 10 De,;nis N N N y N NN 

16 Ander<on ·y N N y y y y 
2 land11rebe y N N N N N y 

17 Arend.< y N N y y y ? 7 Mvers y NN I y X N 
14 Erlenborn x N N y y y y 5 R~udebush ? ? ? ? '? ? y 
20 Find/"'· N N N y y N ? 8 Zion ? 

McCl~ry· 
NNN y y N 

12 y y N y y y ? IOWA 
18 Michel y N N N y y ? 2 Culver y y y y y N y 
19 Railsback y y N y y N y 

5 Smith y y y y y ? y 
15 Reid Y N N y y y ,y .J Gros.< Y N N N Y N N 
22 Sprin11er Y N N y ? y ? 4 Kv/ y y N y N NN 
Chicago-Cook Co. 6 Marne Y N N y ? N y 

I Annunzio y y y y N y .' 7 Srherfr y NN I y y x 
6 Collins• NN ? I Srhwengel y y y y y N y 
I \'acancv KANSAS 
.5 I\ lucz\'~ski y y y ? N y •' 2 Mize y y N y y y ? 

2 :-.1ib·a N y y y y N ,' I Sebelius y NN y N y ? 

3 \lurph~· y y y y N y ? 
4 Shriver y y N y N y ? 

II Purin~k i N y y y N N y 5 Skubitz y y N y ? y ? 

8 Ho.r enkow•ki ? y y y N N •' :1 Winn y y N y y y ? 

9 Ya1es N y y y y N ? 
KENTUCKY 

Jn Collier N N N ? x I y 
2 Natcher y y y y N y y 

J:i Crane N N N y y y ? 
7 Perkins y y y y y y y 

-I /)pririn.'\ki N N N ? y y y 
I SI ubhlefield y y y y N y N 
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Key Votes - 11 

o- ... ..,.., o-"'C"1"' o-C'f P)·~ 
o-~""'""' CQOll ----- coo.- -- -- Q)Oll----- coo.-----

6 Watts y y y y N y N 2 Symington I y y y y N ? I I Taylor y y N y N N N I Vacancy 5 Carter y N N y N y N 7 Hall y N N y N y x 10 Broyhill y NN Y N N N 2 Wats•m y y y I N y N .1 Cowger N y y I N y ? MONfANA 9 Jonas y NN y N y N soLirH DAl<OrA 4 Snyder y y N y y y x 2 Melcher N y N ? N N y 5 Mizell y N N y N y N 2 Berry y N N ? ? y ? LOUISIANA I Olsen y y y y N N y 8 Ruth Y N N ? N y x I Reifel y x x ; y x ? 2 Bogg• y y y y x y y NEBRASKA NORrH DAKOTA TENNESSEE 3 Caffery y ? ? y N N x 2 Cunningham ? x x y N y , I Andrews y y y y y N .; 6 Anderson y y y y N N , 
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MAJOR SENATE AND HOUSE VOTES DURING 1971 SESSION 

Rejection ·by Congress of continued development of 
the supersonic transport (SST) aircraft, attempts in both 
houses to set a withdrawal date for the return of all U.S. 
forces from Indochina, curtailment of the foreign aid 
program in the Senate and congressional approval of 
greater powers for the President over the economy were 
among the most significant issues of the 1971 session 
decided by record votes. Efforts to override Mr. Nixon's 

·two major vetoes of the year-on bills creating a far-
reaching child care program and providing public service· 
jobs for the unemployed-were defeated.· 

Eight of the 14 key votes in the .House selected by 
Congressional Quarterly came on recorded teller votes­
authorized by the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1970. 
For the first time in the history of the House, members 
in 1971 were recorded by name on amendn;ients involving 
controversial issues such as the SST, school busing, anti­
war amendments, the military draft, federal aid to higher 
education and greater government protection for con­
sumers. As a by-product of this reform, participation by 
members in votes on these and other issues increased by 
about 100 percent over the previous year. 

Senate Key Votes 

1. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). The 
Senate March 24, for the second time in less than four 
months, rejected an amendment to continue federal 
financing of the SST. The vote was 46-51. Although the 
House failed to go along with the Senate in 1970, the fate 
of the commercial aircraft became apparent in 1971 when 
the House on March 18 als.o voted to kill the projed. The 
SST funds had been included in an amendment added 
by the Senate Appropriations Committee to a continuing 
resolution (H J Res 468) providing partial funding for 
the Department of Transportation. (See House key vote 1.) 
Voting against further funding for the SST were 34 
Democrats and 17 Republicans: R 27-17; D 19-34 (ND 
11-25; SD 8-9). (p. 130) 

2. DESEGREGATION. During consideration of 
an Admini:;tration-backed bill (S 1557) to provide $1.5-
billion in aid to desegregating school districts, the Senate 
rejected an amendment requiring nationwide integra­
tion of schools. Proposed by Abraham Ribicoff (D Conn.), 
the amendment would have eliminated the . distinction 
between de jure segregation-th.e result of laws and the 
target of most enforcement action in the 1950s and 1960s­
and de facto segregation-the result of other factors, 
such as housing patterns, which had not been declared 
illegal or unconstitutional by the Supreme Court. This 
de jure-de facto distinction had protected non-southern 
areas from vigorous efforts to desegregate their schools. 
Ribicoff proposed that every metropolitan area be re­
quired to have integrated schools by 1985 and authorized 
more than $20-billion in federal aid for desegregation 
purposes. 1'he Senate rejected the amendment, 35-51, · 
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How Votes Were Selected 

Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 
of key votes on major issues. 

·Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

• A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

nation and lives of Americans. · 
·selection of Votes. For each series of related 

votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily 
chosen. This vote is the roll call, or recorded teller 
vote in the House, that in the opinion of Congressional 
Quarterly was the most important in determining the 
outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ·ND denotes northern Democrats and the desig­
nation SD denotes southern Democrats. 

with southern Democrats splitting 7-6 in favor of the 
amendment which, its advocates said, for the first time 
would have required desegregation throughout the North. 
R 7-32; D 28-19 (ND 21-13; SD 7-6). (p. 601; similar 
key vote 1970 Almanac p. 89) 

3. MILITARY DRAFT. During consideration of 
the military draft extension bill (HR 6531-PL 92-129) 
the Senate by a six-vote margin defeated an attempt to 
extend conscription for one .year instead of the two-year 
proposal backed by President Nixon. An identical one­
year amendment was rejected in the House by a two-vote 
margin. (See House key vote 2.) White House "arm­
twisting, '' as it was described by freshman Sen. Richard 
S. Schweiker (R Pa.), was partly responsible for the 
Administration victory. During the Senate's two-month 
consideration of the draft bill, White House lobbying 
turned critical decisions on the draft in favor of positions 
taken by the President on all but two amendments voted 
on. The Senate June 4 rejected the one-year extension 
amendment by a 43-49 vote. The breakdown was R 10-
29; D 33-20 (ND 28-8; SD 5-12). The Senate adopted the 
draft extension bill June 24 and after a drawn-out con­
ference with the House a two-year extension was signed 
by the President Sept. 28. (p. 257) 

4. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-I. After 
the Senate had taken four roll·call votes June 22 on 
various proposals to withdraw all U.S. troops from 
Indochina, Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) 
offered a. substitute amendment which the Senate 
adopted by a 57-42 vote. Adoption of the Mansfield 
amendment reversed a position established two weeks 
earlier by the Senate in rejecting a similar withdrawal 
measure. The June 22 vote also marked the first time 
a majority in either house had supported a congressional 



mandate calling for the withdrawal of U.S. troops from 
Indochina. The Mansfield amendment set a nine-month 
deadline for the complete withdrawal, pending the 
release of all U.S. prisoners of war. The ·President was 
strongly opposed to the amendment. .Twelve Republi­
cans and a majority of Democrats supported the 
amendment:. R 12-32; D 45-10 (ND 35-2; .SD 10-8), 
(p. 257) 

5. PUBLIC WORKS JOBS. On June 29 Presi­
dent Nixon. vetoed a Democratic-sponsored bill (S 575) 
authorizing $5.7-billion for . public works projeCts and 
regional development. The President criticized the 
measure because it included a $2-billion program to 
create public works jobs which, he said, would be the 
most costly and least effective method of reducing un- · 
employment. He did not criticize other provisions of the 
bill which authorized $1.8-billion for general and regional 
economic development and a slightly smaller sum for 
aid to Appalachia. The Senate sustained the veto July 
14 by a 57-36 vote-five short of the two-thirds majority 
necessary to override it. Thirty-five of 41 Republicans 
voted to sustain the. President's position: R 6-35; D 51-
1 (ND 35-0; SD 16-1). (p. 181) 

6. LOCKHEED LOAN GUARANTEE. The Ad­
ministration won a major victory in the Senate Aug. 2 
when its bill to authorize a federal guarantee of bank 
loans for the Lockheed Aircraft Corporation was passed 
by a one-vote margin on a 49-48 roll call. Lockheed, the 
nation's largest weapons producer for the Defense De­
partment, needed the financing to. go into production .with 
a commercial airliner and to avoid bankruptcy. To gain 
support for the controversial bill, Senate supporters 
broadened the Administratio,n's bill (S 2308) requesting 
authority to guarantee financing for Lockheed into a 
S2-billion guarantee program for failing major businesses. 
Three times the Senate refused to invoke cloture and 
shut off debate. ·'(Votes 144, 151, 157, 1971 Weekly Re­
port p. 1630, 1693, 1694) But the Senate also rejected 
efforts tQ recommit or drastically change the bill. On 
July 31, the Senate agreed to take up a related bill (HR · 
8432) passed by the House the previous day. (See House 
key vote 6.) It authorized only a $250-million guarantee 
thus providing a test of strength on the Lockheed guaran­
tee as originally proposed. On the final vote, the Senate 
passed the House bill without amendment. A majority of 
Republicans supported the bill: R 27-17; D 22-31 (ND 
13-23; SD 9-8). (p. 152). 

7. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-II. 
In. three close roll-call votes Oct. 28, the Senate defeated 
an amendment requiring that funds authorized for U.S. 
forces in Indochina be spent only to complete the with­
drawal of all troops from South Vietnam, The amend­
ment, sponsored by Frank Church (D Idaho) and John 
Sherman Cooper (R Ky.), had been added to a foreign 
aid authorization bill (HR 9910) by the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. Republicans and southern Demo­
crats, backed by the threat of a presidential veto, were 
successful in the effort to delete the Cooper-Church 
amendment 47-44: R 30-11; D 17-33 (ND 4-30; SD 13-3) .. 
fp. 387) . 

8. FOREIGN AID. In an action throwing doubt 
on the future of one of t.he cornerstones of U.S. foreign 
J>Olicy, the Senate Oct. 29 defeated by a 27-41 vote a 
House-passed foreign ~id authorization. bill (HR 9910). 

Key Voles - 2 

It \\·as the first time either house had rejected a foreign 
aid· bill since the program was established after World 
War II. The 14-vote margin by which the bill was defeated 
resulted from the merging of many, often conflicting, 
positions including opposition to the Vietnam war, concern 
over the U.S. economy and doubts about the effectiveness 
of foreign aid in achieving U.S. goals. Substantial major­
ities opposed to the bill among northern and sout hem 
Democrats offset a narroy.' majority of Republican votes 
for passage. Foreign military aid was a principal instru­
ment of the Nixon Doctrine: R 19-15; D 8-26 (ND 7-14; 
SD 1-12). (p. 387) 

9. TAX REDUCTIONS. By a one-vote margin, the 
Senate Nov. 15 sustained President Nixon's tax reduc­
tion guidelines by defeating 39-40 an amendment that 
would have increased business taxes. while granting 
further individual tax cuts. The breakdown was: R 1-
34; D 38-6 (ND 28-1; SD 10-5). The amendnwnt, sponsored 
by Birch Bayh (D Ind.), was offered during floor consi­
deration of HR 10947, a bill redueing business and 
indi\·idual taxes requested· by the .President on Aug. 15. 
The bill was passed by the Senate on Nov. 22. The 
amendment would have increased business taxes by 
limiting the effect of liberalized depreciation rules 
established in· 1971 by the Treasury Department. (p. 
430) 

10. FINANCING OF PRESIDENTIAL CAM­
PAIGNS. With two key Republican defections, Senate 
Democrats Nov. 22 succeeded in adding an amendment 
to the Administration's tax reduction bill (HR· 10947) 
creating a federal fund to finance presidential election 
campaigns. The vote was 52-47: R 2-42; D 50-5 (:\'D · 
37-0; SD 13-5). Debate on the campaign financing 
amendment, introduced by John 0. Pastore (D R.I.), 
di\·ided along party lines. Democrats pushed the plan, 
which allowed taxpayers to designate S 1 from their 
annual federal tax payments to the presidential candi­
date of their. choice, as necessary to free candidates from 
dependence on wealthy contributors. Republicans, 
whose party treasury was well-stocked, condemned the 
proposal as an attempt to rescue the debt-ridden 
Democratic party. President Nixon had threatened to 
veto the bill if the Pastore proposal was adopted. 
Republicans Charles McC. Mathias Jr. (Md.) and 
Clifford P. Case (N .J.) voted for the amendment, despite 
strong Administration oppos1t1on, after Pastore 
agreed to a Mathias modification allowing each tax­
payer to designate which party's candidate would re­
cei\·e his contribution. (p. 430) 

11. EUROPEAN TROOP CUT. The. Senate 
Appropriations Committee in late November added to 
its version of the annual defense appropriations bill 
(HR 11731) a section which would have limited to 250,-
000 men the number of U.S. troops which could be 
stationed in Europe after June 15, 1972-a force reduc­
tion of about 50,000 troops from the existing level. The 
Senate rejected the committee amendment by a 39-54 
vote Nov. 23: R 5-37; D 34-17 (ND 26-7; SD 8-10). Once 
before during the 1st Session of the 92nd Congress the 
Senate had rejected a proposal ~o reduce U.S. troops 
in Europe. On the earlier vote, which took place on l\Iay 
19, the troop cut p~oposal was rejected by a margin of 
25 votes; the Nov. 23 margin was 15 votes. On both 
occasions, the White House exerted hea,·y pressure on 
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Key Votes· 3 

Senators to reject any ceiling on. the number of troops 
to be statiioned in Europe. (p. 330) 

12. ECONOMIC STABILIZATION. The Senate 
Dec. 1 passed a bill (S 2891) extending the President's 
authority to control and stabilize w'ages and prices. The 
measure passed almost without dissent by an 86-4 vote: 
R 41-1; D 45-3 (ND 31-1; SD 14-2). The bill extended 
for one year, until April 30, · 1973, the authority under 
which Mr. Nixon imposed the wage-price freeze Aug. 15 
and established Phase Two of his new economic policy 
in mid-No"lember. The legislation also extended his 
stabilization power to cover interest rates and corporate 
dividends. The Senate rejected most major amendments 
to the bill by substantial margins. It added provisions 
on existing labor contracts and confirmation of the chair­
men .of the primary stabilization bodies the President 
created and appointed. It required a federal pay raise 
and exempted the press and other communications 
media from the stabilization program; the latter provi­
sion was deleted in conference. The House passed a 
similar bill Dec. 10. (See House key vote 13.) Congress 
cleared the bill Dec. 14. (p. 459) 

13. REHNQUIST NOMINATION. President 
Nixon won confirmation of his controversial nomination 
of Assistant Attorney General (Office of Legal Coun­
sel) William · H. Rehnquist to the Supreme Court early 
in December. A small, determined opposition within the 
Senate, led by Birch Bayh (D Ind.), who had headed the . 
successful opposition to earlier Nixon Court nominees 
Clement F. Haynsworth Jr. and G. Harrold Carswell, 
failed to win inore than 26 votes against the nomination. 
They charged that Rehnquist was insensitive to the 
rights of minority groups and that he was not sufficiently 
devoted to the constitutional safeguards of individual 
rights. The Senate voted 68-26 to confirm the nomina­
tion, with a majority of both Democrats and Republicans 
voting in favor of confirmation: R 38-3; D 30-23 (ND 
14-21; SD 16-2). (p. 851) 

14. CHILD CARE VETO. Senate , liberals 
failed Dec. 10, 1971, in an effort to override President 
Nixon's veto of a $6;3-billion bill (S 2007) extending the 
Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO) for two years, 
establishing a comprehensive child care program and 
creating a National Legal Services Corporation to pro­
vide legal assistance to the poor. President Nixon vetoed 
the bill Dec. 9 because of objections to the provision es­
tablishing the child care program. In ·his veto message, 
the President said the bill's child care program demon­
strated "fiscal irresponsibility, administrative unwork­
ability and family weakening implications." The vote to 
override the veto obtained a simple majority, 51-36, but 
this was seven votes short of the two-thirds majority 
_required to override a .veto: R 10-29; D 41-7 (ND 33-0; 
SD 8-7). (p. 504) 

House Key Votes 

1. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT (SST). The 
House for the first time voted in 1971 to end federal 
financing of the controversial supersonic commercial air­
craft effective l\/!arch 30. The House rejection of the 
SST wa~ a major defeat for the Nixon Administration 
which, .together with organized labor and industry, had 
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lobbied intensely for $134-million in fiscal 197.l appropria­
tions to continue development of two prototypes. But the 
Coalition Against the SST-an alliance of citizens and 
environ mental groups-asserted the project was a 
potential threat to the earth's atmosphere and an eco­
nomic waste and thus should be canceled. Congress first 
considered legislative proposals to terminate the SST 
project in 1964 but until 1970, when the Senate voted 
to delete $290-million in fiscal 1971 appropriations, 
development of the plane continued. Although the 
House and Senate late in 1970 reached a compromise 
funding level ($210-million through March 30), the project 
was killed when the House March 18, employing the 
new recorded teller vote procedure for only the second 
time, vo~ed 217-204 to delete the SST funds through an 
amendment introduced by Sidney R. Yates (D Ill.) to a 
continuing resolution (H Res 468) containing funds for 
the fourth quarter of fiscal 1971 for the Department of 
Transportation. The vote. breakdown on the teller vote 
was: R 85-90; D 132-114 (ND 110-54; SD 22-60). The SST 
was revised temporarily May 12 when the House approved 
an amendment appropriating $85.3-mil\ion -to continue 
development work. The Senate, however, refused to 
follow the House decision, and the SST funds were 
dropped in a Ho'use-Senate conference on a fiscal 1971 
supplemental bill. (p. 130) 

2. MILITARY DRAFT. During consideration 
of the military draft extension bill (HR 6531-PL 92-
129), the House came within two votes of adopting a 
one-year extension instead of the two-year proposal which 
was backed by President Nixon. The move to cut short 

· the President's authority to draft men into the armed 
forces was rejected by a 198-200 recorded teller vote 
with 65 Republicans voting against the Administration 
and 105 supporting the President's position. Democrats 
voted for a one-year extension by 133-95 (ND 116-35; 
SD 17-60) on the March 31 vote. Proponents of the 
one-year extension said that, if adopted, their proposal 
would force a discussion of the draft and the Vietnam 
war during the upcoming election year. Opponents said 
the draft and the war were two separate issues and 
should not be confused by either legislators or voters. 
The House went on to pass the two-year draft extension 
bill April 1 and after belated Senate action it became 
law SepL 28. (See Senate key vote 3.) The March 31 
House vote was the first heavily lobbied vote of the year 
relating to the military (p. 257) 

3. EDUCATION FUNDS. Supporters of increased 
federal aid to education were rebuffed in 1971 when 
the House refused to add almost $729-million to the 
education appropriations bill (HR 7016) reported by 
the House Appropriations Committee. The package 
amendment, introduced by Rep. William D. Hathawav 
(D Maine) and backed by the Emergency Committe~ 
for Full Funding of Education Programs, would have 
added funds for a variety of aid programs. The emer­
gency committee, a coalition of all major education 
interest groups which was formed in 1969, had been suc­
cessful in increasing education funds that year-but 
President Nixon had vetoed the bill as too expensive and 
Congress had acquiesced in the veto. In 1970, the coali­
tion also won increased funding; the President again 
vetoed the bill, but Congress overrode that veto. The 
threat of a third presidential veto was a major factor in the 



House rejection by a recorded teller vote of 188-191 of 
. the Hathaway amendment. Oniy 14 Republicans voted 
for the amendment; 149 oppos~d it, while 174 Democrats 
voted for increased funding 8.Jld only 42 opposed it (ND 
138-7; SD 36-35). (p. 205) . 

4. WELFARE REFORM. The highlight of two 
days of debate on the Administration's welfare reform 
bill (HR 1) came on a recorded teller vote to delete 
Title IV of the bill-the controversial Family Assistance 
Plan calling for a federally guaranteed a~nual income 
of $2,400 for a family of four without any income. HR 1 
would reorganize the nation's welfare system, increase 
Social Security benefits by 5 percent and liberalize 
Medicare and Medicaid programs. The amendment to 
delete Title IV, offered by Rep. Al Ullman (D Ore.), 
was rejected 187-234: R 83-93; D 104-141 (ND 45-116; 
SD 59-25). HR 1 was passed later the same day by a 
288-132 roll-call vote. Though a majority of Republicans 
and Democrats voted against the amendment, many 
conservatives and liberals in both parties supported the 
amendment because they felt the bill was either too 
costly or inadequate to meet the needs of the poor. 
(p. 519) 

5. CBS CONTEMPT CITATION. The House 
.July 13, by a 226-181 roll call, adopted a motion by 
Rep. Hastings Keith (R Mass.) rejecting a resolution (H 
Res 534) proposed by the Interstate and Foreign Com­
merce Committee recommending that the Columbia 
Broadcasting System and it.s president, Dr. Frank Stan­
ton, be cited for. contempt of Congress. On June 24, Dr. 
Stanton had refused to comply with a subpoena issued 
by the committee's Investigations Subcommittee request­
ing film and sound recordings edited from the network's 
controversial documentary "The Selling of the Pentagon." 
Although contempt recommendations in the past had 
been approved routinely, such congressional courtesy 
was disregarded as the House leadership, six committee 
chairmen, most liberal Democrats and freshman Repre­
sentatives and some conservatives . backed away from 
the request made by Harley 0. Staggers (D W.Va.), chair­
man of the committee. A majority of members from both 
parties, including the leadership, voted for the motion to 
reject the resolution: R 95-76; D 131-105 (ND 108~46; 
SD 23-59). Six of 22 committee chairman voted for the 
moti'?n, while ranking minority committee members split 
10-12. (p. 801) 

6. LOCKHEED LOAN GUARANTEE. By a 
ihree-vote margin, the House July 30 passed a bill 
requested by the Administration (HR 8432) authorizing 
a federal guarantee of $250-million in bank loans for the 
Lockheed Aircraft Corporation. The Senate cleared the 
bill Aug. 2. (See Senate key vote 6.) House backers of the 
controversial measure broadened it in committee to pro­
vide up to $2-billion in loan guarantees for failing major 
businesses. The bill was scaled back to $250-million 
on the noor by a series of amendments agreed to by the 
majority and minority leadership. Attempts to amend 
the bill significantly were defeated, including one, re­
jected by a 176-205 recorded teller vote, to limit any 
guarantee to 90 percent of the loan involved. The House 
passed the bill by a 192-189 roll-call vote. As in the 
Senate vote, Republicans provided the margin of victory 
for the Administration: ft 90-60; D 102-129 (ND 55-95; 
SD 47-34). (p. 152) . 
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7. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. 
Civil rights groups suffered a slap in the face in 1971 
when the House refused to approve a bill giving the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) 
the power to issue cease-and-desist orders against dis­
criminatory employers and instead adopted a measure 
giving the agency the right to bring suit in federal court 
against such employers. The cease-and-desist powers had 
been sought by civil rights groups ever sirice the EEOC 
was · created in 1964 without enforcement powers. In 
1970, the Senate had approved a bill giving .the agency 
these powers-rejecting the court-enforcement approach 
endorsed by the Nixon Administration. The House Rules 
Committee had blocked action by the House in the 91st 
Congress. When the bill granting cease-and~desist powers 
(HR 1746) came to the floor in September 1971 as re­
ported by the House .Judiciary Committee .. John N. 
Erlenborn (R Ill.) proposed the court-enforcement ·mea­
sure as a substitute. The House adopted the substitute 
by a recorded teller vote of 200-195, marking a narrow 
victory for the conservative coalition of Republicans-who 
voted 131-29 for the substitute-and southern Demo­
crats-who voted 63-16 for it-over northern D.emocrats 
(6-150). (p. 644) 

8. CONSUMER AGENCY. The most significant 
consumer bill to come before the House in 1971 was HR 
10835, establishing an independent consumer pro­
tection. agency. As reported by the House Go\'ernment 
Operations Committee, the bill allowed the new agency 
to represent consumer interests in the formal proceedings 
of other federal departments and ·agencies and to 
intervene on behalf of Cf1nsumers in certain court suits. 
Although the Nixon Administration had previously 
opposed any legislation setting up an independent agency, 
i.t backed the committee-approved version of HR 10835. 
Consumer advocates favored a strengthening amendment 
offered by William S. Moorhead (D Pa.) which would 
have allowed the consumer agency to intervene in more 
informal proceedings of other federal agencies and given 
it additional authority to act when government agen~ 

cies refused to investigate consumer complaints. The 
Moorhead amendment was rejected Oct. 14 by ·a 160-
218 recorded teller vote. Northern Democrats supported 
the amendment by a 131-23 vote, but the conservative 
coalition of Republicans (15-138) and southern Demo­
crats ( 14-57) combined successfully .to defeat the amend­
ment. (p. 665) 

9. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. At 
the time of this Oct. 19 vote, the Senate had twice 
adopted an amendment sponsored by Majority Leader 
Mike '.\fansfield (D Mont.) calling for the withdrawal 
of all U.S. troops from Indochina pending the release of 
U.S. prisoner of war. (See Senate key vote 4) The ver­
sion the House voted upon called for a six-month 
withdrawal deadline. Once before, on June 28, the House 
had \'Ot ed on a similar proposal; it was rejected by a 44 
vote margin. Although the Oct. 19 vote was not a direct 
up or down vote on the Mansfield amendment, adopt ion 
of a previous question motion (prohibiting House confer­
ees to the defense bill to accept the amendment) was 
tantamount to Its rejection. The House adopted the pre­
vious question motion by a 22-vote nrnrgin on a recorded 
teller \'Ote of 215-193. Although the White House dis­
claimed involvement in the procedural matters concern-
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ing the vote, the President and his aides lobbied heavily 
to defeat the withdrawal proposal. Thirty-three Republi­
cans voted against the President: R 139-33; D 76-160 (ND 
23-138; SD 53-22). (p. 305) 

10. SCHOOL BUSING. A solid maJonty op-, 
posed to the use of forced busing of children to de­
segregate schools showed its strength in the House late 
in 1971 by adding strong anti-busing amendments to the 
higher education-desegregation aid bill (S 659). The new 
majority was formed by the. alliance of oldtime busing 
opponents from the south, with non-southern Represen­
tatives whose constituents were now facing the prospect, 
or dealing with the fact, of busing. The North~South 
coalition added amendments 1) barring the use of fed­
eral education funds for busing and forbidding any fed­
eral pressure requiring the use of state or local funds for 
busing, and 2) delaying, until all appeals were exhausted, 
the effect of any federal court order requiring busing. 
The strength of the anti-busing sentimen't was reflected 
in the vote on the latter amendment, proposed by 
William S. Broomfield (R Mich.), which was adopted 
by a recorded teller vote of 235-125. The amendment 

· was backed by 129 Republicans and 106 Democrats, 
56 of whom were from outside the South. Opposing the 
amendment were 108 Democrats, 18 from the South, 
and 17 Republicans. (p. 601) 

-11. SCHOOL PRAYER. An intense lobbying 
battle culminated in rejection by the House in Novem­
ber 1971 of a proposed constitutional amendment de­
signed to undo the effect of Supreme Court decisions 
outlawing officially prescribed or backed religious ob­
servances in public schools. The amendment would have 
added to the Constitution the statement: "Nothing con­
tained in this Constitution shall abridge the right of 
persons lawfully assembled, in any public building which 
is supported in whole or in part through the expenditure 
of public funds, to participate in voluntary prayer or 
meditation." Introduced by Hep. Chalmers P. Wylie 
(R Ohio), the amendment was brought to the floor of the 
House through a petition. signed by a majority of the 
House, discharging the Judiciary Committee from con­
sideration of the proposal. The amendment was op­
posed by most major organized. religious groups, which 
feared that it would open the door. for government in­
tervention in religious matters. The amendment received 
the support of a majority of members, 240-163, but this 
was 28 short of the two-thirds majority (268) needed to 
adopt a constitutional amendment: R 138-26; D 102-137 
(ND 48-114; SD 54-23). (p. 624) 

12. TAX REDUCTION. House members Dec. 
9 got their only chance to go on .record for or against 
President Nixon's tax reduction proposals when they 
agreed to a House-Senate conference report on the bill 
(HR 10047-PL 92-178) by a 321~75 roll-call vote: R 158-
9; D 163-66 (ND 95-57; SD 68-9). The bill, requested. by 
President Nixon Aug. 15 as part of efforts to stimulate 
the economy, reduced federal taxes for calendar years 
1971-73 by an estimated $15.7-billion. Key provisions in­
cluded a 7-percent business investment credit, repeal of 
the automobile excise tax, tax incentives for exports and 
acceleration of a scheduied increase in the personal in­
come tax exemption. The House Oct. 6 had passed HR 
10947 bv voice vote under a closed rule that prohibited 
floor a~entlments. House approval of the conference re-
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port had been in doubt until conferees agreed to delay 
the effective date of a controversial presidential cam­
paign financing plan until after the 1912 eledion. fSee 
Senate.J;:ey vote 10) (p. 430) 

13. ECONOMIC STABILIZATIO!';. The House 
Dec. 10 deleted from a bill (HH 11309) extending and 
broadening the President's economic stabilization au­
thority a provisiOn requiring payment of wage raises­
including retroactive payment where appropriate­
agreed to in labor contracts signed before Mr. Nixon 
embarked on his new. economic policy Aug. 15. By a 
recorded teller vote of 209-151, ~he House accepted in­
stead an amendment· by Robert G. Stephens (D Ga.) 
requiring payment of such raises only if they were 

. already financed by price or tax increases or offset by 
productivity increases. R 141-13; D 68-138 (ND 13-119; 
SD 55-19). Other raises called for in ·existing contracts 
were left subject to the guidelines of the stabilization 
program; the retroactive payment of raises deferred 
by the wage-price freeze, which the guidelines had pro­
hibited except in limited circumstances, was not re­
quired. The House went on to pass the bill the same day 
by a 326-33 roll-call vote. The final bill required a fed­
eral pay raise, Senate confirmation of the chairmen and 
new members of the wage and price stabilization bodies 
and majority rule on those bodies; none of these provi­
sions was requested by the Administration. A House­
Senate conference agreement softened the effect of 
Stephens' amendment by requiring payment of other de­
ferred and scheduled pay raises unless they were un­
reasonably inconsistent with the Administration's 
stabilization guidelines. (p. 459) 

14. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA-AD­
JOURNMENT. In unexpected fashion, the House Dec. 
16 broke a conference deadlock on a third version of the 
Mansfield amendment (See House key vote 9.) produc­
ing agreement on a foreign aid authorization bill and 
clearing the way for adjournment. The foreign aid bill 
accepted in revised form by the Senate after the Oct. 
29 defeat of HR 9910 (See Senate key vote 8.), had been 
held up in conference by the refusal of House conferees 
to accept the Mansfield amendment. Majority Leader 
Mike Mansfield (D Mont.), sponsor of the amendment 
setting a policy of withdrawal from Indochina within six 
months, had insisted that House conferees accept the 
provision or permit the House to vote on it separately. 
The issue went down to the final day of the 1st Session 
of the 9lst Congress. Foreign Relations. Committee 
Chairman J. w: Fulbright (D Ark.) led efforts to hold up 
Senate action on a resolution providing interim foreign 
aid funds in order tO force a House \'Ote on the amend­
ment. On. Dec. 16, Rep. William F. Ryan (D NcY.) of­
fered a surprise motion to instruct House conferees to the 
foreign aid bill to accept the. Mansfield amendment. 
House Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Thomas E. 
Morgan (D Pa.) immediately offered a motion to table 
(kill) the Ryan motion. Morgan's motion was adopted 
130-101: R78-12; D 52-89 (ND 18-73; SD 34-16); 201 mem­
bers did not vote. Mansfield interpreted the vote as ex­
pressing the House view on his amendment, and con­
ferees reached quick agre.ement on remaining differences. 
The Senate Dec. 17 adopted the conference report; the 
House delayed action until after Congress returned Jan. 
18, 1972. (p. 408) 
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ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 
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Gravel 
Stevens 
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DELAWARE 
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Chiles 
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HAWAII· 
Inouye 
Fong 

IDAHO 
Church 

Jordan 
IUINOIS 

· St,eyepson 
- Percy 
INDIAN.A 

Barb 
·Hartke 

Y?NNNYY 
YN?NNNY 

NYYYYNN 
NNNNYNN 

YNNNNYY 
NNNNNYY 

N?YYYNY 
YNNNYYY 

NNN"YYYY 
YNNYYYN 

y y y y y y ? 
YN -NNYY 

NYYYw'NN 
NNNYNNt 

NNYYYNN 
NNo' YNNN 

YYYYNtl 
NNYYYNN 
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IOWA 
Hughes 
Miller 

KANSAS 
Vole 
Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
Cook 

. Cooper 
LOUISIANA 

Ellender 
Long 

MAINE 
-~)'.\.l_l!~.k_ie 
Smith 

MARYLAND 
Heall 
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MASSACHUSETTS 
Kenr>edy 
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Hart 
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MISSISSIPPI 
Eastland 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton 
Syminh'1on 

MONTANA 
Mansfield 
l\·letcalf 

NEBRASKA 
Curti.• 
llruska 

NEVADA 
Hi hie 
Cannon 
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1. H J Res 468. Department of Transportation Appropria~ 
tfons, Fiscal 1971. Adoption of the committee amendment to 
the bill restoririg $134-million deleted on .the House floor for 
continued development of two prototype supersonic transport 
(SST) aircraft. Rejected 46-51: R 27-17; D.19-34 (ND 11-25; SD 
8-9), March 24, 1971. A ~·yea" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

2. S 1557. Emergency School Aid and Quality Integrated 
Education Act. Ribicoff (D Conn.) amendment to the commit­
tee's bill authorizing an additional SI-billion for each of fiscal 
years 1974 and 1975 in desegregation aid and providing federal 
assistance for elimination of minority-group isolation in all 
metropolitan area public schools. Rejected 35-51: R 7-32; D 
28-19 (ND 21-13; SD 7-6), April 21, 1971. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

3. HR 6531. Military Dran.. Schweiker (R Pa.) amendment 
to the 'committee's bill extending the military draft for cine year 
(to Jun·e 30, 1972), instead of two years as provided in bill. Re­
jected 43-49: R 10-29; D 33-20 (ND 28-8; SD 5-12), June 4, 197L 
A "nay" was a \'ote supporting the President's position. 

4. HR 6531. Military Draft. Mansfield (D Mont.) amend­
ment in the nature of a substitute for modified Cook (R Ky.) 
amendment seltin~ 11 9-month withdrawal deadline if, within 
6? days ~f enactment, A"?~ican PO\~s had been. released by. 
~orth Vietnam-Declare 1t U.S. policy to termmate at the 
earliest possible practicable date all. U_.S. military activities in 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mrlnt vre 
Cotto~ 

NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 
Ander~on 

Montoya 
NEW YORK 

Ruckle:-· I 
Javits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin 
Jordan 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick 
Young 

OHIO 
Sax be 
Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris 
Brllmon 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
Parku·ood 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Srhireiker · 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
Pastore 
Pell 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings 
Thurm,md 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
l\lcGovern 
J\fu11dt 

TENNESSEE 
Flaker 
Brock 
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Y Hecord rnle for (wal. 
' Paired for. . 
t- Announced for. 
N llerord vote ai::ainst lnayl. 
X Pc-tired a~ainst. 

Announced a~ainst. 
? ~ot \'ot ing, vot t:>d "prc:-:-ent ·• 

or did not announce. 
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TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
!\loss 
lle11nett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 2 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd .. fr. 3 
Spong 

WASHINGTON 
.Jackson 
\1aJ.,!'nuson 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Bvrd 
RHndolph 

WISCONSIN 
:\'el son 
Proxmire 

WYOMING 
!\.kf;~e 

/lan . .;,-n 

NNNYY?Y 
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2. Sen. \\'inston L. Proutv !R \'t.).died Sept. 10. 1971. lie <ast the fol/ou·i11g ke_,. <·otes: 
/, /\'; 2. S: 3, X: 4, N: 5, .N; 6. Y. Sen. Robert T. Staffard was ->worn in Sept. 17, 1911. 
to replaH' Prouty. 
3. Byrd elected as independent 

Indochina and provide for the phased withdrawal of all troops 
and the accompanying phased release of American POWs not 
later than 9 months after enactment. Adopted 5i-42: R 12-32; 
D 45-10 (ND 35-2; SD 10-8), .June 22, 19iL A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

5. S 575. Public Works Acceleration and Regional 
Develop_ment Extension. Reconsideration and passage of the 
bill, vetoed by President Nixon June 29, authorizing $5,661,500,-
000 for public works ·projects, economic development and Ap­
palachian Regional Commission. Veto sustained 57-36: R 6-35; 
D 51-1 (ND 35-0; SD 16-1), July 14, 19il. A two-thirds majority 
(62 in this case) is required to override a presidential veto. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 8432. · Emergency Loan Guarantees. Passage of 
the bill authorizing a federal guarantee_ of S250-million in hank 
loans for failing major businesses (Lockheed Aircraft Corpora­
tion). Passed 49:48; R 27-17; D 22-31 (ND 13-23; SD 9-8), Aug. 2, 
1971. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 9910. Foreign Aid Authorization. Scott (R. Pa.) 
amendment to the committee's bill deleting Cooper-Church pro­
vision prohibiting the spending of any fun.ds authorized for U.S. 
forces in Indochina for any purposes except for withdrawal or 
protection of troops as they withdrew. Adopted 47~44: R 30-11; 
D 17-33 ('.\:D 4-30; SD 13-3), Oct. 28, 1971. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 
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- KEY-
Y Hecord mt e for ( vea). 
• Paired for. · 
t Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced agains.t. 
? Not \"oting, voted ·~present" 

or did not announce. 

ALABAMA 
I Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Andrews 
4 Nichols 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchanan 
7 Bevill 
8 Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Begich 
ARIZONA 

I Rhode.• 
2 Udall 
J Steiger 
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CALIFORNIA 
I Clausen 
2 .Johnson 
3 l\loss 
4 Le~11ett 
5 Rurtnn 
6 /\foil/inrd 
i Dellurns 
~ !\tiller 
9 f.clward< 

/(} (;uhser 
11 McC/o.'k"'· 
12 Talcott · 
13 Tea~ue 
14 Waidie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
18 Mathia.< 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkins 
22. Corman 
2.1 Clatr~un 
2·1 Rou.<.<elut 
25 \\liA·gins 
26 Re"" 
27 GfJld1mtpr 
28 Fie// 
29 DaniPl<on 
30 Royb"I 
31 Wilson 
.12 Husmer 
:J:I f'etti.< 
:14 Hannu 
.1."> .'frhmitz. 
:J6 Wil.<1111 
:li Van Deeriin 
;lR \lr.y .... 1•y 
COLORADO 

I McKrL"itt 
2 Flmtzma11 
:l Evnns 
~ A;;pinall 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter 
2 St1'f•I•··~ 
:l Ciairno 
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4 McKinney 
5 Monagan 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
.5 Fre'\' 

· 6 Gibbons 
7 Haley 
8 foung 
9 Rogers 

TO Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

1 Hagan 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
,j Thompson 
6 Flvnt · 
7 Davis 
8 Stuckev 
9 Landr~m 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

1 l\latsunaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
I McClure 
2 Hansen 

ILLINOIS 
1 Metcalfe 
2 !\likva 
:I l\lurphy. M. · 
·I flf·ru-in ... ki 
~ l\lurzynski 
fJ Collins 
7 Annunzio 
R Rostenkowski 
9 Yates 

10 Collier 
11 l'ucinski 
12 l\fcC/ory 
1.1 Iran e 
14 f:rlenborn 
I."> Reid 
Iii Anderson 
Ii Arends 
Hi Michel 
19 Rnil.,back 
:/0 Findln 
21 Gray • 
2l Springer 
23 Shipley 
2~ Price 
INDtANA 

1 Maaden 
2 Landwebe 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
.5 Hillis 
6 Bra\' 
7 Af,·~rs 
8 7.i;m 
9 Hamilton 

10 Denni.• 
11 .Jacoh;; 
IOWA 

I Sclltl'enJ!el 
2 Cuh·er 
:J Gros ... 
·I Kd 
~ Sn1ith 
fi Mm·ne 
7 Scherle 

Y Y N N Y Y·? 
YYYNYNN 
YYYNYYN 

YYNNYNY 

NNNYNNY 
YNYYYYY 
YYNYNNY 
NNNYNYY 
NYNYNY? 
YYYNYNY 
NN?YNNY 
NNN YNN Y 
YNYYNNY 
YNNYYNY 
NNYN?YN 
NYYNYN? 

NNNYNYY 
NYYYNYY 
NNYYNYY 
NNNYYYY 
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NY?YNYY 
YN?NNYY 
?YYYNYY 
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YYYNN?N 
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NNN YNN? 
NNYNY,IN 
Y??YYYN 
N?YNNYN 

KANSAS 
I Sebe/iu.• 
2 Roy 
J Winn 
4 Shriver 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 
6 Watts 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
I Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick 
7 Edwards 
8 Long 

MAINE 
1 l\yros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
I Mills 1 

2 Long 
3 'Garmatz 
4 SarbanP.>i 
.5 Hogan 
6 Byron 
7 1\1 itchell 
R Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Buland 
3 Orinar.1 
4 Donohue 
.5 Morse 
6 Harrington 
7 Macdonald 

NNYYYY? 
YYYNYNN 
NNNYYYY 
NNNYYYY 
NN?NNNY 

NNYYNNY 
NNNYYNY 
YYYYYNY 
NYNYN?Y 
NNNNN,ly 
NNYNNYY 
NYYNYNN 

NN?YNYY 
N?YNYYN 
YYNYNYY 
NN?YNYY 
NNNYNYY 
NNNYNNY 
? ? ? ? ? ? ? 
N?????? 

YYYNYNN 
YYYNYNN 

y y y y 
YY?YYNN 
N ? Y Y N Y .N 
Y Y Y Y Y'N N 
NNNY?NN 
NNYYNYY 
YYYYYNN 
YYYNYNN 

YYNNYNN 
NYYNYNN 
YYYNYNN 
y y y ? ? ? N 
YYNNYYN 
YYYNYNN 
YN?NNNN 

8 o·;-.:eill 
9 Hicks 

10 Hn·kler 
11 Burke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

1 Conyers 
2 Esch 
.1 .Brown 
4 Hutchinson 
.5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 RiPgle 
8 Harv!'\· 
9 Vande-,.Jagt 

TO Cederberg 
II Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi · 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

I (/uie 
2 Nelsen 
.1 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Mont gumery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
1 Clav 
?. Sy,.;,ington 

YYYNYYN 
YY?NYNN 
YY?NYNN 
YYYNNYN 
NNNNYYY 

Y Y Y Y t N N 
YY?NY.XY 
YY?NYYY 
YYNYYNY 
NNNNYYY 
NNNNYYY 
Y?YNYNN 
YY?NNNY 
YYNNY?? 
NNNNYYY 
YYNNN,IY 
YYYNNNN 
y y y y y ? N 
YYYNYNN 
YYYN?XN 
YNYNNNN 

·YYYNNXN 
YYNNYNY 
YYNN?YN 

YYNNYNY 
NYNYN?Y 
YYNNYXN 
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NNNYNYY 
N?NYNNY 
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Y ? ? Y Y X N 
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?NYNYNNt----------'------.._---------------i 
YYYNYNN 
YNNNNYY 
YYYNYYN 
NYNNYYN 
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YNNNN?Y 
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NY?NNYN 
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YYYNNNN 
NNNY?YY 
YYYNYNN 
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NNNNYYY 
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YYNNYNN 
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Republican., 

I. H J Res 468. Department of Transportation Appro­
priations, Fiscal 1971. Yates (D Ill.) amendment deleting 
section of the committee's bill appropriating an additional 
134-million m fiscal 1972 for continued development of two 
prototype supersonic transport (SST) aircraft. Adopted by 
recorded teller vote 217-204: R 85-90; D 132-114 (ND 110-54; 
SD 22-60), March 18, 1971. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

2. HR 6531. Military Draft. Whalen (R Ohio). amend­
ment extending the military draft for one year instead of two 
as provided by the committee's bill. Rejected by recorded 
teller vote 198-200: R 65-105; D 133-95 (ND 116-35; SD 17-60), 
March 31, 1971. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

3. HR 7016. Office of Education Appropriations, Fiscal 
1972. Hathaway ·(D Maine) amendment to. the committee's 
bill adding $728.6-million for education programs. Rejected 
by recorded teller vote 188-191: R 14-149; D 174-42 (ND 138-
7; SD :16-35), April 7, 197 l.. 

4. HR 1. Welfare-Social Security. Ullman (D Ore.) mo­
tion to delete the Family Assistance Pinn pro\'isions (Title IV) 
from the bill. Rejected hy recorded teller vote 187-234: R 83-
93; D 104-141 (ND 45-116; SD 59-25), June 22, 1971. A "nay" 
was a rnte supporting the President's position. 

• T>id nnt L'Ot'' due to po . .,sibtP confli<·t-of-interest. 
I. lfrp. William (}_ /\lift.,. (H jWd.) ... u-orn ;n Afo_v 2i, 1971. to r1·plarr R~p Ro_!!.,r ... C. 
II. fi.lortun {RJ. re . .;igrwd. 



3. Sullirnn 
4 Randall 
ii Bolling 
6 Hull 
7 Hall 
8 !chord. 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 !\.lelcher 

NEBRASKA 
1 Thone 
2 J\frColli.<ter 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Baring 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

I IV\'man 
2 ciei·cland 

NEW JERSEY 
1 Hunt 
2 Sarrdman 
3 Howard 
4 Thomp!'-On 
5 Frdin11huy.<en 
6 Fvr.ffthe 
7 Wid'natr 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10...Rodino 
11 l\·linish 
12 /Ju·\'er 
13 Gaflagher 
14 Daniels 
l.'i Pat1e11 
NEW MEXICO 

I Lujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
1 Pike 
2 GroL'<'r 
3 \\"olff 

YNYYYN? 
NNYYYNN 
.Y Y Y N Y Y N 
NNN YNN Y 
N?NYNNY 
NN YNNN Y 
YYYYY?N 
YNYN:VNN 

YNN YNN? 
YYYNYNN 

YYNNYNY 
YNNYYYY 
NNNYYNY 

NNYY?YY 

NNNYY?Y 
YYNYNNY 

YNNYNYY 
NYNNNYY 
YYYNYNN 
YY?NYNN 
YNNNYYY 
YYNNYYY 
YYNNYY? 
NY?YYNN 
YYYYYNN 
Y?YNYYN 
YYYNYNN 
YY.?NYY? 
YN?NNYN 
NYYN?YN 
Y N· Y N Y Y N 

Y.N N Y Y N Y 
YNY?NNY 

YYYYNNN 
N Y ? .Y Y ./ Y 
Y. Y Y N Y N N 

./ ll'\'dler y y N N N y N 
5 L.;111 Y N N Y Y Y Y 
6 Halpern Y Y Y N Y Y N 
7 Adda bbo y Y y Y Y Y N 
R· Rosenthal y Y Y N Y N N 
9 Delaney N N ? Y N N Y 

10 Celler Y Y Y N Y Y N 
11 Brasco y Y Y N N Y N 
12 Chisholm Y N Y Y Y N N 
13 Podell y y y N N N N 
14 Rooney N N Y N. N Y N 
15_C_a..._re,_,,_.,· ____ Y!.:·-'?'--1Y'--"N,_._,Y--'Y~tl 
16 Murphy N N Y N N Y N 
17 Koch y ? Y N Y N N 
18 Rangel . Y Y Y Y Y N N 
19 Abzug Y Y Y Y Y N N 
20 Ryan. Y Y Y Y Y N N 
21 Badillo Y Y Y Y Y N N 
22 Scheuer Y Y Y N Y N N 
23 Bingham Y Y Y N Y N N . 
24 Biai:gi Y Y Y Y N N N 
25 PeYser N.N N N Y.N .N 
26 R.;id Y Y Y N Y Y N 
27 Dow Y Y Y N Y N N 
28 Fi.<h Y Y N N Y Y N 
29 Stratton N N Y Y ? N N 
30 Kin{! Y N N N N * Y 
31 McEll·eri N N N Y N Y ? 
32 Hrnie .N N N N N Y Y 
33 Rnbi.<on Y Y N N Y N N 
34 Tern N N N Y Y Y Y 
35 Hanie,· Y Y Y N N Y N 
36 Horio~ Y Y Y N Y X N 
37 Conable Y N N N Y Y Y 
.'18 Ha,tings Y Y N Y N ? ? 
39 Kemp N N N Y Y Y Y 
40 Smith Y N N N Y Y Y 
41 Dulski Y Y Y N N N N 
NOi!TH CAROLINA 

I .Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Galifianakis 
5 AfizPll 

?NYYNNY 
NNNYNNY 
NNYYNNY 
YYYNYNY 
NNNYNYY 

5. H Res 534. CBS Contempt Resolution. Keith (R 
l\1af.s.) motion to recommit (kill) a resolution, reported by the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, citing the 
Coluinbia Broadcasting System (CBS)· and its president; Dr. 
Frank Stanton, for contempt of Congress for refusing to provide 
certain Iii m edited from the television program "The Selling 
of the Pentagon" to the committee's Investigations Subcom­
mittee. ;\lotion adopted 226-181: R 95-76; D 131-105 (ND 
108-46; SD 23-59), July 13, 1971. 

6. HR 8432. Emergency Loan Guarantees. Passage 
of the bill authorizing a federal guarantee of bank loans for 
failing major businesses (Lockheed Aircraft Corporation). Passed 
192-189: R 90-60; D 102-129 (ND 5S-95; SD 47-:34), July 30, 1971. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

7. HR 1746. Equal Employment Opportunities En­
forcement Act. Erlenhorn (R Ill.) amendment in. the nature 
of a. substitute bill providing authority for the Equal Employ­
ment Opportunity Commission to bring suit against. recalcitrant 
discriminatory employers in federal court. Adopted by recorded 
teller vote 200-195: R 131-29; D 69-166 (ND 6-150; SD 63-16), 
Sept. 16, 1971. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

• Did nnt 1•otc> d11e to po~:.ihlP l'onflir-t-fl/.intrrest. 
:l. /flop. Rulwrt J. <.'1.rhett f/l J,a_) din/ April :!5, 1911. 
:I. Jl,•p. ;\frndd. J. IJan"s ( lJ S.C.) ~•u~rn in April :.!9, 
Uit·•·r~ (/J), d1•<·1•an•d. 
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JY'il. '!' r.·pfan:> ll1·p __ . L .Ht?ndr_I 

6 Prevtr 
i Le~non 
B Ruth 
9 Jonas 

I0./3rr,vhill 
11 Ta~~lor 
NORTH DAKOTA 

I A ndreu.·s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
I Keating 
2 Cla11c\' 
3 Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
7 Bruu·n 
8 Betts 
9 A>hlev 

10 Mille~ 
II Stanton 
12 D<'L'ine 
1.1 ,\fosh('r 
14 Seiberling 
15 \h/ie 
16 R~w 
Ii Ash brook 
18 Ha,·s 
19 Ca~ev 
20 Stant;m 
21 Stokes 
22 \'anik 
2.1 Minshall 
24 Puudl 
OKLAHOMA 

} Hrlcher 
2 Edmondson 
3 Albert 
4 Steed 
.5 .Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
I \\\at I 
2 l.'ilman 
3 Green 
4 Ddh>r1nnck 

PENNSYLVANIA 
I Barrett 
2 :\ix 
3 R\'fne 
4 Eilberg 
:; Gre~n 
6 Yatro•n 
7 \\'ii/lam.< 
8 Bie<trr 
9 Warr 

10 McDade 
11 Flood 
12 Whallry 
13 Coughlin 
14 ~loorhead 
15 Rooney 

· 16 F.shlcman 
17 Schncebeli 
18 Curbrtt 1 
19 (;oudlin{! 
20 Ga,·dos 
21 De~i 
22 Sa\'lor 
2.1 John.-on 
24 Vigorito 
25 Clark 
26 :\1nrgan 
27 Fu/tun 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tiernan 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I f)a,·i; :1 

2 Spt'n1·e 
3 Dorn 
4 l\lann 
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YYYNYNN 

NYNNYNY 
NNN YNN Y 
NYNNYNN 
??.???·?? 
Y N N .y .N N Y 
N?NYNNY 
NNNNYY? 
NNNNNYY 
YY?NYYN 
YYNYNNY 
YYNNYYN 
NNNYNXY 
YYNNYNN 
YY?NYN? 
YNNNN Y Y 
N N,N N Y ,I Y 
NNN?NNY 
NYYYN>N 
NYYNYYN 
YYYNYNN 
YYYYYN? 
Y?YNYNN 
YN?YNYY 
N N Y Y Y N .y 

NNNYNYY 
NNYNNYN 
N N Y N N 
NN YNN YN 
N?NYNN? 
NNN YNN Y 

N?NNYNY 
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YY?NY?N 
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NNNNNYY 
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YYNNYNN 
YYYNYNN 
YYYNNYN 
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YYYNYNN 
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YNNYN?N 
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YYYNYNN 
YYYNYNN 

Y N Y N 
NNNYN•1 Y 
?NYNNYY 
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5 Gettvs 
6 Mc:\iillan 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I Denholm 
2 Abourezk 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baka 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 Jones 
9 Kllykendall 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Downy 
3 Collins 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
i Archer 
8 Eckherdt 
9 Hrooks 

JO Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wright 
13 Purcell 
14 Young 
15 de la Garza 
16 \\'hite 
17 Hurle•on 
IR /'rice 
19 '.\lahon 
20 (;onzalez 
21 Fisher 
2:! <'Hsry 
23 Kuzen 
UTAH 

I McKav 
· 2 l.ln_,·d. 
VERMONT 
A/, S1,,ff11rd 
VIRGINIA 

I .Downing 
2 Whitrlrursl 
:J Satterfield 
4 Abbitt 
5 Daniel 
6 /'off 
7 Rubi11.<0n 
8 Scutt 
9 Wampkr 

JO Hroylrill 
WASHINGTON 

I 1'<•11\' 
2 Me~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 :\I cC ormac k 
5 Folev 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Kasi enmeier 
.1 Thumsun 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reuss 
6 StciRrr 
i Ohey 
R R\'rnP.ot 
9 /jaL'i' 

/() 11'/\omki 
WYOMING 
AL. Honralio 

Key Votes· 8 
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NNN YNN Y 
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YNNYYYY 
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N N N N Y Y Y 
N?YNYYN 
N N ? N ? Y ? 
NYYNYYN 
NYYNY ·N 
NYYNNNN 
NYYNYYN 

NNYNNY? 
NNY?NY? 
NNNNNNN 
Y Y Y N Y N N 
NNYNN•'N 

Y Y Y ·N Y N N 
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Key Votes - 9 

- KEY-
Y Record \'OI e for (yea). 

Paired for. 
I Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired again'!. 

Announced against. 
? ~ot \'otin~. voted ··pregent" 

or did not announce. 

ALABAMA 
I Edwards 
2 Dickin.•on 
3 Andrews 
4 Nichols 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchanan 
7 Bevill 
8 .Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Begich 
ARIZONA 

NYNYYYY 
NYNYYYY 
NYNY??? 
NYY./YYY 
NYYYYYY 
NYYYYYY 
?. y y ./ y N y 
NYYNYY? 

YNNNNNN 

I Rhodes ? Y Y Y Y Y Y 
2-J.J9~a~ll'--~~~~Y~Nc:.....'~·~N.:_:.N:_.:.?-"N 
.1 Stei{!er N Y Y Y Y ? Y 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexander N N Y Y Y ? ? 
2 Mills N Y ? N Y N ? 
.1Hamm•·r.-chmidtN Y Y Y Y Y Y 
4 Pryor Y N Y ? Y ? N 

CALIFORNIA 
I Clau.•en ? Y Y Y Y Y Y 
2 .Johnson N N ? N Y N N 
3 Moss Y N N N N N ? 
4, Leggett N N N N Y N ? 
5 Burtl>n Y N N N N N ? 
6 Maillinrd ? Y N N Y Y Y 
7Dellums YNNNNNN 
8 :\liller ? y N N y N ? 

9 Edward~ Y N N N N N N 
/() Gub.<t•r ? Y ? ? Y Y ? 
II MrCio.<kev ? N N N Y N ? 
12 Talcott · N Y Y Y Y ? Y 
/:J Teague N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
14 Waldie ? N N N ? N N 
15 McFall N Y N N Y N ? 
is.Sisk''" \••,:'N'N?NYN? 
17 Anderscin\'' 1•·:,;y 'N ·Y· N y N N 
/8·Mathins 'c ,,·N·Y Y Y Y Y .Y 
19 Holifield N Y N N Y N ? 
20 Smith N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
21 Hawkins ? X N N N N N 
22 Corman N N N N Y ? .N 
2.1 Claw.<on N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
24 RouH ~lot N ./ Y Y Y Y ? 
25 Wiggin.< N Y ? N Y Y ? 
26 Rees y N ? N N N ? 
27 Goldirater N Y Y Y Y. ? ? 
28 Bell N Y Y ? Y ? ? 
29 Danielsnn N N N N Y N N 
30 Ro,·bal Y N N N N N N 
31 Wiison N N Y N Y ? ? 
32 Hosmer N Y ? Y Y Y Y 
J."I Pettis N Y Y Y Y ? ? 
:I.\ Hanna N N ? N Y N ? 
.J.1 Schmitz N N Y Y N Y ? 
:JS Wilrnn ? Y Y ./ ? Y Y 
;17 Van Deerlin Y N N N Y N N 
:i~ \'"Y"".' N Y Y Y N t ? 
COLORADO 

I McKeuitt 
2 Brotzman 
:1 Ernns 
4 A'pinall 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Coller 
2 Ste•lr 
:l Cia~mo 

NYYYY?Y 
NYYYYYY 
NNNNN?N 
NY?NYYY 

Y N Y N ·Y N ? 
YNYYYYN 
YNYYY?N 
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4 McKinnry 
5 l\fonagan · 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
Af, DuPont 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Frl!V 
6 Gibbons 
7 Haley 
8 foung 
9 Rogers 

/0 Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

1 Hagan 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
.5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Davis 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

1 Matsunaga 
2 !\link 

IDAHO 
I McClure 
2 Hnnsen 

ILLINOIS 
1 Metcalfe 
2 :\likva 
3 Murphy, M. 
4 llem·in.•ki 
5 I\ I uczrnski 
6 l°Pllin~ 
7 Annunzio 
R Host onkowski 
9 Yates 

10 .('nl/i1·r 
11 l'ucinski 
/:! ·,\frC/orv 
13 Crane · 

·1.1 Er/enbom 
/.'; \!ncancy 
16 A11der.,on 
17 Arend.' 
Iii Afichel 
19 Rai/.>back 
20 f"indlev 
21 Gray . 
22 Springer 
23 Shipley 
24 Price 
INDIANA 

1 l\ladden 
2 Land{!rebe 
:I Brademas 
4 Roush 
.5 Hi/Ii.• 
6 Bra\' 
7 Mv~rs 
8 Zi~n 
9 Hamilton 

10 Uenni.< 
11 .Jacohs 
IOWA 

I Schu:enliel 
2 Culver 
:J Gro.•.< 
4 /\vi 
s s;,,ith 
fi Mnvne 
7 S<-herle. 
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Republican.< 

KANSAS 
I Sebelius 
2 lfoy 
:J Winn 
4 Shriver 
.5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snvder 
5 Ca.rter 
6 Curlin ·1 

7 Perkins 
LOUISIANA 

1 Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick 
7 Edwards· 
8 Long 

MAINE 
1 Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
I Mill.< 
2 Long 
3 Garmatz 
4 Sarbanes 
.5. Holian 
6. Bvron 
7 l'liitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinan 
4 Donohue 
.5 .A.1orsp 
6 Harri11l(ton 
i l\lacclonald 
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8 O':'\eill 
9 !lick' 

/() fleck/er 
11 Burke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

1 Conver.i 
2 F..•ch 
.1 Bm11·n 
4 Hutchin.,on 
.5 Fnrd 
6 Chamberlain 
7 Riegle 

· 8 Harl'P\' 
9 Vande"r Jagt 

IO Cedffberg 
11 Ruppe 
12 O"Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffith;; 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

I (juie 
2 1\'elsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 :Zu:ach 
7 Berl!land 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethv 
2 \Vhitten • 
3 Griffin 
4 Monq:omery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clay 
?. Symington 
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8. HR 10835. Consumer Protection Agency. Moorhead 
(D Pa.) amendment to the committee's bill broadening the 
proposed agency's authority to intervene on behalf of con­
sumers in the proceedings of other federal agencies and providing 
the agency additional authority to act when other federal 
agencies refused to investigate consumer complaints. Rejected 
by recorded teller vote 160-218: R 15-138; D 145-80 (ND 131-
23; SD 14-57), Oct. 14, 1971. 

9. HR 8687. Defense Procurement Authorization. Hebert 
(D La.) motion to order the previous question (ending further 
debate and blocking the possibility of amending the motion to 
instruct conferees to accept the language of the Senate-passed 
Mansfield troop withdrawal amendment) on the Arends (R 
Ill.) motion to instruct conferees not to accept any nongermane 
Senate-passed amendments. Motion agreed to 215-193: R 139-
33; D 76-160 (ND 23-138; SD 53-22), Oct. 19, 1971. A "yea" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 7248. Higher Education Act· of 1971. Broom­
field (R Mich.) amendment to the committee's bill postponing 
effectiveness of any federal court order requiring busing for 
racial, sex, religious or socio-economic balnnce until all appenls­
or the· time for all appeals-'-had been exhausted. Adupted by 
recorded teller vote 235-125: R 129-17; D 106-108 (ND 56-
90; SD 50-18), Nov. 4, 1971. 

t. Rep. Ueor11e IV. Anclre11·.< ID Ala.) cliecl Dec. 26. t97t. 
2. Rep. Charlotte T. Reid IR Ill. I re.<ipnecl Dt·t. 7. 1971. 
3. Rep Juhn C. l\'nrts ID Kd died Sept. :u. 1971. Rep. ll"illinm P Curlin IOI u ..... 
.. •u·orn in DPc. 6. 1971. replacing \\'utt.•. 



3 Sullirnn 
4 Rancl.111 
5 Holling 
6 Hull 
7 /fall 
8 !chord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burli>on 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
I Thone 
2 McCol/ister 

· 3 Martin 
NEVADA 
AL Rarii;ig 
NEW HAMPSHIRE' 

I Wvman 
2 CieL•dand 

NEW JERSEY 
I Hunt 
2 Snndman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 Freli111:huy.<en 
6 For.vt/1e 
7 Wid~all 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10 Rodino 
II Minish 
12 Dwv<'r 
13 nailagher 
14 Daniels 
15 Patten 
NEW MEXICO 

I /,ujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2 Gm1•cr 
3 Wolff 
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4 \V\'d/er 
5 L~nt 
6 Halpern 
7 Addabbo 
8 Rosenthal 
9 Delaney 

10 Celler 
I I Rrasco 
12 Chisholm 
13 Podell 
14 Rooney 
15 Carey 
16 Murphy 
17 Koch 
18 Rangel 
19 Abzug 
20 Ryan 
21 Badillo 
22 Scheuer 
23 Bingham 
24 Biaggi 
25 Pevser 
26 R~id 
27 Dow 
28 Fish 
29 Stratton 
30 King 
31 McEu:en 
32 Pirnie 
3.1 Robi.<an 
34 .Tern· 
3.5 Haniey 
36 Horton 
37 Conable 
38 Hastin/ii.< 
.19 Kemp 
40 Smith 
41 Dulski 
NORTH CAROLINA 

l Jonas 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Galifianakis 
5 Miu/I 
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11. H J Res 191. School Prayer Amendment. Adoption of 
a proposed constitutional amendment providing that it was 
constitutionally permissible for persons in public buildings to 
participate in voluntary .prayer. Rejected 240-163: R 138-26; D 
102-137 (ND 48-114; SD 54-23), Nov. 8, 1971. A two-thirds major­
ity vote (268 in this case) is required to adopt a proposed consti­
tutional amendment. 

12. HR 10947. Revenue. Act of 1971. Adoption of the 
conference report (S Rept 92-533) on the bill reducing federal, 
individual and business taxes to stimulate the economy and 
establishing a federal presidential election campaign fund 
effective in 1973. Adopted 321-75: R 158-9; D 163-66 (ND 95-
57; SD 68-9), Dec. 9, 1971. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

13. HR 11309. Economic Stabili~tion Act Extension. 
Stephens (D Ga.) amendment to the committee's bill limiting 
mandatory payment of pay raises scheduled under pre~freeze 
contracts and laws to those in compensation for which prices 
or taxes had been raised, appropriations made, funds other­
wise raii:;ed or producti\'ity increased. Adopted by recorded 
teller vote 209-151: R 141-13; D 68-138 (ND 13-119; SD 55-19), 
Oec. JO, 1971. 

14. S. 2819. Foreign Military Assistance Authorization. 
l\forgan (D Pa.) motion to table Ryan (0 N.Y.) motion instruc­
ting House conferees to accPpt the Mansfield amendment which 
'niuld set a policy of withdrawal of U.S. forces from Indochina 
within six months upon release of all U.S. PO\\'s. Motion adopted 
130-101: R 18-12; D 52-89 (.ND 18-73; SD 34-16), Dec. 16, 1971. 

-1. Hep. JI. John Jleinz Ill f R Pa.) ~u·orn iri Nov. 4. 197 J, 10 r<'plao! R<"p. Hubert T. Cor· 
·bet I ( R J. del'C'asf'd. 

.S. Rrp. Jame.< G. Fulton IR Pa.) died UCI(, 6. 197/. 
Ii. H"P- Rnb~rt 1'. StnfffJrd f R \'t.) TP~i1:nt?d Sept. 17, 1971, lfl narpt appointmPnt to the 
."l~natP (lllee;S('nat'! rho.rt). 

6 Prever 
7 Len'non 
8 Ruth 
9 Jones 

JO Bro' hill 
II Ta~:lnr 
NORTH DAKOTA 
I Andreu·s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
1 Keating 
2 Clancv 
.1 Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
5 Loera 
6 Harsha 
7 .Brou·n 
8 Betts 
9 Ashley 

JO Miller 
11· Stanton 
12 DeL·ine 
/.1 Mo,hrr 
14 Seiberling 
/.5 Wvlie 
16 Bou· 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Havs 
19 ca;,1ey 
20 Stanton 
2I Stoke> 
22 Vanik 
23 Min,~all 
24 Po1rcll 
OKLAHOMA 

I /3e/chcr 
2 Edmondwn 
3 Alhen 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 ramp 

OREGON 
I \\.\·arr 
2 Cilman 
3 Green 
4 /)el/enl,ack 

PENNSYLVANIA 
I Barrett 
2 '.\ix 
3 BHne 
4 Eilbt:rg 
5 Green 
6 Varron 
7 Williams. 
8 Riester 
9 \\'are 

/0 MrDade 
II Flood 
12 Wha//,..,-
13 Coughlin 
I4 :\1oo~head 
15 Rooney 
16 Eshleman 
17 Srhnerbeli 
18 Heinz~ 
19 <:oodlinp 
20 Gaydog 
21 Dent 
22 Sa\'/or 
2.1 John.•on 
24 Vi~orito 
25 Clark 
26 !\!organ 
:l7- Fulcon-5 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tieman 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I Davi' 
2 Spence 
:l Onrn 
4 Mann 
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5 Getl\·s 
6 :\lcl\iillan 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I Denholm 
2 Ahourezk 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Raker 
4 Evins 
5 Pulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 Jones 
9 Kuykendall. 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Dowd,· 
3 Collin.s 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Tc·ague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckhardt 
.9 Brooks 
10 Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 \\'right 
13 Purcell 
14 Young 
l!'i de la Garza 
16 White . 
Ii Burleson 
JR Price 
19 Mahon 
20 C:on za I ez 
21 Fi,her 
n CH,ey 
23 l\alt·n 
UTAH 

I l\kKa,· 
2 U1n-d' 

VERMONT 
AL St afford 6 

VIRGINIA 
I D<mning 
2 \\'hir .. hur.,t 
3 Sallerfreld 
4 Abbin 
5 Daniel 
6 Poff 
7 Robin.<on 
8 Srolt 
9 Wampler 

/(} Rro_,hill 
WASHINGTON 

J /'rl/;· 
2 :\·le~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
fi Folev 
6 Hick~ 
i Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
.) Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 l\astenmeier 
.'J Thnm.<nn 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reu~s 
6 .'i·rei}.!rr 
i Obey 
8 HY'"'!·" 
9 fJal'i.< 

JO r1·K.,mki 
WYOMING 
AL Hon.calio 

Key Votes - 10 
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Key Votes - 11 

ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

ALASKA 
Gravel 
Stevens 

ARIZONA 

NNYNYYN 
./YYNYYY 

tYYYYN? 
N ? N N Y Y Y 

Fannin N N N N Y Y N 
Goldu,ater ? N N N N Y ? 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright N Y Y Y N N Y 
McClellan N ? N Y Y Y . Y 

CALIFORNIA 
__ Cranston N Y Y Y Y N Y 

Tunney X-YY-r-tYN-Y 
COLORADO 

Allott Y • N N Y Y N 
Dominick N N N N Y Y N 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribicoff Y X Y Y Y N Y 
Weicker N N N N Y Y ? 

DELAWARE 
Boggs Y N N N Y Y Y 
Roth N N N N Y Y N 

FLORIDA 
Chiles N Y Y N t Y Y 
Gurney N N N N Y Y N 

GEORGIA 
Gambrell X Y Y Y ./ Y 
Talmadge N ? Y Y Y Y N 

HAWAII 
Inouye ? Y Y Y Y N Y 
Fong Y N N N Y Y Y 

IDAHO 
-(;huroh N x v ' y N v 
Jordan N ? N N Y Y N 

llllNOIS 
_Steven.l!.O~,! _ _Y_..!.l'.1..1-2'_.X. 
Pere}' y N N N y ,, ? 

INDIANA. 
Bayb N Y Y Y ? N Y 
Hartke ? ./ Y ? ? N Y 

IOWA 
Hughes 
Miller 

KANSAS 
Dole 
Pearson 

KENTUCKY 
Cook 
Cooper 

LOUISIANA 
Ellender 
Long 

MAINE 
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MARYLAND 
Beall 
Mathias 

MASSACHUSETTS 
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~enned.JI · ./ y y y Y N y Brooke -. --·y-:--N_N_Y_ N y 
MICHIGAN 

Hart 
Griffin 

MINNESOTA 
Humphrey 
Mondale 

' MISSISSIPPI 
Eastland 
Stennis 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Mansfield 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis 
llru.,ka 

NEVADA 
Hi hie 
Cannon 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre 
Cottnn 

NEW JERSEY 
Williams 
Case 

NEW MEXICO 
Anderson 
Montoya 

NEW YORK 
Buckley• 
Javits 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin 
Jordan 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Burdick 
Young 

OHIO 
Sa:rbe 
Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
Harris 
Bellman 

OREGoN 
Hatfield 
Packwood 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schu·eiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 
Pastore 
Pell 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings 
Thurmond 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGovern 
Mundt 

TENNESSEE 
Baker 
Bruck 

YYYYYYY 
XNN?YYN 

?YYYfNY 
YYYNYNY 

:I• ... " ... ~-·~·., . 

- KEY -
Y Ret·ord \'ot e for I vea I. 
,' Paired for. -
I Announced for. 
N Record vote n~ninsc (nay). 
X Paired ngnin~t. 

AnmJ_Unce-cl against. 
? .Not \'Oling, voted "present" 

or did not announce. 
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TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
Moss 
Bennett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 

VIRGINIA 
Bvrd, Jr.•• 
sj,ong 

WASHINGTON 
,Jackson 
l\lagnus0n 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd 
Randolph 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson 
Proxmire 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hansen 
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Democrats Republicans •Hurklf'y rlPctrd a.~ C1111:;f'natu:f' • • Ryrd vlt'cttd a . ., indt'pi'nderu 

8. HR 9910. Foreign Aid Authorization. Passage of the 
bill authorizing appropriations of $2,929,870,000 for foreign 
economic and military assistance programs in fiscal 1972 under 
the Foreign Assi5tance Act of 1961 and the Foreign Military 
Sales Act. Rejected 27-41: R 19-15; D 8-26 (ND 7-14;· SD 1-12), 
Oct. 29, 1971. 

9. HR 10947. Revenue Act of 1971. Bayh (D Ind.) amend­
ment to the cnmmittee's bill reducing to 5 percent from 20 per­
cent the variance from the life of assets permitted under the 
Asset Depreciation Range system and providing an individual 
tax credit of S25 ($50 for a l.Oarried couple filing a joint return) 
for 1971 only. Rejected 39-40: R 1-34; D 38-6 (ND 28-1; SD 10-5), 
Nov. 15, 1971. . 

10. HR 10947. Revenue Act of 1971. Pastore (D R.I.) 
amendment (Title X)-as modified by Allen, Buckley and 
Mathias amendments and other amendments adopted by voice 
vote-Allow each taxpayer to designate $1 of his annual tax 
payment for a contribution to·the campaign of an eligible presi­
dential candidate or to a public campaign fund to be shared by 
eligible presidential candidates. Adopted 52-47: R 2-42; D 50-
5 (ND 37-0; SD 13-5), Nov. 22, 1971. A "nay" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

11. HR 117-31. Defense Appropriations, Fiscal 1972. 
Adoption of< the committee amendment to the bill adding a 
new section prohibitj_ng the use of funds after June 15, 1972, for 
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the support of U.S. military personnel in Europe in excess of 
250,CiOO men (current troop strength was 300,000 men). Rejected 
39-54: R 5-37; D 34-17 (ND 26-7; SD 8-10), Nov. 23, 1971. A 
"nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. S 2891. Economic Stabilization Act Extension. Pas­
sage of the bill extending to April 30, 1973, the President's au­
thority to stabilize the economy- and expanding the executive, 
power provided by the Act. Passed 86-4: R 41-1; ff 45-3 (ND 
31-1; SD 14-2), Dec. 1, 1971. 

13. Exec Rept 92-16. Rehnquist Nomination. Confirma­
tion of the nomination of William H. Rehnquist of Arizona as 
an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court. Confirmed 68-26: 
R 38-3; lJ 30-23 (ND 14-21; _SD 16-2), Dec. 10, 1971. A "yea" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

14. S 2007. Economic Opportunity Act Amendments of 
1971. Reconsideration and passage of the bill, ~·etoed by Presi­
dent Nixon Dec. 9, extending the Office of Economic Opportunity 
(OEO) for two years through fiscal 1974, author'izing Sli.:1-billion 
for OEO programs, establishing a comprehensive child develop­
ment program and creating a National Legal Service~ Corpora­
tion. Veto sustained 51-36: R 10-29; D 41-7 (ND 33-0; SD 8-7), 
Dec. 10, 1971. A two-thirds majority vote (58 in this case) is re­
quired to override a ·presidential veto. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 



Voting Study: Key Votes 

KEY VOTES 1972 

Each year Congressional Quarterly selects a series of 
key votes on major issues. An issue is defined as a matter 
of major controversy, a test of presidential or political 
power, or a decision of potentially great impact on the . 
nation and the lives of Americans. The votes selected 
are those which, in the opinion of Congressional Quar­
terly, were the most important in determining the outcome 
of congressional consideration of an issue. 

Questions of equal rights, presidential and congres­
sional power, federal spending, and the war in Indochina 
were among the key votes in 1972: 

Senate Key Votes 

1. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. A 
Jong battle to equip the Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission (EEOC) .with the authority to enfo~ind­
ings of employment discrimination. through--eease-and­
desist orders ended in defeat Feb. 15 ~ the Senate 
adopted, 45-39, a· substitute proposal authorizing the 
EEOC to ask federal courts to enforce its findings. Repu b­
Jicans and southern Democrats provided the majority in 
favor of the more moderate enforcement powers: R 27-12; 
D 18-27 (ND 3-26; SD 15-1). Cease-and-desist powers had 
been the goal ·of civil rights advocates ever since the 
EEOC was created by the Civil Rights Act of 1964 with· 
out enforcement power. The Nixon administration initially 
proposed the court-enforcement approach as an alterna­
tive. The Senate, twice during the five-week debate on 
the enforcement measure (S 2S L5), rejected the court­
enforcement approach by a two-vote margin. It reversed 
its position after two attempts to limit further debate on 
the bill had failed. The Senate passed the modified 
enforcement bill Feb. 22 by a 73-16 vote; and .in March 
Congress cleared a bill similar to the Senate-approved 
version. (p. 247) 

2. EDUCATION AID/BUSING RESTRICTIONS. 
To provide Senate conferees on the omnibus educa­
tion bill (S 659) with some alternative to stringent anti­
busing provisions added to that bill by the House, the 
Senate Feb. 29 adopted, by a 63-34 vote (R 28-16; D 
35-18 (ND 33-2; SD 2-16) more moderate anti-busing 
language proposed by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.) and Minority Leader Hugh Scott (R Pa.). 
The language adopted by the Senate forbade use of 
federal .funds for busing "except on the written request 

·of local school officials," forbade such use of funds when 
the health of the children involved was risked by busing 
or when the busing impinged upon the educational pro­
cess, forbade federal pressure for busing necessitating 
spending of state or local funds "unless constitutionally 
required," and postponed, until all appeals were ex­
hausted; the effective date of any federal court order 
requiring busing between school districts or the consoli­
dation of school districts. The anti-busing language con­
tained in the final version of S 659 was similar to the 
Mansfield-Scott proposals (House key uote 3) (p. 385) ... 
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3. EQUAL RIGHTS. Forty-nine years after it was 
first introduced in the Congress, a constitutional amend­
ment guaranteeing equal rights for men and women 
(HJ Res 208) was approved by the Senate March 22 
and sent to the states for ratification. The Senate vote 
was 84-8, 22 more than the two-thirds majority required:· 
R 37-6; D 47-2 (ND 34-0; SD 13-2). The House had ap­
proved an identical constitutional amendment in October 
1971 by a 354-23 roll-call vote. If approved by three­
fourths (38) of the states, the amendment would be the 
27th added to the Constitution. As of Oct. 19, 1972. 21 
states had ratified the amendment. (p. 199) 

4. CONGRESSIONAL IMMUNITY. Reacting 
to the Justice Department's contention that an aide to 
Sen. Mike Gravel (D Alaska) should be questioned by a 
federal grand jury concerning his role in Gravel's release 
in June 1971 of certain portions of the once-secret Penta­
gon Papers, the Senate March 23 voted 55-27 to approve 
a resolution (S Res 280) authorizing the Senate to file a 
friend-of-the-court brief in the case before the Supreme 
Court and to pay the expenses of printing Gravel's brief. 
At issue was the extent to which and to whom congres­
sional immunity could be extended. In the view of the 
Justice Department, the constitutional protection of 
immunity was limited solely to members of Congress. The 
court June 29 held that the immunity did not shield a 
senator or his aide from questioning by a grand jury con-· 
cerning. arrangements for obtaining or publishing the 
papers, but only from questioning concerning legislative 
acts. All the votes against the resolution were cast by 
Republicans: R 15-27; D 40-0.(p. 815) 

5. KLEINDIENST NOMINATION. Acting Attor­
ney General Richard G. Kleindienst survived the longest 
confirmation hearing in. Senate history-24 days-to win 
the attorney generalship June 8 by the lopsided margin 
of 64-19. Every Republican voting and 26 Democrats 
voted to confirm: R 38-0; D 26-19 (ND 12-17; SD 14-2). 
The President had nominated Kleindienst for attorney 
general Feb. 15. The Judiciary Committee, after two days 
of hearings, voted unanimously Feb. 29 to approve the 
nomination_ But at Kleindienst's request, hearings were 
reopened March 2 after columnist Jack Anderson charged 
Kleindienst lied in disclaiming any .role in the Justice 
Department's out-of-court settlement of antitrust cases 
against International Telephone and Telegraph Corp. 
(ITT). The wide-ranging hearings produced much conflict­
ing testimony during their 22 days, but the committee 
voted 11-4 April 27 to reconfirm its decision. (p. 207) 

6. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. By a one-vote 
margin, the Senate July 20 rejected a Republican­
sponsored substitute proposal . reducing· to $2.00 and 
limiting the coverage of a bill (S 1861) raising the hourly 
minimum wage. The substitute, sponsored by Robert 
Taft Jr. (R Ohio) and Peter H. Dominick (R Colo_), was 
defeated 46-47 despite the strong support of the adminis­
tration and business and agricultural lobby groups: R 
30-13; D 16-34 (ND 2-33; SD 14-1)_ The Senate later 
passed a bill raising the wage floor for most manufactur­
ing and retail employees to $2.20 and extending coverage 
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under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 19:18 to about 7 
million additional workers. Earlier in the year House 
Republicans successfully had waged a similar effort to 
weaken t.he House version and later they blocked a move 
to send both versions of the bill to a House-Senate con­
ference, killing the bill. (House key votes 1, JO) (p. 361) 

7_ FOREIGN MILITARY AID_ For the second 
time in less than a year, the Senate rejected a foreign aid 
bill, when by a 42-48 roll call July 24, it refused to ap­
prove a bill ( s 3390) authorizing appropriations of $1. 72-
billion in fiscal 1973 for military aid programs and $100-
million for Bangladesh relief. The bill's defeat was 
assured earlier when the Senate, 46-49, refused to delete 
an ·amendment proposed by Edward W. Brooke (R Mass.) 
to cut off funds for U.S. military involvement in Indo­
china. With Republicans voting against final passage 
(14-29), supporters of President Nixon's Vietnam disen­
gagement policies successfully united with Democratic 
opponents of military aid to defeat the bill: R 14-29; D 
28· rn (ND 22-10; SD 6-9). (p. 449) 

8. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA_ Reaf­
firming the end-the-war stance adopted two weeks earlier 
by its approval of the Brooke amendment to the military 
aid authorization bill (vote 7 above), the Senate Aug. 2, 
by a 49-47 roll-call vote, adopted a nearly identical 
Brooke amendment to a military procurement bill (HR 
15495). Adoption of the amendment was assured by the 
votes of 11 Republicans who supported the fund cut-off 
despite the administration's opposition to the amendmerit: 
R 11-33; D 38-14 (ND 32-5; SD 6-9). The amendment cut 
off funds for U.S. forces in Vietnam within four months 
of enactment, pending release of U.S. prisoners of war. 
Unlike the first Brooke amendment, which died when the 
Senate rejected the military aid bill to which it was 
attached, the second amendment was approved again 
_when the Senate passed the military procurement bill, 
92-5. As expected, House conferees refused to allow the 
provision to remain in the final version of the bill. (p. 404) 

9. ABM TREATY. Giving its approval to one of 
two major arms control agreements signed by President 
Nixon May 26 during his visit td the Soviet Union, the 
Senate by an 88-2. roll call on A1..1g. 3 approved ratifica­
tion of a treaty limiting defensive missiles. The treaty, 
negotiated at the strategic arms limitation (SALT) talks, 
limited both the United States and Soviet Union to two 
anti-ballistic missile (ABM) sites, one protecting an 
offensive missile site and the other the national capital. 
In agreeing to the treaty, each nation agreed not to pro­
tect itself against nuclear attack in the hope that mutual 
vulnerability would keep the other from launching its 
missiles. (p. 589) ' · 

10. NO-FAULT AUTO INSURANCE. Opponents 
of a national no-fault auto insurance bill (S 945) won at 
least a temporary victory when the Senate Aug. 8, by 
a 49"46 roll-call vote, sent the bill to the Judiciary Com-· 
mittee for further study. The vote killed· the bill for the 
92nd Congress. The strong bill reported from the Com­
merce Committee was opposed by the administration 
which preferred that states write their own no-fault 
insurance laws. Lobbying for and against the bill was 
intensive. Supporters include.cl several consumer groups, 
the American Insurance Association, labor unions and 
rental car companies. Among the opponents were most 
governors and state insurance com.missioners, the Ameri­
can Trial Lawyers Association and the National Associa---, 
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tinn of Independent Insurers. Twe~ly-eight Republicans 
and 21 Democrats voted to recommit the bill: R 28-13; 
D 21-33 (ND 7-30; SD 14-3). (p. 695) 

11. GENERAL REVENUE SHARING. Outnum-· 
bered in the House, where representation is by population, 
smaller states fared relatively poorly in the formula 
contained in the House version of the general revenue­
sharing bill (HR 14370) for distributing federal revenues 
among the states. In the . Senate, however, where each 
state is equally represented, the Finance Committee, 
dominated by small-state senators, revised the formula 
to provide more money to the rural, less industrialized 
states of the South and West. It became clear that small 
states had the votes to uphold their interests and the 
revised formula Sept. 6, when the Senate by a 24-61 
roll call rejected an amendment by Abraham Ribicoff 
(D Conn.) to drop the Finance Committee formula in 
favor of a distribution· giving greater shares to larger 
states. All 24 votes for Ribicoffs amendment were cast 
by senators from states whose shares would have in­
creased under the new formula: R 11-29; D 13-32 (ND 
13-16; SD 0-16). (p. 636) 

12. GENERAL REVENUE SHAH.ING. Resolving 
a dispute· between two strong-willed committee chair­
men, the Senate Sept. 7, by a 34-49 vote, refused to 
amend the general revenue-sharing bill (HR 14370) to 
require annual appropriations of funds to be shared with 
the states. The rejected amendment was proposed by 
Appropriations Commit.tee Chairman John L. McClellan 
(D Ark.) who objected that the Finance Committee, headed 
by Russell B. Long (D La.), had infringed upon his 
committee's jurisdiction by reporting a bill which appro­
priated to a trust fund funds for a five-year $29.6- billion 
program, bypassing the Appropriations Committee. State 
and local government representatives opposed subjecting 
revenue sharing to the annual appropriations process, 
arguing that they could not plan ahead for using shared 
revenues if the amount available each year was subject 
to congressional reductions through the appropriations 
process. Of the 34 votes cast in favor of the McClellan 
amendment, 21 were cast by members of the Appropria­
tions Committee: R 11-23; D 23-26 (ND 15-17; SD 8-9). 

13. SALT AGREEMENT. More than a month 
after approving the ABM treaty (Senate vote 9), the 
Senate gave qualified support to a companion five-year 
agreement limiting deployment of offensive missiles. 
After a frequently acrimonious six-week debate that 
ended only after cloture was invoked, the Senate. ap­
proved the agreement (SJ Res 241) by an 88-2 roll call. 
In the key vote, however, the Senate, Sept. 14 before 
passing the resolution, by a 56-35 roll call adopted an 
·amendment urging the United States to take a hard line 
in negotiations for a permanent offensive arms treaty. 
The amendment, proposed by Henry M. Jackson (D 
Wash.) and bitterly opposed by Foreign Relations Com­
mittee Chairman J~ W. Fulbright (D Ark.), requested 
that the United States insist on equality between U.S. 
and Soviet offensive force levels under any future agree­
ment and stated the position that failure to negotiate 
such an agreement would be grounds for abrogating the 
ABM treaty. With the White House endorsing Jackson's 
proposal, it carried with strong support among Republi­
cans and southern Democrats: R 30-11; D 26-24 (ND 10-
22; SD 16-2). (p. 622) . 
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14. MASS THANSIT. For the first time since the 
Highway Trust Fund was created in 1956 to finance con­
struction of the Interstate Highway System, the Senate 
Sept. 19 approved an amendment to a highways bill 
(S 39:39), by a 48-26 roll-call vote, allowing revenues 
from ·the fund to be spent on mass transit projects, in­
cluding subway construction and. bus purchases. Intro­
duced by Edmund S. Muskie (D Maine) and John Sher­
man Cooper (R Ky.), the amendment would give states 
the option of using up to $800-million annually for road 
construction, buses, fringe parking facilities or rail transit 
in· urban areas, instead of only highways. But the House 
sidestepped a vote on the issue, and the proposal later 
was killed in a House-Senat.e conference. The issue, how­
ever, would be on the agenda of the 93rd Congress, since 
final action was not completed on the Federal-Aid High­
way Act of 1972 (S 3939). Voting for the mass transit 
amendment were a majority of members of both parties: 
R 24-8; D 24-18 (ND 19-8; SD 5-10). 

15. WELFARE REFORM. Senate liberals were 
defeated in their effort to reform the nation's welfare 
system-and a death blow was dealt to all efforts at 
welfare reform in the 92nd Congress-when the Senate 
Oct. 3 agreed to kill an amendment to the Social Secu­
rity-welfare reform bill (HR 1) which would create a new 
program of training and employment for welfare recipi­
ents and would provide a minimum guaranteed annual 
income of $2,600 for a family of four. President Nixon 
refused to support this. amendment, proposed by former 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare Abraham 
Ribicoff (D Conn.), and said he would oppose any plan 
guaranteeing an annual income of more than $2,400-
the figure approved by the House in 1971. Conservatives, 
led by Hussell B. Long (D La.), chairman of the Finance 
Committee which had reported the bill, backed a "work­
fare" plan making able-bodied family heads ineligible 
for welfare and requiring them to take federally guaran­
teed jobs. In the key vote, the Senate, 52-34, accepted a 
motion by Long to table and thus kill the Ribicoff amend­
ment. The motion was adopted with the support of every 
voting southern Democrat and of a majority of Republi­
cans: R 24-15; D 28-19 (ND 11-19; SD 17-0). Realizing after 
this vote that none of the three welfare reform proposals 
-the Ribitoff plan, the administration plan, or the "work­
fare" plan-had majority support in the Senate, that 
body approved only tests of the three different proposals. 
Conferees deleted all family welfare reform provisions 
from the bill. (p. 899) 

16. CONSUMER PROTECTION AGENCY. Sup­
porters of strong consumer legislation lost their major 
battle in 1972 when the Senate Oct. 5 failed for a third 
time to invoke cloture and limit debate on a bill (S 3970) 
to create an independent agency to represent consumer 
interests before federal agencies and courts. The final 
vote was 52-30-three votes short of the two-thirds present 
and voting needed. The successful lobby campaign 
against the bill was waged by numerous businesses and 
industries, including the Grocery Manufacturers of 
America Inc., the National Association of Manufacturers, 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, and Procter and Gamble. 
The bill's sponsors laid responsibility for the bill's death 
on the administration. Publicly the administration sup­
ported the narrower version of the bill passed by the 
House in 1971, but supporters of the Senate bill charged ... 
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that the adminis.tration opposed enactment of any advo­
cacy bill and that administration acquiescence to the 
filibuster finally killed the bill. On the final vote, 18 
Republicans and 12 Democrats opposed cloture: R 20-18; 
D 32-12 (ND 26-1; SD 6-11). (p. 703) 

17. BUSING RESTRICTIONS. The strongest 
anti-busing bill in history died Oct. 12 when the Senate 
failed for the third time to invoke cloture and cut off 
debate on the Equal Educational Opportunities bill (HR 
13915). Although the bill was supported by the President 
and had passed the House by a large majority, Senate 
Democratic and Republican liberals were able to block 
cloture. The key vote Oct. 12 was 49-38, nine short of the. 
58 needed: R 26-12; D 23-26 (ND 7-25; SD 16-1). The bill 
would have barred busing except to the school closest or 
next closest to the pupil's home and allowed the reopen­
ing of previous school desegregation cases in order that 
new desegregation plans could be formed in compliance 
with the bill's provisions restricting busing. White House 
aides lobbied hard for the bill and conceded to reporters 
that their effort to invoke cloture represented one of the 
few times the President chose to intervene in a proce­
dural matter in Congress. Nixon wanted a vote on the 
bill and was confident the Senate would approve it if 
given a chance, they said. (House key vote 8) (p. 673) . 

18. DEBT LIMIT/SPENDING CEILING. In a 
sharp rebuff to President Nixon, the Senate Oct. 17 
refused to yield to the President even limited authority 
to cut federal spending to $250-billion in fiscal 1973. Not 
satisfied with the compromise guidelines imposed by HR 
16810, the Senate, 27-39, rejected a conference report 
(H Rept 92-1606) on the bill which would have exempted 
certain areas from spending cutbacks and. limited reduc­
tions in other budget categories to 20 percent: R 15-10; 
D 12-29 (ND 6-24; SD 6-5). The Senate's adamant oppo­
sition to any broad grant of budget-cutting power to the 
President doomed Nixon's demands for the unlimited 
authority to hold down federal spending which had been 
given him by· the House. Conferees later deleted the 
spending ceiling from the bill which increased the public 
debt limit to $465-billion through June 30, 1973. The 
issue became the major power play of 1972 between Con­
gress and the White House, with opponents of the spend­
ing ceiling contending that it would hand over to the 
President Congress' chief legislative duty under the 
Constitution. The controversy was fueled by Nixon's 
threats to accuse Congress in the. November elections of 
fiscal irresponsibility in approving increasingly high 
levels of spending unless members approved his spending 
ceiling request. (House key vote 11) (p. 419) 

House Key Votes 

I. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. The House May 
11 signaled its determination to resist efforts to pass a 
comprehensive minimum wage bill in 1972 when it re­
jected, by a 217-191 recorded teller vote, a liberal ver­
sion reported by the Education and Labor Committee. 
The conservative coalition instead adopted a substitute 
bill sponsored by John N. Erlenborn (R Ill.) and sup­
ported by the administration and business and agricul­
tural interests: R 148-20; D 69-171 (ND 6-154; SD 63-17). 
The rejected committee provisions would have extended 
coverage under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
about 6 million additional workers and would have imme-
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diately boosted the minimum wage to $2.00 an hour from 
the existing wage floor of $1.60 an hour for most manufac­
turing and retail workers and $1.30 for certain farm work­
ers, set in 1966. The substitute (HR 7130) postponed the 
increase until 1973 and provided no additional coverage. 
The Senate by a close margin later defeated a similar 
move to narrow the scope of its bill, and both died late in 
the session when the House refused to send them to a 
House-Senate conference committee. (Senate key vote 6; 
House key vote 10) (p. 3J6) 

2. UNITED NATIONS. The UN; never a popular 
vote-getter in Congress, reached the nadir' of esteem there 
May 18 .when the House refused on a recorded teller vote 
of 156-202, to restore funding of $25,103,500 for the 
international body and seven affiliated agencies cut out 
of an appropriations bill by the Appropriations Com­
mittee. By the same vote the House refused to drop a 
committee provision limiting U.S. contributions to the 
UN and its agencies to 25 percent of the agencies' total 
annual assessments. The amendment to restore the funds 
and drop the limitation, offered by Edward. J. Derwinski 
(R Ill.) to the fiscal 1973 State, Justice, Commerce Depart­
ments appropriations bill (HR 14989), was supported by 
President Nixon, but opposed by a majority of Republi­
cans. Supporters of the amendment said it would be. 
illegal for the United States to unilaterally reduce its 
contributions to 25 percent from 31.5 percent, and that the 
UN might go bankrupt as a result. But the conservative 
coalition of Republicans and southern Democrats, upset 
at the growing power of the communist and neutral coun­
tries in the UN, and by the admission of Red China to 
the body in 1971, garnered sufficient votes to defeat the 
amendment: R 56-99; D 100-103 (ND 92-49; SD 8-54). The 
Senate restored the UN funds and conferees retained 
them and the 25-percent limit, delaying the effective 
date of the limit until late 1973. (p. 301) 

3. EDUCATION AID/BUSING RESTRICTIONS. 
The House June 8-by the relatively narrow margin of 
38 votes (218-180)-cleared for the President's signature 
a landmark bill (S 659) authorizing $21-billion in federal 
aid to postsecondary education and desegregating school 
districts. Controversy over anti-busing language con­
tained in the bill overshadowed the importance of its other 
provisions which authorized new programs of basic grants 
for every qualified needy college student, of federal cost­
of-instruction allowances to colleges and universities, 
of expanded aid to career education and of $2-billion in 
aid to desegregating school districts. Late in 1971 the 
House had attached strict anti-busing language to the 
bill; early in 1972 the Senate had added more moderate 
restrictions. Twice-in March and in May-the House took 
the unusual step of voting to instruct its conferees on the 
bill to insist on retaining the stiff House restrictions. The. 
votes to instruct were decisive-272-140 and 275-124-but 
still House conferees accepted compromise language, 
risking House rejection of the entire bill. The Senate 
killed, 44-26, an attempt to send the final version bC\ck 
to the conferees with instructions that they accept the 
·House anti-busing provisions, and then adopted the 
conference re.port May 24 by a 63-15 vote. The final 

· version managed to anger conservatives who desired more 
stringent restrictions and Ii berals who considered the 
compromise language unconstitutional. The division was 

. evident in both parti~ on the June 8 House vote: R 89-
76; D 129-104 (ND 109-44; SD 60-60). (p. 385) 

4. GENERAL REVENUE SHARING. In a first step 
toward President Nixon's "great goal" of revitalizing the 
federal system, the House June 22, by a vote of 275-122, 
passed a bill sharing $29.6-billion in federal revenues with 
state and local governments over five years. Pac;sage of the 
bill in the form reported by the Ways and Means Commit­
tee had been assured June 21 wheri the House agreed, 223-
185, to end debate on the rule barring floor amendments 
to the committee bill. As passed by the House, HR 14370 
favored larger, more industrialized states in distributing 
revenue-sharing funds and provided a bonus for states 
collecting income taxes. Republicans and northern Demo­
crats gave strong support to the bill; most southern 
Democrats-many from rural states-voted against it: 
R 122-42; D 153-80 (ND 124-32; SD 29-48). (Senate key 
votes 11, 12) (p. 636) 

5. CYCLAMATE COMPENSATION. Six House 
members- changed their votes from nay to, yea July 24, pro­
viding a seven-vote margin (177-170) to pass a bill (HR 
13366) permitting food growers, manufacturers, packers 
and distributors to sue the federal government for losses 
incurred as a result of the 1969 government ban on cycla­
mates. Passage of the bill, said opponents, would set a bad 
precedent, making the foderal government liable for 
damages every time it ordered a hazardous substance off 
the market. (Since the cyclamate ban, the Food and Drug 
Administration has put a partial ban on DES, a growth 
promotant for cattle,· and on hex.aclorophene, a substance 
used in many cosmetics and personal hygiene products.) 
The Justice Department said it would have no objection 
to passage of the bill. The bill died at the end of the Con­
gress after the Senate took no action on it beyond hear­
ings. The initial vote was 171-176 against passage-then 
three Democrats, Robert H. Mollohan (W.Va.), John 
Brademas (Ind.) and Harley 0. Staggers (W.Va.) and three 
Republicans, William H. Harsha (Ohio), Sherman P. 
Lloyd (Utah) and William L. Dickinson (Ala.)-changed 
their nays to yeas, approving the bill: R 85-64; D 92-106 
(ND 54-79; SD 38-27). (p: 735) 

6. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. Presi­
dent Nixon's Vietnam policy in 1972 survived its most 
serious challenge ever in the House of Representatives, 
a body long dominated by members who supported U.S. 
participation in the Indochina war. The House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, in response to a request by the House 
Democratic Caucus, reversed its long-held position in 
support of U.S. involvement and voted 18-17 to add an 
end-the-war amendment to a military aid authorization 
bill (HR 16029). The committee's action for the first time 
sent to the House from committee a bill containing such 
an amendment, forcing House supporters of the Presi­
dent's policy to move to cut the language out of the bill. 
By a 229-177recorded teller vote. the House Aug. 10 did 
cut from the bill the language which would have ter­
minated U.S. involvement in the war by· Oct. 1, subject 
to release of all U.S. prisoners of war, an accounting for 
men missing in action and agreement on a cease-fire to 
the extent necessary to protect withdrawing troops. 
Despite the House Democratic Caucus and Foreign Affairs 
Committee action in support of the end-the-war lan­
guage, the House Democratic leadership-Speaker Carl 
Albert (D Okla.) and Majority Leader Hale Boggs (D La.)­
refused to back the provision and · both voted to drop 
it from the bill, a position supported by the conservative 
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coalition: R 149-23; D 80-154 (ND 25-134; SD 55-20). (Sen­
ate key vote 8) (p. 404) 

7. LABOR-HEW FUNDS VETO. A few hours after 
the President vetoed a bill (HR 15417) appropriating $30,-
538,919,500 for the Department of Labor, the Department 
of Health, Education and \Velfare (HEW) and related 
agencies for fiscal 1973, the House Aug. 16 failed to over­
ride the veto. The vote was 203-171-47 short of the two­
thirds necessary. The President said he vetoed the bill 
because it was $1.8-billion more than his budget requests 
and because it failed to limit the amount of federal funds 
that could be distributed to the states for social services 
programs. The subsequent Labor-HEW appropriations 
bill (HR 16654) appropriated the same amount of money 
but permitted the President to impound up to $1.2-
billion provided that he did not cut any one appropria­
tion by more than 13 percent. Voting to sustain the first 
veto were 129 Republicans and 42 Democrats: R 22-129; 
D 181-42 (ND 146-8; SD 35-34). (p. 865) 

8. SCHOOL BUSING. The depth of House opposi­
tion to the use of busing for school desegregation was 
demonstrated Aug. 18 when anti-busing forces rejected, 
by a 178-197 recorded teller vote, an amendment to the 
Equal Educational Opportunities bill (HR 13915) which 
would have_ declared that nothing in the bill was intended 
to violate the Constitution. The bill barred busing except 
to the school closest or next closest to a pupil's home and 
allowed for reopening of past school desegregation cases. 
The amendment, offered by Louis Stokes (D Ohio), was 
similar to language added by the Senate in previous 
years to anti-busing provisions to nullify their effect. The 
House-or House conferees-had often accepted this 
nullifying language. But opposition to busing increased 
in the House, particularly among non-southern repre­
sentatives, as courts began requiring the transportation 
of students to desegregate schools in areas outside the 

·South. More than half the members voting against the 
Stokes amendment represented non-southern districts: 
R 55-98; D 123-99 (ND 110-37; SD 13-62)_ The bill was 
then passed by a . vote of 283-102, the largest showing of 
anti-busing strength in the House to date, but a liberal 
filibuster delayed Senate action and killed the bilL 
(Senate key vote 17) (p. 673) , . 

9. FOREIGN TRAVEL. House conservatives, an­
gered over statements made by antiwar actress Jane 
Fonda and former Attorney General Ramsey Clark while 
they were visiting North Vietnam, nearly succeeded Oct_ 
2 in passing a bill restricting travel to countries with 
which the United States was engaged in armed conflict. 
The bill, brought to the floor under suspension of the rules 
-requiring a two-thirds approval for passage (248 in this 
case)-failed to win the required votes and was defeated, 
230-140. The bill was one of the few reported by the In­
ternal Security Committee and would have applied in 
1972 only to North Vietnam. Opponents of.the bill claimed 
it was aimed at newsmen who had traveled to North 
Vietnam and filed stories embarrassing to the Nixon 
administration, particularly on the extent of U.S. bombing 
damage there. Existing law required government approval 
for travel to North Vietnam, North Korea and Cuba, but 
the Supreme Court ruled in 1967 that travel to a restricted 
area with a valid passport was not illegal. Republicans 
and southern Democrats voted overwhelmingly (192-39) 
for the._.bill: R 130-27; D 100-113 (ND 38-101; SD 62-12). 
(p. 765) 
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10. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. Business <11 
· agricultural lobby interests won a major victory in t 

House Oct. 3 when that body refused for a second time 
send two different versions of a bill increasing the m i1 
mum wage to a conference committee~and thereby kit!·. 
the bill for the 92nd Congress. Responding to charges th 
the Democratic conferees would dump the narrow Hou 
version in conference in favor of more liberal Sena!. 
passed provisions (Senate key vote 6), House memb( 
voted 188-196 to defeat the motion to send the bill 
conference: R 23-137; D 165-59 (ND 147-1; SD 18-5i 
Working closely with Repu'blican members of the Educ 
tion and Labor Committee, business and agricultur 
interests pushed for promises from Democratic committ· 
leaders to support key House-passed proviSions in co 
ference. The Democratic committee members. a majori 
of the conferees on the bill, had staunchly supported ti 
committee version of HR 7130 which was rejected by ti 
House May 11. (House' key vote 1) The ire of House men 
hers had been aroused earlier by the refusal of the con 
mittee members to follow two separate votes instructi1 
them to fight in conference for the stringent anti-busi1 
language added to the higher education act during Hou 
consideration in 1971. (House key vote 3) Last-minu1 
talks prior to the final motion to send HR 7130 to confe 
ence deadlocked over a controversial House provisi1 
facilitating the employment of youths at wages below ti 
applicable· adult minimum which Democrats refused 1 

accept. (p. 361) 
11. DEBT LIMIT/SPENDING CEILING. Accec' 

ing to administration demands, the House Oct. IO ga\ 
the President unprecedented authority to cut fedeH -
spending to $250-billion in fiscal 1973. By a 167-21 
recorded teller vote, the House rejected a Democratic 
backed proposal which would have merely solicited su: 
gestions from the President on spending cutbacks f, · 
consideration when the 93rd Congress convened in Janu 
ary 1973: R 8-156; D 159-60 (ND 121-17; SD 38-43). As lat1 
passed by the House, HR 16810 gave the President abso 
lute discretion to cut spending wherever he chose. Nixo: 
had threatened to hold Congress responsible in th­
November elections for continued inflation and any futur· 
tax increases unless he was given broad budget-cuttin; 
power. Opponents of the measure argued that it delegate• 
to the executive branch Congress' constitutional respon 
sibility to allocate the tax revenues it raised. The Senat1 
refused to go along with the President's demands and thi 
spending ceiling and budget-cutting authority wer1 
deleted in conference from the bill raising the public deb1 
limit to $465-billion through June 30, 1973. (Senate ke:­
vote 18) (p. 419) 

12. WATER POLLUTION VETO OVERRIDE. Th· 
crucial vote overriding President Nixon's Oct. 17 veto o: 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment!' 
of 1972 came with the House vote to override-247-23--­
on Oct. 18. The Senate had voted earlier to override thL 
veto, 52-12. The water pollution bill (S 2770), the mos! 
comprehensive and expensive environmental legislation 
in the nation's history, authorized $24.7-billion over three 
years to help clean up U.S. waters~ President Nixon had 
proposed a $6-billion federal program, and said he vetoed 
S 2770 because its price tag was "staggering, budget­
wrecking." The House vote to override was well over thr 
two-thirds majority required: R 95-13; D 152-10 (ND 109-1: 
SD 43-9). (p. 708) 



VOTING S1'UJJIES Key Voles - 6 

-C'lfl')"'l'.,.,'O -«"'4<-1~ U'\'O 

ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen y N y ? y y Hughes N y y t N N 
Sparkman YN y ? y y Miller y y y y y y 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gravel N y y • X N /Jq/e y y y N .y y 

Stel'ens N y y YYN Pearson N y y N y N 
ARIZONA KENTUCKY 

Fannin YNNN y y Cook y y y N y y 

Goldu·ater YNNN y y Ciioper y y y y y y 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 

Fulbright " y y y N ? Ellender y N y y 
y " :\lcClellan y N ./ ? ? y Long y N y y y y 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
CranstQD tj )'. )'. )'. ll: bl lli.!ikie x y y ? N N 
Tunney N y y YNN Smith y N Y N Y N 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
A/Iott y y y N y y Hm/t N y YN ' y 
Dominick' y y YN t y Mathia• N y y y y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Ribicoff N.N YYNN Keno~d:i ? y y YNN 
Weick er y y y N y N Brooke N y y y v N 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bon.< N y y ' y N Han N y y ' y N 
Rnth y y y y y y Griffin y N y N y y 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 
Chiles y N ,/ y y y Humphrey y y t X N 
(,~urne\' y N y y y y l\londale N y Y Y N N 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Gambrell y N y 

y " 
y Eastland Y N X y y y 

Talmadge ./ N y y .Y y Stennis Y N N y y y 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye· N y y ? ? N Eagleton N y y YNN 
Fon~ y y y y y Syminl(1on Ny y y y y 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church bl x x x bl~ Mansfield X·Y y y y N 

r Jordan y y y N y y Metcalf Ny y Y N N 
/ ILLINOIS NEBRASKA 

Stevenson !::! y .y Y N N Curti< YN ·y N y y 

Percy N y y y y N Hruska YN y N y y 
IN DIANA NEVADA 

.B.ro:.h .. bl }'. y ? !::! N Bible y y y y y N 
Hart.ke ? t y ? YN Cannon y y y y ,/ N 

Democrai. H.•pub/1cans 
~ Voled prr1'ent lo avoid possible con/lier of interest. 

1. S 2515. Equal Employment Opportunities Enforcement. 
Dominick CR Colo.) amendment in the nature of a substitute to 
provide that the EEOC general counsel would seek enforcement 
of equal job opportunities against recalcitrant employers by 
bringing suit in federal district court; should the employers be 
state or· local governments, the United States attorney general 
would handle the case. Adopted 45-39: R 27-12; D 18-27 (ND 
3-26; SD 15-1), Feb .. 15, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

2. S 659. Omnibus Educat:on Amendments of 1972. Mans­
field (D Mont. )-Scott (R Pa.) amendment a) barring use of federal 
education funds for busing to overcome racial imbalance except 
on voluntary written request of local school officials, b) forbid­
ding· federal pressure on local school boards to use state or local 
funds for busing unless constitutionally required and forbidding 
busing which would r.isk the health of the children involved, 
impinge on the educational process or result in children attend­
ing inferior schools, and c) postponing the effective date of 
federal court orders requiring busing bet ween districts or con­
solidation of two or more districts. Adopted 63-34: R 28-16; D 
35-18 (ND 33-2; SD 2-16), Feb. 29, 1972. . 

3. H J Res 208 .. Equal Rights Amendment. Passage of the 
resolution containing a constitutional amendment guaranteeing 
equal rights for men an"a women. A two-thirds majority vote (62 
in this case) is required for adoption of a constitutional amend-

-<"IM'tll\'O -KEY -
y Record \'Ot e for (yea I. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE . Paired for. 
Mclnt,·re N Y. ' ? N N I Announced fof. 
Cotto~ YNNNYY N lfocord \'ote against (nay). 

NEW JERSEY x Paired against. 
Williams N y y y X N Announced again~1. 
Case N y y y t N ? :\'ut voting. \·oted ''pre:--ent" 

NEW MEXICO or rlid not announce. 
Anderson ? y y y y ? 
Montoya N y y y y N 

NEW YORK 
Huck/~·· Y N N N y y -<"IM"tll\'O 

Jadt.< N y y y y N 
NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 

Ervin Y N N y y y Bentsen y N y y y y 
.Jordan y N y y y ? Tou1pr .y N y N y y 

NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Burdick N y y y N x l\fo>s N y y y N y 
ruung y N y N y y· Bennett y Y N N Y y 

OHIO VERMONT 
Sax be. y y y y y y Aiken y y y y y N 
Taft X N y N y y St of ford N .Y Y Y y N 

OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Harris N y y ? N N Bvrd .. Jr.•• y N y y y y 
lie/Im on y y y N y y Spong y N y y y y 

OREGON WASHINGTON 
liatfiPid y y ' .; y -'3ckson ' t y N 
Pack11,ood ? y t N ' y \tagnuson y y y X N 

PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
ScJiu,eiker· N y y N y N Bvrd y y y Y N N 
Scott N y y y y N l{~ndolph N y y y y N 

RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Pastore N y y y y N \'el son N y y YNN 
Pell N y y y ,/ N Proxmire N N y y y N 

SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 
Hollings y N y y y y :'\lcGee N y y y y N 
Thurmund y N y N y y /Ian sen " N N N y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
McGo,·ern N y ' t N N 
Mundt ? ? ? ? ? ? 

TENNESSEE 
Haker y N y N ,/ I 
Brock y N y N y y 

• • Hyrd C'IPC"tf4 a ... independent 

ment. Passed 84-8: R 37-6; D 47-2 (ND 34-0; SD 13-2), March 
22, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. S Res 280. Congressional Immunity-Senator Gravel. 
Adoption of resolution authorizing the Senate to file a friend of 
the court brief on congressional immunity; to pay expenses con­
tingent to preparation of the brief and expenses incurred by 
Gravel in printing his personal brief and supporting documents. 
Adopted 55-27: R 15-27; D 40-0 (ND 26-0; SD 14-0), March 23, 
1972. 

5. Kleindienst Nomination. Confirmation of Richard G. 
Kleindienst as attorney general. Confirmed 64-19: R 38-0; D 
26-19 (ND 12-17; SD 14-2), June 8, 1972. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the President's pasition. 

6. S 1861. Minimum Wage Increase. Taft (R Ohio) amend­
ment in the nature of a substitute to raise the minimum wage 
for non-agricultural employees covered by the Fair Labor Stan­
dards Act of 1938 prior to its amendment in 1966 to $1.80 an 
hour in 1972 and $2 an hour in 1973, from the existing level of 
$1.60; increase the hourly wage floor for workers CO\'ered by the 
1966 end 1972 amendments to $1.70 in 1972, $1.80 in 1973 and 
$2 in 1974; raise the ·minimum wage for agricultural workers 
covered under the act to $1.50 in 1972 and $1. 70 in 1973, from 
$1.30. Rejected 46-47: R 30-13; D 16-34 (ND 2-33; SD 14-1), 
July 20, 1972. 
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i\ey Votes - 7 

ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

ALASKA 
Gra,·el 
St PL° MS 

ARIZONA 
Fannin 
(;oldu:ater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbright 
~lcClellan 

CALIFORNIA 
Cranston 
Tunney 

COLORADO 
A/Iott 
Dominick 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribicoff 
\Veicker 

DELAWARE 
Rog!/s 
Roth 

FLORIDA 
Chiles 
Gurney 

GEORGIA 
Gambrell 
Talmadge 

HAWAII 
Inouye 
Fong" 

IDAHO 

N?NYNY 
YNYYNN 

YYYNYY 
NYYN'YY 

NNYYNN 
NNXYN? 

NYYYNN 
NNYYN.Y 

YYYNYN 
YYYNYN 

YNYYNY 
NNYYN,/ 

YYYNYN 
NNYNYX 

YNYNYY 
NNYNYY 

YYYYNY 
NNYYNY 

t t t N N 
NNYYNN 

YYYNYY 
YNYY?J 

Church Y Y Y Y N N 
Joraail' -------,.r~N 

ILLINOIS 
Ste•·enson 
Percy 

IN DIANA 

YYYNYf'j 
t YJNNN 

Bavh Y 'f Y N Y Y 
-Ha;tk-e~~~-~~N_,..,Y-,..,Y-N-_,Y.,..-N 

VV11NG STUiJWS 

IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Hughes Y Y Y N ? ? l\lclntvre 
Miller N N Y Y N N C~.tto~ 

KANSAS NEW JERSEY 
Oiil<' N N Y Y N N Williams 
'l'mr.wn Y Y. Y N N N Case 

KENfUCKY NEW MEXICO 
Cook N Y Y Y N N Anderson 
Cooper Y N Y Y N N Montoya 

LOUISIANA NEW YORK 
Edwards 1 Y N N l:Juckley• 
Long N N Y N N N Jauits 

MAINE NORTH CAROUNA 
Muskie ? Y Y N N N Ervin 
Smith Y N Y N N Y Jordan 

MARYLAND NORTH DAKOTA 
Beall N N. Y N N N Burdick 
Mathias Y Y Y Y N N Young 

MASSACHUSETTS OHIO 
· Ke!UJed,v X Y y N Y N Sarbe 
Rrooke Y Y Y N Y Y Taft 

MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA 
Hart Y Y Y N Y N Harris 
Griffin N N Y X ? N Bellmon 

MINNESOTA OREGON 
Humphrey Y Y Y N N N Hatfield 

__,l\.,_,1,,_onccd,,,a,.1.,,_e ___ _..Y_,_Y_Y.:...,.:.N;:...:..N~ti Packwood 
MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA 

F:astla.nd N N ,/ Y N Y Schu:eiker 
Stennis N N Y Y ? Y Scott 

MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND 
Eagleton ? Y ? Y N ? Pasrore 
Symini;ton N Y Y N N Y Pell 

MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA 
Mansfield N Y X N N ,t Hollings 
Metcalf N Y Y N ? N Thurmond 

NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA 
Curti.• N N Y Y N N l\kGovem 
llruska N N Y Y N Y Mundt 

NEVADA TENNESSEE 
Hihle N Y Y Y Y Y Baker 
Cannon Y N Y Y ? ? Brock 

Democr~lts. Rt>publrcans • Hucklt>y t>fPctf'd a.s Con.,ert•atfrv 

I Edu·ards appninted tn fill seat left •·acant ~Y ./uh· 27 denth of Ellender; Edu·ards took seut 
Aug. 7. On key vole 7, Elltnder lL'a.<i recordPd a.'I not voting. 

..... 
-~·;. .. t'• 

YNYN-N 
NNYYNY 

YYYNYN 
YYYNYY 

?YYYNN 
NY,/YNY 

NNNYYN 
YYYNYN 

YNYYNY 
?NYYNY 

NYYNNY 
NNYYNY 

NNYYY? 
YNYN? -

YYYN?? 
NNYYN? 

y y y y - ... 
NNYYNN 

YYYNYN 
NNYJYN 

YYYNYY 
YYYN?Y 

Y Y Y Y. N Y 
NNYYNX 

?YYN?X 
? ? ? ? ? ? 

NN,/YNX 
NNY?NN 

- KEY -
Y Record vor ~ for ( vra I. 
' Paireci for. . . 
• . Announced fnr. 
N Record votp ~g:.1in5t fnayJ. 
X Paired o.1~ain~t. 

Annount·eti ogninsl. 
? Not votin~. \'oted "pre~ent"" 

or did not announce. 

TEXAS 
Bentsen 
Tower 

UTAH 
Moss 
Ren nett 

VERMONT 
Aiken 
Stafford 

VIRGINIA. 
Byrd •• Jr.•• 
Spong 

WASHINGTON 
.Jackson 
Magnuson 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd 
Randolph 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson 
Proxmire 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hansen 

YYYYNN 
NNYYNN 

' tYYNNN 
NNYYNrl 

NNYYNN 
YYYYNN 

NNYYNN 
NYYNNN 

YNYNNY 
NYYN -Y 

NNYNNY 
YYYYNY 

YYYNNN 
YYYNNY 

NNYN?Y 
NNYYNN 

• • Ryrd rlJ?ctrd a.s indrpendPnt 

7. S 3390, Foreign Military Aid Authorizations. Passage of 
the bill authorizing appropriations of $1,820,000,000 in fiscal 
1973 for foreign military aid and Bangladesh relief ($100,000,-
000). Rejected 42-48: R 14-29; D 28-19 (ND 22-10; SD 6-9), July 
24, 1972. 

8. HR 15495. Defense Procurement Authorization. Brooke 
(R Mass.) substitute amendment requiring a cutoff of funds for 
support of U.S. air, naval and ground troops in Vietnam, Laos 
and Cambodia within four months of enactment of the bill, 
pending the release of U.S. prisoners of war. Adopted 49-47: R 
11-33; D 38-14 (ND 32-5; SD 6-9), Aug. 2, 1972. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's position. 

10. S 945. No-Fault Auto Insurance. Hruska (R Neb.) mo­
tion to refer to the Judiciary Committee for further consideration 
a bill (S 945).requiring all motorists to carry insurance providing 
compensation for bodily injury regardless of who caused an acci­
dent in which they were involved and requiring states to pass 
no-fault laws containing minimum federal standards. Adopted 
49-46: R 28-13; D 21-33 (~D 7-30; SD 14-3), Aug. 8, 1972. 

9. Exec L, 92nd Congress, second session. ABM Treaty. 
Resolution approving ratification of the treaty, signed May 26, 
1972, by the United States and the Soviet Union, limiting each 
nation to two antiballistic missile (ABM) installations, one pro­
tecting the national capital and one protecting an offensive 
missile site. Ratified 88-2: R 40-1; D 48-1 (ND 34-0; SD 14-1). 
Aug. 3, 1972. A "yea" was a vote in support of the President's 
position. 

~ ·. 
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11. HR 14370. General Revenue Sharing. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
amendment revising the formula for dis"tribution of federal 
revenues among the states. The revised formula gave greater 
shares of federal revenues to populous, highly urbanized states. 
Rejected 24-61: R 11-29; D 13-32 (ND 13-16; SD 0-16), Sept. 6, 
1972. 

12. HR 14370. General Revenue Sharing. McClellan (D 
Ark.) amendment appropriating $2,650,000,000 for fiscal 1972 · 
and $5,450,000,000 for fiscal 1973 for federal revenue sharing 
with the states and requiring annual congressional approval of 
appropriations for revenue sharing in fiscal 1974-77. Rejected 
34-49: R 11-23; D 23-26 (ND 15-17; SD 8-9), Sept. 7, 1972. 



VOTING STUDIES Key Votes - 8 

~:!~~~~ ..,~.,.,"°"co .., ""...,"°"co -KEY------- ------
y Record vole for (yea). 

ALABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE . Paired for . 
Allen YN y N y y Hughes N ./ N YN x :\lclntyre ./ y ? t ? y I Announced for. 
Sparkman Y·? y N y ? !If'""' y y y y t Cotton YNYNYY N Re("() rd vole ilgili m•r (nayl. 

ALASKA KANSAS NEW JERSEY x Paired againsl. 
Gra,·el N ? x Y N N Dole YN y N y ? Williams N y N YNN Announced aj!ain:-::t. 
Stei·cn.< YN y y N y Pearson y y y y N ? Ca.<e N y N Y N N ? ~ot \'otinl:!. \'oted .. pre~ent'' 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW MEXICO or did not announce. 
Fannin y ,/ y N y y Cook YN y y t ? Anderson y N y y y Y. 
Goldrralcr y ? ? N y ? Cooper NY N N N y Montova y N y y N t 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW YORK" 
~:!~~!:!:! Fulbright NN YNNN Edwards y N y N y ? Buckle:\'• y y y N y y 

:\lcC'lellan y N y N y N Lung YN y N y y Jauit~ NYNYNN 
CALIFORNIA MAINE NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 

Cranston NY N y N ";I Muskie N Y N Y N N Ervin y N y N y N Ben I sen Y"N Y y y ? IUrine}:· N V N YNN Smith N Y N y y y .Jordan y ? y N YN Toulf'r t x t y t 
COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH DA KOT A UTAH 

Allott y ,/ ,/ ? ,/ ? Bmll y y N y y x Burdick NN Y Y N N Moss N ? N Y N N 
Dominick y ? y N y y Mathias N Y N y y N Young y x y N y y Rennell y y y y y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS OHIO VERMONT 
Ribicoff YN Y N N Kenned~ x y N Y N N_ Sax be y ? y ? y ? Aiken N Y N y YN 
ll'eic"kC'r N y N y N ? Rrooke N y N YNN Taft y ./ ? N N N Stafford N X N YNN 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Bo!!gs y y N y N t Hart N y N Y N N Harris N y y y ? ? Ayrd, .lr.• • y y y N y y 
Roth y y y y y y Uri/fin ? y y y y y Rdlmon y ? y N y ? Spong y y y y y ? 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA OREGON WASHINGTON 
Chiles y y y y y N Humphrey N Y N Y N N liar field N Y N t ? .Jarksim y y N y y N 
Durney y y y N y ? ;\1ondale N Y N y N t:!, l'ackwuod y y y y y N :\Ja!:JlUSOn y y x y N y 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Gambrell y y y y y y Eastland y N ./ x y ./ Schweiker N y N y y N Byrd ·-· y N y t y y 
Talmadge y N y N y y Stennis Y X Y-N y y Scott y y N y N y Randolph y N y y y y 

HAWAII MISSOURI RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
lnou~·e ,/ x x YNN Eagleton N Y N t N N Pastore YYNYNN Nelson N Y N YNN 
Fcmg y y _y N y ? Syminh'lori NYYYNN Pell N ./ N ./ ? N Proxmire N y y y y y 

IDAHO MONTANA SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Church N y Y ./ N N Mansfield NN Y ./ N N Hollings y N y y y ? :\-le Gee y ? ? ? ? ? 
J,;rdan y N Y N X N. Metcalf N ? ? ,/ ? ? Thurmund y N Y·N y •' Han.<en y N y N y y 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA SOUTH DAKOTA 
Stevenson NY N Y N N Curti• t N y N ./ t :\le Govern x ? ? l • N 
Percy y y N y N '{ Hruska y y y N y y .\fun di ? ? ? ? ? ? 

IN DIANA NEVADA TENNESSEE 
Ravh N N !:! )'. !:! ? Bible YN y N y N Raker y ? ./ ? y ? 

·H....-;.tke N ? N y rl ? Cannon y y x y ? Rrock y ? y N y ? 

Democrals Rrpublicons • Hucklf')· f'IPclt·d a.\ Con.-.('rr.atit·C' • • H."rd rlertf'd a:~ ind<'prndent 

13. SJ Res 241. SALT Agreement. Jackson (D Wash.) 
amendment-as amended by voice votes to state that continued 
modernization of U.S. nuclear forces· was required for a prudent 
nuclear posture but expressing the hope that such actions would 
become less necessary in the future-Request that any future 
permanent treaty on offensive nuclear. arms "not limit the 
United States to levels of ·intercontinental strategic forces in­
ferior to" those of the Soviet Union but be based rather on "the 
principle of equality"; endorse the maintenance of a vigorous 
research, development and modernization program, and provide 
that failure to negotiate a permanent treaty limiting offensive 
arms would "jeopardize the supreme national interests" of the 

·United States and would be grounds for abrogating the U.S.­
Soviet treaty limiting defensive nuclear weapor-s. Adopted 56-35: 
R 30-11; D 26-24 (ND 10'22; SD 16-2), Sept. 14, 1972. A "yea" 
was a \'Ote supporting the President's position. · 

14. S 3939. Federal-Aid Highway Program. Adoption of 
the Cooper (R Ky.)-Muskie (D Maine) amendment permitting 
the use of up to $800-million allocated for urban system funds 
from the highway trust fund for rail transportation facilities. 
Adopted 48-26: R 24-8; D 24-18 (ND 19-8; SD 5-10), Sept. 19, 
1972. 

15. HR 1. Social Security. Long (D La.) motion to table, and 
thus kill, Ribicoff (D Conn.) amendment establishing an Oppor­
tunities for Families program to provide training and employ­
ment for ·welfare recipients able to work and a Family. Assistance 
Plan guaranteeing an annual federal payment of $2,600 tied to a 

~ 

cost-of-living increa~e for a family of four headed by an unem­
ployable adult with no outside income. Tabling motion adopted 
52-34: R 24-15; D 28-19 (ND 11-19; SD 17-0), Oct. 3, 1972. 

16; S 3970. Consumer Protection Agency. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
motion to invoke cloture (limit further debate) on the bill creat­
ing an independent consumer protection agency to represent 
consumer interests before other federal agencies and courts. 
Motion rejected 52-30: R 20-18; D 32-12 (ND 26-1; SD 6-11), Oct. 
5, 1972. A two-thirds majority of those present and voting (55 
in this case) is needed to invoke cloture. 

17. HR 13915. Equal Educational Opportunities. Proxmire 
(D Wis.) motion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill 
containing strong busing limits. Rejected 49-38: R 26-12; D.23-26 
(ND 7-25; SD 16-1 ), Oct. 12, 1972. A two-thirds majority (58 in 
this case) was necessary to invoke cloture. A "yea" was a vote 
in support of the President's position. 

18. HR 16810. Debt Ceiling. Adoption of the conference 
report (H Rept 92-1606) on the bill raising the public debt ceiling 
by $15-billiOn to $465-billion through June 30, 1973, placing a 
$250-billion limit on federal outlays in fiscal 1973 and authorizing 
the President to cut appropriations in 50 categories-excluding 
certain ".uncontrollable" expenditures such as Social Security 
benefits-up to 20 percent to hold federal spending to the $250-
billion limit. Rejected 27-39: R 15-10; D 12-29 (ND 6-24; SD 6-5), 
Oct. 17, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 
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Key Votes - 9 

- KEY -
Y Ht'corcl \'of e for I \·ea l. 

Pnir~d li•r. . 
f Announcerl fur. 
N H.ecnrd \'otr again~r lnayl. 
X Pairt>d ngaitbL 

Announced again;-;t. 
? :\or \'tlt.ing, \·oted "present" 

or did nor announce. ' 
T Recorded teller \·ore. 

ALABAMA 
I Edu·ards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Andrews, E. 
4 Nichols · 
5 Flowers 
6 Buchanan 
7 Bevill 
8 .Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Bei:ich 
ARIZONA 

J Rhode.• 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 

ARKANSAS 

YNNYNY 
Y N N Y Y ·y 
YNNXYY 
Y?NYN? 
Y?NYYY 
YNYYNY 
NNNYNY 
NNYNYY 

NNYYNN 

YYNYYY 
NYYYNN 
YNNYYY 

1 Alexander Y ? N N ./ N 
2 !\!ills N ? N Y ? N 
3 Hammerschmidt Y N Y Y Y Y 
4 Pryor N ? ./ ? N N 

CALIFORNIA 
J Clausen 
2 Johnson 
3 i\loss 
4 Leggett 
5 Bunon 
6 Mailliard 
7 Dellums 
8 !\Tiller 
9 Eriwanl• 

JO Cubser 
11 McClo.<kf!'\ 
'i2 Talcott · 
13 Teai<ue 
14 Waldie 
15 l\lcFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
18 Mathias 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkins 
22 Corma'n 
23 Clau:son 
24 Rous.<elor 
25 Wiggin> 
26 Rees 
27 Gold1rnt~r 
28 Bell 
29 Daniebon 
30 Roybal 
31 Wilson 
32 Ho.<mer 
33 Pettis 
34 Hanna 
3.5 Schmitz 
36 Wilso11 
37 Van Deerlin 
3R Vf'.'"Sf".\' 
COLORADO 

I McKeurtt 
2 Rrotzm1111 
3 Evans 
4. Aspinall 

CONNECTICUT 
I Cotter 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo .._ 

Democrats 

YNYYYY 
NYYYYY 
NY./NYN 
NYYYYN 
NY?NYN 
y y y ? •. y 

NYNYNN 
N?·/YY? 
NYNYYN 
YYYY•Y 
N?YY?N 
YNYY?Y 
YNYYYY 
NYN.'YN 
NNYNYY 
NYNNYN 
N y· Y Y ? N · 
YNNYYY 
N?.,'NYY 
YNNNYY 
NYNYNN 
NYNNYN 
YN?NYY 
YNNNNY 
y ? y y y y 
NYYNNN 
YNNNYY 
NYYYNY 
NN./YYN 
NYYN?N 
NNNYNY 
y y y y y y 
Y?Y,./Y 
NYYYYN 
YNNXYY 
YN?YYY 
NYYNYN 
?NNYYY 

YNNYXY. 
Y?YYNY 
NYYXNN 
NNYNY? 

NNYY-N 
NYYYNN 
NNNXYN 
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./ .\fr 1'in11e_\ 
5 :\1onn~an 
6 c:rn~...;o 

DELAWARE 
A I. /Ju Pont 
FLORIDA 

I Sikes 
2 Fuqu_a 
:J Ben11etr 
4 Chappell 
5 Fri'\·· 
6 Gibbons 
i Haley 
8 roung 
9 Ro~ers 

10 Rt1~ke 
II Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

I Hagan 
2 '.\lathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
.5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Da,·is 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

JO Stephens 
HAWAII 
I. l\'lat>unaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
I McC/11re 
2 Han.<en 

llllNOIS 
I Metcalfe 
2 Mikrn 
:1 Murphy, '.\I. 
·I neririnski 
!) l\luczynski 
fi Collins 
7 1\nnunzio 
8 Host enkowski 
\l Yate, 

10 Cu/lier 
11 l'ucinski 
/:! McC/ory 
/.) Crane 
/./ f;rlen born 
15 Carlson 
16 Ander.;on 
17 Arends 
/8 /\fichP/ 
19 Rai/.,back 
20 Find/"'· 
21 Gray · 
22 Springer 
2:J Shipley 
24 Price 
IN DIANA 

I Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6 Rrav 
7 My~r.< 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennis 
11 .Jacobs 
IOWA 

I Schwengel 
2 Culver 
3 Gross 
4 Ky/ 
5 Smith 
6 Mayne 
7 Scherle 

\'OTING STUDIES 

NYY?XN 
NYYNXN 
NNYYNN 

YYYYNY 

YNNNYY 
Y?YXYN 
YNNNNN 
YNXNNY 
YNNNYY 
YYNNYN 
YNNNN Y 
YNYNNY 
YNNNNY 
Y?N?NY 
NYYY./? 
NYYYNN 

Y?N??? 
YNNNNY 
YNNYYY 
Y?NN,,'Y 
?NNYYY 
YNNN?? 
YNNY?? 
YNNN./ Y 
?NNY?Y 
YNYYYY 

NYYY./N 
NYYY./N 

YNY?./Y 
NYYNYY 

??X,,'?? 
N Y X Y X.N 
NYYYYN 
YYXYYY 
NNYYY? 
NYNYYN 
NNN YNN 
NNYYXN 
NYYYNN 
YNNY?Y 
N?YY?N 
YY•'YYY 
YNNNYY 
y y y • ./ y 
YYNYYY 
y y y y y y 
YYNYYY 
YNNNYY 
Y. y y y y y 
YYNNNY 
NNYYYN 
Y??YNY 
NNN YNN 
NYNYNY 

NYNYNN 
YNNN?Y 
NYYNYN 
NNYYNN 
NNNYYY 
.YNNNYY 
YN YNN Y 
YNYYYY 
NYYYNN 
YNNNNY 
NYYNYN 

Y Y Y Y N N 
NYYYNN 
YNNNNY 
YNYYYY 
NNYYYN 
YYNYYY 
YN YNN Y 

Republicans 

KANSAS 
I Scl>~lius 
2 Ro" 
.'I Winn 
./ Shril'rr 
.5 Sk11bitz 

KENTUCKY 
l Stuhblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazwli 
4 Sm·der 
5 Ca.rter 
6 Curlin 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
1 Heben 
2 Boggs 
3 Carre,.,,· 
4 Wagl(onner 
5 Pa•sman 
6 Rarick 
7 Vacancy 
8 Long 

MAINE 
I Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
I Mills 
2 Long· 
3 Garmatz 
4 Sarbanes 
5 Hogan 
6 Bwon 
7 l\fitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinan 
4 Donohue 
5 Vacancy 
6 Harrington 
7 Macdonald 

YNYNYY 
N?YNNN 
YNYYNY 
YNY.YNY 
YNYYNY 

??NYYY 
YNNYYN 
YNYYNN 
YNNNNN 
YNYYNY 
YNYYNN 
NNYYNN 

Y?NY./? 
N?YY./Y 
YNNYNY 
Y?NNYY 
?NXNY? 
YNNN?? 

N?NN?? 

N.? Y Y N N 
NYYYNN 

YNNYYY 
NNYNNN 
N?NYYY 
NYYYNN 
YNNYNY 
YNNNNY 
NYN./NN 
NY./YNN 

NYYYNN 
NNYYNN 
NYNYNN 
N?YYNN 

NYNY?N 
??YYNN 

8 O':'\eill 
9 Hicks 

/!! lfrck/er 
It flurke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

I Conyers 
2 Esch 
3 Rrou·n 
4 Hutchinson 
.5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 RiPg/e 
8 Han.•"'· 
9 Vande~Jagt 

10 C eduberg 
II Rt1ppe 
12 O'Hara 
13. Diggs 
14 Nedzi 

. 15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

I Quie 
2 Nelsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
I Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Montgomery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
I Clay 
2 Symington 

NYY./NN 
NNYYYN 
NYYYYN 
NYYYNN 
?YY?Y? 

NYNY?N 
YYY?NN 
y y y y y y 
YNYN?Y 
YYNYYY 
yyyy.;y 
NYYYNN 
YYYYNN 
YNNYYY 
YNYYYY 
YYYYYN 
NYYYNN 
?YXYNN 
N Y Y Y ? N 
N?YYNN 
NYYYNN 
NY./Y?? 
y ? y y ? y 
YNNY?? 

y y y y y y 
YNYYYY 
YYYYNN 
NYYYYN 
N 'N YNN 
YNYYNN 
NtYYYN 
NYY ... YN 

YNXXYY 
YNNN?Y 
YNNNNY 
YNNNNY 
Y?NNYY 

NYNY?N 
N?YYNN 

• Voted Pre>ent to auoid po.,.ible con{lict-of-inlere•t. 

I. HR 7130. Minimum Wage Increase. Erlenborn (R Ill.) 
amendment in the nature of a substitute bill-Amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to raise the hourly wage floor for 
most nonagricultural workers covered under the act to Sl.80 in 
1972 and $2 the following year from $1.00 under existing law. 
Erlenborn amendment adopted by recorded teller vote 217-191: 
R 148-20; D 69-171(ND 6-154; SD 63-17), May 11, 1972. 

2. HR 14989. State, Justice, Commerce Appropria­
tions, Fiscal 1973. Oerwinski (R Ill.) amendment restoring 
$25, 103,500 for the United Nations and seven affiliated agencies 
that was deleted by the Appropriations Committee and deleting 
a provision added by the committee limiting U.S. contributions 
to the United Nations and affiliated agencies to 25 percent of 
their total annual assessment. Rejected by recorded teller vote 
156-202: R 56-99; D 100-103 (ND 92-49; SD 8-54), May 18, 1972. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

3. S 659. Higher Education Amendments of 1972. Adop­
tion of the conference report (H Rept 92-1085) on the bill autho­
rizing $19cbillion for higher education programs through fiscal 
1975 and $2-billion for school. desegregation aid through fiscal 
1974, establishing direct federal aid to needy students and 
postponing implementation of court desegregation orders requir­
ing busing of school children. Adopted 218-180: R 89-76; D 129-104 
(ND 109-44; SD 20-60), June 8, 1972. 



VOTING STUDIES 

3 SulJi,·an 
4 Handal! 
5 13olling 
6 Hull 
7 Ila/I 
8 lrhord 
9 Hungate 

10 Hurli>on 
MONTANA 

1 Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
I Thone 
2 McColli.<ter 

· :J .\far/in 
NEVADA 
AL Harin~ 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

1 W\'man 
2 Ciet•eland 

NEW JERSEY 
1 Hunt · 
2 Sandman 
:J Howard 
4 Thompson 
.5 Frdinghu_,·.•Pn 
6 Fors\'the 
7 Wid"nall 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10 Hndino 
II :\linish 
12 Du:wr 
13 r.ailagher 
14 Daniels 
15 Palten 
NEW MEXICO 

1 /,ujan 
2 Hunnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2 Grouf'r 
3 Wolff 

NYNYNN 
YNY.YN·Y 
? Y N. N ? Y 
?NNNYY 
YNNNNY 
NNYYNY 
N?YYYN 
NNYYNN 

YNYNYY 
NNYY?N 

Y?YYNY 
YNNYYY 
YNXNYY 

YNNNNY 

YNNYNY 
YYNY?Y 

YNNYY? 
YNNN?Y 
NYYYYN 
NYY,INN 
Y?YYNY 
YYYYYN 
YYYYNY 
NNYYNN 
NYYYNN 
NYYYNN 
NYYYNN 
??YYNN 
? 7·,, ? ? ? 
N?YYYN 
NNYYNN 

Y"??X.NY 
NNNNYN 

NYYNNY 
YNNYNY 
YYYYXN 

-NM"l".11\'0 

./ IV\'dler Y N N Y N Y 
.) /,~nt Y N "y Y N Y 
6 Halpern N Y X Y ? Y 
7 Adclabbo N N y y x N 
8 Rosenthal N Y N v x N 
9 Delaney N N N Y N Y 

10 Celler N Y N Y N N 
II Hrasco N N Y Y Y N 
12 Chisholm N ? N Y ? N 
J:l Podell N Y Y Y N N 
14 Rooney N N X Y X ? 
15 Carev N ? Y Y N N 
Hi"~iurph_y ____ N..,---:-? -Y,,....,Yc:--N-Y 

17 Koch N Y N Y N N 
18 Rangel N Y N Y N N 
19 Abzug N Y N Y N N 
20 Rvan N Y N Y X N 
21 B~dillo N Y N Y ? N 
22 Scheuer N. Y Y Y N N 
23 Hingham N Y Y Y N N 
24 Hiaggi N N Y Y X N 
z; Pe\"Ser N ? Y Y N Y 
26 Re.id N ? Y Y N N 
27 Dow N Y N Y N N 
28Fi.<h Y?YYYY 
29 Sfra11on N N Y Y Y Y 
:m King y N N y y y 
31 McEu·en Y ? X Y ? Y 
.12 Pirnie Y Y N Y • Y 
.J;J Rubi.,on Y Y Y Y N Y 
.14 Tern· Y N X Y ? Y 
:J5 Haniey Y N Y Y X Y 
.'i6 lfortOn N Y Y Y Y Y 
:J7 Conable Y Y N Y • Y 
3B Hast in gs Y ? Y Y Y Y 
.'J9 Kemp Y N Y Y N Y 
./0 Smith Y Y Y Y Y Y 
41 Dulski N N N Y X N 
NORTH CAROLINA 

1 .Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Galilianakis 
5 Mizell 

YNNN YN 
YNNYNY 
YNNNNY 
YNNYNN 
YNNYYY 

• Vuted Present to aooid possible conflict-of-interest. 
I William S. Conouer (R Pa.) u:as swcrn in May U, 1972, to replace James G. Fulton 

(R), dttea.<ed (/971). 

4. HR 14370. Revenue Sharing With the States. Pas' 
sage of the bill providing assistance payments totaling 529.6-
billion over five years to states and to local governments for 
high-priority expenditures, excouraging states to broaden their 
tax systems and authorizing federal collection of state personal 
income taxes. Passed 275-122: R 122-42; D 153-80 (ND 124-32; 
SD 29-48), June 22, 1972. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

5. HR 13366. Cyclamate Compensation. Passage of the bill 
permitting domestic food growers, manufacturers, packers and 
distributors to sue the federal government for payment of losses 
sustained as a result of a 1969 ban on cyclamates-an artificial 
sweetener. Passed 177-170: R 85-64; D 92-106 (ND 54-79; SD 
38-27), July 24, 1972. 

6. HR 16029. Foreign Military Aid Authorizations. 
Boilings (D Mo.) amendment deleting provision terminating 
U.S. involvement in the Indochina war by Oct. l, 1972, subject 
to release of U.S. pril'oners of war, an accounting for men .miss­
ing in action and a cease-fire to the extent required to protect 
U.S. withdrawal. Adopted by recorded teller vote 229-177: R 
149-23; D 80-154 (ND 25-134; SD 55-20), Aug. 10, 1972. A "yea" 
was a vote in support of the President's position . 

.... 
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6 Preyer 
7 Lennon 
8 Ruth 
9 Junns 

JO Rro\"hill 
11 Ta}:lor 
NORTH DA KOT A 

1 Andreu•s 
2 Link 

OHIO 
1 Keating 
2 C/ancv 
J Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
.5 /,a/la 
6 Harsha 
i Brou·n 
8 Berts 
9 Ash)e,· 

10 Mille~ 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
/:l J\fo.<her 
14 Seiberling 
/.J W"liP 
16 n,;u· 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Hays 
19 Carney 
20 Stan1on 
21 Stokes 
22 Vanik 
2:J Min.<hal/ 
2-1 Pou·ell 
OKLAHOMA 

1 Belcher 
2 Edmondson 
3 Albert 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
1 w,·att 
2 Uilman 
3 Gree·n 
., nel/enback 

PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Barrett 
2 Nix 
3 Bvrne 
4 Eilberg 
5 Green 
6 Yalron 
7 Williams 
8 Bie.<ter 
9 Ware 

10 McDade 
11 Flood 
12 Whal/£'\· 
13 Cou11hlin 
14 Moorhead 
15 Rooney 
16 E.<hleman 
17 Schneebeli 
18 Heinz 
19. Goodling 
20 Gaydos 
21 Dent 
22 Savior 
2.'l John.<nn 
24 Vigorito 
2.5 Clark 
~6 Morgan 
27 Conover I · 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain 
2 Tieman 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I Davis 
2 Spence 
:l Dom 
4 Mann 

A#. 

?YYYNN 
YNNNN? 
YNNYNY 
YNNNYY 
YNNYNY 
YNNYYY 

YNYINN 
N?YY?N 

YNYYYY 
YNNNYY 
NYNYNN 
Y?NYY? 
YNYYNY 
Y?YYYY 
Y?YYNY 
YNNYYY 
N ·Y Y N N N 
YNYYNN 
YYYYNY 
?NNNIY 
NYY?NN 
NYYYNN 
YNYYNY 
Y'NYYY 
YNNNN Y 
?YNY?Y 
NYIYNN 
NYYYNN 
NYNYNN 
NYYYNN 
YNYYYY 
YNNN? Y 

YYN?YY 
?NYNI? 
N ? y 
Y.NYN.YY 
Y N N Y.N Y 
Y N N N ? Y· 

NNNYYY 
NYNYYN 
NNNNYN 
y y y y y y 

NYYYNN 
NNYYNN 
NNYl?N 
NNYYNN 
NYYYXN 
N N I ? N N 
YNYYYY 
NYYYNN 
y y y y y y 
NYNYYY 
N?YYYN 
YYNY?Y 
YYYYNN 
NYYY?N 
NYYYNN 
?"?IYYY 
YNYNYY 
NYYYXN 
Y?NNYY 
NNYYNN 
NNYYYN 
NNNNNY 
YNYYYY 
N Y Y N .y N 
?NI YN Y 
NYYYNN 

y y N y 

NYYYNN 
N?YYN? 

N ? N X Y Y 
?NNYNY 
YNYYYY 
Y?NYNY 

,U 

5 Gell vs 
6 Mc!\lilla'l 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
I Denholm 
2 Abou,-ezk 

TENNESSEE 
1 Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Blanton 
8 .Jones 
9 Kuykmdall 

TEXAS 
1 Patman 
2 Dowdy 
3 Collins 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
7 Arch1'~ 
8 Eckhardt 
9 Brooks 

10 Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wright 
13 Purcell 
14 Youn~ 
15 de la Garza 
16· White 
17 Burle><>n 
/8 f'ricP 
19 :11ahon 
20 Gonzalez 
21. Fisher 
22 Casev 
2:l Kazen 
UTAH 

I McKay 
2 Uoyd 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

I Downing 
2 i\1hitchur.<I 
3 Satterfield 
4 Ahbitt 
5 Daniel 
6 Poff 
7 Rubinson 
8 Scott 
9 Wamp/rr 

10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Peth· 
2 Me~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Stag~ers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechlr.r 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Ka•I pnmeier 
.1 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
fl Reuss 
6 Steiger 
I Obey 
8 R'me.< 
9 Dacis 

10 (} 'Konski 
WYOMING 
AL Roncalio 

Key Votes - 10 

YNNN? Y 
YN?XYY 

N?INYY 
NYYNYN 

YNYY?Y 
Y N N ·y Y Y 
YNNNN Y 
Y?NY?N 
NYNYIN 
NNNY?N 
N?N??N 
YNNNYN 
?NYYYY 

Y?NNNY 
??XXI? 
·YNNYNY 
YNNNYY 
Y ?. N N Y Y 
YNNNYY 
YNNNNY 
NYNYYN 
?YYNNY 
YNYNNY 
YNNNYY 
Y?YNYY 
N ·NNYY 
YNNNYY 
Y?YNYY 
YNYNYY 
YNNNYY 
YNXNY? 
YNNNYY 
NYYNYY 
YNNNN Y 
YNNNXY 
Y?YNYY 

N?YN?Y 
y y y y y y 

YYYNNY 

YNNNYY 
YNNYYY 
YNNNNY 
YNNNYY 
YNNNYY 
YNNYNY 
YNNNYY 
YNNNNY 
YNNYYY 
YNNNYY 

YNY?Y? 
NYYNYN 
N?YYYN 
N?Y,IY? 
N y y y y y 

NNYYYN 
NYYNNN 

NNYYYY 
NNYNYN 
NNNNYN 
NYYNNN 
N y y y y y 

YYYYYN 
NYNYYN 
YNYYYY 
N y y y y y 
NYNYNN 
y y y y y y 
NYYY?N 
YYNNYY 
?NNNYY 
YNYYYY 

NNYYNN 
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Key Votes - 11 

- KEY -
Y Recore! vote for (\"ea). 
• Paired for. -
t Announced for. 
N Record vote against (noy). 
X Paired 8:?:ainst. 

Announced against. 
, ;\ot voting. voted "present" 

or clid·not announce. 
T Recorded teller vote. 

ALABAMA 
1 Edu·ard.• 
2 nickinson 
3 Andrews, E. 
4 Nich1Jls 
5 Flowers 
6 Buclwnan 
7 Bevill. 
8 Jones 

ALASKA 
AL Begich 
ARIZONA 

1 Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3. Steiger 

ARKANSAS 
1 Aiexander 
2 Mills 
3 Hammerschmidt 
4 Prvor 

CA.UFORNtA 
. 1 Clausen 

2 .Johnson 
3 Moss 
4 Le~gHt 
5 Burton 
6 fo,failliarrl 
7 Dellums 
8 Miller 
9 Edwurds 

JO Gubser 
11 McCloskev 
12 Talcott . 
13 Teague 
14 Waldie 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 Anderson 
UJ Mathi<J!J 
19 Holifield 
20 Smith 
21 Hawkin• 
22 Corman 
23 Claus<>n 
24 Ro1L<Selot 
25 Wigpins 
26 Rees 
27 Goldwater 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybnl 
31 Wilson 
32 Hosmer 
3.1 Pettis 
34 Hanna 
3.5 Schmitz 
36 Wilson 
37 Van Deerlin 
38 Ve:-"Se:-· 
COLORADO 

I McKevi-tt 
2 Brotzman 
3 Evans 
4 Aspinall 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter--. 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 

Democrats 
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4 McKinnev 
5 Monagan· 
6 Grasso 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Frf'v 
6 Gibbons 
7 Halev 
8 You,;-g 
9 Rogers 

10 Burke 
11 Pepper 
12 Fascell 
GEORGIA 

1 Hagan 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackbum 
.5 Thompson 
6 Flynt 
7 Davis 
8 Stuckey 
·g Landrum 
10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

I Matsunaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
1 McClure 
2 Hrmsen 

tLLINOIS 
I Metcalfe 
2 !\likva 
~ J\lurphy, M. 
·I /Jern·inski 
;, Kluczynski 
Ii Collins 
7 Annunzio 
B RIBt enkowski 
9 Yate~ 

JO Collier 
11 Pucinski 
12 McClorv 
l:J Crane -
14 Erlenbbm 
15 Carlson 
16 Anderson 
17 Arends 
Ill Michel 
19 Railsback 
20 Findlev 
21 Grav · 
22, Springer 
23 Shipley 
24 Price 
IN DIANA 

1 Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brademas 
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6 Brav 
7 My~rs 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Dennis 
11 Jacobs 
IOWA 

1 Schwenge/ 
2 Culver 
3 Gross 

·4 Kyl 
5 Smith 
6 Mayne 
7 Scherle 
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KANSAS 
I Sebeliu" 
2 Roy 
3 Winn 
4 Shriver 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
I Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Mazzoli 
4 Snvder 
5 Ca-rter 
6 Curlin 
7 Perkins 

LOUISIANA 
1 Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Caffery 
4 Waggonner 
5 Passman 
6 Rarick 
7 Breaux'. 
8 Long 

MAINE 
1 Kyros 
2 Hathaway 

MARYLAND 
1 Mills 
2 Long 
3 Garmatz 
4 Serbanes 
5 Hogan 
6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 

MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Drinen 
4 Donohue 
5 Vacancy 
6 Harrington 
7 Macdonald 
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8 O'Neill 
9 Hicks 

10 fleck/er 
11 Burke 
12 Keith 
MICHIGAN 

1 .Conyers 
2 E."h 
3 Brown 
4 Hutchinson 
5 Ford 
6 Chamberlain 
7 Riegle 
8 Han•ev 
9 Vande~ Jagt 

10 Cederberg 
11 Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
13 Diggs 
14 Nedzi 
15 Ford 
16 Dingell 
17 Griffiths 
18 Broomfield 
19 McDonald 
MINNESOTA 

1 Quie 
2 Nelsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 Fraser 
6 Zwach 
7 Bergland 
8 Blatnik 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy 
2 Whitten 
3 Griffin 
4 Montgomery 
5 Colmer 

MISSOURI 
t Clay 
2 Symington 
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Republicans 

I Breaux wa. sworn in Oct. 12 to fill seat left vacaTll by resianation of Edu:in W 
·Edwards, who re•iaMd May 9 to become govern<r of Louisiana. 

7. HR 15417. Labor-HEW Appropriations, Fiscal 1973. 
Reconsideration and. passage of the bill, vetoed by the President 
Aug. 16, appropriating $30,538,919,500 for the Department of 
Labor, the Department of Health, Education and Welfare and 
related agencies for fiscal 1973. Rejected 203-171: R 22-129; D 
181-42 (ND 146-8; SD 35-34), Aug. 16, 1972. A two-thirds majority 
vote (250 in this case) of members present and voting is necessary 
to override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

8. HR 13915. School Busing. Stokes (D Ohio) amend­
ment providing that nothing in the act was intended to be incon­
sistent with, or violate any provision of, the Constitution. 
Rejected by recorded teller vote 178-197: R 55-98; D 123-99 (ND 
110-37; SD 13-62), Aug. 18, 1972. 

9. HR 16742. Foreign Travel Restrictions. lchord (D 
Mo.) motion to suspend rules and pass the bill authorizing the 
President to prohibit travel by U.S. citizens to countries engaged 
in armed conflict with the United States. Rejected 230-140: R 
130-27; D 100-113 (ND 38-101; SD 62-12), Oct. 2, 1972. A two­
thirds majority vote (248 in this case) was needed for passage 
under suspension of the rules. · 

10. HR 7130. Minimum Wage Increase. Perkins (D Ky.) 
motion that the House disagree with the Senate version of the 
bill raising the minimum wage for workers covered by the Fair 
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3 Sullivan 
4 Randall 
5 Holling 
6 Hull 
7 Hall 
8 khord 
9 Hungate 

10 Rurlison 
MONTANA 

I Sl1<•Up 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
I .Thone 
2 McCol/ister 
.1 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Raring 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

I IV"man 
2 Cici•eland 

NEW JERSEY 
I llunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 Frelinghuysen 
6 For.n·rhe 
; Widnall 
8 Roe 
9 Helstoski 

10 Rodino 
II Minish 
12 Dw\'er 
1:3 Gailagher 
14 Daniels 
15 Parten 
NEW MEXICO 

I Lujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2 Grauer 
3 Wolff 
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. 2 Ryan dU!d &pl. 17, 1972 
3 Poff re•ilned effecliue Aug. ~ 1972 

.f Wvd/er 
.5 L~nt 
6 Halpern 
i Addabbo 
8 Rosenthal 
9 Delaney 

10 Celler 
11 Brasco 
12 Chisholm 
13 Podell 
14 Rooney 
15 Carey 
JG Murphy 
17 Koch 
18 Rangel 
19 Abzug 
20 Ryan2 
21 Badillo 
22 Scheuer 
23 Bingham 
24 Biaggi 
25 Pe:-·ser 
26 Reid 
27 Dow 
28 Fish 
29 Stratton 
:Jo King 
31 J\frEu•en 
J2 Pirnie 
.13 Robi.<on 
.1.f Tern· 
35 Haniey 
36 Horton 
37 Conable 
·38 Hastings 
:J9 Kemp 
./0 Smith 
41 Dulski 
NORTH CAROLINA 

I Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Galifianakis 
5 J\lizell 
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Labor Standards Act of 1938 and request a conference to resolve 
differences between ·the two versions. Motion rejected 188-196: 
R 23-137; D 165-59 (ND 147-1; SD 18-58), Oct. 3, 1972. 

IL HR 16810. Debt; Ceiling Increase. Mahon CD 
Texas) amendment. in the nature of a substitute for Title II 
of the bill giving the President unlimited authority to cut 
outlays for any. program he chose to limit federal spending to 
$250-billion in fiscal 1973-Direet the President to submit his 
suggestions for spending cutbacks by Jan. 2, 1973, for considera­
tion by the 93rd Congress. Rejected by recorded teller vote 
167-216: R 8-156; D 159-60 (ND 121-17; SD 38-43), Oct. 10, 
1972. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

12. S 2770. Water Pollution Control. Passage of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972, 
vetoed by the President Oct. 17, providing a comprehensive 
program to clean up the nation's waters by 1985 and authorizing 
$24.7-billion over three years, including $18-billion in federal 
grants to states for construction of waste treatment works. 
Passed over the President's veto 247-23: R 95-13; D 152-10 (ND 
109-1; SD 43-9), Oct. 18, 1972. A two-thirds majority vote (180 
in this case) was needed to override a veto. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the '"President's position. 
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6 Preyer 
7 Lennon. 
8 Ruth 
9 Jonas 

10. Bro,·hill 
II Taylor 
NORTH DAKOTA 

I Andrews 
2 Link 

OHIO 
I Keating 
2 Clune\' 
3 Whal~n 
4 McCulloch 
5 Latia 
6 Harsha 
7 Brown 
8 Betts 
9 Ashlev 

10 Mille~ 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
1.1 Mosher 
14 Seiberling 
/.5 \Vdie 
16 B~u· 
17 A-<hbrook 
18 Hays 
19 Camey 
20 Stant~n 
21 Stokes 
22 Yanik 
2.1 Minshall 
2./ Pou·el/ 
OKLAHOMA 

I Hetcher 
2 Edmondson 
3 Allier! 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
I W\'att 
2 Uilman 
3 Green 
4 Dellenbark 

PENNSYLVANIA 
I Barrett 
2 ~ix 
3 Byrne 
4 Eilberg 
5 Green 
6 Yatron 
i Williams 
8 Biester 
9 Ware 

10 Mc/Jade 
11 Flood 
12 Who/le-.· 
1.1 Coughiin 
14 Moorhead 
1.5 Rooney 
16 Eshleman 
17 Schneebeli 
18 Heinz 
19 <.'oodlin11 
20 Gaydos 
21 Dent 
22 Sa\'lor 
2.1 John.<on 
24 Vigorito · 
25 Clark 
26 Morgan 
27 Conover 
RHODE ISLAND 

I St Germain' 
2 Tiernan 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
I Da\'is 
2 Spence 
:J Dom 
4 Mann 
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5 Gett vs 
6 Mc1'iillan 

SOUTH DA KOT A 
I Denholm 
2 Abourezk 

TENNESSEE 
I Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Anderson 
7 Hlanton 
8 Jones 
9 Kuykendall 

TEXAS 
I Patman 
2 Dowdv 
3 Collin".< 
4 Roberts 
5 Cabell 
6 Teague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckhardt· 
9 Brooks 

10 Pickle 
11 Poage 
12 Wright ·-
13 Purcell 
14. Young 
15 de la Garza 
16 W!iite 
J 7 Burleson 
18 Price 
19 Mahon 
20 Gonzalez 
21. Fisher 
22 Casey 
23 Kazen 
UTAH 

I McKay 
2 L/ovd 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA . 

I Downing 
2 Whitehuf.<t 
3 Satterfield 
4 Abbitt 
5 Daniel 
6 Poff3 
7 Robinson 
8 Scott 
9 Wampler 

10 Brovhill · 
WASHINGTON 

I Peth· 
2 Me~ds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
i Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
I Mollohan 
2 Staggers 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 
5 Kee 

WISCONSIN 
I Aspin 
2 Kasi en meier 
3 Thom.<an 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reu'" 
6 Steiger 
i Obey 
8 8\'rnes 
9 D'avi.< 

10 U'Konski 
WYOMING 
AL Roncalio 

Key Votes - 12 
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Key Votes 

KEY VOTES REFLECT YEAR OF CONFRONTATION, COMPROMISE 

Despite the scandals, power struggles, crises and 
confrontations of 1973, Congress and the President were 
able to a\'oid crippling deadlocks on most pressing na­
tional controversies. . 

.On some issues-most notably the U.S. bombing of 
Cambodia and the question of congressional war powers­
Congress stuck by its guns and forced its will on a re­
luctant administration. 

But, according to a Congressional Quarterly survey 
of 31 key House -and Senate votes out of the 1,135 cast 
during the year, Congress . on major domestic issues 
either accepted compromises or bowed to a determined 
President ever willing to use his veto power. 

On the economy, Congress shied away from chal­
lenging Nixon's policies despite soaring inflation. On 
federal spending, Congress was able to preserve some of 
its most sacred programs, but conceded that its own 
budget-making habits were badly in need of reform. 

. In dealing with the nation's critical energy short­
ages-a late-developing crisis that preoccupied the 1973 
session's last weeksO.:..:.both the lawmakers and adminis­
tration officials could only grope for positions and solu­
tions. 

Foreign Policy and Defense. In foreign and de­
fense _policy, Congress never. did take the meat axe ap­
proach to the Pentagon budget that had been predicted 
early in the session. Nor did it terminate the increasingly 
.unpopular foreign aid program. 

Even with its stands on Cambodia and war powers, 
Congress did not attempt to fundamentally redirect 
U.S. national security and foreign policies. In voting to 
end U.S. bombing in Cambodia, moreover, the House by 
a 219-188 vote and the Senate by a 63-19 vote merely 
tied up loose ends after the basic . issue-withdrawal 
from Indochina-had been settled. 

And even the historic 284-135 House vote to over­
ride Nixon's veto of war powers legislation could be 
viewed as an effort to keep future presidents from taking 
the nation into Vietnam-type wars without at least con­
currence by Congress. 

Economy. On economic matters, the House once 
more proved itself reluctant to second-guess the 
President. Iri a 147-258 procedural vote that blocked 
consideration of a Democratic-backed measure that 
would have rolled back rising prices, the House in effect 
endorsed President Nixon's wage and price controls pol­
icy. But in extending the President's authority, Congress 
ignored the public protest against spiraling inflation­
an outcry that eventually forced Nixon himself to change 
course. . 

Spending. But when economic policy arguments 
came down to the issue of government spending-a mat­
ter closer to congressional sensitivities-both the House 
and the Senate proved willing to take on the President 
and his budget-cutters. Although compromises were 
readied to keep money flowing to federal programs, Con-

House and Senate Voting, 1970-73 
For the first time ever, the combined total of 

recorded votes cast in Congress exceeded one 
thousand in 1973. The Senate took 594 votes, the 
House 541, for a record 1, 135 · for the· year. This 
was 274 over the previous record of 861 made in 
1972. 

House vof.ing was largely responsible for the 
big jump in voting. Thanks to reforms in floor vot­
ing procedures that took effect in the 92nd and 93rd 
Congresses, the number of times House members cast 
recorded votes increased from 266 in 1970 to 320 in 
1971, and then climbed to the 541 figure in 
1973. The huge increase in 1973 was due primar­
ily to the new electronic voting system that was 
used· for the first time Jan. 31, 1973. The substan­
tially higher vote total for 1971 over 1970 was the 
result of the introduction of the recorded teller vote 
which for the first time permitted members to vote 
on the record on amendments to bills. 

The Senate also established records for roll 
calls. New highs were set in each of the last four 
years, with sizeable increases occuring in 1970, 
1972 and 1973. 

Year House Senate Total 

1973 541 594 1.135 
1972 329 532 861 
1971 320 423 743 
1970 266 418 684 

gress laid some groundwork for retaining spending de­
cisions in its own hands. 

Energy Votes. Like economists, administration 
officials and most of the nation, Congress demonstrated 
its uncertainty over how to deal with the energy crisis. 
While awaiting the President's plans for minimizing 
disruptions caused by energy shortages, both the House 
and the Senate turned down proposals that would have 
implemented energy-saving measures. 

The Senate by a 40-48 roll call defeated an effort 
to force Nixon to ration gasoline, and the House by a 180-

. 210 record vote rejected a proposal to suspend auto 
emission control standards in most sections of the nation 
until 1977. Earlier in the year, however, both houses 
had accepted one trade-off sacrificing environmental 
protection for energy needs by removing roadblocks to 
construction of the trans-Alaskan oil pipeline. 

Insistent that windfall oil industry profits be 
restricted, the House. by a 36-228 vote in the session's 
waning hours stalled a compromise energy emergency bill 
which omitted any provision restricting excess profits. 

1973 CQ ALMANAC-929 
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i 1973 Key Votes • 2 VOTING STUDIES 

Senate Key Votes 

1. REA LOAN PROGRAM. The fil'St Senate 
attempt to force President Nixon to carry out programs 
which had been previously authorized by Congress but 
terminated at the end of 19n came Feb. 21 when the 
Senate voted 69-20 to require Nixon to reinstate the Rural 
Electrification Administration's low-cost loan program for 
rural electric and telephone cooperatives: R 20-19; D 49-1 
(ND 34-1; SD 15-0). Nixon h11d terminated it and three 
other rural assistance . programs to cut government 
spending. Angry senators considered it a constitutional 
issue: not only whether the President had the power to 
impound funds but whether he could terminate pro­
grams authorized· by Congress. The bill (S 394) almost 
certainly would have been vetoed by an adamant Nixon, 
but the House subsequently adopted a compromise, 317-
92, which was accepted by the Senate and signed by the. 

· President. In its compromise Congress skirted the issue of 
the President's authority but assured continued assistance 
to rural areas by extracting a promise from the adminis­
tration to grant loans through fiscal 1976 at least at the 
1974 level. It also satisfied the administration by chang­
ing REA loans from direct loans, requiring annual budget 
outlays, to insured loans from REA's $4-billion revolving 
fund, and by raising the interest rate on most loans from 2 
per cent to 5 per cent. (Appropriations chapter) 

2. lilGHWA Y TRUST FUND. Congress Aug. 3 
completed action on the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 
1973 (S 502) which for .the first time authorized the use of 
money in the Highway Trust Fund for financing construe-· 
tion of urban mass transit projects, including subways. 
The fundamental change in Congress' position on the 
trust fund issue came about only after the Senate, for the 
second year in a row, voted, 49-44, to open it up for pur­
chases of subways and other mass transit facilities. Al­
though the 1973 vote was closer than the 48-26 roll .call in 
1972, a majority of senators from both parties still sup­
ported the change: R 23-19; D 26-25 (ND 24-12; SD 2~13). 
Sponsored by Edmund S. Muskie (D Maine) and Howard 
H. Baker Jr. (R Tenn.), the amendment drew strong sup­
port from a majority of state governors and mayors, sev­
eral labor unions and many environmental groups. But on 
April 18 the House narrowly defeated a similar proposal 
by 190-215. After long negotiations House-Senate con­
ferees finally resolved the dispute in mid-summer by 
agreeing to a compromise which allowed cities to use 
$200-million of their $800-million sh~re of the trust fund 
for purchases of buses in fiscal 1975, and for either high­
ways, buses or urban mass transit in fiscal 1976. (Trans­
portation chapter) 

3. IMPOUNDMENT CONTROL. Taking its 
first stand against President Nixon's impoundments of 
funds previously appropriated by Congress, the Senate 
April 4 approved an amendment requiring the President . 
to release all funds within 60 days unless Congress con­
curred with any of his impoundment deeisions. By a 70-
24 roll-call vote, the Senate attached the provision to a 
routine measure (S 929) giving congressional approval to a 
IO per cent devaluation of the dollar. The impoundment 
amendment later was dropped in conference, but the vote 
adding it to the devaluation bill indicated the depth of 
congressional dismay at Nixon's use of impoundments to 
curtail and even eliminate spending programs creat.ed 
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How Votes Were Selected 

Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 
of key votes on major issues. 

Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by· the 
extent it represents one or more of the following: 

· • A matter of major controversy. 
• A test of presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the 

nation and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related 

votes on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily 
chosen. This vote is the roll call, or recorded vote 
in the House, that in the opinion of Congressional 
Quarterly was the most important in determining the 
outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Democrats. 

by Congress. The Senate subsequently passed identical 
provisions as separate legislation, but final action was 
stalled in conference at the end of the session over differ-

. ences · with House-passed anti-impoundment provisions. 
Only two Democrats voted against the measure, while 
16 Republicans supported the amendment: R 16-22; D 54-2 
(ND 41-0; SD 13-2). (Economic chapter) 

4. CAMBODIAN BOMBING. In the strongest 
antiwar sentiment expressed by either house up to that 
time, the Senate May 31 adopted an amendment to the 
second fiscal 1973 supplemental appropriations bill (HR 
7447) that was flatly opposed by the administration 
prohibiting the use of funds not only in that bill but in all 
previously enacted appropriations bills as well to support 
continued combat activities in Cambodia and Laos. The 
key vote, however, came May 29 when the Senate by a 
55-21 vote ruled that the amendment, sponsored by 
Thomas F. Eagleton (D Mo.), was germane to the bill­
indicating the support of a majority of senators for the 
prohibition, including a majority of voting Republicans-
18; 17 voted no. Democrats overwhelmingly (37-4) sup­
ported it. The Eagleton amendment, approved by the 
Senate Appropriations Committee May 15 and adopted 
by the Senate May 31 on a 63-19 vote, was significantly 
broader than the bill approved by the House May 10 
because it applied to previously appropriated funds- as 
well as to funds in HR 7447, and specified that combat 
activities in Laos as well as Cambodia were prohibited. 
(p. 39) The House accepted the Eagleton amendment 
but the measure was vetoed by President Nixon June 'Zi . 
.In subsequent bargaining between the White House and 
Capitol Hill, a compromise was reached on an Aug. 15th 
cutoff date for all fund<> for U.S. combat activities in 

· Southeast Asia. ( Forei~n policy chapter) 
5. FARM SUBSIDIES. Despite Senate approval 

of a $20,000 per farmer annual subsidy ceiling in a five. 
year omnibus farm bill (S 1888), the Senate June 8 re­
jected, 42-44, an amendment to plug loopholes in the 
ceiling that benefited primarily cotton growers. The 
amendment, which was offered by Frank E. Moss (D 
Utah) would have prohibited cotton growers from trans­
ferrin~ acreaae allotments to friends and relatives as a 
way ;f avoiding the $20,000 ceiling. Although the House 
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approved restrictions similar to thm;e in the Moss amend­
ment, Senate opposition prevailed in a House-Senate 
conference on S 1888 and the restrictions were dropped. 
Republicans split evenly, 18-18, on the amendment while 
Democrats supplied the two-vote margin, 24-26, which de­
feated it (I\D 22-15; SD 2-lll. (Agriculture chapter) 

6. FPC NOMINATION. For the first time since 
1950, the Senate June 13 refused to confirm a presiden­

.tial nominee to a major federal regulatory agency. By a 
vote of 50-43, the Senate recommitted to the Commerce 
Committee and thus killed the nomination of Robert H. 
Morris to a seat on the Federal Power Commission. Mor­
ris, a California attorney, had represented Standard Oil 
of California for some 15 years and opponents charged 
that he was more likely to favor the interests of power 
industries than those of the consumer. Supporters, to no 
avail, argued that Morris had been endorsed by some 
environmental organizations and that he opposed the 
deregulation of natural gas prices. The motion to recom­
mit the nomination was made by Warren G. Magnuson 
(D Wash.), chairman of the Commerce Committee and 
Morris' leading Senate opponent. Nine Republicans and 
41 Democrats opposed the Nixon nomination and 30 
Republicans and 13 Democrats voted for confirmation. 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

7. FOREIGN MILITARY AID. Administration 
supporters during 1973 mounted a successfu1 campaign to 
block the phaseout of the military grant assistance pro­
gram-considered to be a key element in the Nixon Doc­
trine's policy of supplying allies with economic and mili­
tary aid, but not U.S. manpower, for defense~ By a narrow 
vote of 48-44, the Senate approved an amendment offered 
by Hugh Scott (R Pa.) to delete the Senate Foreign Rela­
tions Committee's language from the fiscal 1974 foreign 
military aid bill (S 1443) requiring the phaseout of all 
U.S. military grant assistance programs as well as mili­
tary aid advisory groups and missions, by June 30, 1977. 
Also removed was a section which would have termi­
nated military programs outside the United States by 
June 30, . 1974 .. Republicans overwhelmingly supported 
the Scott amendment by 37-4. On the Democratic side, 
11 s.enato.rs supported the amendment; 40 voted against 
it. (Foreign Policy chapter) 

· 8. TRANS-ALASKAN PIPELINE. A move in the 
Senate to delay construction of the trans-Alaskan oil 
pipeline for at least one year failed July 13. By a 29-61 
vote senators voted down an amendment to the authoriza­
tion legislation (S 1081) that would have delayed the 
granting of permits for immediate construction of the 
pipeline until the feasibility of a route across Canada had 
been thoroughly explored. The amendment, offered by 
Walter F. Mondale (D ·Minn.), called for Congress to ap­
prove either route after completion of negotiations with 
Canada and an eight-month comparative study of the 
two routes by the National Academy of Sciences. Sponsors 
argued that the Canadian route would bring Alaskan oil 
to the Midwest where it was most needed. They said the 
West Coast had adequate oil and that petroleum carried 
by an Alaskan pipeline would be export.ed to Japan. The 
amendment was backed by environmentalists who had de­
layed construction of the Alaskan route through a series 
of court challenges. But President Nixon opposed it, as did 
a majority of Senate Republicans and Democrats: R 5-34; 
D· 24-27 (ND 22-15; SD 2-12). (Energy-Environment chap­
ter) 

9. CAMPAIGN REFORM. After weeks of testi­
mony before the Senate Watergate Committee about 
six-figure cash contributions to the Nixon campaign in 
1972 and disclosures of illegal corporate giving, the Senate 
moved to clean up federal election campaigns. In limiting 
the amount any person could contribute to any candidate 
for federal office, the Senate opened up a heated debate 
over.how high the ceiling should be. On July 26 Sen. Wil­
liam Proxmire (D Wis.) introduced an amendment to S 
372 restricting contributions to $100 or less. Proxmire noted 
that past presidential candidates George McGovern, 
Barry Goldwater and George C. Wallace had no trouble 
raising money in those increments. But other senators 
objected that such a low limit would make it difficult for 
fledgling candidates to get the seed money they needed 
to make themselves known. Sen. ·Lloyd Bentsen (D Texas) 
later succeeded in amending the Proxmire amendment to 
make the ceiling $3,000, and with this change the Senate 
adopted the Proxmire amendment by a 15-vote margin, 
54-39, with a majority of Republicans voting against: R 
18-23; D 36-16 (ND 28-11; SD 8-5). (Congress and Govern­
ment chapter) 

10. OVERSEAS TROOP CUT. For the first time since 
the creation of the NATO alliance, the Senate Sept. 26 
voted to reduce U.S. military forces stationed overseas. 
The action, although short-lived, reversed a series of de­
feats in the Senate in recent years on overseas troop cut 
proposals. Adoption of the troop reduction measure came 
during debate on the fiscal 1974 defense procurement bill 
(HR 9286). Offered by Majority Lea.der Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.), the amendment would have required the De­
fense Department to reduce the existing level of 500,000 
land based troops stationed overseas by 40 per cent over 
a three-year period beginning in fiscal 1974. Mansfield 
previously had offered unsuccessful similar troop cut mea­
sures. The Mansfield amendment to HR 9286 was initially 
adopted by a vote of 49-46 with Republicans voting five 
to one against it and Democrats voting three to one for 
it R 7-34; D 42-12. However, because of a technicality, 
Mansfield's amendment was subject to a second 8enate 
vote later the same day. On the second vote, the Senate 
reversed itself and voted against the amendment by 44-51. 
Two Republicans, Milton R. Young (N.D.) and George D. 
Aiken (Vt.), and two Democrats, J. Bennett Johnston Jr. 
(La:) and Warren B. Magnuson (Wash.), changed their 
votes from yea to nay. Lloyd' Bentsen (D Texas) and John 
C. Stennis (D Miss.), who had not voted on the first vote, 
also voted nay, while William B. Saxbe (R Ohio), who had. 
voted nay, and Robert W: Packwood (R Ore.) and Lowell P. 
Weicker Jr. (R Conn.), who had both voted yea, did not 
vote. Dick Clark (D Iowa), who had been paired for, voted 
yea the second time. (National Security chapter) 

ll. TRIDENT SUBMARINE. By only a two-vote 
margin, 47-49, the Senate Sept. 27 blocked an attempt by 
defense spending critics to reduce funding in fiscal 1974 
for the Navy's new nuclear missile-firing submarine, the 

· Trident. The Trident was the most expensive single wea­
pons system ever proposed by the Defense Department. 
The Senate vote came on debate on the annual military 
procurement authorization bill (HR 9286). Offered by 
Thomas J. Mcintyre (D N.H.), it would have reduced the 
administration's fiscal 1974 Trident budget request of $1.5-
billion by $885-million. By delaying the launch of the first 
Trident and slowing construction of the others, Mcintyre 
said the Navy could avoid cost overruns and ensure that 
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the latest technological discoveries would go into .each 
new submarine. Opponents of the amendment argued that 
the Soviet Union had already launched three Trident­
class submarines capable of firing nuclear missiles at the 
United States from long distances. Thirty of 40 voting 
Republicans opposed the amendment: R 10-30; D 37-19 
(ND 32-8; SD 5-11). (Nation.al Security chapter) 

12. STRIP MINING. The Senate Oct. 9 went part 
way toward a complete ban on strip mining when it voted 
53-33 to bar surface mining on lands where the federal 
government owned the mineral rights but not the surface 
rights. The administration and the coal industry opposed 
the prohibition. The 53-33 vote came on an amendment 
to a bill (S 425) regulating surface mining of coal offered 
by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.). He said , 
the amendment would protect farmers and ranchers whose 
lands were underlain· by federally owned coal. Environ­
mentalists, who favored the abolition of all surface mining, 
were jubilant. But the Department of Interior said its 
effect would be "staggering," removfog 55 per cent of the 
nation's coal reserves from possible recovery. According 
to the department, coal covered by the amendment could 
not be replaced by coal from underground mines because of 
inadequate technology. Surface-mined coal was the easiest 
and cheapest to mine, and the administration was count­
ing on the nation's vast coal reserves to meet energy 
shortages. The vote came before the Arab oil embargo in­
tensified the pace of energy legislation in Congress. Demo­
crats voted five to one for the amendment: R 13-25; D 40-&. 
The House did not act. (Energy-Environment chalter) 

13. GASOLINE RATIONING. A move to force 
gasoline rationing on a reluctant Nixon administration 
failed in the Senate Nov. 15. The administration had 
maintained that rationing should be implemented only as 
a last resort. Floyd K. Haskell (D Colo.) had proposed an 
amendment to emergency energy legislation (S 2589) 
that would have directed the President to begin rationing 
of gasoline by Jan. 15, 1974. Haskell argued that the ad­
ministration's past record on handling energy matters 
showed that delay would be inevitable if Congress did not 
require rationing on a specified date. Henry M. Jackson 
(D Wash.) declared that every day of delay in imposing 
rationing and a 50~mile-per hour speed limit would cost 
another million barrels of gasoline. But Republicans 
overwhelmingly opposed rationing, and it was rejected 
40-48: R 2-36; D 38-12. (Energy-Environment chapter) 

14. PUBLIC CAMPAIGN FINANCING. Ad­
vocates of public financing of federal elections launched a 
surprise attack in the Senate late in November when they 
attached a comprehensive public financing amendment to 
a bill (HR 11104) raising the national debt ceiling. Be­
cause the debt bill had to become Jaw to allow the Trea­
sury to continue functioning, supporters felt that Presi­
dent Nixon would have to sign HR 11104 even if it contain­
ed public financing provisions he opposed. On Nov. 27 
Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) led a bipartisan 
coalition that succeeded for the first time in getting a 
comprehensive public finance bill passed. The Kennedy 
package attached to HR 11104 had four parts, but the 
crucial vote came when the Senate refused by a 40-55 
vote to table and thus kill the first part o,f the package. 
Republicans voted almost two to one to table, Democrats 
more than two to one against tabling: R 26-14; D 14-41. 
This section, dealing with public financing of congression-

. al ca1Upaigns, had been considered to have the least 
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support. When it was approved it became clear the Sen 
ate was going to accept the other parts dealing with pu bl j, 
financing of presidential campaigns. Subsequently th1 
House Nov. 28 refused to accept the campaign financ1 
amendments, and they were dropped from HR 11104 be 
fore the bill was sent to the President. But initial Senat1 · 
passage of the public financing package made it like!_; 
that related legislation would be approved in 1974, in 
part because of the decisive margin by which the reform 
amendments passed the Senate Nov. '2:1. (Congress ano 
Government chapter) 

15. NORTHEAST RAIL REORGANIZATION. The 
Senate Dec. 11 rejected, 37-59, an amendment to delete 
highly controversial labor provisions approved by the 
Senate Commerce Committee to legislation (HR 9142) re­
organizing the bankrupt railroad lines in the Northeast 
and Midwest. The amendment, offered by Sen. J. Glenn 
Beall Jr. (R Md.), would have required a new rail corpora­
tion, to be established by HR 9142 to run the restructured 
system, to negotiate its' own labor agreements with em­
ployees of bankrupt railroads rather than adopt those 
written into the bill. A significant number of Republicans 
( 11) and 48 Democrats opposed Beall on the key vote: 
R 32-11; D 5-48 (ND 1-38; SD 4-10). Under the bill, rail­
road workers with at least five years service who lost 
jobs under the reorganization were guaranteed monthly 
compensation payments of up to $30,000 a year until age 
65. The labor provisions had been negotiated in private 
meetings between- railroad labor and· management and 
then written into the legislation. Beall argued against 
what he described as an unprecedented attempt by Con­
gress to legislate a labor contract without allowing the 
managers of the new corporation to negotiate their own 
agreement: But opponents of the amendment, faced with 
the imminent shutdown of the Penn Central Railroad, 
were determined to avoid labor disputes which might 
weaken the new corporation's ability to operate profitable 
rail service in the region. The administration, although 
strongly opposed to these provisions, never took a firm 
stand on the bill itself. Railroad labor and management, 
however, remained solidly allied to the agreement through­
out congressional action on the measure. Both House and 
Senate versions contained the controversial labor agree­
ments which subsequently were enacted when the Presi­
dent signed HR 9142 Jan. 2. (Transportation chapter) 

16. OIL PRICES, PROFITS. An effort to place ceil­
ings on the cost of oil and its products to consumers and 
on the profits of the oil industry during the energy emer­
gency was rejected by the Senate Dec. 19. Price increases 
for crude oil and oil products would have been limited 
to the actual cost of producing them under an amendment 
offered by Walter F. Mondale (D Minn.) to legislation (S 
'2:176) establishing a Federal Energy Emergency Adminis­
tration. The amendment would have permitted temporary 
price increases to protect the profits of independent oil 
distributers and to stimulate energy production. Such in­
creases could have become permanent if it could be justi­

, fied that they were needed. Mondale asserted that the 
amendment was designed to prevent rationing by increas­
ing prices. Several a'dministration spokesmen had suggest­
ed t!:iat energy consumption might be limit~d by allowing 
prices to rise.· Mondale declared that without some limita­
tion on prices the cost of oil to consumers could amount to 
an additional $50-billion. However, Republicans and 
southern Democrats opposed the amendment almost four 
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to one and it was tabled 47-44 on a motion by Russell B. 
Long (D La.): R 28-10; D 19-34 (ND 6-33; SD 13-1). 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

House Key Votes 

1. WAGE-PRICE CONTROLS. Reluctant to take 
responsibilit~· for the state of the U.S. economy despite 
public outcry against inflation, the House April 16 re­
jected Democratic-backed legislation ordering the Presi­
dent to roll prices back to March 16 levels. By a 147-
258 recorded \"Ote, the House in effect voted to support 
Presi.dent Nixon's ·relaxed anti-inflation program by 
rejecting an attempt to bring a Democratic compromise 
plan-dra"n up by the Rules Committee at the leader­
ship's behest-'-to the floor as a substitute for an un­
popular Banking and Currency Committee bill that would 
have rolled prices back to Jan. 10 levels. By sidetracking 
the Democratic compromise measure, the procedural 
vote left the House with a choice between the unaccept­
able Jan. 10 rollback bill and the President's request for 
a simple extension of his existing wage-price controls au­
thority. In subsequent votes, the House approved a sim­
ple orie-year extension, which was accepted by the Sen­
ate with few modifications. Although Congress thus gave 
Nixon a free hand to continue his Phase III voluntary 
controls, rapid inflation by June forced him to resort to 
a price freeze and strengthening of the controls. In the 
key April 16, vote, however, Republicans by a unanimous 
0-182 vote backed the President's policies, and southern 
Democrats added more than enough votes to kill the 
Democratic leadership's compromise alternative: R 0-
182; D 147-76 (ND 118-27; SD 29-49). (Economic chap­
ter) 

2. WITHDRAWAL FROM INDOCHINA. For the 
first time since the United States jntervened militarily 
in Southeast Asia in 1964, a majority of the House May 
l 0 went on record in favor of terminating the U.S. in­
\'Olvement~a vote that resulted .eventually in a com­
promise between Congress and the President on an Aug. 
15 cutoff date for U.S. combat activities in Indochina. 
During consideration of the second fiscal 1973 supple­
mental appropriations bill (HR 7447), the House voted 
219-188 for an amendment prohibiting the Defense 
Department from transferring $430-million from other 
defense programs to fund further U.S. military activity 
in Southeast Asia, including the bombing of Cambodia. 
The amendment, offered by Joseph P. Addabbo (D N.Y.) 
was reconsidered and approved a second time by a 194-
187 vote. The House sharpened the thrust of the Addabbo 
amendment by approving, 224-172, ·an amendment of­
fered by Clarence D. Long (D Md.) to prohibit the De­
fense Department's use of HR 7447's funds for combat 
activities in Cambodia. On the key vote, 184 Democrats 
joined with 35 Republicans in support of the amendment; 
h5 Democrats, 38 of whom were southern Democrats, and 
143 Republicans opposed it. (Foreign Policy chapter) 

3. FARM PROGRAM. The House set in motion a 
fundamental change in the course of American farm policy 
.July 19 when it approved, 226-182, the Agricultural Act 
of 1913. For most of the postwar ·years, federal farm 
policies were based on a rigid system of price supports 
. ..,ith incentives to take crops and land out of production 
in times of oversupply. The 1973 act (HR 8860) switched 
Lo a "target price" scheme of flexible price supports, with 

high government. payments going to farmers when times 
were bad but sharply reduced payments when supplies 
were short and prices high. House passage of HR 8860 
came only after a long and difficult debate, and it re­
quired an alliance· between southern cotton interests, 
midwestern feed grain farmers and. organized labor. 
Labor backed the bi.ll even though it unsuccessfully fought 
an amendment to deny food stamps to striking workers 
and their families. The amendment passed the House 
but was stricken from the bill in a House-Senate con­
ference. Although cotton interests were angry over other 
ame1idments added to the bill by the House, HR 8860 
survived a close 226-182 vote on passage with majorities 
of northern Democrats and Republicans voting against· 
it: R 87~94; D 139-88 (ND 74-77; SD 65-11). (Agriculture 
chapter) 

4. FOREIGN AID. In a cliff-hanging 188-183 vote 
the House July 26 passed a bill (HR 9360) authorizing 
$2.8-billion for foreign aid in fiscal 1974. Although the 
bill was touted as initiating a wholly revamped aid pro­
gram, the narrow margin on passage was considered 
an omen that disenchantment with foreign aid-so 
obvious in the Senate in recent years-was equally 
strong in the previously more friendly House. Inflation, 
devaluation, deficits, domestic cutbacks and the rising 
cost of living all contributed to the swelling of the ranks 
of .opponents to so-called foreign "give-away" programs. 
Final passage came after nearly 12 hours of debate, al­
though only · $68-million was cut from the committee 
version of the bill. The House version was nearly $22-
million below the administration's request. Opponents 
did succeed in killing a proposed export credit develop­
ment fund, considered to be a major facet of the aid pro­
gram reorganization. On the final vote, 69 Republicans 
and 119 Democrats supported HR 9360, while 89 Republi­
cans and 94 Democrats voted against it. Among southern 
Democrats, only 19 favored the bill; 52 voted nay. (For­
eign Policy chapter) 

5. DEFENSE ·SPENDING. In an unprecedented 
slap at the leadership of its Armed Services Committee, 
the House July 31 by a vote of 242-163 adopted an amend­
ment to the defense procurement authorization bill (HR 
9286) making an across-the-board cut of $950-million in 
the funding levels recommended by the committee for 
fiscal 1974. Offered by frequent Pentagon spending cri­
tic Les Aspin (D Wis.), the amendment was intended 
to hold spending on military weapons procurement and 
development to fiscal 1973 levels except for a 4.5 per 
cent increase to cover inflation. Aspin's amendment was 
adopted by a 79-vote margin: R 82-100; D 160-63 (ND 
138-14; SD 22-49). Adoption of the proposal marked 
the first time that an amendment to the annual defense 
procurement bill substantially reducing the funding 
levels recommended by the Armed Services Committee 
had been adopted on the House floor. Defense budget 
critics teamed with fiscal conservatives alarmed over 
the strains of in flat ion on the federal budget to push the 
amendment through the House. Aspin's amendment, how­
ever, was later dropped from the final bill in a House­
Senate conference. (National Security chapter) 

6. ALASKAN PIPELINE. Environmentalists' ef­
forts to block the trans-Alaskan pipeline. suffered a 
jolting setback Aug. 2 when the House by a 198-221 
recorded teller vote rejected an amendment offered by 
John Dellenback (R Ore.) and Wayne Owens (D Utah) 
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to delete from the pipeline legislation (HR 9130.) a pro­
vision declaring all actions taken by the secretary· of 
interior in regard to the pipeline to be in compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). If the amendment had carried, Dellenback 
planned to offer another to drop a provision barring court 
challenges against construction of the pipeline on en­
vironmental grounds. Environmentalists had blocked 
construction of the pipeline for three years by a series 
of court suits. The President and major oil companies 
opposed the amendment; and Nixon said later it was a 
matter of "highest urgency" to enact the bill in 1973. The 
pipeline would eventually carry 2-million barrels of 
oil daily from the North Slope of Alaska, to the ice­
free port of Valdez, where it would be shipped by tanker 
to the United States. Dellenback warned that the pro­
vision would set a precedent for further erosion of en­
vironmental controls. But a combination of Republicans 
and southern Democrats voted almost two to one 
against the amendment: R 65-120; D 133-101 (ND 116-
39; SD 17-62). The provisions which the amendment sought 
to remove remained in the final version of HR 9130, 
which cleared Congress on Nov. 13. (Energy-Enuironment 
chapter) 

7 • MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. Democrats 
and organized labor lost a significant bout with Presi­
dent Nixon Sept. 19 .when the .House sustained Nixon's 
Sept. 6 veto of a minimum wage bill (HR 7935). The 
bill would have raised the hourly minimum wage for 
most non-farm workers to $2.20 an hour on July 1, 1974, 
and extended coverage to approximately 6.7 million 
workers, including domestics. Nixon vetoed the measure 
because he said it was inflationary and. would cause 
unemployment. He also objected that HR 7935 did not 
contain a subminimum wage rate for 16 and 17 ye~r 
old youths-a provision actively sought by the adminis­
tration. Amendments to include such a provision and to 
stretch. out the time period for the wage increase lost 
in both the House and the Senate, The vote to override 
the veto obtained a clear majority, 259-164, but fell 
23 votes short of the constitutional two-thirds vote needed 
to override: R 51-135; D 208-29 (ND 155-1; SD 53-28). In 
1972 a similar minimum wage bill was killed when the 
House voted not to send .its version to conference with a 
more liberal Senate measure. (Labor chapter) 

8. MASS TRANSIT OPERATING SUBSIDIES. 
Despite strong opposition from President Nixon, both 
houses of Congress passed legislation (S 386) in 1973 
to authorize subsidies to defray the cost of operat­
ing urban mass transit systems, with the House voting in 
favor of the measure for the first time Oct. 3. Both the 
House and Senate versions sought to authorize $800-mil­
lion .over fiscal 1974 and 1975 to supplement revenues 
collected from passenger fares. The bill barely sur­
vived an attempt made by Rep. Chalmers P. Wylie (R 
Ohio) to delete the operating subsidies provision. First 
adopted by a 206-203 vote, the amendment was sub­
sequently rejected, 205-210, with overwhelming majorities 
of both parties opposing each other: R 148-3.5; D 57-175 
(ND 12-140; SD 45-35). Proponents of the amendment 
argued that subsidies would bail out poorly run mass 
transit systems in only a few big cities. Those Republicans 
voting against the Wylie amendment represented for the 
most part constituencies in urban, northeastern states 
such ruf. Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New 
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York, and Delaware. The vote marked a major victory 
for the urban block in the House. Support by the House 
leadership, especially from Speaker Carl Albert (0 Okla.), 
was credited with securing the necessary votes to kill 
the amendment. House-Senate conferees had not 
agreed to a finai compromise when Congress adjourned. 
But President Nixon threatened to veto any compromise 
authorizing a new program of grants for urban mass 
transit. (Transportation chapter) 

9. WAR POWERS. Congress handed President Nix­
on one of the biggest defeats of his presidency Nov. 7 
when it voted to override his veto of a bill restricting the 
President's war-making powers (H J Res 542). The veto, 
threatened throughout the House and Senate debates on 
H J Res 542, came Oct. 24 when Nixon branded the mea­
sure "both unconstitutional and dangerous." H J Res 
542 set a 60-day limit on any presidential commitment of 
U.S. combat forces abroad without specific congressional· 
authorization and permitted Congress to end it earlier 
through passage of a concurrent resolution-not requir­
ing the President's signature to take effect. There was 
little doubt that the Senate would override the veto, but 
its fate in the House remained uncertain until Nov. 7 
when the House voted to override by a cliff-hanging 284-
135 vote-four over the necessary two-thirds majority. 
Within a few hours, the Senate completed the process with 
a 75-18 vote. It was the first successful reversal of a presi­
dential veto in the 93rd Congress and the first time during 
the session that the House had voted to override. Eight 
previous vetoes had been sustained, five in the House 
and three in the Senate. Two factors made possible the 
override of the veto: a higher than usual percentage of 
southern Democrats who stood with the leadership and 
the majority of northern Democrats, and a nearly even 
split among Republicans: R 86-103; D 198-32 (ND 143-9; 
SD 55-23). (National Security chapter) 

10. SPENDING ON HEALTH, EDUCATION.Sub­
mitting to repeated threats that President Nixon would 
veto the fiscal 1974 Labor-Health, Education and Wel­
fare Departments appropriations bill (HR 8877) because 
it was $1,376,843,000 over his budget requests, Congress 
late in the session agreed to a compromise allowing the 
President to impound up. to $400-million of the $32,926,-
796,000 contained in HR 8877. The compromise was worked 
out by House-Senate conferees after the House Nov. 13 
recommitted the bill to conference to work out a new 
allocation formula for education funds for disadvantaged 
children. The House Dec. 5 adopted the second conference 
report on the bill by a 371-33 vote and then, on a motion 
by Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.), chairman of the Labor-HEW 
Appropriations Subcommittee, agreed to the conference 
compromise on the impoundment amendment by a com­
fortable 263-140 vote. The vote reflected the support of 
a conservative coalition of 162 Republicans and 60 south­
ern Democrats. But a majority of all Democrats-122-
voted against the comprise. In 1972 Nixon vetoed two 
Labor-HEW appropriations bills, including one that 
allowed him to impound up to $1,238,919,500. His Dec. 19 
decision to sign HR 8877 ended a year and a half of fund­
ing most Labor-HEW programs under a temporary emer­
gency appropriations resolution which had caused major 
controversies and dislocations. (Appropriations chap­
ter) 

11. REFORM OF BUDGET REVIEW PROCE­
DURES. With significant Republican desertions, the 



VOTJNG STUDJES 1973 Key Voles - 7 

House Dec. 5 voted to accept a prov1s1on restricting the 
Pr~ident's power to impound funds as part of a compre­
hensive budget reform bill (HR 7130). By a 108-295 re­
rnrded vote, the House rejected an administration-backed 
flrnendment to strip from the bill a provision approved 
by the Rules Committee giving either the House or the 
Senate the power to force the President to spend funds 
which he had impounded. The Rules Committee added 
the provision-similar to separate anti-impoundment legis­
lation passed by the House on July 25-in order to keep 
the President from using impoundments to overrule spend­
ing decisions taken by Congress through updated budget­
review procedures that the bill would set up. The admin­
istration, which had opposed both the House and Senate 
version of separate anti-impoundment legislation, also 
viewed the budget reform bill's impoundment measure as 
R11 undue restriction on the President's ability to manage 
federal government finances. When the House passed the 
earlier anti-impoundment bill by ·a 254-164 recorded 
vote July 25, Republicans opposed the measure by 36-150. 
But in the key Dec. 5 vote to delete the provision, 78 
Republicans refused to go along and voted to retain the 
anti-impoundment provisions: R 102-78; D 6-217 (ND 
3-143;.SD 3-74). (Economic chapter) 

12. FORD CONFIRMATION. Rep. Gerald R. 
Ford (R Mich.), 60, a .member of Congress since 1949 and 
House minority leader since 1965, was nominated Oct. 12 
by Piesident Nixon to be vice president of the United 
States, replacing Spiro T. Agnew who resigned Oct. 10 
and was sentenced on a charge of federal income tax eva­
sion. Ford was the first nominee to fill a vacancy in the 
office of vice president under provisions of the 25th Amend­
ment to the Constitution. Ratified in 1967, the amendment 
requires confumation by a majority vote of both houses of 
Congress. Ford was confirmed by the Senate Nov. 27 by 
a vote of 92-3, and by the House Dec. 6 on a 387 .35 vote of 
confidence. It was the first time in history the House had 
participated in the confirmation of an executive nomina­
tion. All 35 votes in the House against Ford .were cast 
by Democrats who contended Ford was weak on civil 
rights and civil liberties and lacked the qualities of 
leadership needed in a president. Of the 15 black House 
members, only one, Andrew Young (D Ga.), voted for 
Ford. The breakdown was: R 186-0; D 201-35 (ND 121-33; 
SD 80-2). (Special Reports) 

13. TRADE REFORM. Ignoring organized labor's 
delaying tactics, the House Dec. 10 voted to proceed with 
floor action on a key measure (HR 10710) granting broad 
presidential authori.ties to negotiate and implement trade 
agreements with other nations. By a 230-147 recorded 
vote, the House adopted a resolution (H Res 657) providing 
for floor consideration of the trade bill despite a last­
minute AFL-CIO lobbying campaign to defeat H Res 657 
and delay floor action until 1974. As granted by the 
Rules Committee, the resolution allowed members to offer 
floor amendments only to provisions in the Ways and 
Means Committee bill dealing with Soviet trade policy and 
trade conc'essions to underdeveloped nations. Had the rule 
been defeated, the Ways and Means Committee would 
have pulled the bill off the floor rather than risk pro­
tectionist amendments to the trade liberalization provi­
sions it had recommended. After H Res 657 was approved, 
however, the House passed HR 10710 by a 272-140 recorded 
vote. By offering organized labor additional time to lobby 
against the committee's bill, further delay could have --. 

undermined a coalition of members supporting HR 10710 
that previously had been shaken by the administration's 
opposition to the measure's Soviet trade provisions: Before 
taking up HR 10710, the House three times had postponed 
floor action at the President's request. Officials had 
feared that House approval of the bill's Soviet trade pro­
visions-which denied trade concessions for Soviet products 
until the Soviet government allowed freer emigration by 
Soviet Jews-would increase U.S.-Soviet tensions in 
the Middle· East crisis. In asking the House to proceed 
with the trade bill despite these provisions, the President 
decided that the risk posed by further delay-dwindling 
support for passage of the bill-outweighed the risks to 
U.S.-Soviet detente. By adopting H Res 657, the House 
went along with this position although northern Demo­
crats, the group most attentive to AFL-CIO positions, 
voted 39-103 against it: R 136-24; D 94-123 (ND 39-103; 
SD 55-20). (Foreign Policy chapter) 

14. AUTO EMISSION STANDARDS. The most 
far:reaching effort to ease auto emission controls in the 
midst of the energy shortage was rejected by the House, 
180-210, on Dec. 14. Rep. Louis C. Wyman (R N.H.) in­
troduced an amendment to an emergency energy bill (HR 
11450) to suspend auto emission controls in most of the 
United States until Jan. 1, 1977, o'r until the President 
announced that the fuel shortages were over, whichever 
came later. Controls would not have been suspended in 
13 specified areas with serious air pollution problems 
such as New York and Los Angeles. Wyman asserted pollu­
tion control devices caused a "fuel penalty" of 20 per 
cent. He argued that it made no sense to impose controls 
in areas of the country without serious pollution problems. 
Although a majority of Republicans and southern Demo­
crats sided with Wyman, all but 22 northern Democrats 
voted against it, and it was rejected 180-210: R 102-73; 
D 78-137 (ND 22-113; SD 56~24). Later the same day the 
House rejected, 170-205, a second Wyman amendment 
that would have suspended the controls for one year. 
(Energy-Environment chapter) 

15. WINDFALL PROFITS. The House on Dec. 22, 
the last day of the session, overwhelmingly expressed its 
support for limitations on excess profits made by the oil 
industry during the energy crisis. With little more than 
half the members present and voting, the House under 
suspension of the rules decisively rejected, 36-228, a Sen­
ate compromise to the conference report on an emergency 
energy bill (S 2589) which did not contained any limita­
tion on windfall profits. House members of both parties 
vociferously expressed their displeasure at the compromise 
that had been forced on the Senate by a filibuster. Large 
majorities of Republicans and Democrats joined to reject 
the measure: R 28-79; D 8-149. The previous day the House 
had voted by a large majority, 169-95, to accept a Harley 
0. Staggers (D W.Va.) amendment containing restrictions 
on windfall profits, but a two-thirds vote (176 in this case) 
was required to approve the measure and it failed by 
seven votes. A second Staggers substitute, without the 
windfall profits limitation, was rejected 22-240. Congress 
thus adjourned Dec. 22 without clearing the emergency 
energy legislation which Nixon had wanted on his desk 
by the end of 1973. However, the conference report on 
S 2589 was under a veto threat anyway because it con­
tained provisions permitting congressional disapproval of 
Nixon administration actions to deal with the energy 
crisis. (Energy-Environment chapter) 
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- KEY -
ALABAMA IOWA NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Allen YNNNNNYN 
YNYYNNY? 

Clark Y y y y y Y . Y Mcintyre Y ? Y Y Y t N Y 

Y Record vote for (yea). 
.! Paired for. 
t Announced for. 

Sparkman 
ALASKA 

Hughet 
KANSAS 

Dole 
Pear.rnn 

KENTUCKY 
Huddle1ton 
Cook 

LOUISIANA 

t N Y Y ? Y N Y Cotton N N N ./ ? N Y N N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. NEW JERSEY 

Gravel 
St el' ens 

ARIZONA 

fNYYNN·N 
YNYYYNYN 

Y N N N N Y Y N William• Y .! ·Y Y Y y ? y Announced against. 
Y Y Y Y N N Y N Cme N Y Y Y Y Y N Y ? Not voting. voted "presen't" 

or did not announce. N.EW MEXICO 
Fannin 
Goldwater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulbt-ight 
McClellan 

CALIFORNIA 

NN?NNYYN 
?N?XNNYN 

Y N Y t N Y N N Montoya Y N Y I N Y N N 
Y N ? ? N Y N Domenici. .Y N N Y • N Y N 1---------------! 

NEW YORK 
YNYY?NNY 
YNYY -NNN 

Johnston 
long 

MAINE 

Y N Y y N Y Y N Buckley• N Y N N Y N Y e 

Y N Y N N N N N . ·Jauits t Y Y Y Y Y Y N !-------------~ 

Crantton 
--,~·~~eY.~ 

COLORADO 
Haskell 
Dominick 

CONNECJICUT 
Ribicoff 
Weick er 

DELAWARE 
Biel en 
Roth 

FLORIDA 
Chil" 
Gurney 

GEORGIA 

(
Nunn 

,Talmadge 
HAWAII 

Inouye 
Fong 

? y y y N y-~-~ 
YYYYNNNN 

YYYYYYNY 
YYN·??NYN 

NYYYYYNY 
NYYVYYYN 

YYYYYY?Y 
NYNNYNYN 

YYYtYYNY 
YNNYNNYN 

I 

YYYYNNNN 
YNYtNYNN 

YYY?NY?N 
YYY?NNYN 

IDAHO 
....chu~rc~h~~~~Y~Y_,_Y_t,__Y..._,Y"-'-'N'-Y 

McClure Y N Y Y N N Y N 

Hathaway Y Y Y Y N Y N Y 
t.Ju1kie Y Y Y Y ? Y N Y 

MARYLAND 
Beall N Y Y N. Y N Y X 
Mathill3 N Y Y Y Y N N .! 

MASSACHUSETTS 
.,K~nnedy Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
Brooke · Y Y ? Y Y N Y Y 

MICHIGAN 
Hart Y Y Y I t Y N Y 
Griffin N Y N N ? N Y ? 

MINNESOTA 
Humpmey Y N Y Y N Y N Y 
MondJ>.I• Y Y Y Y N Y N Y 

MISSISSIPPI 
Ea1tland Y N Y N N N Y N 
Stennis t X ? ? ? ? ? ? 

MISSOURI 
Eagleton 
Symington 

MONTANA 
Mansfielcl 
Metcalf 

NEBRASKA 

Y?YYNYNN 
YYYYNYNN 

YNYY?YN.! 
YYYYYYNY 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin Y N Y ? N Y Y N 
Helms N N N N N N Y N 

NORTH DAKOJA 
Burdick 
Young 

OHIO 
Sax' be 
Taft. 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett 
Bellmon 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
Packwood 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Schweiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 

YNYYNYNN 
YNNNNNYN 

N?NNY?YN 
NYYNYNYN 

NNNYN?YN 
Y. N Y ? .N ? Y N • 

tYYYYNNN 
NYYYYNYY 

YYYYYYNN 
NYNNYNYN 

Pa1tore Y Y Y Y Y Y N N 
Poll Y Y Y Y Y .t N Y 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings . Y N Y. t N Y N N 
Thurmond Y N N N N X Y N 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TEXAS 
Bentsen Y N Y Y N Y Y N 
Tower ? N N N N Y Y 14 

UTAH 
Mou Y Y Y Y Y Y Y t~ 
Bennett N Y ? ? ? Y ? N 

VERMONT 
Aiken Y Y N Y N N Y N 
Stafford Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr.•• Y N N Y Y N Y I~ 

. Scott N N N Y Y N ? N 
WASHINGTON 

Jackson Y Y Y N N Y Y N 
Magnuson t ./ Y Y Y Y I~ X 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd Y N Y Y N Y N N 
Randolph Y N Y Y N N I~ N 

WISCONSIN 
Nelson 
Proxmire 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Han.sen 

Y Y Y Y Y YN Y 
YYYYYYNY 

YNY?NYY? 
NNNNNYYN 

IWNOIS 
·Steyenton 
Percy 

INDIANA 
~yh 
Hartke 

Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Curtis Y N N N N N Y N Aboure1k YYYtYYNY 
YYYIYYNY v v Y Y v N Y Y Hruska Y N N N • N Y N McGovern 

NEVADA TENNESSEE 
t X Y Y · Y Y N Y Bible Y N Y t Y Y N N Baker YYN?NNYN 

NYNNNNYN · t N Y ? Y Y N i Cannon Y N Y ? Y Y Y N Brock 

C.mocrat1 Republicans • Voted "pretient" to auoid poasible conflict of interest. 

1. S 394. Rural Electrification Loan Program. Passage of 
the bill to require the administrator of the Rural Electrifica­
tion Administration to spend the full amount appropriated by 
Congress each fiscal year for 2 per cent direct loans for rural 
electric and telephone· cooperatives. Passed 69-20: R 20-19; 
D 49-1 (ND 34-1; SD 15-0), Feb. 21, 1973. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

2. S 502. Highway Authorization. Muskie (D Maine)-Baker 
(R Tenn.) amendment to give states and cities the option of 
using $850-million a year of federal urban highway funds in the 
Highway Trust Fund for purchase of buses or rail transit (sulJ­
way) construction programs rather than for additional highways. 
Adopted 49-44: R 23-19; D 26-25 (ND 24-12; SD 2-13), March 14, 
1973. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

3. S 929. Dollar Devaluation. Title I (lmpoundment Control 
Procedures) of Ervin (D N.G.)-Muskie (D Maine) amendment 
to require the President to report to Congress within 10 days 
if he impounded funds and to release such funds within 60 
days after making his report unless Congress approved the 
impoundment. Adopted 70-24: R 16-22; D 54-2 (ND 41-0; 
SD 13-2), April 4, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

4. HR 7447. Second Supplemental Appropriations, Fis­
cal 1973. Submission to the Senate for a decision on the ques­
tion: Was the pending committee amendment, to bar any funds 
in the bill or in any previous appropriations bill from being used 
to support combat activities in or over Cambodia and Laos, 
germane to the bill? Agreed to 55-21: R 18-17; D 37-4 (ND 30-1; 
SD 7-3), May 29, 1973. The President did not take a position 
on the question . 
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5. S 1888. Farm Program Extension. Moss (D Utah) amend­
ment to prohibit individual farmers from leasing farms or other­
wise splitting up existing farms to avoid the existing ceiling on 
the payment of federal subsidies for not raising certain crops. Re­
jected 42-44: R 18-18; D 24-26 (ND 22-lS; SD 2-11), June 8, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the amendment. 

6. Federal Power Commission Nomination. Magnuson (D 
Wash.) motion to recommit to the Commerce Committee the. 
nomination of Robert H. Morris of California to be a member of 
the Federal Power Commission. Recommittal had the effect 
of killing the nomination. Motion agreed to 51-42: R 9-30; D 
42-12 (ND 35-4; SD 7-8), June 13, 1973. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

7. S 1443. Foreign Military Aid Authorization. Scott (R Pa.) 
amendment to delete language in the bill requiring the phasing 
out of u:s. military grant assistance programs by June 30, 1977. 
Adopted 48-44: R 37-4; D 11-40 (ND 4-32; SD 7-8), June 26, 1973. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 1081. Al.askan Pipeline. Mondale (D Minn.) amend­
ment to delay the granting of rights-of-way across federal lands· 
i'n Alaska for an oil· pipeline route pending negotiations with the 
Canadian government about a route through Canada, an eight­
month comparative study of routes through Canada and Alaska 
by the National Academy of Sciences and a decision by Congress 
on which route should be used. Rejected 29-61: R 5-34; D 24-27 
(ND 22-15; SD 2-12), July 13, 1973. A "nay" was a vote support­
ing the President's position. 
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ALABAMA 
Allen 
Sparkman 

ALASKA 
Gravel 
Stevens 

ARIZONA 

YNNYNYYY 
NNNY?YNY 

NYYYYN?? 
NNNNNYNY 

NNNNNtYY 
NNN??YYY 

o.o-r.i'""•"'"° -------
IOWA 

Clark Y t Y Y Y N N N 
Hughes Y Y Y Y Y N N N 

KANSAS 
Dole N N N N N y y y 
Pear.<on Y ? ? N N Y Y N 

KENTUCKY 
Huddle1ton .y Y Y Y ? N N N 
Cook N N N Y N N Y Y 

LOUISIANA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Mcintyre ? Y Y Y Y N N N 
Cottun ? N N ? 

0

N Y Y ? 
NEW JERSEY 

William1 Y Y Y Y Y N N N 
Ca.<e Y N Y Y Y N N N 

NEW MEXICO 
Montoya N Y N ? N N N Y 
Domenici Y N N N N Y Y Y 

NEW YORK 

- KEY-
Y &!cord \'Ole for (yea). 
,/ Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Pairtd against. 

Announced against. 
? Not votin~. voted "present" 

or did not announce. 
Fannin 
Goldu.•ater 

ARKANSAS 
Fulb<ight 
McClellan 

CALIFORNIA 

YYYYYNNY 
YYNNYYNY 

John1ton 
Long 

MAINE 

? Y N Y Y ·y ? Y Bucklev* N N N N N Y Y Y o.O-Nf"'>~"°'"° -·------NVNNNYNY Jauits. YN.!YNNN.N 

Uan1ton 
Tunney 

COLORADO 
Ha1kell 
Dominick 

CONNECTICUT 
Ribiceff 
Weicl1er 

DELAWARE 
lliden 
Roth 

RO RID A 
Chil .. 
Gu.rncy 

GEORGIA 
Nunn 
Talmadge 

HAWAII 
Inouye 
Fong 

IDAHO 

YYY?YNNN 
YYYYNNNN 

NYYYYNNN 
NNYNNYYY 

YYNYYNNN 
YYN?YYNN 

YYYYNNNN 
Y N y· Y N Y Y Y 

YYYYYNNY 
YNNNN?NY 

YNNYYYNY 
NYNN?YNY 

N Y· Y Y Y N N N 
NNNNNYYY 

~rch Y Y Y ? N N N ? 
Mcc=1ur7· e--........,N,_N-'-N~N~N--:?:--Y~Y . 

IWNOIS 
SleYenaon 
Pe~c:y 

INOIANA 

YNYYYNNN 
NNY?-NNN 

Ba.Jh. ___ _,_N,_,Y'--'Y_,.Y~N..,__,N"--'N"'--N 
Hartke N Y Y Y N N N N 

O.mocrats . Republicans 

Hathaway 
Mu1kie 

MARYLAND 

YVYYYNYN 
.Y V Y Y V N N N 

Beall Y N N N N N Y Y 
Mathias Y N Y Y N N Y ? 

MASSACHUSEns 
Kennedy 
Brooke 

MICHIGAN 

Y N Y Y ?. N N N 
Y NY Y NNNl° 

Hart Y Y Y Y Y N N N 
Griffin N N N N N Y Y Y 

MINNESOTA 
Humphrey Y N Y t t .N N N 
Mondal.~ Y Y Y V V N N N 

MISSISSIPPI 
Ea1tland 
Stenni1 

MISSOURI 

?NN?YYN? 
? ? N ? V Y ? Y 

Eagleton Y Y V ? Y N N N 
Symington V Y Y · Y Y ? ? Y 

MONTANA 
Mantlield Y V Y Y Y N N N 
Metcalf N Y N Y Y N N N 

NEBRASKA 
Curtis - N N N • V Y Y 
Hruska N N N N N Y Y Y 

NEVADA 
Bible N Y Y N N Y N N 
Cannon N N Y N N N N N 

9. ·S 372. Campaign Reform. Proxmire (D Wis.) amend­
ment, as amended, to prohibit any person from contributing 
more than $3,000 to a candidate in a federal election. Adopted 
54-39: R 18-23; D 36-16 (ND 28-11; SD 8-5), July 26, 1973. The 
President did not take a position on the amendment. 

10. HR 9286. Defense Procurement. Mansfield (D Mont.) 
substitute amendment, to a Cranston (D Calif.) amendment, 
to reduce by 40 ·per cent the land-based U.S. troops stationed 
overseas by June 30, 1976. Adopted. 49-46: R 7-34; D 42-12 
(ND 34-6; SD 8-6), Sept. 26, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the President's positiori. (The Crariston amendment, 8s modi­
fied by the Mansfield amendment, was subsequently rejected 
44-51.) . 

11. HR 9286. Defense Procuremt:nt. Mcintyre (D N.H.) 
Amendment to reduce by $885-million the $1.5-biJlion authoriza-. 
tion ·in the bill for development and procurement of the Tri­
dent submarine. Rejected 47-49: R 10-30; D 37-19 (ND 32-8; SD 
5-11), Sept. 27, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

12. S 425. Strip Mining. Mansfield (D Mont.) amend­
ment to prohibit coal surface mining on lands where the federal 
government oY.-ned the mineral rights but not the surface rights. 
Adopted 53-33: R 13-25; D 40-8 (ND 31-3; SD 9-5), Oct. 8, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the amendment. 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin N. N N N N Y Y V 
Helms N N N N N. Y Y Y 

NORTH DAKOTA· 
Burdick 
}'oung. 

OHIO 
Sa:rbe 
Taft 

OKLAHOMA 
Bartlett 
Bellmon 

OREGON 
Hatfield 
Packu•ood 

PENNSYl VANIA 
Schweiker 
Scott 

RHODE ISLAND 

YVY?YNNY 
NYNYNNNY 

NNYN?NY? 
Y tNNYYV 

YNNNNYYY 
YNNNNYYY 

NYYVNYYN 
YYYYNNYN 

YYNYNNNN 
NNNYNNYY 

Pastore Y Y N Y V N N N 
Pell Y Y N Y V N N N 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hollings Y Y N V ? Y Y ? 
Thurmond N N.N N N Y Y V 

SOUTH DAKOTA . ' 
Aboureik 
McGovern 

TENNESSEE 
Baker 
Brock 

?YYVYNNN 
VYYYY?NN 

NNNN?°YYY 
NNNNNYYY 

TEXAS 
Bent.en Y ? Y Y Y Y N Y 
Tower N N N N N Y Y Y 

UTAH 
Ma11 NYYNYNNN 
Bennett N. N N ? N Y Y ? 

VERMONT 
Aiken Y Y N Y N N N N 
Stalford Y N Y Y N N N N 

VIRGINIA 
Byrd, Jr.•• N N Y N N Y Y Y 
Scott Y Y N N N Y Y Y 

WASHINGTON 
Jack10n Y N N Y Y N N N 
MagnulOn Y Y N Y Y N N N 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byrd Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 
Randolph Y Y N Y Y N N Y 

WISCQNSIN 
Nel1on Y Y Y ? ·? N N N 
Proxmi<e Y Y Y Y Y N N N 

WYOMING 
McGee 
Hansen 

NNXYYNNY 
NNNNNYYY 

••Byrd electro as independent 

13. S 2589. National Energy Emergency Act. Haskell (D 
Colo.) amendment to require the President to put into effect a 
fuel rationing plan by Jan. 15, 1974. Rejected 40-48: R 2-36; D 
38-12 (ND 30-8; SD 8-4), Nov. 15, 1973. The President did not 
take a position on the amendment. 

14. HR 11104. Federal Debt Limit. Allen (D Ala.) motion 
to table a section of a Kennedy (D Mass.) amendment to estab­
lish federal financing for candidates in House and Senate gener­
al election campaigns. Motion to table rejected 40-55: R 26-14; 
D 14-41 (ND 1-38; SD 13-3), Nov. 27, 1973. The President did 
riot take a position on the motion. 

15. HR 9142. Northeast· Rail Reorganization. Beall (R 
Md.) amendment to delete from the bill employee protection 
provisions and to substitute. provisons that would require that 
new employee protection agreements be negotiated by railroad 
labor unions and the railroad companies which would take over 
operation -of the bankrupt rail lines. Rejected 37~59: .R 32-11; D 
5-48 (ND 1-38; SD 4-1-0), Dec. u; 1973. A "yea" was a vote sup­
porting the President's position. 

16. S 2776. Federal Energy Emergency Administration. 
Long (D La.) motion to table the Mondale (D Minn.) amend-

. ment to limit "price increases of crude and refined oil to the 
actual increases in the co~t of producing them. Motion to table 
agreed to 47-44: R 28-10; D ·19-34 (ND 6-33; SD 13-1), Dec. 19, 
19i3. The President did not take a, position on the motion.-
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1. HR 6168. Wage-Price Controls Extension. Bolling (.0 
Mo.)· motion to order the previous question, thus ending debate 
and the opportunity of amending the rule (H Res 3.'i7) providing 
for House floor consideration of the bill to direct the Presi­
dent to roll back prices to Jan. 10 levels. The rule made in order 
the offering of another bill (HR 6879), to roll back prices to 
March 16 levels, as· a substitute for HR 6168. Motion to order 
the previous question rejected 147-258: R 0-182; D 147-76 (ND 
118-27; SD 29-49), April 16, 1973. The President did not take 
a position on 'the motion. 

2. HR 7447. Second Supplemental Appropriations, Fis­
cal 1973. Addabbo (D N.Y.) amendment to delete language in 
the bill authorizing the Defense Department to transfer funds 
from other defense programs for use in Southeast Asia, including 
the continued U.S. bombing of Cambodia, and to cover increased 
subsistence costs and the devaluation of the dollar. Adopted by 
recorded teller vote 219-188: R 35-143; D 184-45 (ND 145-7; SD 
39-38), May 10, 1973. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi-
dent's position. . · 

3. HR 8860. Farm Program Extension. Passage of the 
bill to establish a four-year (fiscal 1974-77) modified price 
support program for wheat, feed grains and cotton; to continue 
food for peace -and food stamp programs; to establish a limita­
tion on farm subsidy payments of $20,000 per farmf!r, and to _pro­
hibit the issuance of food stamps to striking workers and their 
families. Passed by a recorded teller vote 226-182: R 87-94; D 
139-88 (ND 74-77; SD 65-11), July 19, 1973. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

4. HR 9360. Foreign Military and Economic Aid. Passage 
of the bill to authorize, for fiscal 197 4: $978.9-milli<in for foreign 
economic assistance, $632-million for Indochina postwar recon­
struction (except North Vietnam) and $1.15-billion for foreign 
military assistance and credit sales; and to authorize, for fiscal 
1975: $821-million for foreign economic assistance. Passed 
188-183: R 69-89; D 119-94 (ND 100-42; SD 19-52), July 26, 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the bill. 

5. HR 9286. Defense Procurement Authorization. Aspin 
(D Wis.) amendment to reduce the total authorization in the 
bill by $949.7-million by establishing a ceiling on defense pro­
curement of $20.45-billion-equal to the fiscal 1973 appropria­
tion o_f $19.5-billion modified by a 4.5 per cent inflation adjust­
ment. Adopted by recorded teller vote 242-163: R 82-100; D 
160-63 (ND 138-14; SD 22-49), July 31, 1973. The President did 
not take a position on the amendment. 

6. HR 9130. Alaskan Pipeline. Dellenback (R Ore.)­
Owens (D Utah) amendment to delete language in the bill de­
claring that actions by the secretary of the interior regarding 
the transcAlaskan pipeline were in compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of. 1969, and substituting 
langUage giving priority in federal courts to cases regarding 
rights-of-way and the issuance of permits for the Alaskan 
pipeline. Rejected by recorded teller vote 198-221: R 65-120; 
D 133-101 (ND 116-39; SD 17 ·62), Aug. 2; 1973. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's !>Osition. · 

7. HR 7935. Minimum Wage Increase. Passage over the 
President's Sept. 6 veto of the .bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act' of 19-38 by increasing the minimum wage rates 
under that act and expanding the coverage to an !$timated 
6.7 million persons. Veto sustained 259-164: R 51-135; D 208-29 
(ND 155-1; SD 53-28), Sept. 19, 1973. A two-thirds majority 
vote (282 in this case) is required to override a presidential 
veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Pre.iident's position. 

8. HR 6452. Urban Mass Transit. Second vote on the 
Wylie (R Ohio) amendment, requested by Patman (D Texas), 
to delete from the _bill a provision authorizing $800-million 
for fiscal 1974-75 for grants to state and local agencie.i for ur­
ban mass transit operating subsidies. Amendment rejected 
205-210: R 148-35; D 57-175 (ND 12-140; SD 45-35), Oct. 3, 
1973. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
(The ame~ment initially had been adopted by a 206-203 
recorded teller vote.). 
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Y Record vote for (yea). 
./ Paired for. 
t -Announced for. 
N Record vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 
·7 Not voting. voted "present" 

or did not announce. 
T Recorded teller vote. 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sara.sin 
6 Grano 

DUAWARE 
Al DuPont 

t-~~~~..,..-~~~~~~~~--1 R.ORIDA 

ALABAMA 
I Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichols 
4 &.viii 
5 Jon .. 
6 Buchanan 

· 7 Rowen 
ALASKA 
Al Young 
ARIZONA 

I Rhodes 
2 U!!all 
3 Steiger 
4 Conlan 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexander 
2 Mills 
3 Hammer· 

srhmidt 
4 Th0<nlon 

CALIFORNIA 
/ Clausen 
2 John10n 
3 Moll 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton 
6 Mailliard 
7 O.llums 
8 Slark 
9 Ed.wards 

JO Gubser 
11 Ryan 
12 Talcott 
13 TeCJ1iue 
14 Walditl 
15 McFall 
16 Sisk 
17 McCloskey 
18 Mathia.! 
19 Holifield 
20 Moorhead 
21 Hawkins 
22 C:O.man 
23 Clawson 
24 Rousselot 
2.5 Wiggins 
26 1 ... 
27 Goldwater 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 Wilson 
32 Ho•mer 
J.1 Pettis 
3.t Hanna 

35·Anderton 
36 Ketchum 
37 Burke 
38 Brown 
39 'Hinshaw 
40 WiL.on 
41 Van o-lin 
42 Burgeru!r 
43 Veysey 
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1 xhro.d .. 
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4 Johnson 
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1 Sik ... 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chapp.II 
5 Gunter 
6 Youf1R 
7 Gibbono 
8 Haley 
9 Frtry 

IO Bo/ali.s 
11 Rogen 
12 Burke 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepper 
15 F<ncell 
GEORGIA 

1 Ginn 
2 Mathit 
3 Brinkley 
4 Blackburn 
5 Young 
6 Flynt 
7 Davit 
8 Stvckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephens 
HAWAII 

1 Mcihunoga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
I Symms 
2 Hansen 

IWNOIS 
.1 Metcalfe 
2 Murphy, M. 
3 Hanrahan 
4 Derwinski 
5 Klunymu 
6 Collier 
7 Collim 2 

8 Rostenkawsld 
9 Yatn 

10 Young 
11 Annuntia 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenborn 
15 Arends 
16 And..,.son 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Rails back 
20 Findley 
21 Madigan 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 G<ay 
INOIANA 

1 Moclden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brad-
4 Rou1h 
5 Hillis 
6 Bray 
7 Myers 
8 Zion 
9 Hom~lon 

JO Dennis 
11 Hudrwt 
IOWA 

1 Mertimlcy 
2 C..lv .. 
3 Gros.• 
4 Smith 

Y Y N Y Y Y Y N· 
NYNYYYYN 
NYNYYNYN 
NYNYYYYN 
NYNYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 

NYNYYYNN 

YNYNNNYY 
N?JXNYNY 
NYNNNYYY 
NNYNNNYY 
NYYXYYYN 
XNNNNYNY 
NYY?NYYN 
NNNNYNNY 
NNNNYYNY 
NNNNNYNY 
NYNNYNYY 
NNYNYN?Y 
YYYYYYYN 
YYYY?NYN 
YYNYYYYN 

NYYNYNYN 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNNYYY 
N?NY?NNY 
YYYYYYYN 
NYYNNNNY 
YNYNNNYY 
NYYNYNYY 
NYYXNNNY 
YNY??NNN 

YYYYYYYN 
YYYYYYYN 

N?NXYNNY 
NNYYNY?Y 

YYY./YNYN 
Y Y Y Y Y Y .y N 
NNNNNNNY 
NNNNNYNY 
YYY./YNY? 
NNY ·YNNY 

YYYYYN 
YYYYNYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NNNYYNNY 
YYYYYYYN 
N?NNNNNY 
NYYYYYNY 
NNNYY?NY 
NNY./NNNY 
NNY./YYNN 
NNYYN?YY 
NNNXNNNY 
NNYYYYY? 
NYNYYYYY 
NNY?NYYY 
NYYNYNYN 
YYYYNYYN 
Y Y Y N ? ? Y N 

YYYYYNYN 
NNX???NY 
YYNYYYYN 
NYYNYYYN 
NNYNNNYY 
NNNNNNNY 
NNYXYNNY 
N?NNNNNY 
NYYYYYYN 
NNNNYNNY 
NNYNNNNY 

NYYYYYYN 
NYYYYYYN 
NYYNYNNY 
N Y Y Y ? ? y· N 

O.macrah RepublicaM · 2 Rf'p. Cultim .m:om in Junl! 7. 1913. to fill t•acanC)· 
crear.d by death of Rep. Geors• Collin> I DJ. Ott. 8, 
197'2 



VU1'JNG STUDIES 
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I
I 5 Scherle 

6 Mayne 
i KANSAS 
i I Sebelius 

2 Roy 
3 Winn 
4 Shriiier 
5 Skubitz 

KENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Nalcher 
J Monoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 
6 l<•ck in;idge 
7 p.,kins · 

LOUISIANA 
1 Hebert 
2 B.oggs 
3 Treen 
4 Waggonner 
S Paa.aman 
6 Rarick 
7 B<eoux 
8 Long, G. 

.'.\AINE 
1 Kyros 
2 Cohen 

.... ARYLAND 
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4 Cochran' 
5 Lott 

MISSOURI 
1 Oay 
2 Symington 
3 Sullivan 
4 Randall 
S Bolling 
6 ·utton 
7 Taylor 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 M.lchcr 

NEBRASKA 
I Thone 
2 McCo/lister 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Towell 
NEW HAM.PSHIRE 

i Wyman 
2 Cleveland 

NEW JERSEY 
I Hunt 

. 2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompoon 
5 Freling· 

NNYNYNNY 
NNY?NNNY 

YYNYYYYN 
NYYYYYYN 
YYNYYYYN 
NYYNNNYN 
YYYYYNYN 
NYYNYN./N 

·NNYNYNNY 
NNYNNNYY 
NYYNYYYN. 
YNYNYYYY 

NYYNYYNY 
NYYYYNYN 

NYYNYYNY 
NNYNNNNY 
NNYNNNNY 

NNYNNNNY 

NNNNNNYY 
NNNNYNNY 

NNNNNNNN 
N?NNNNY? 
YYNYYYYN 
YYY./YYYN 

huysen x ? N y N y N N 3 Sorbanes Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
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.5 Hogan ·N N Y .N N N Y Y 
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14 Daniela Y Y N Y Y N Y N 

,, Cronin N Y N Y Y Y Y N 
1 S Patten Y Y N Y N Y Y N 
NEW MEXICO 

!> .Harrington Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 1 Lujan 
2 Runnels 7 Macdonald Y Y ·N N Y Y Y N 

B O'Neill Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N NEW YORI( 
1 Pike 7 Moakley Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 

'I Heckler N Y N Y Y Y Y N 2 Grover 
3· Roncallo 
4 Lent 

I Burke Y Y N N Y Y Y N 
·1 Srudds Y Y N N Y Y Y N 
ICHIGAN 
I Conyers 
' E.«h 
I Brown 
1 Hutchinson 
; Ford 
: Chamberlain 
· Riegle 

Harvey 
VanderJagt 
Cederberg 
Ruppe 
O'Hara 
Diggs 
Ned•i 
Fwd 
Dingell 
Griff it ha 
Huber 
Broomfield 
mESOTA 
(/uie 
NeL<en 
Frenzel 
Karlh 
f.raser 
Zwach 
S.rgland 
6Jatnik 
ilSSIPPI 
Whitten 
Bowen 
Montgomery 

5 Wydler 
./ Y N ./ ? Y Y ? 6 Wolff 
N Y Y Y Y Y N X 7 Addabba 
N N N Y Y Y N N 8 Rosenthal 
N N N N Y N N Y 9 O.laney 
N N N ./ N N N Y 10 Biaggi 
N N N Y N N N Y 11 Brasco 
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25 Fish 
26 Gilman 
27 Robison 
28 Stratton 
29 Ki"ll 
30 McEwen 
31 Mitchell 
32 Hanley 
33 WaL<h 
34 Horton 
35 ·Conable 
36 Smith 
37 Dulski 
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38 Kemp N N X Y N Y N Y 
39 Ha.<ti~s N N N N Y N N Y 
NORTH CAROLINA 

1 Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 Henderson 
4 Andrews 
5 Mizell 
6 Preyer 
7 Rose 
8 Ruth 
9 Martin 

10 Broyhill 
11 Taylor 
NORTH DAKOTA 
AL Andrews 
OHIO 
1 Keating 
2 Clancy 
3 Whalen 
4 Guyer 
5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
7 Brown 
8 Powell 
9 Ashley 

JO Miller 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
13 Mosher 
14 Seiberling 
·15 Wylie 
16 Regula 
17 Ashbrook 
18 Hays 
19 Carney 
20 Stanlon 
21 Stokes 
22 Vanik 
23 Min.,hall 
OKLAHOMA· 

1 Jones 
2 McSpadden 
3 Albert 
4 Steed 
5 Jarman 
6 Camp 

OREGON 
1 Wyatt 
2 Ullman 
3 Green 
4 Dellenback 

PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Barrett 
2 Nix 
3 Green 
4· Eilberg 
5 Ware 
6 Yatron 
7 Williams 
8 Biester 
9 Shuster 

10 McDade 
11 Flood 
12 Saylor 
13 Coughlin 
14 Moorhead 
15 Rooney 
16 Eshleman 
17 Schneebeli 
18 Heinz 
19 Goodling 
20 Gaydos 
21 Deni 
22 Morgan 
23 John.son 
24 Vigorito 
25 Oark 
RHODE ISLAND 
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1 St Germain Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 
2 Tiernan Y Y N Y Y Y Y. N 

SOUTH CAROLINA . 
l Davis NNYNNNYY 

2 Spence 
3 Dorn 
4 Mann 
S Gettys 
6 You"ll · 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
l Denholm 
2 Abdnar 

TENNESSEE 
1 Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
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TEXAS 
l Patmon 
2 Wilson 
3 Collins 
4 Roberts 
5' Steelman 
6 Teague 
7 Archer 
8 Eckh .... dt 
9 B<oob 

10 Pickle 
11 P-g• 
12 Wright 
13 Price 
14 Young 
15 de la GClf•a 
16 White 
17 Burleson 
18 Jordan 
19 Mahon 
20 Gon•oln 
21 Fisher 
22 Casey 
23 Ka1en 
24 Milford 
UTAH 

l McKay 
2 Owens 

VERMONT 
A.L Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

1 Downing 
2 Whitehurst 
3 . Satterfield 
4 Daniel, R. W 
S Daniel, W.C. 
6 Butler 
7 Robinson 
8 Parris 
9 Wampler 

JO Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pritchard 
2 Meeds 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormock 
s Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adami 

WEST VIRGINIA 
l Mollohan 
2 Stagg.,. 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 

WISCONSIN 
1 Aspin 
2 Kcnlenmeier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
S Reu11 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
8 Froehlich 
9 Davis 

WYOMING 
Al Roncalio 
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1973 Key Votes - 12 

9, H J Res 542. War Powers. Passage over President 
Nixon's Oct. 24 veto of the bill to establish a 60-day limit on 
the President's power to commit U.S. troops abroad, unless Con­
gress declared war or specifically authorized the action cir 
was unable to meet because o.f an armed attack on the United 
States, and to permit Congress to end such a commitment at 
any time by passage of a concurrent resolution, which would 
have statutory authority without a presidential signature. Pr~­
ident's veto overridden 284-135: R 86-103; D 198-32 (ND 143-9; 
SD 55-23), Nov. 7, 1973. A two thirds majority vote (280 in this 
case) is required to override a presidential veto. A "nay" was 
a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. HR 8877. Labor-HEW Appropriations, Fiscal 1974. 
Flood (D Pa.) motion that the House agree to an amendment 
reported in technical disagreement by House-Senate conferees 
that would allow the President to impound up. to $400,000,000 
of the total amount provided in the bill, but not more than 5 
per cent fro~ any program or line item. Motion agreed to 263-
140: R 162-18; D 101-122 (ND 41-104; SD 60-18), Dec. 5; 1973. 
The President did not take a position on the motion. 

11. HR 7130. Reorganization of Budget Procedures. Mar­
tin (R Neb.) amendment to delete provisions giving either the 
House or the Senate the power, by passing a resolution, to require 
the President to spend impounded funds previously appropriated 
by Congress. Rejected by recorded teller vote 108-295: R 102-78; 
D 6-217 (ND 3-143; SD 3-74), Dec, 5, 1973. A "yea" was a vote 
supporting the Pre5ident's position. 

12. H Res 735. Gerald R. Ford Confirmation. Confirma· 
tion; as provided ·for 'by the 25th Amendment, of President 
Nixon's nomination of Rep. Gerald R Ford (R Mich. 1949-73) 
to be Vice President of the United States. Confirmed 387-35: 
R 186-0; D 201-35 (ND 121-33; SD 80-2), Dec. 6, 1973. A "yea" 

. was a vote supporting the President's position. 

13. HR 10110. Trade Reform. Adoption of the rule (H Res 
657) providing for House floor consideration of the bill to 
grant the President far-ranging powers to negotiate agreements 
adjusting trade barriers with other countries. The rule pro· 
hibited consideration of amendments not offered by the Ways 
and Means Committee except: 1) an amendment by Rep. Yanik 
(D Ohio) to forbid extension of credits or guarantees to any 
Communist nation if the President found that it denied its 
citizens the right to emigrate or imposed more than nominal 
fees or taxes on persons who wished to emigrate; 2) an. amend­
ment to delete the section of the bill dealing with trade with 
Communist nations and 3) an amendment to delete the section 
providing trade preferences to developing nations. Rule· adopted 
230,147: R 136-24; D 94-123 (ND 39-103; SD 55-20), Dec. 10, 1973. 
A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

14. HR 11450. National Energy Emergency Act. Wyman 
(R N.H.) amendment, to the pending·Staggers (D W.Va.) sub­
stitute amendment, to suspend auto emission standards through 
Jan. 1, 1977, or until the President declared' the petroleum 
shortage had- ended, whichever. was later, in all areas of the 
country except specified regions with significantly high pollu­
tion levels. Rejected by recorded teller vote 180-210: R 102-73; 
D 78-137 (ND 22- \13; SD 56-24), Dec. 14, 1973. The President 
did not. take a position on the· amendment. (The Staggers (D 
W.Va.) substitute amendment incorporating the committe.e­
rep<irted bill was subsequently adopted by voice vote.) 

15. S 921. Wild Rivers-Energy Emergency ·Act. Staggers 
(D W.Va.) motion to suspend the rules and agree to Senate 

.amendments to the bill authorizing $20-million to extend and 
complete the current study of a proposed expansion of the Wild 
and Scenic Riv.ers System, and granting the President tem­
porary emergency powers to impose gasoline rationing and cer­
tain energy conservation. measures. The bill did not contain 
any limitation on windfall profits gained by the oil com­
panies because of the energy crisis. Motion rejected 36-228: 
R 28-79; "I> 8-149 (NO 4-97; SD 4-52), Dec. 21, 1973. The Presi­
dent did not take a position on the motion. 
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- KEY -
Y IU!cord vote for (yea). 
./ Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N IU!cord vote against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced against. 
? Not voting, voted ''present" 

or did not announce. 
T Recorded teller vote. 

CONNECTICUT 
I Cotter 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sara.sin 
6 Gt-auo 

DELAWARE 
AL DuPont 

t--------~-~-~~~--4 FlORIDA 
I S<ke• 
2 Fuqua 
3 S.nnett 

ALABAMA 4 Chappell 
I Edwards Y Y Y Y ? Y ? S Gunter 
2 Dickinson Y Y Y Y Y Y ? 6 Youf1R 
3 Nichoh N Y N Y Y Y ? 7 Gibbon1 
4 Bevill Y Y N Y Y Y ? 8 Haley 
S JonM Y Y N Y Y Y ? 9 Frey 
6 Buchanan N ./ N Y· ? N N 10 Bafal~ 
7 Flowen Y Y N Y ? N N 11 Rogen 

ALASKA 12 Burke 
AL Young N N N Y N Y N 13 Lehman 
ARIZONA 14 Pepp .. 

I Rhodes N Y Y Y ./ N Y 15 F<n<ell 

YNNYNY'. 
YNNYY?r 
YN'YNYr 
YNNYYN: 
YNNYYY 
YNNY?N 

YYNY?N 

NYNYYY 
YYNYYN 
NYNYNN" 
YYNYYYI 
YNNYYNr 
NYYYYNt 
YNNYYN 
YYNYYY 
YYNYYN 
y y y y y N 
YYNYYNr 
NYYYYNt 
YNNYYY 
YNNYYNr 
YNNYYNr 

2 Udall, _____ 7Y~Y,--',,N,_..,-,Y_Yi::--,?~N:'-I GEORGIA 
3··sie;;ier N Y Y Y Y Y ? 1 Ginn Y Y N Y Y Y r 
4 Conlan Y Y · Y ? N N N 2 Mathis Y Y N Y Y y r 

ARKANSAS 3 Brin.kley Y Y N Y Y Y r 
1 Ale.and.. Y Y N Y Y ·y N 4 Blackburn N. Y Y ? Y Y 
2 Millo ? ? ?· y ,/ N ? 5 Young ·---n·N··y N N r 
3 Hommer- 6 Flynt Y Y N Y Y y 

srhmidt Y Y N Y Y Y N 7 Davis Y N N Y Y N 1 
4 Thornton Y N N Y Y Y N 8 Stuckey N Y N Y ? Y 1 

CALIFORNIA 9 landrum Y Y ? Y Y Y 
/· CICJJJSen Y Y Y Y Y N Y 10 Stephem Y Y N Y Y ? " 
2 Johnson Y Y N Y N ? N HAWAII 

·3Mou ?NNNNN? 
4 Leggett Y Y N Y N N ? 
5 llvrton Y N N N N N ? 
6 Mailliard N Y N Y Y N ? 
7 Dellum1 N X ? N N N N 
8 Slark Y N N N N ? ? 
9 Edward1 Y N N N N ? N 

10 Gubser N Y Y Y ? ? ? 
11Ryan YNNNNY? 
12 Talcott N y N y y y N 

13 Teogue Y Y Y Y Y N ? 
14 Waldie Y N N N Y N N 
15 M<Fall Y Y N Y N N Y 
16 Siok Y N N Y Y N ? 
17 McCloskey Y Y N Y Y N N 
18 Mathiru Y ./ ? Y Y N N 
19 Holifield Y N N Y Y N. N 
20 Moorhead N Y Y Y Y Y N 
21 Hawkin• Y N N N X N N 
22 C:O.mon Y N N Y Y N ? 
23 Clawson N ,/ ? ? Y ? N 
24 Rowselot Y Y Y Y N Y ? 
2.5 Wig,11ilu N ? N Y Y N ? 
26 R..,. Y N N Y ,/ N ? 
27 Goldwater N Y Y Y Y N ? 
28 Bell ? Y N Y ? ? ? 
29 Danielson Y N N Y N N ? 
30 Roybal N N N N N N ? 
31 Wiloon Y N Y N N N N 
32 Hosmer N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
33 Pett~ Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
34 Hanna Y N N Y N ? ? 
35 Ancle<son Y N N N N N ? 
36 Ketchum N Y Y Y Y Y N 
37 Bvrke ? X ? ? ? ·? ? 
38 &own Y N N Y Y N N 
39 Hin.<haw N Y Y Y Y N ? 
40 Wilson · N. Y Y Y Y N ? 
41 Van. 0...lin Y N N Y Y N ? 
42 Burgener N Y Y Y Y Y ? 
43 Veysey Y ? ? Y t N ? 
COLORADO 

I Schroedet 
2 Brotzman 
3 han• 
4 JohTl3on 
5 Arm.<trong 

YNNNNNN 
YYNYYN? 
Y·YNYNNN 
YYNYYY? 
YYYY?YN 

Democ:rah Republican.9 

1 Mohunoga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
I Symms 
2 Hansen 

IUINOIS 
.1 Metcalfe 
2 Murphy, M. 
3 Hanrahan 
4 DerwiT13ki 
5 Klucrynoki 
6 Collier 
7 Collin• 
8 Rcntenkow1ki 
9 Yatea 

10 Young 
11 Annun1io 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenboi-n 
15 Arends 
16 Ander..on 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Rails back 
20 Findlev 
21 Modig"an 
22 Shipl.., 
23 Price 
24 G<oy 
INDIANA 

1 Madden 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brademo1 
4 Roueh 
5 Hill~ 
6 Bray 
7 Myers 
8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Denn~ 
11 Hudnut 
IOWA 

1 Me1Vin1ky 
2 CulvM 
3 Gross 
4 Smith 

Y Y N Y N N :· 
YNNYNN' 

NYYYXYi. 
NYNYYN: 

YNNNN'' 
?NNYNN 
YYNY•vr 
N Y Y Y N ·N c 

YNNYXN 
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NYYYYY'. 
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NYNYYYr 
NYYYYYt 
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N N N Y Y N. t 

YYYYf:jy: 
YYNYYN 



5. Scherle 
6 .\fa.' ne 

;ANSAS 
I SebElius 
2 Roy 
3 \\'inn. 
4 Shrii:a 
5 Skubitz 

:ENTUCKY 
1 Stubblefield 
2 Natcher 
3 Manoli 
4 Snyder 
5 Carter 

·6 S.eckinridge 
7 Perkin1 
OUISIANA 
1 Hebert 
2 Boggs 
3 Treen 
4 Woggonner 
5 Pauman 
6 Rarick 
7 Bfe-aux 
8 Long, G. 
~AINE 

1 Kyros 
:! Cohen 

IA RYLAND 
i Bouman 
2 Long 
3 Sorbanes 
4 Holt 
5 Hogan 

"6 Byron 
7 Mitchell 
8 Gude 
IASSACHUSETTS 
I Conte 
2 Boland 
3 Donohue 
4 Ofinan 
5 Cronin 
6 Hanington 
7 Macdonald 
8 O'Neill 
9 Moakley 

i() Heckler 
I 1 Burke 
I 2 Studds 
llCHIGAN 
1 Conyer1 
2 Esch 

· 3 Brou·n 
4 Hutchin.son 
.5 Ford2 
6 Chamberlain 
1 Riegle 
8 Harvf?)' 
9 \/onder Jogt 

10 Cederberg 
'1 Ruppe 
12 O'Hara 
i 3 Diggs 
; 4 Hedii 
15 Fo<d 
·6 Dingell 
'7 Griffitho 
·s Huber 
9 Broomfield 
11NNESOTA 
I Quie 
2 Selsen 
3 Frenzel 
4 Karth 
5 froser 
•! l1L"Och 
7 S..rgland· 
8 Blatnik 
·.1SSISSIPPI 
1 Whillen 
2 Sowen 
3 Montgomery 
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4 Cochran 
5 Lott 

MISSOURI 
1 Oay 
2 Symington 
3 Sullivan 
4 Randoll 
5 Bolling 
6 Litton 
7 Taylor 
8 lchord 
9 Hungate 

10 Burlison 
MONTANA 

I Shoup 
2 Melcher 

NEBRASKA 
l Thoiu> 
2 McCollister 
3 Martin 

NEVADA 
AL Towell 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

l Wyman 
2 CIPuelarul 

NEW JERSEY 
l Hunt 
2 Sandman 
3 Howard 
4 Thompson 
5 Freling-

huysen 
6 Forrythe 
7 Widnall 

VUTING STUUJES 

Y,INYYYY 
y y y y y y ? 

YYNNN?? 
YYNYNNN 
YNNYN?? 
YNNYNYN 
NYNYY?? 
YYNYYYN 
NYYYN?? 
YYNYY?N 
YNNYNYN 
YYNYNNN 

NYNYYN? 
YNNYX?N 

YYNYYNN 
NYNYYYY 
N y y y y y.? 

NYNYNYN 

YYYYNY? 
YYNYNY? 

NYYY??? 
YYNYY?N 
YNNYNNN 
YNNYNNN 

NYYYYY? 
YYNYYNY 
Y?NYYYN 

38 Kemp 
39 Hasti~.< 
NORTH CAROLINA 

1 Jones 
2 Fountain 
3 HendM1on 
4 Andrewi 
5 Miull 
6 Preyer 
7 R..Se 
8 Ruth 
9 Martin 

10 Broyhill 
11 Taylor. 
NORTH DA KOT A 
AL Andr~ws 
OH10· 
1 Keating 
2 Clancy 
3 Whalen 
4 Guyer 
.5 Latta 
6 Harsha 
7 Brown 
8 Powell 
9 Ashley 

10 Miller 
11 Stanton 
12 Devine 
13 Mosher 
l 4 Seiberling 
·15 .Wylie 
16 Regula 

8 Roe Y N N Y N N N 
9 H~lstoski y N N Y N N N 

17 Ashbrook 
18 Hay1 

10 Rodino y N N N N N N 
1rMiniSJ;:-'----.,Y-,N~N,...,,.,Y""'N~N:.-:N 

19 Carney 
20 Stanton 
21 Stokes 

12 Rinaldo y N N Y y N N 22 Vanik 
13 Maraziti y y y y y N Y 23 Min.shall 

OKLAHOMA 14 Daniels Y Y N Y N N ? 
15 Patten Y Y N Y N N N 1 Jones 
NEW MEXICO 

l Lujan 
2 Runnels 

NEW YORK 
l Pike 
2 Grover 
3'Roncallo 
4 LPnt 
5 W,ydler 
6 Wolff 
7 Addabbo 
8 R<Kenthal 
9 Delaney. 

10 Biaggi 
11 Brosco 
12 Chilholm 
13 Podell 
14 Rooney 
15_C.!!~.Y 
16 Holliman 
17 Murphy 
18 Koch 
19 Rangel 
20 Abiug 
21 Sodillo 
22 Bingham 
23 Pl'-yser 
24 Reid 
25 Fi.•h 
26 Gilman 
27 Robison 
28 Stratton 
29 King 
30 McEwen 
31 Mitchell 
32 Hanley 
33 Walsh 
34 Horton 
35 Conable 
36 Smith 
37 Dulski 

2 McSpadden 
N Y Y Y y N ? 3 Albert 
Y Y N ? N ? ? 4 Steed 

5 Jarman 
Y Y N Y Y N N 6 Camp 
N Y Y y y N ? OREGON 
N Y Y y ? ? 1. Wyatt 
N Y N Y ? N ? 2 Ullman 
N Y Y Y ? N ? 3 Green 
Y N N y ? N ? 4 Dellenbcick 
Y N N. Y N N ? PENNSYLVANIA 
Y N N N N N N 1 Borrell 
Y N N Y Y N ? 2 Nix 
Y N N Y N N ? 3 Green 
Y N N Y N N ? 4 Eilberg 
Y N N N X N ? 5 Ware 
Y N N Y N N ? 6 Yatron 
Y X ? { X ? ? 7 Williams 
Y N N Y ,I N N 8 Biester 
Y N N N N N N 9 Shuster 
Y N ? Y N N ? 10 McDode 
YNN YNNN 11 Flood 
YNNNNNN 12Vaconcyl 
Y N N N N N ? 13 Coughlin 
Y N N N Y N N 14 Moorhead 
Y N N N N N ? 15 Rooney 
Y N N Y y N ? 16 Eshleman 
Y x ? N ? ? ? 17 Schneebeli 
Y Y N Y ? N ? 18 Heinz 
Y N N Y y N N 19. Goodling 
Y . Y Y Y Y N Y 20 Gaydos 
N Y N Y N Y Y 21 Dent 
N Y Y Y Y Y N 22 Morgan 
N Y Y Y y Y ? 23 John.son 
N N N Y y N .Y 24 Vigorito 
Y Y N Y Y N N 25 Clark 
N ? ? ? .? ? ? RHODE ISLAND 
Y Y N Y Y N N 1 St Germain 
N Y Y Y Y Y N 2 Tiernan 
Y Y N Y y N ? SOUTH CAROLINA 

·Y N N Y y ? ? 1 Davis 

e Vott'd 'present" to avoid possible conflict of uuerest. 
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2 Spence 
3 Dorn 
4 Monn 
5 Gettys 
6 Young 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
1 Denholm 
2 Abdnor 

TENNESSEE 
l Quillen 
2 Duncan 
3 Baker 
4 Evins 
5 Fulton 
6 Beard 
7 Jonei 
8 Kuykendoll 

TEXAS 

NYYYNYN 
NYNY?YN 
YYNYYYN 
NYNYY?? 
NYYYYYN 

NNNYNYN 
NYNY?YN 

NYYYYY? 
YYYYYYN 
NYYYYY? 
YYNYYY? 
YNNYYN? 
NYYYYYN 
?v'NYNYN 
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1 Patman ? y N Y Y Y N 
2 Wil1on y y N Y N Y N 
3 Collin.s N y y Y N Y ? 
4Roberts NYNYYYN 
5 Steelman y Y N Y N N N 
6 T-gue N Y ? Y Y ? ? 
7 Archer y y y Y ? Y N 
8 Eckhardt N y· N N N N N 
9 ll<ooks y N N Y N Y ? 

10 Pickle y Y N Y Y Y N 
11 Poage N Y N Y N Y ? 
12 Wright Y y N Y N N ? 
13 Price N Y N Y Y Y ? 
14 Young N N N Y Y Y N 
15 de la Garza Y N N y· Y Y N 
16 White y Y N Y N Y ? 
17 S..rleton N Y N Y Y Y N 

18 Jorda.n~-----Y'-'X"--_Xo.;..;N'-.,:,Y_;_N 
19-M.;h-~n ? Y N Y Y Y N 
20 Gonzalez Y N N N N Y N 
21 Fi1her N Y Y Y ,I Y N ' 
22 Ca1ey N Y N Y Y Y N 
23 Katen Y N N Y N Y N 

. 24 Milford y y N Y N Y N 
UTAH 

l McKay 
2 Owens 

VERMONT 
AL Mallary 
VIRGINIA 

l Downing 
2 Whitehurst 
3 Satterfield 
4 Doniel, R. W. 
5 Daniel, W .C. 
6 Butler 
7 Robinson 
R Parri.< 
9 Wampler 

10 Broyhill 
WASHINGTON 

1 Pritchard 
2 Meed• 
3 Hansen 
4 McCormack 
5 Foley 
6 Hicks 
7 Adams 

WEST VIRGINIA 
1 Mollohan 
2 Staggen 
3 Slack 
4 Hechler 

WISCONSIN 
1 Aspin 
2 Ko1tenmeier 
3 Thomson 
4 Zablocki 
5 Reuss 
6 Steiger 
7 Obey 
8 Froehlich 
9 Davis 

WYOMING 
Al Roncalio 
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Democrats Repub/1can.s 
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Key Votes 

KEY VOTES REFLECT ECONOMY, ENERGY CONCERNS 
Although the legislative branch throughout 1974 was 

absorbed with issues arising from the Watergate scandal, 
the subsequent impeachment inquiry and President Nixon's 
resignation, the questions surrounding the stability of the 
executive branch did not prevent Congress from building a 
supstantial legislative record. 

Among the landmark bills of 1974 were measures 
reforming the nation's housing assistance and primary and 
secondary education aid program. And for the first time, 
legislation was enacted requiring the federal government 
to set minimum federal standards for private pension plans 
and authorizing daily operating subsidies for mass transit 
systems. Also enacted was an increase in the hourly 
minimum wage rate-the first congressionally approved in-

. crease since 1966. 

Economy . 
· But like both the Nixon and Ford administrations, 
Congress was either unable or unwilling to devise any com­
prehensive strategy to solve the nation's most urgent 
problems-the sliding economy and the energy crisis. The 
legislative branch developed no major' action to alleviate the 
double-digit inflation plaguing the country but moved 
quickly in the last weeks of the session to provide additional 
public service jobs and extended unemployment benefits to 
ease the plight of the nation's 6.5 million unemployed. 

The only other major action taken relating to the 
economy was a revision of the way Congress itself handled 
its · budgetary responsibilities. The budget reform act 

· spelled out a timetable for congressional actions affecting 
the federal budget and required that those decisions be re­
viewed in light of their impact on over-all fiscal policy. 

Energy, Environment 
In the energy field, Congress gave Nixon a victory early 

·in the year when the House refused to pass a bill that would 
have rolled back domestic crude oil prices and given the 
President authority to ration fuel supplies. Concern over 
the need to increase energy supplies to cut .reliance on oil 
imports worked to the detriment of environmentalists who 
lost two major battles. A land use bill was killed in the 
House when members refused to adopt the rule allowing 
the bill to be debated on the floor. Clean air standards and 

. deadlines estabfished in the 1970 Clean Air Act were re­
laxed in an effort to conserve energy. 

Foreign Affairs, Defense 
Congress continued to press for a meaningful role in 

the shaping of foreign affairs, although veto threats even­
tually forced it to compromise with the executive branch. 

. The issue wa:s the cutoff of military aid to Turkey until 
progress had be.en made regarding a settlement of the 
Cxprus invasion. Although Congress initially voted to 
cut off Turkish aid immediately, it later relented to allow 
the President to delay the cutoff until mid-February 1975 in 
order to save the foreign aid authorization bill. And 
although it cut the request by $4.4-billion, Congress still 
passed the largest defense appropriations bill in the 
nation's history-$82.6-billion. 

--. 

Consumer Issues 
Congress did not complete action on two major bills of 

importance to American consumers. The Senate reversed 
its previous stance and approved a national no-fault 
automobile insurance system, but a House subcommittee 
was unable to reach agreement on its version of the 
measure. And while the House approved a bill to establish a 
consumer advocacy agency within the federal bureaucracy, 
Senate supporters of a companion measure were unable to 
cut off a filibuster arid that bill, too, died at the end of the 
session. 

Watergate, Impeachment 
Nixon's Aug. 9 resignation in the face of almost certain 

impeachment and conviction forced several important 
moves by Congress, including the confirmation of Nelson A. 
Rockefeller as vice president-giving the country an un­
elected president and vice president for the first time in its 
history. The House also concluded its impeachment inquiry 
by .ac~epting the. report of the House Judiciary Committee 
setting out the committee's recommendation that three ar­
ticles of impeachment against Nixon be approved by the 
House. 

In related actions, Congress also agreed to legislation 
overturning an agreement between Nixon and the head of 
the General Services Administration that would have given 
Nixon· eventual control and disposal of his presidential 
papers and documents, including the Watergate tapes that 
proved crucial to the successful prosecution of the scandal. 

Finally, Congress approved an appropriation of only 
$200,000 for Nixon's pension, transition allowances and 
other expenses. President Ford had recommended a total of 
$850,000, but the cloud under which Nixon left office, the 
controversial pardon, the tapes control dispute and the 
benefits he had alreadv received served to make Congress 
less willing than it 

0

had been with previous former 
presidents to finance his transition costs at public expense. 

_How Votes Were Selected 
Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 

of key votes on major issues. 
Selection of Issues. An issue is judged by the ex-

tent it represents one or more of the following: 
•A matter of major controversy. 
•A test of presidential or political power. 
• A decision of potentially great impact on the na­

tion and lives of Americans. 
Selection of Votes. For each series of related votes 

on an issue onlv one kev vote is ordin·arily chosen. This 
vote is the ~oil ~all, or r'ecorded vote in the House, that 

. in the opinion of Congressional Quarterly was the most 
important in determining the outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Demo·crats. 
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1974 Key Votes - 2 VOTING STUDIES 

Senate Key Votes 

1. CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. By a vote of 54-33 the 
Senate March 13 passed a bill (S 1401) reinstating the death 
penalty for certain serious federal crimes. The bill was 
designed to avoid the constitutional flaws which had 
resulted in the 1972 Supreme Court ruling that capital 
punishment, as then imposed under existing state and 
federal law, was unconstitutional. S 1401, which the House 
did not act on during the 93rd Congress, would have provid­
ed for a two-part trial for anyone charged with treason, es~ 
pionage or murder: in the first part the defendant's guilt or 
innocence would be determined; if he was foul)d guilty, a 
second part of the trial would deal with the question of 
his sentence. Mitigating or aggravating factors set out at 
this stage of the trial would determine whether or not the 
death sentence would be imposed. The vote on passage of 
the bill came after two days of emotional and intense de­
bate between advocates of the bill and opponents of capi· 
tal punishment. The final vote reflected the deep division 
on the issue within the Senate: R 28-8; D 26-25 (ND 14-25; 
SD 12-0). . 

2. FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
FINANCING. Advocates of public financing of federal 
election campaigns showed their strength early in -the 
Senate's long debate on the campaign finance reform bill (S 
3044-PL 93-443) that set campaign spending and contri­
butions .limits for federal elections and provided for public 
financing of congressional and presidential primary and 
general elections. On the second day of floor action (March 
27) a vote on an amendment by James B. Allen (D Ala.) 
to delete the public financing provisions indicated that 
public financing opponents had no hope of sidetracking the 
measure. Allen's amendment was rejected on a 33-61 vote: 
R 23-16; D 10-45 (ND 0-40; SD 10-5). That vote set the 
pattern for upcoming Senate votes that defeated other 
amendments to weaken the public financing section and 
broke a filibuster, led by Allen, against the bill. Howard H. 

- Baker Jr. (R Tenn.), for instance, saw his amendment to 
delete the public financing sections of the bill and replace 
them with a system of tax credits to privately finance cam­
paigns rejected April 4 by 34-58. The bill was passed April 
11 with only minor change. 

3._ NO-FAULT AUTO INSURANCE. Reversing its 
1972 action when it voted, 4~6. to recommit a similar bill 
to the Judiciary Committee, the Senate May 1, by a 53-42 
vote, passed a bill (S 354) to establish a national no-fault 
auto insurance system: R 19-20; D 34-22. Earlier, a motion 
to recommit the bill to the Commerce Committee had been 
defeated 40-54. An analysis of the 1972 vote to refer the bill 
to the Judiciary Committee and the 1974 vote showed that 
freshmen senators were the primary factor in Senate 
passage in 1974. Four freshmen reversed the position of 
their predecessors on the 1972 vote and supported S 354, 
while two other freshmen reversed their predecessors' vote 
and opposed S '354. The bill, which was opposed by Presi­
dent Nixon, required each state to enact a no-fault law that 
met minimum federal standards outlined in the bill. If a 
state failed to enact a law within a specified time period, 
more stringent federal standards would be imposed. One of 
the most heavily lobbied bills of the session, S 354 required 
all motorists to purchase insurance that gu~ranteed pay­
ment of minimum benefits for bodily injury, including all 
reasonable medical expenses, without regard to fault. To 
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offset the costs of providing extensive benefits to accident 
victims, the bill rest_ricted the right to sue for recovery of 
economic loss and pain and suffering. Despite Senate 
passage, the bill died when the House Interstate and 
Foreign _ Commerce Subcommi.ttee on Commerce and 
Finance failed to act. 

4. ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCA­
TION. A major House-Senate conference confronta­
tion was avoided during debate on the Ele-mentary and 
Secondary Education Act Amendments (HR 69-PL 93-
380) when the Senate overturned its own Labor and Public 
Welfare Committee recommendations and_ adopted the 
same formula for distributing $1.8-billion in compensatory 
education funds (Title l) as the House had approved. The Ti­
tle I program was the foundation of the federal aid program 
for primary and secondary schools, and the 1974 formula 
revision represented the first substantial distribution 
change since the original aid program was_ enacted in 1975. 
The amendment to concur with the House formula was 
offered by John L. McClellan (D Ark.) who contended that 
the Senate committee's formula overemphasized the count 
of welfare children, thus giving more money to wealthier 
states at the expense of the poorer and more rural states. 
Opponents said the McClellan amendment would eventual· 
ly eliminate the count of welfare children altogether, thus 
working a financial hardship on urban areas where most 
welfare children were concentrated. The amendment was 
adopted on a 5&-36 vote and was supported by a coalition of 
28 Republicans and 15 southern Democrats. Twenty-four 
northern Democrats, primarily from urban areas, voted 
against the amendment as did 12 Republicans. 

5. SCHOOL BUSING. The perennial controversy 
over forced busing of school children to achieve racial in­
tegration surfaced again in 1974 during consideration of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act Amendments 
bill (HR 69), threatening at various times to scuttle the en· 
tire bill before a compromise solution could be worked 
out. The controversy began when the House adopted an 
amendment that would have barred busing to achieve racial 
integration to all but the school next closest to the student's 
home and then only when all other alternative methods to 
erase segregation had been exhausted. The amendment also 
would have allowed all previous busing orders to be re­
opened and brought into compliance with the busing 
amendment. The Labor and Public Welfare Committee de­
leted the amendment from its version, and a key test of -
Senate sentiment on the issue came on an amendment by 
Edward J. Gurney (R Fla.) that would have reinserted the 
House antibusing language. After six hours of debate, the 
amendment was tabled (killed) May 15 on a 47-46 vote. Then 
in a series of close votes the Senate settled on a compromise 
amendment that left final busing decisions to the nation's 
courts. Had the Gurney amendment been adopted, there 
could have been no modification of the language in con­
ference since the provision would have been identical in 
both versions. Despite three sets of instructions to House 
conferees to insist on the House language, conferees agreed 
substantially with the Senate compromise and it was 
approved by both houses (PL 93-380). A Supreme Court 
decision striking down a Detroit, Mich., cross-county busing 
order and fear of losing federal aid for virtually every 
federal elementary and secondary education program were 
considered key factors in dissipating House opposition to 
the Senate compromise. On the key Gurney amendment, 14 
Republicans and 33 Democrats voted to table; 26 
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Republicans and 20 Democrats, including 15 southerners, 
voted against the tabling motion. (See also House key · 
vote 2, p. 977) 

6. FISCAL 1975 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS. 
Fearing that it might already have gone too far in cutting 
the fiscal 1975 defense budget by $5-billion, the Senate 
refused to lop · off another $1.1-billion from the ad­
ministration's record $87,057,497,000 request. The amend­
ment was offered to the annual Defense Department 
appropriations bill (HR 16243-PL 93-437) by Thomas F. 
Eagleton (D Alo.). He argued that despite the $5-billion cut­
back made by the Senate Appropriations Committee (and 
sustained by the Senate), the Pentagon budget was still 
"permeated with wasteful programs which add nothing to 
national security." The amendment was defeated Aug. 21 

' on a 37-55 vote after Defense Appropriations Subcommittee 
Chairman John L. McClellan (D Ark.), who favored the $5-
billion reduction, maintained that any further reductions 
would be "misguided and irresponsible." Supporting 
McClellan and President Ford, who Aug: 14 had expressed 
"serious disappointment" at the size of the cut inflicted by. 
the Appropriations Committee, were 32 Republicans and 23 
Democrats, while seven Republicans and 30 Democrats 
voted. for the further reduction. The final amount in the 
appropriations bill cleared Sept. 24 was $82.6-billion-the 

' largest appropriations bill ever passed by Congress. 

7. PENSION REGULATION. Congress in August 
broke new legislative ground by clearing a bill establishing 
minimum federal standards for private pension plans. The 
product of seven years of congressional effort, the com­
plicated bill (HR 2-PL 93406) represented the first con­
gressional effort to curb abuses of private pension plans. 

1 The bill allowed empfoyers to choose one of three alter­
., native vesting formulas that guaranteed an employee at 

least part of his pension benefits whether or not he con" 
a tinued to work for the same company until retirement. To 

ensure that pension funds would contain enough money to 
pay out benefits, HR 2 also established minimum funding 

; standards and set up a federally run pension plan termina-
e tion insurance corporatfon to guarantee the payment of 
1; benefits in the event of bankruptcy. Because of the com­
e plexity of the legislation and jurisdictional disputes 
'J between the tax-writing and labor committees in both 
J: chambers, most compromises in the bill were worked out in 
1 committee rather than on the floor. The Senate unanimous-
1 ly passed its version of the bill in 1973. The House passed 
2 HR 2 in March with only four dissenting votes. After a 
s lengthy conference, the House approved the final version 
1' Aug. 20 and the Senate, in the vote which cleared the bill for 
r the President, adopted the final version 85-0 on Aug. 22. 
n 

i 8. AUTO SEAT BELTS-55 MPH LIMIT. On a 64-21 
s vote Sept. 11, the Senate went on record in favor of repeal­
~ ing the federal law requiring all new cars, beginning with 
' 1 the 197.4 models, to be equipped with seat belt-ignition in­
r terlock systems that made it impossible to start a car before 

11 the passengers had buckled their belts. The \'Ote came on an 
r amendmen-t offered by James L. Buckley (Cons-R N.Y.) to 
·ran interim highway measure (S 3934) that included 
t provisions raising the maximum permissible truck weight 
1 on interstate highways and making the 55 mph speed limit 
2 permanent in order to CO%erve gasoline. The amendment's 

supporters said the interlock requirement, which was in-

eluded in the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act 
of 1966, was an unwarranted infringement on individual 
rights. Opponents argued that the infringement was 
justified by the greater· public good of saving lives. Buckley 
offered his amendment so that Senate conferees would in­
sist on retaining the repeal provision in the House version 
of a vehicle safety bill (S 355) then in conference. As cleared 
by Congress in October, the vehicle safety measure (S 
355-PL 93-492) included the interlock repeal. 

9. ·CONSUMER ADVOCACY AGENCY. Consumer 
advocates received another setback in their five-year 
struggle to establish an independent federal consumer 
agency when the Senate failed by two votes Sept. 19 to cut 
off a two-month filibuster against the agency bill (S 707). 
The 64-34 vote came on the fourth attempt to end the inter­
mittent filibuster led by James B. Allen (D Ala.) and Sam J. 
Ervin Jr. (D N.C.). The House had passed a similar bill (HR 
13163) in April. Supporters of the proposed agency-which 
would represent ·consumer interests before other federal 
agencies and courts-contended that it was needed to 
counteract inoustry bias of existing federal agencies. Op­
ponents said consumers were already adequately 
represented and protested that the agency would add 
another layer of bureaucracy and. harass legitimate 
business. Two senators-George D. Aiken (R Vt.) and Ted 
Stevens (R Alaska)-switched their votes Sept. 19 to join 
the anti-filibuster forces. A third, Milton R. Young (R 
N.D.), had voted for cloture on the third attempt bu.t re­
joined the opposition on the fourth: R 20-22; D 44-12 (ND 
40-1; SD 4-11). 

10. WATERGATE TAPES. By a 56-7 vote, the Senate 
Oct. 4 approved a bill (S 4016) designed to nullify an agree­
ment between former President Nixon and the General Ser­
vices Administration giving Nixon control over access 
to-:and eventually the destruction of-the tapes and other 
records of his administration. The lopsided vote in the 
Senate (R 18-5; D 38-2) reflected the overwhelming feeling 
in Congress that the agreement, concluded the day before 
Ford pardoned Nixon, was contrary to the public interest. S 
4016 was approved by voice vote in the House early in 
December and was cleared and signed by President Ford 
Dec. 19. As enacted (PL 93-526), the new law provided that 
the Nixon tapes and other historical records of his ad­
ministration were to remain in the custody of the federal 
government; that the tapes were not to be destroyed unless 
their destruction was specifically authorized by federal law; 
and that the tapes and documents were to be made 
available for use in any judicial proceeding. 

II. FREEDOM OF INFORMATION. By just three 
votes over the necessary two-thil'.ds. majority, the Senate 
Nov. 21 overrode President Ford's veto of a bill (HR 12471) 
amending the Freedom of Information Act. The. vote was 
65-27: R 18-20; D 47-7 (ND 40-0; SD 7-7). The House had 
overridden the veto the previous day by an overwhelming 
margin, 371-31. The bill was designed to deal with problems 
which had developed in the implementation of the 1966 law, 
passed to give the citizen access to information maintained 
by the federal government. President Ford had vetoed the 
measure as unconstitutional and unworkable, objecting 
particularly to language setting deadlines for agency 
responses to requests for information under the law and to 
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language allowing federal judges to examine information 
which the government.sought to withhold from such a re­
quest as classified. The judge was authorized to determine 
whether or not the information was properly labeled as 
classified, a decision which critics found beyond the judge's 
authority. The Senate's vote enacted the bill into law over 
Ford's veto. In similar fashion Congress easily overrode a 
number of other vetoes by Ford in the first months of his 
administration, including vetoes of a railroad retirement 
bill, a vocational rehabilitation bill and a veterans' benefits 
bill. 

12. TURKISH AID COMPROMISE. In a vote that 
induced the White House to support the Senate version of 
the fiscal 1975 foreign aid authorization bill (S 3394), the 
Senate Dec. 4 adopted by a 55-36 vote an amendment 
cutting off military aid to Turkey until progress had been 
made on the Cyprns issue, but permitting the President to 
delay the cutoff until mid-February 1975: R 31-8; D 24-28 
(ND 15-25; SD 9-3). The amendment, sponsored by Hubert 
H. Humphrey (D Minn.), modified an amendment spon­
sored by Thomas F. Eagleton (D Mo.) that would have ter­
minated st!ch aid immediately. Subsequent enactment of 
the Humphrey amendment as part of the aid bill meant 
that the cutoff would become permanent federal law rather 
than merely incorporated in a temporary continuing 
resolution. While the White House would have preferred no 
restrictions on aid to the Ankara regime, it reluctantly 
went along with the delay in a cutoff, thus helping to pick 
up enough Republican and southern Democrat support to 
pass S 3394 (PL 93-559). (See also foreign aid vote, be/,ow.) 

13. FOREIGN AID AUTHORIZATION. The fiscal 
1975 foreign aid program-initially rejected by the Senate 
in October-survived a second Senate test when the 
authorization bill (S 3394-PL 93-559) was passed Dec. 4 by 
a one-vote margin. White House support helped pick up 
enough Republican votes to pass the bill; a majority of 
voting Democrats opposed it. The vote was 46-45: R 23-16; D 
23-29 (ND 20-19; SD 3-10). Included in the final authoriza­
tion of $2,596,226,000, which was $579.1-million less than 
that requested by' the administration, were funds for 
Egypt, the first substantial aid to Cairo in recent years, and 
a special contingency fund which administration officials 
had indicated might go to Syria-reflecting U.S. efforts to 
secure a Mideast peace; limitations on Central Intelligence 
Agency covert activities abroad; restrictions on aid to the 
military regimes in Chile and South Korea; spending 
ceilings on aid to Indochina; a phase-out of military grant 
assistance; new limits on the president's authority to draw 
on Defense Department stocks and excess equipment, and 
increased aid to Israel. The second version Of the bill was a 
compromise that had been worked out by the administra­
tion and the Foreign Relations Committee . after the 
Senate's 41-39 vote in October recommitting the original 
measure. The earlier version had been amended extensively 
on the floor; the White House opposed many of those 
amendments, which would have imposed additional 
spending limits and restrictions on the executive and 
authorized lower levels of military aid. 

14. POVERTY PROGRAM. The Senate .Dec. 11 
decidedly rejected an attempt by conservatives to dismantle 
the nation's anti_.poverty program by voting down, 21-69, an 

~ 
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amendment which would have cut off all federal funding 
for Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO) programs after 
fiscal 1976. The ame.ndment was the only serious challenge 
in either house to legislation (HR 14449-PL 93-644) con­
tinuing funding for OEO programs for three years. OEO 
had faced an uncertain future since early 1973 when Presi­
dent Nixon proposed to terminate the agency. HR 14449, 
signed by President Ford Jan. 4, was a compromise which 
replaced OEO with an independent Communitv Services 
Administration. The bill also gave the president ·the option 
of proposing to transfer key OEO programs from the new 
administration to other departments. Most of those voting 

·to cut off federal aid to OEO programs were conservative 
Republicans and southern Democrats: R 16-20; D 5-49 (ND 
0-39; SD 5-10). 

15. FOREIGN TRADE. Final passage of the trade 
reform bill (HR 10710-PL 93-618) was virtually assured 
when the Senate Dec. 13 voted 71-19 to invoke cloture (shut 
off debate) on the bill before debate had actually begun: R 
34-4; D 37-15 (ND 30-9; SD 7-6). The vote was 11 more than 
the required two-thirds majority and reflected the White 
House's opinion that enactment of the bill was essential in 
1974 so that the United States could join world trade talks 
in 1975. The principal purpose of the parliamentary tactic 
of the cloture vote was to forestall controversial nonger­
mane amendments which several senators had said they 
planned to offer. The administration and Senate supporters 
had feared that debate on nongermane amendments would 
have prevented final action on the bill itself in the closing 
days of the session. The success of the cloture vote cleared 
the way for two important votes later on the 13th: 1) adop­
tion by 88-0 of an amendment by Henry M. Jackson (D 
Wash.), embodying the White House-congressional com­
promise on the issue of trade with the Soviet Union and 
Moscow's emigration policies toward its Jewish citizens, 
and 2) passage of the bill by a 77-4 vote. 

16. RACE, SEX DISCRIMINATION. A potentially 
devastating blow to the nation's anti-discrimination laws 
was averted when the Senate Dec. 14 approved by a vote of 
55-27 language that nullified a House-passed amendment 
that would have prohibited the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare (HEW) from enforcing federal civil 
rights and sex discrimination laws, especially the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. The House amendment, added to the 
first fiscal 1975 supplemental appropriations bill (HR 
16900), would have prohibited HEW from withholding 
federal aid from school.districts in order to compel them to 
classify or assign teachers and students to schools and 
classes on the basis of race, sex, religion or national origin. 
The vote came after the House had approved a conference 
version of the amendment which retained much of the 
original House language. However, when the compromise 
version was taken up in the Senate, an amendment drafted 
by Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) and Minority 
Leader Hugh Scott (R Pa.), prohibiting HEW from 
withholding aid except in cases where it was necessary to 
enforce federal anti-discrimination laws, was offered. A 
motion to table (kill) the. amendment first was defeated, 33-
60, and a motion to invoke cloture (limit debate) was 
adopted 56-27. Then on the key 55-27 vote-R 20-16; D 35-
11 (ND 33-2; SD 2-9)-the Senate approved the Mansfield­
Scott nullifying amendment. The House gave its final 
approval by a 224-136 vote. 
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House Key Votes 

I. MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE. After two years 
of failure, \..-0nl!ress and President Nixon were able to work 
out their differences on legislation to increase the hourly 
minimum wa~e rate and extend coverage to about 7 million 
additional workers. A key vote on the issue came when the 
House M_arch 20 approved 375-37 a bill (HR 12435) that 
represented a significant compromise between labor­
liacked Democrats, who in the past had sought quick in­
creases in the minimum wage and further extension of the 
coverage, and administration-supported Republicans, who 
wanted increases phased in more slowly as well as a sub­
minimum wage for youths: R 155-26; ·D 220-11. The ad­
n:iinistration and Republicans generally opposed any exten­
sion of coverage. As approved by the House, HR 12435 rais­
ed the minimum wage rate for most non-farm workers to 
$2.30 an hour in three steps. The bill also extended coverage 
to federal, state and local government employees and to. 
household domestics. Although the House version did not 
extend overtime coverage to police and firemen-a provi­
sion strongly opposed by Nixon~the final version gave 
those workers overtime coverage under certain conditions. 
The most controversial proposal, however, was the youth 
differential concept which allowed emplovers to pay a sub­
minimum wage to 16- and 17-year olds. The provision was 
contained in a 1972 version of the bill which House 
Democrats prevented from going to conference. The 1973 
version did not contain the youth differential and was 
vetoed by Nixon. HR 12435 did not contain the provision 
either, but instead provided for a pilot project to determine 
the employment effects of a subminimum wage rate. The 
final version signed into law (PL 93-259) closely followed 
the House bill. 

2. SCHOOL BUSING. The House in March touched 
off a major controversy that threatened at times to kill 
legislation extending and amending the nation's federal aid 
!1rograms for primary and secondary schools. On March 26 
1t adopted by a vote of 293-117 an·amendment that would 
have prohibited busing to achieve racial integration to any 
hut the school next closest to a student's home. Under the 
terms of the amendment, even limited busing could be 
employed only when· all other available desegregation 
methods had been explored and found lacking. The amend­
ment also allowed previous busing orders to be reopened 
and brought into compliance with the amendment. The 
amendment was virtually identical to one passed by the 
House in 1972 but filibustered to death in the Senate. The 
so-called Esch amendment, after its sponsor Marvin L. 
Esch (R Mich.), was supported by 148 Republicans and 145 
Democrats. Northern Democrats split their votes almost 
r.venly, with 73 supporting the amendment and 80 opposing 
it. The version finally enaeted allowed courts to determine 
if more extensive busing was necessarv and allowed 

. previous court orders to be reopened at· the request of 
parents.or a school district, but only. under certain circum­
stances. (See al~o Seu.ate key vote 5, p. 975) 

3. AID TO INDOCHINA. Despite completion of the 
general withdrawal of U.S. combat troops from South Viet­
nam before the beginning of 1974 controversy surfaced 
again _o,•er Washin1-,rton's involvem~nt in Southeast Asia 

when an attempt was made April 4 to permit an increase in 
U.S. military aid to South Vietnam and Laos. The effort 
was thwarted when a combination of Vietnam doves, 
members concerned with domestic needs and those angered 
by the Pentagon's failure to live within congressionally set 
Vietnam aid limits succeeded in defeating an amendment to 
the fiscal 1974 defense supplemental authoriz.ation bill (HR 
12565-PL 93-307) that would have raised the authorization 
ceiling for military aid to the two nations to $1.4-billion 
from $1.126-billion. Offered by House Armed Services Com­
mittee Chairman F. Edward Hebert (D La.) and supported 
by President Nixon, the amendment was rejected 154-177: R 
99-50; D 55-127 (ND 19-103; SD 36-24). As cleared by 
Congress June 5, HR 12565 (PL 93-307) made no change in 
the existing $1.126-billion aid ceiling. In a related action, 
the House in 1974 also voted to reduce to $700-million the 
$1-billion that had been requested for military aid to South 
Vietnam as part of the fiscal 1975 Defense Department 
appropriations bill (HR 16243-PL 93-437). 

4. CLEAN AIR STANDARDS. During consideration 
May .1 of a measure (HR 14368-PL 93-319) intended to 
reduce energy use, the House rejected 169-221 an amend­

. ment to postpone all auto emission standards for about 90 

. per cent of the country until 1977 model year cars were 
produced. The amendment, sponsored by Louis C. Wyman 
(R N.H.), would have allowed car owners to remove already­
installed emission control devices and required manufactur­
ers to make cars without the devices for areas with little or 
no air pollution. Wyman contended that the devices-which 
were necessary to meet the clean air standards set by the 
1970 Clean Air Act Amendments (PL 91-604)-were a waste 
of consumers' money in many parts of the country. Op­
ponents, hacked by a coalition of environmental groups, 
contended that the amendment would reverse the momen­
tum already gained toward improving air quality. 
Republicans split fairly evenly, favoring the Wyman 
amendment 96-79. Democrats opposed it almost two-to~ne 
(73-142), although a majority of southern Democrats (46-21) 
backed it. Although approaches as extreme as the Wyman 
amendment were rejected, the final version of HR 14368 did 
significantly ease certain clean air standards and deadlines 
in an attempt to conserve energy. 

5. STANDBY ENERGY EMERGENCY 
AUTHORITY. The House Mav 21 handed President Nixon 
and the oil industry a victory ~·hen it refused to pass a bill 
(HR 13834) to give the President authority to ration fuel 
supplies and roll back domestic crude oil prices. The vote on 
the bill, which was brought to the floor under suspension of 
the rules requiring a two-thirds favorable vote for passage, 
was 191-207: R 30-147; D 161-60 (ND 131-13; SD 30-47). HR 
13834 would have given the. President authority to ration 
fuel supplies and set the price of about 80 per cent of all 
domestic crude oil at Nov. 1, 1973, levels. President Nixon 
objected to the price rollback provision and had vetoed 
similar legislation (S 2.589) on March 6. The Senate sus­
tained that veto. The fading of the crisis atmosphere in the 
nation's energy shortage in the spring of 1974 apparently 
contributed to the House defeat of the legislation with its 
price rollback provisions. For the second year in a row 
proponents failed to get enacted legislation either to require 
gasoline rationing or to give the President authority to im­
pose it. · 
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6. SUGAR ACT EXTENSION. In a surprise move 
June 5, the House voted 175-209 to scrap the 40-year-old 
program that set domestic and foreign sugar quotas and 
provided subsidies for domestic producers. The Senate 
never acted on the bill to extend the sugar program through 
1979 (HR 14747), and it died at the end of the session, leav­
ing the U.S. to compete for its sugar supplies on the open 
market starting in 1975. Opponents of the sugar program, 
including both consumer-oriented liberals and free-market 
conservatives, argued that the program was obsolete at a 
time when domestic sugar prices had almost quadrupled in 
less than a year, and that extending it would send prices 

. even higher. Supporters-led by members from sugar 
growing states such as Louisiana, Texas, California and 
Hawaii-said retail prices would go up anyway, and that. 
the sugar program should be extended to assure sufficient 
supplies to meet rapidly increasing demand: R 47-121; D 
128-88 (ND 72-70; SD 56-18). 

7. LAND USE PLANNING. Land use planning 
legislation, one of the major conservation issues debated by 
the 93rd Congress, was effectively stymied for the session 
by the House June 11. The key vote came when the House, 
by a 204-211 vote, rejected the rule (H Res 1110) to permit 
floor consideration of HR 10294: R 46-136; D 158-75 (ND 
133-21; SD 25-54). The bill would have established federal 
controls over how the nation's urban, suburban and rural 
lands were developed. A related bill (S 268) had been passed 
by the Senate in 1973. Both Rep. Morris K. Udall (D Ariz.), 
principal sponsor of the House bill, and Sen. Henry M. 
Jackson (D Wash.), who introduced the Senate version, 
charged that land use planning was a victim of impeach­
ment politics. They said President Nixon originally backed 
the measure, but later changed his position to solidify con­
servative support in an effort to avoid impeachment. The 
defeat of HR 10294, which would have authorized annual 
land use planning grants to the states of $100-million a year 
for eight years, marked the third time in five years that 
Congress had · considered but failed to approve such 
legislation. 

8. REFORM OF BUDGET REVIEW PROCE­
DURES. Congress in 1974 took a potentially momen­
tous step toward more orderly and conscientious con­
sideration of the federal budget and its impact on the 
U.S. economy's performance by approving sweeping 
revisions in the way the House and Senate review and 
amend the president's budget proposals. By a 401-6 vote, 
the House June 18 gave its final approval to the conference 
report on a comprehensive budget reform measure (HR 
7130-PL 93-344) setting a framework for reasserting con­
gressional control over budget decisions. Fully effective in 
1976, the new law spelled out a timetable for prompt con­
gressional action on legislation affecting the budget and re­
quired Congress to relate it!? separate decisions on those 
bills to over-all targets for appropriations, spending, taxes 
and the federal budget deficit or surplus. It created new 
House and Senate Budget Committees, assisted by a 
Congressional Budget Office staffed by experts, to super­
vise that process. Other provisions prescribed procedures 
for limiting· backdoor spending programs and for con­
gressional review and reversal of impoundments of 
appropriated funds by the president. Only two fiscally con­
servative Republicans and four liberal-minded northern 
Democrats voted against the conference report. The 
Democrats worried that tighter budget restraints would be 
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applied mainly to ~ocial programs, and the Republicans 
were skeptical about how faithfully the procedures would 
be followed. 

9. FEDERAL "ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
FINANCING. A deceptively easy 355-48 vote on Aug. 8 
passing a landmark campaign finance reform bill (S 
3044-PL 93-443p hid a major struggle in the House debate 
on the bill over whether public financing should be limited 
only to presidential primaries and general elections, as 
Wayne L. Hays (D Ohio), chairman of the House Ad­
ministration Committee, demanded, or should also cover 
congressional races. Morris K. Udall (D Ariz.)"and John B. 

· Anderson (R Ill.I. the leading House proponents of a broad 
public financing bill, led the drive on the floor to provide 
for partial public financing of congressional. general elec­
tion campaigns. They proposed that matching federal funds 
be used to cover up to one-third of a House or Senate can­
didate's spending limit. But on a key vote, their amendment 
was rejected on a 187-228 vote. D~mocrats were closely 
divided on the amendment while Republicans rejected it by 
a 37-vote margin: R 73-110; D 114-118. The decisive House 
vote against congressional public financing was a maj0r 
factor in the decision of the House-Senate conference com­
mittee not to include public financing of congressional elec­
tions in the final version. Senate conferees had pressed hard 
for congressional as well as presidential public financing. 
Although the final bill contained public financing for 
presidential campaigns. only, HR 16090 established 
spendin[{ and contribution limits for all candidates in 
federal primary and general elections. 

10. HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT. 
Clearing the way for fundamental changes in federal hous­
ing and community development programs, the House Aug. · 
15 by a vote of 377-21 sent to the president the first com­
prehensive housing bill (S 3066-PL 93-383) since 1968. 
The bill. created a new rental subsidy program to replace 
other housing subsidy programs-which had been suspend­
ed by the administration since early 1973-and substituted 
community development block grants for assistance 
available under a number of categorical urban aid 
programs. The block grant program was designed to give 
local communities more control over federal assistance 
funds. Initial controversy over whether the bill would do 
enough to aid low-incom~ Americans and the sagging hous­
ing industry had subsided by the time the House voted to 
clear the compromise conference version of the bill. House 
members opposing the final version generally objected to 
large-scale federal housing programs on fiscal and 
philosophical grounds: R 161-16; D 216-5 (ND 150-0; SD 66-
5). . 

11. URBA..."'i MASS TRANSIT. Big-city members 
who championed the cause of federal aid to their deficit­
ridden public transit systems won an important victory in 
the House Aug. 15 when members rejected, 197-202, an 
amendment to remove from a mass transit bill (HR 12859) 
all funds subsidizing oµerating expenses. Supporters of the 
amendment, offered by Dale Milford (D Texas) and E.G. 
Shuster (R Pa.). argued that directly subsidizing the fare 
box would sap local incentive to raise revenue and en­
courage excessive wage demands by transit workers. Op­
ponents responded that operating subsidies were vital to 
the continuation of the country's large urban transit 
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systems, all of which had been running in the red. A public 
commitment by President Ford to the principle of operating 
subsidies, made earlier in the month, may have helped win 
over the 40 Republicans and 29 southern Democrats who 
provided the margin of victory for subsidy supporters: R 
136-40; D 61-162 (ND 18-133; SD 43-29). Although the 
Senate never acted on HR 12859, Congress approved transit 

. operating subsidies for the first time as part of a six-year, 
$11.9-billion mass transit authorization bill (S 386-PL 93-
503) cle.ared in November. Almost $4-billion of the funds 
were to be used by large cities for either capital or operating 
expenses. 

12. IMPEACHMENT. Writing a formal conclusion to 
the impeachment inquiry into the conduct of. President Nix­
on, the House Aug. 20 voted 412-3 to accept the report of the 
House Judiciary Committee on the outcome of its inquiry. 
By a 410-4 vote Feb. 6 the House had authorized the com­
mittee "to investigate fully and completely whether suf­
ficient grounds exist for the House of Representatives to ex­
ercise il<; constitutional power to impeach Richard M. Nix­
on, President." Late in July, the committee had approved 
three articles of impeachment, recommending that the 
House charge Nixon formally with obstruction of justice,. 
abuse of his presidential powers and contempt of Congress. 
Ten days later, Nixon resigned. Once he left office, the ma­
jor reason for the impeachment proceedings'--to remove 
him from office-no longer existed. As a formal conclusion 
to the inquiry and to place on the record, through the com­
mittee report(H Rept 93-1305), the reasons supporting the 
recommended articles of impeachment, the House Aug. 20 
voted 412-3 to accept the report: R 184-1; D 228-2(ND155-0; 
SD 73-2). 

13. TURKISH AID CUTOFF. Going directly against 
the recommendations of Secretary of State Henry A. 
Kissinger and President Ford, the House Sept. 24 
overwhelmingly voted 307-90 for an immediate ban on all 
U.S. military assistance to Turkey until the President cer­
tified to Congress that substantial progress had been made 
on a solution to the Cyprus problem. The vote was the first 
of several during the last few weeks of the session ordering 
a cutoff of military aid to Turkey following its invasion of 
Cyprus in July: R 127-52; D 180-38 (ND 134-11; SD 46-27). 
Kissinger and Ford argued that the cutoff would hamper 

. their efforts to get negotiations started between Turkey and 
Greece on the Cyprus issue, and warned that it ·would 
threaten their flexibility in conducting foreign affairs. 
Congressional supporters of the amendment argued that 
Turkey had used American equipment in the invasion in 
violation of U.S. foreign assistance laws and that continued 

· aid would be illegal. The vote was on an amendment, spon­
sored by Benjamin S. Rosenthal (D N.Y.) and Pierre S. 
(Pete) du Pont (R Del.), to a bill (HJ Res 1131) making con­
tinuing appropriations for fiscal 1975 because the regular 
foreign aid authorization bill had not been enacted yet. 
Ford vetoed this and another version of the cutoff language 
before accepting language giving him authority to delay the 
cutoff until Dec. 10, 1974. 

14. NIXON TRANSITION EXPENSES. In a series 
of overwhelming votes, the House drastically reduced. 
President Ford's request for benefits to former President 
Nixon by $650,000-from $850,000 to $200,000. In the most 
impor_tant vote, the House agreed 342-47 (R 128-41; D 214-
6), with_ four members answering present, to pare the 
appropriations for transition~) expenses to $100,000. Funds 

for presidential 'transition expenses-covering the first six 
months out of office-were authorized by federal statute. 
Ford had requested $450,000; the House Appropriations 
Committee had recommended $245,000. On a second 
amendment, the House voted to grant Nixon his pension 
($55,000 for the 11 remaining months of the fiscal year) plus 
an additional $45,000 to be available for expenses after the 
six-month transition period expired Feb. 9, 1975. The 
Senate concurred with the House's actions for the former 
president, and the funds were included in the first fiscal 
1975 supplemental appropriations bill (HR 16900-PL 93-
554). 

15. EMERGENCY PUBLIC SERVICE JOBS. For 
most of 1974 COngress took no major economic action 
against the inflation that reached double-digit rates early in 
the year and the recession that was deepening at the end of 
the year. After the unemployment rate reached 6.5 per cent 
in November, however, Congress responded by clearing a 
much-discussed public service jobs bill as well as legislation 
extending unemployment benefits. By a 322-53 vote on Dec. 
12, the House passed HR 16596, authorizing $2-billion for 
state and local governments to hire unemployed workers 
for various public projects. The measure also extended un­
employment compensation benefits to about 12-million 
farm workers, domestics and state and local government 
employees who previously were ineligible. In its final form 
(PL 93-567), the bill authorized fiscal 1975 appropriations of 
$2.5-billion to fund an estimated 300,000 public service jobs. 
A companion bill (HR 17597) gave unemployed workers 13 
additional weeks of unemployment benefits. In the House 
vote on HR 16596 42 Republicans and 11 southern 
Democrats were opposed: R 119-42; D 203-11 (ND 141-0; SD 
62-11). 

16. ROCKEFELLER NOMINATION. By a vote of 
287-128 Dec. 19, the House confirmed Nelson A. Rockefeller: 
as vice president-the second nominee to succeed to that 
position under the terms of the 25th Amendment. 
Rockefeller's confirmation was the culmination of a chain 
of events that had begun.when Spiro T. Agnew resigned as 
vice president. in October 1973, pleading no contest to a 
charge of tax evasion. Using the 25th Amendment for the 
first time, Congress in December of that year approved 
then-President Richard Nixon's nomination of Rep. Gerald 
R. Ford (R Mich.), at the time the House minority leader, to 
succeed Agnew. Ford became president Aug. 9, 1974, when 
Nixon resigned to avoid almost certain impeachment. Ford 
nominated Rockefeller to fill the vice presidency on Aug. 20. 
Initially, the nomination of the 66-year-old former New 
York governor had been greeted favorably on Capitol Hill. 
However, Rockefeller appeared headed for trouble by mid­
October after the disclosure of a long list of gifts and loans 
to New York state officials and of Rockefeller's involvement 
in the financing of an unflattering biography of Arthur J. 
Goldberg in 1970, who was Rockefeller's Democratic oppo­
nent for governor that year. Critics also questioned whether 
the Rockefeller family's vast wealth would create conflicts 
of interest for the former governor. Supporters cited 
Rockefeller's long record of public service and his ability to 
attract capable officials to government. After extensive 
hearings, the Senate Dec. IO approved the nomination 90-7. 
Much of the same territory was covered by House hearings 
before its climactic vote confirming Rockefeller 287-128: R 
153-29; D 134-99 (ND 78-74; SD 56-25). 
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ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen • y y N Y N N " y Oark N N y N y y y N 

Sparkman ? y N y N ? y y Hugh" NN y N .Y y y y 

ALASKA KANSAS 
Gravel NN y x ? ? ? ? Dole y y N Y N N y y 

·steueri.• 't N y N y N y N Pearson N N Y y y N y y 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin y y N Y N N y y Huddlfttan 't N N Y N N y y 

Goldwater y y N t ? N t ? Cook Y N N Y N N ' ? 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 

Fulbright ? ? x ./ x y y ? JohMtOn Y N N Y N N ? y 

.McOellan y Y N Y N N y y Lang Y N N Y N N y y 

CAUFORNIA .MAINE 
Cran•ton NN y N y y y y Hathaway- NN y N y y I y 

Tunney NN y N y y y y .M ... ki• NN y N y y y y 

COLORADO .MARYLANO 
Ha1kell YN y y N y y ? Beall YN y Y N N y y 

Dominick ? y N Y N N y ? Mathias NN y y y y y N 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Ribicoff YN y N y y y y Kenn•!!!· NN )'. N r r r ~ 
Weick er N y y N y N y y Brooke NN y N y N y N 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Bi den NN y y y y y y Htrr1 NN y y y y y 

Roth y y v· Y· N y y y· Griffin y y Y N N N y y 

RORIDA MINNESOTA 
Chil .. Y N N Y N N y y Humphroy NN y N y y y t 
Gurney y y ? Y N N ? y .Mondale ? x y N y y y N 

GEORGIA .Ml SSISSI PP! 
Nunn y y N Y N N y y Eastland ? y N Y N N y y 

Talmadge y y N Y N N Y ? Stennis y y N Y N N y y 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
lnovye· N N Y ? ? N ' ? Eagleton NNN y y y y y 

Fong ? YeYNN y ? Symington y y y y y y y 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church. Y N N y y y )'. r Man11ield ? N ./ ./ ./ y y N 

McClure y y N Y N N y y .Metcalf N N Y N y y y y 

IWNOIS NEBRASKA 

5"°'....tm'°" N'N y N y y r r Curtis y y N Y N N y y 

_Percy N N y ? ' ?. ? Hruska y Y"N YNN y y 

INDIANA NEVADA 
&ayh.___ __ Y_N _J __ Y_)_'!...:!__'! Bible Y N N YNN y y 

Har1ke N N N y y ? ? N Cannon y N y Y N N y y 

Dom0cro1t · Republicans 

I. S 1401. Capital Punishment. Passage of the bill to estab­
lish new standards and procedures for the imposition of the death 
penalty. Passed 54-33: R 28-8; D 26-25 (ND 14-25; SD 12-0J; 
March 13, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's posi· 
tion. 

2. S 3044. Federal Election Campaign Ffoancing. Allen (D 
Ala.) amendment to strike the public financing of elections provi­
sions from the bill. Rejected 33-61: R 23-16; D 10-45 (ND 040; 
SD 10-5), March '2:1, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

3. S 354. No-Fault Auto Insurance; Passage of the bill to 
establish minimum federal no-fault automobile insurance stan­
dards that would have to be enacted by the states within a speci· 
fied time period to avoid the imposition of more stringent federal 
standards. Passed 5~-42: R 19-20; D 34-22 (ND 34-7; SD 0-15), May 
I, 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. S 1539. Elementary and Secondary Education Act.Exten­
sion. McClellan (D Ark.) amendment to change the formula for 
distributing federal aid to disadvantaged children to. count all 
children com1idered poor under the Orshansky poverty index and 
two-thirds of all children from familiel:l receiving AFDC payments 
in excess of the poverty levels. Adopted 56-36: R 28-12;. D 28-24 
(ND 13-24; SD 15-01,.May 15, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting 
the President's position. 

98Q_;._1974CQ ALMANAC 

..... C°'llrJ~ln'G ...... CQ - KEY -

NEW HAMPSHIRE y Votod lor (yeo). 
.Mcintyre NN Y N Y N y N ./ Poire-d for. 
Cotton ? Y N Y.N N y y 

' Announced for. 
NEW JERSEY N Voled ogain\t (nay). 

w;11;.,,,,. NN y N y y y N x Poin~d ogoinsl. 
Case NN y N y t N Announced agoit\\t. 

NEW .MEXICO p Voted ''pre..ent.'' 

Montoya Y N N Y ? N ? y • Voted "prMent" to avoid poiuib'e 

Domeni.ci Y N N Y N N. y y conflict of intertKI. 

NEW YORK ? Did not YOte or oth erwi\e moke a 

Buckley• YYNNNN y y posit ton known. 

Jauits N N Y N y y y N 

NORTH CAROUNA 
Ervin y y N Y N N Y y 

Helms y y N Y N N Y ? ,_f"llC").linCO .... CID 

NORTH DA KOT A 
Burdick N N Y N Y y y y TEXAS 
Young Y N N Y N N y y lientt.en Y N N Y N N y y 

OHIO Tower y y N Y N N Y y 

Met1enbaum· NN y x y y y N UTAH 
Taft y N y N y N y y Mot1 YN y N y y y N 

OKLA HO.MA Bennett ? y y y N ? ? ? 
Bartlett y y N Y N N y y VERMONT 
Bellmon y y ? y y N y ? Aiken N ./ y N. y N ? y 

OREGON Sta/ford y N y N y y y y 
Hatfield - ' y y y y y y VIRGINIA 
Packwood ? N y y y y y y Byrcl, Jr.•• y y N YNN y y 

PENNSYLVANIA Scott y y N Y N N y y 

Schweiker y N Y N N Y y N WASHINGTON 
Scott y N y N y N y y Jackson y N y N y N y y 

RHODE ISLAND Magnuwn y N y N y N y N 
Pa.tore NN y y y N y N WEST VIRGINA 
Pell N N y N y y y N Byrd YNYNNN y y 

SOUTH CAIOUNA Randolph YNNNYY y. y 

Hollin gt ? y N Y N N" Y Y WISCONSIN 
Thurmond y t N Y N N y y Nekon ? N y .v y y y y 

SOUTH DAl<OTA Proxmire NN y y N y y N 

Aboure•k N N Y N Y y y y WYOMING 
McGow...,, N N N N Y ? y y McGee Y N Y N Y ? ? N 

TENNESSEE Hansen YYNYNN y y 
Baker y y N Y N N ? t 
Brock y y N Y N N y N 

• • Byrd oloct#d GI ilid<pMdmt. 

5. S 15.19. Elementary and Secondary Education Act Exten­
sion. Javits (R N.Y.) motion to table, and thus kill, Gurney (R 
Fla.) amendment to ban busing for desegregation purposes to 
any but the school closest or next closest to a student's home and 
to allow reopening of school desegregation orders to modify them. 
Motion to table adopted 47-46: R 14-26; D 33-20 (ND 33-5; SD 
0-15), May 15, 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting President 
Nixon's position. · · 

6. HR 16243. Defense Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. Eagleton 
(D Mo.) amendment to limit defense spending for fiscal 1975 to $81-
billion. Rejected 37-55: R 7-32; D 30-23 (ND 29-9; SD 1-14), Aug. 21, 
1974. President Ford did not take a position on the amendment. 

7. HR 2. Pension Reform. Adoption of the conference report 
on the bill to establish minimum federal standards for private pen­
sion plans. Adopted 85-0: R 34-0; D 51-0 (ND 3~; SD 15-0), Aug. 
22, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

8. S 3934. Highway Authorization. Buckley (Cons-R N.Y.) 
amendment to make the auto seat belt interlock system optional 
rather than mandatory. Adopted 64-21: R 26-7; D 38-14 (~D 24-14; 
SD 14-0), Sept. ll, 1974. The President did not take a position on 
the amendment. (The Buckley amendment was subsequently 
reconsidered and then withdrawn because its text was included in 
an auto safety bill, S 355). The President did not take a posi­
tion on the amendment. 
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ALABAMA IOWA 

All.., N y YNNNNN Oark y ' y N y N y y 

Sporl.mon N ? ? y y N YN Hugh .. Y y·y N N N? t . 
ALASKA KANSAS 

Gravel y ? y y y N y y Dole Y./NNNN y N 
Stevens y y y y y N y y Pearson y y y y y N y y 

A•IZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N Y N y N y y N Hudcl"ton y ? y y y N ? ? 
Goldwater N YNNN ? y ? Cook y ? N y y N y ? 

,Al KANSAS LOUISIANA 
Fvlbrighl ? ? ? ? ? N YN Johnston N t y Y N N ? ? 
W..Oollan N YNYNYNN Long N YN YNN y N 

CAUfORNIA MAINE 

~~·~-~~" y y YN y N y y Hathaway y y y y y .N y t 
Tunney y y y N YN y y Mu1kie y y y y Y N N Y 

COi.ORA DO MAUL.AND 
Ha.JroU y y y ? ? N y y Beall y y y y y N y y 

Domini~k N ? N y y y y y Mathias y y ' y y ? ? y 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
l!ibicoff y y Y N Y N y y IC9'1n•Jlr ' ? y y y y ? 
Weick er y y YYNN y y Brooke y y y N y N y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Iii den y t YNNN y y Hart y y y y YNN y 

Roth y y Y N N Y y N Griffin N YN y Y N Y N 
RORIDA MINNESOTA 

a.ii .. y y YYNNN? -.Humphrey. __ Y_'Lj_YJ_t:i __ Y __ Y 

Gumey N ? N Y N Y N N Mondale Y Y Y Y .Y. N Y Y 
GEORGIA MISSISSll'f'I 

Nunn N Y N Y N N y N Ecnlland NNN ? N YN 
. Tolmodge N ? N ? ? N y N St..,ni1 N N N y N Y N N 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye y ? y y YN y y Eagleton y t Y N N N Y y 
Fong y y y y y N y y Symington y y Y N N ? Y Y .. 

IDAHO MONTANA 
O.urch y ? Y Y N N y ! Man1field y y y y N ? ? t 
Mc-Cl;,,.e N .x N y N YNN Metcalf y y y Y Y N N y 

IWNOIS NEBRASKA 
Ste¥en10n y 1 y N y N )'. y Curtis N ? N y N y YN 

-i>e,.cy y t y y ? ·y y Hruska NNN ? ? y y N 
INOIANA NEVADA 

..llayh y ., )'. ~ t:! N.tLY Bible N y YNNNN y 
Harth y y y .N ?.N N Cannon y f Y Y N N N y 

Republicans 

9. S 707. Consumer Protection Agency. Ribicoff (D Conn.) 
motion to invoke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill to establish an 
independent agency to represent consumers before other federal 
agencies and courts. Motion rejected 64-34: R 20-22; D 44-12 (ND 40-
1; SD 4-11), Sept. 19, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (66 in this 
case) is required tO invoke cloture. The President did not take a 
position on the motion. 

JO. S 4016. Watergate Tapes. Passage of the bill to make the 
Nixon administration tapes and papers federal proi)erty, and 
prohibiting their destruction without explicit eongressional autho­
_rization. Passed 56-7: R 18-5; D 38-2 (ND 30-0; SD 8-2), Oct. 4, 
1974. The President did not take a position on the bill. 

II. HR 12471. Freedom of Information Act. Passage, over 
President Ford's Oct. 17 veto, of the bill to amend the 1966 Free­
dom of Information Act to guarantee broader public access to gov­
ernment information and documents. Passed (thus overriding the 
President'i; veto and enacting into law) 65-27: R 18-20; D 47-7 (ND 
40-0; SD 7-7), Nov. 21, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (62 in this 
case) is rPQJJired to override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting 
the Presidt>nt's position. 

12. S 3394. Foreign Aid Authorization. Humphrey (D Minn.) 
amendment, to the Eagleton (D Mo.) amendment requiring an 
immediate prohibition on military aid to Turkey, to authorize the 
President to delay the suspension of all military assistance to Tur­
key until 30 days after the convening of the 94th Congress, pro­
vided that Turkey until then observed the cease-fire on Cyprus and 
did not increase its forces or transfer additional U.S.-supplied wea­
pons there. Adopted 55-36: R 31-8; D 24-28 (ND 15-25; SD 9-3), Dec. 
4, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 
(The Eagleton (D Mo.) amendment, as amended by the Humphrey 
(D Minn.) amendment,~as subsequently adopted by voice vote.) 

0.0 .... .,..., ... ..,.., 

- KEY -... ~ ................... 
NEW HAMPSHIRE y Voted lor (yeo): 

Mdfttyre y ? y N y N y y ,/ Paired for. 
Cotton N ? N N y y ? ? ' Announced for. 

NEW JEIS.EY N Voted ogoin•t (noy). 
wmiams y y y N y N y y x Paired ago inst. 

Cose y y y y y ? N y Announc.d against. 

NEW MEXICO p Voted '_'pr@1ent. '' 

Moritoya y y Y N N N ? ? • Voted "pre\ent" to ovoid pouible . 

Vomenici. y .; y y y N y y conflict of inter~t. 

NEW YORK ? Did not YOte or other•i\e make a 

Buckley• N ? ? N ? y y N position known. 

Javits y y y .Y y N y y 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ervin N y y. ? ? Y N N OIO.,__,...,"f"ll'ICI> 

Helms NNN y N y y N ............................. 
NORTH DAKOTA 

aurOick y y Y N N N y y TEXAS 
Younc N y y YNN y N ....... n y y y N y ? ? y 

OHIO Tower N ? N y y y y x 
Met1enbaum y y y y y N y y UTAH 
Taft N X N y YN y y Mos1 y y y y y N y y 

OKLAHOMA Bennett N ? .? y y y y N 

Bartlett NNN y N y y N VERMONT 
Bellmon N ? N ? ? ? ? ? Aiken y ? N y y N y y 

OREGON Stafford z y y y y N y y 

Hatfield y y ' Y N N t ,/ VIRGINIA 
Packwood y ? y Y N N y y Byrd, Jr.•• N y Y N N y y ? 

PENNSYLVANIA Scott N N N_N N ? y N 

Schweiker y y y N YNN y WASHINGTON 
Scott y y y y y N y y Jockson y y y N y N y y 

RHODE ISLAND MognU...n y y y·? ·N y y 

Pa1tore YYYNNN y y WEST VIRGINIA 
Pell y Y Y N N N y y Byrd y y YNNN y N 

SOUTH CAIOONA Randolph YYYNNN y N 

.Kollings y ? N Y N N y y WISCONSIN 
Thurmond N N N y y y y N Nelton y y Y N N N y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA Pro•mire y y YNNNNY 
Aboure•k y y YNNNNY WYOMING 
McGovern y ? f N N N y y McGee y y y y y N y y 

TENNESSEE Hansen N ? N y N y YN 
Baker N ? y y y N y y 
Brock N ? y y N y y y 

• But: kl ty •leered as Conanvot ive. •• Byrd elocled.DI ind•pendent. 

13. S 3394. Foreign Aid Authorization. Passage of the bill to 
authorize $2,596,226,000 in funds for foreign aid programs for 
fis.cal year 1975. Passed 46-45: R 23-16; D 23-29 (ND 20-19; SD 3-10), 
Dec. 4, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's posi­
tion. 

14. HR 14449. Community Services Act. Helms (R N.C.) 
amendment to eliminate all federal funding for programs of the Of­
fice ofEconomic Opportunity (OEO) after fiscal 1976 and to limit 
fiscal 1976 federal funding for the programs to one-half of the fiscal 
1974 funding level. Rejected 21"69: R 16-20; D 5-49 (ND 0-39; SD 5-
10), Dec. 11, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

15. HR 10710. Trade Reform. Byrd (D W.Va.) motion to in­
voke cloture (cut off debate) on the bill to give the President broad 
powers to negotiate trade expansion agreements and to take steps 
to reduce trade barriers. Motion agreed to 71-19: R 34-4; D 37-15 
(ND 30-9; SD 7-6), Dec. 13, 1974. A two-thirds majority vote (60 
in this case) is required to invoke cloture. The President did not 
take a position on the motion. 

16. HR 16900. Supplemental Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Scott (R Pa.)-Mansfield (D-Mont.) amendment to nullify the so­
called Holt (R Md.) amendment-which would prohibit the Depart­
ment of Health, Education and Welfare from withholding funds 
from school districts to compel them to classify or assign their 
students and teachers to schools and classes on the basis of race, 
sex, religion or national origin-by specifying that such a prohibi­
tion would not apply if the withholding of funds was necessary to 
enforce and comply with federal anti-discrimination laws. Adopted 
55-27: R 20-16; D 35-11 (ND 33-2; SD 2-9), Dec. 14, 1974. The Presi­
dent did not take a position on the amendment. 
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1974 Key Votes - 10 VOTING STUDIES 

1. HR 12435. Minimum Wage Increase. Passage of the bill to 
raise the hourly minimum wage for most non-farm workers from 
$1.60 to $2.00 two months after enactment, then to $2.10 on Jan. 1, 
1975 .. and to $2.30 on Jan. 1. 1976; to extend new minimum wage 
coverage to approximately 7 million workers and to repeal several 
minimum wage and overtime coverage exemptions contained in ex­
isting law. Passed 375-37: R 155-26; D 220-11(ND150-1; SD 70-10), 
March 20, 1974. A "~·ea·· was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

2. HR 69. Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
Amendments. Esch (R Mich.) amendment to ban busing for 
desegregation purposes to any but the school closest or next 
closest to the student's home arid to allow reopening of school. 
desegregation orders to modify them to conform with the provi­
sions of the amendment. Adopted 293-117: R 148-29; D 145-88 
(ND 73-80: SD 72-8), March 26, 1974. A "yea" was a vote sup-
porting the President's position. · 

3. HR 12565. Defense Supplemental Authorization, Fis­
cal 197-t. Hebert (D La.) amendment to increase the fiscal 
1974 authorization ceiling on U.S. military aid to South Viet­
nam from' $1.126-billion under existing law to $1.4-billion (the 
administration originally had requested $1.6-billion). Rejected 
154-177: R 99-50; D 55-127 (ND 19-103; SD 36-24), April 4, 1974. 
A "~·ea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

4. HR 14368. Energy Supply and Coordination. Wyman (R 
N.H.) amendment to suspend auto emission controls in the United 
States until 1977 except for those areas designated as having 
heav~· pollution levels. Rejected 169-221: R 96-79; D 73-142 (ND 
27-121; SD 46-21), May 1, 1974. The President did not take a posi­
tion on the amendment. 

5. HR .13834. Standby Energy Emergency Authority. Stag­
gers (D W.Va.) motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill to 
give the President authority to ration scarce fuels and to roll back 
and control the price of crude oil and oil products. Motion re­
jected 191-207: R 30-147; D 161-60 (ND 131-13; SD 30-47), May 21, 
1974. A t;.vo-thirds majority vote (266 in this case) is required for 
passage under suspension.of the rules. A "nay" was a vote support-

. ing the President's position. · 

6. HR 14747. Sugar Act Amendments. Passage of the bill 
to amend and extend the Sugar Act of 1948 for five years, through 
Dec. 31, 1979. Rejected 175-209: R 47-121; D 128-88 (NO 72-70; SD 
56-18), June 5, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
bill. . 

7. HR 10294. Land Use Planning. Adoption of the rule (H Res 
1110) providing for House floor consideration of the bill to provide 
for federal grants to the states to help them draft comprehensive 
land use plans under guidelines established in. the act. Rejected 
204-211: R 46-136; D 158-75 (ND 133-21; SD 25-54), June 11, 1974. 
The President did not take a position on the rule. 

8. HR 7130. Congressional Budget Reform. Adoption of the 
conference report on the bill to revise congressional procedures for 
considering the·fed.eral budget, shift the federal government to an 
Oct. 1-Sept. 30 fiscal year, set deadlines for consideration of 
authorization and appropriations bills, make new backdoor spend­
ing programs subject to annual appropriations and provide proce­
dures for limiting impoundment of funds by the President. Adopted 
401-6: R 177-2; D 224-4 (ND 145-4; SD 79-0J, June 18, 1974. The 
President did not take a position on the conference report. 

1 RPp. Willi"'" S. M"illi1m! IR C1ilifJ re.tt(J71ed M11rr:IL 5, 1974. Hi.•'""""""· Rf!P. Joh• 
L. Burtm1 fD Crilif.J, 11•1i.., ""t ~uoorn 111 until J1me RS, l97J,, lhPreby mituinu the firrct eiy#it 

k~u '''.''"·"· 
l Rep. J""''" H«n'f!?I IR Mich.I re.<i(J71e<I Feb. 2, 1974. HV. ... u:ce.,.11r, RP.p. Bob Tnrxln­

ID ,\fich.J. ,,.,,,.not~..,,... in until April l.1, 1974, therel>y rniAring thefint three key LVJtB.•. 
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- KEY -
Y Voted for (yea). · 
./ Paired for. 

f Announc~d for. 
N Voted ogaintt (noy). 
X Paire~ ogoinsl. 
· , Announced againu. 
P Voted "p,e1ent. ". 
e Voted "pr~ent" to ovoid ponible 

conflid of intMe..t. 
? Did not vote or oth erwiie make a 

position known. 

ALABAMA 
/ Edwards 
2 Dicki..:Son 
3 Nichol• 
4 B.,,;n 
5 Jon.,. 
6 Buchar>on 
7 Rowe" 

ALASKA 
AL Young 
ARIZONA 

1 Rhodes 
2 Ucloll 
3 Steiger 
4 Conlan 

ARKANSAS 
1 Alexond• 
2 Mills 
j Hammer­

schmidt 
4 Thornton 

CAUFORNIA 
·1 Clausen 
2 Johnson 
3 Moss 
4 Leggett 
5 Burton 
6 Vaccmcy 1 

7 Dellums 
8 Stark 
9 Edwards 

JO Gubser 
11 Ryon 
12 Talcott 
13 LagomOl'Sino 
14 Waldie 
15 M<Fall 
16 Sisk 
17 McCloskey 
18 Mathio8 
19 Holifield 
20 Moorhead 
21 Howkins 
22 Corman 
23 Clawson 
24 Rouss elot 
25 Wiggiru 
26 .... 
27 Goldwatu 
28 Bell 
29 Danielson 
30 Roybal 
31 w~ .. n 

32 Ho.•mer 
33 Pettis 
3-4 Hanna 
35 Andenon 
J6 Ketchum 
37 Burke 
38 B ... wn 
39 Hinshaw 
40Wit..M 
41Von0..rlin 
42 Burgener 
4.1 Veysey 
COi.ORA DO 

1 Sch ... eder 
2 Brotzman 
3 han• 
4 Johnson 
5 Arrrutrong 
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YNNNYNYY 
YYYYNYNY 
YYYNNNNY 

YNNNYNYY 
YYNNNNYY 
YNNNYYYY 
YY?YNNNY 

.NYYNNNNY 

o. ........... Republicona 

CONNECTICUT 
1 Cotter 
2 Steele 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sarasin 
6 Grauo 

DELAWARE 
AL duPont 
RORI DA 

1 Sik ... 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
S Gunter 
6 Young 
7 Gibbon• 
8 Holey 
9 Frey 

IO Bafali3 
11 Rogan 
12 Burke 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepper 
15 Fa1eell 
GEORGIA 

1 G;nn 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkl.y 
4 Blackbum 
5 Young 
6 Rynt .. 
1 Davis 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 Stephen1 
HAWAII 

1 Mat1unoga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
/ Symms 
2 Hansen 

IUINOIS 
1 Metralle 
2 Murphy, M. 
3 Hanrahan 
4 Den.Vinski 
5 Klunynski 
6 Collier 
7 Collins 
8 Rostenliowski 
9 Yat .. 

10 Young 
11 Annunzio 
12 Creme 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenbom 
15 Arends 
16 Andenion 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Rai'3back 
20 Findley 
21 Madigan 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 Gray 
INDIANA 

1 Madd.,, 
2 Landgrebe 
3 Brade.-
4 Roush 
5 Hillis 
6 Broy 
7 Mye"" 
.8 Zion 
9 Hamilton 

10 Denni.! 
11 Hudnut 
IOWA 

1 Mer.inslry 
2 Culver 
J Gros.• 
4 Smith 
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5 Scherle y y .y y NN N y 4 Cochron y y y y N y N y 38 Kemp y y y N NNN y 2 Spence y y y y NN N y 
6 Mayne y N N y NN N y 5 Lott y y y y N y N y 39 Ha.<tings y y N N N N N ,? 3 Dom y N ? y x ? ? ? KANSAS MISSOURI NORTH CAROllNA 4 Mann y y y Y N N y y 
I Sebelius y y y y NYN y I Cay y N ? N ./ y y y I Jones y y ? ? y ·Y N y 

S Gettys y y ? Y N X N y 
2 Roy y y N N y y y y 2 Symington y y N N y y y y 2 ~untain y y N y y .y y y 6 Young y y ? y N y N y 3 Winn y y y N NN N y 3 Sullivan y Y N N y N y y 3 Hende....,n y y y y y y y y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 4 Shriver y y y y NN N y 4 Randall y y N y y N N y 4 Andrews y y N y y ./ y y 
I Denholm y y N y y y N y 5 Skubitz y y y y y YN y S Bolling y N y N y y y y 5 Mizell y y y y NY N y 2 Abdnor y y ? y y y N y KENTUCKY 6 Litton y y N y ? y N y 6 ... .,..r y Y N N y •' y y TENNESSEE I Stubblefield y y ? ? x YN y 7 Taylor y y ? y. N N N y 7 Rose y y N ? y y N y 1 Quillen .Y y ? y NN ? y 

2 Natcher y y N N NN Y y 1 lchord y y y y NN N y 8 Ruth y y y y NY N y 2 Duncan y y y y NNN y 3 Ma1.1oli y y N y y y 9 Hungate Y· y N N y N y y 9 Martin y y y ? NN y y 3 Ba.her N y y Y N N N y 4 Snyder y y ? y Y N N y 10 8urli1on y YNN y y N y 10 Broyhill y y N N NN N y 
4 Evin1 y y N Y N Y N y 5 Carter y y ? N NN N y MONTANA II Taylor y y N N y y y y S Fulton y y N ? y y y y 6 Breckinridge y N y N y N y y l Shoup y YNN N N N y NORTH DAKOTA 6 Beard N y ? Y N N N y 7 Perkin• y N N N y N y y 2 Melcher y N N N NY N y AL Andrews y y ? N Ny N y 7 Jonn y y ? Y N Y N ? LOUISIANA NEBRASKA OHIO 8 Kuykendall y y y ? NNN y I H..bert N y y .. N.f x ? 1 Thone y YN y Y N N y I Luken y y ? N y N y y TEXAS 2 Boggi y y y N N.y y y 2 McCollister y y y N N N N y 2 Clancy y y ? y NN N y I Patman ? ? y ? N Y N y ' 3 Treen N y y y NYN y 3 Martin y y ? .N NN N y 3 Whalen YN N N y ? y y 2 W~san y y N y N Y N y 4 Waggonner y y y y NYN y NEVADA 4 Guyer y y N y N? N y 3 Collins·. N y y y NNN y S Pcn1man y y y y NYN .y AL Towell y y N y N N·N y 5 Latta y y N y NY N y 4 Roberti y y ? ? N Y N y 6 Rarick N y y y NYN y NEW HAMPSHIRE 6 Harsha y y y N Y N N Y. 5 Steelman y y y N N N Y y 7 Breaux y y y y NYN y 1 Wyman y y ? y N N N y 7 Brown YN y N NN y y 6 T-gue N ? y y x y N y 

8 Long, G. y y ? N NY y y 2 Cleveland y y y y NN N y 8 Powell N y y y NYN y 7 Archer N y y Y N N N y MAINE NEW JERSEY 9 A1hley YN ? N YN y y .I &khardt y NN N Y N y y I KynH y N N N y ? y y 1 Hunt y ? y y N y N y IO Miller y y N y NYN y 9 Brooks y y N y N y N y 2 Cohen y NNN YN y y 2 Sandman y y y y y N ? y 11 Stanton y y y y NN N y 10 Plclde y y ? ? y y N y MARYLAND 3 Howard y y ? ? y ? ? ? 12 Devine N y y y N ? N y II Poage N y ? y N y N y I Bauma.n N y y y NN N. y 4 Thompson YNN ? y y y ? 13 Mosher Y N N N NN y y 12 Wright y y ?"Y N y N y 2·1.ong y YNN NN Y y 5 Freling- 14 Seiberling Y N N N y y y y 13 Price N y y y N ? N y 3 Sarbaneo y y N N y N y y huysen ? ? y N NN N y 15 Wylie y y ? y N? N y 14 Young y y y y N Y.N y 4 Holt y y y y NN N y 6 Forsythe y y N N NN N y 16 Regula y Y N N NN Y y IS dela Gana y y y ? N y N y 5 Hogan ? y y y NN N y 7 Widnall y y N N N y y y 17 Ashbrook N y ? y N? N y 16 White· y y y N N y N y 6 Byn>n N y N y NN N y 8 Roe y y ? N y N y y 18 Hays y y y y ./ N y y 17 Burlesan N Y y Y N Y N y 7 Mitchell y ? N N y N y y 9 Hel1tooki y YNN ./ N y y 19 Camey y y N N y N y y 1.8_.Jor~Jl ___ v_tL~--~-~--Y .. _Y .. Y 8 Gude ? y N N y x y y 10.Rodino YNNN yN y y 20 Stanton y y ? N y N y y 19 Mahon Y•Y Y Y NY N y MASSACHUSETTS II Minish Y Y N N y N y y 21 Stokes y N ? ? ./ y y y 20 Gonzaln y N y y N y y y 1 Conte y N N.N YN y y 12 Ri;uildo y YNN y N y y 22 Yanik y y N N y N y y 21 Fisher N y y y N ,i N y 2 Boland y Y N N YN " y 13 Maraziti y y y N y y N y 23 Minshall ? ? ? ? N?N ? 22 Ccney y y y y N Y N y 3 Donohue y Y N N y y y y 14 Daniels y Y N N y N y ? OKLAHOMA 23 Kazen y y ? ? NY N y 4 Drinan y NNN YN y y IS Pollen y y N N y N y y I Jones y y y y X Y N y 24 Milford y y ? ? NN N y 5 Cronin ·y YNN y N y y NEW MEXICO 2 Mcspadden y y ? y NN N y UTAH 6 Harrington y N N N y N YN 1 Lujan y y ? N NN y y 3 Albert I McKay y y ? y .N y y y 
7 Macdonald y y N N y x y ? 2 Runnels y y ? y X N N y 4 St....! y y y y x y y y 2 Owens y N ? N y y y y 8 O'Neill y NNN y y y y NEW YORK S Jarman ? y y y NN N y VERMONT 9 Maokley y Y·N N y y y y 1 Pike y y N N y N y y 6 Camp N y y y X N N y AL Mallary y N v N NN y y 10 Heckler y y ? N YN y y 2 Grover y Y N N y N N y OREGON VIRGINIA II B·urke y y N y y y y y 3 Roncallo y ? N ? y N N y l Wyatt y y y y ? ? ? y I Downing y y N y N y N y 

12 Studds y NN N y N y y 4 Lent y YNN y N N y 2 Ullman y N N N NY y y 2 Whitehurst y y y y N y N y 
MICHIGAN 5 Wydler y y y N y N N y 3 Green y y N y NN N .Y 3 Satterfield N y y y N y N y 

I Conyers. y N ? N y N y y 6 Wolff y Y N N y N y y 4 Dellenback y N N N NN y y 4 Danie'/, R. W. y y y y N y N y 2 Esch y y N y Ny y y 7 Addabbo y YNN y N y y PENNSYLVANIA S Dani..t. W. C. N y y y N y N y 3 Brown y N N N NN y ? 8 Ro•enthal YNNN y N y y I Barrett y N y ? ./ y .y y 6 Butler y y y y NY N y 4 Hutchin.son N y N N N? N y 9 Delaney y YNN y y y y 2 Nix y N y ? ./ y y y 7 Robinson N y y y N y N y 
5 Yonder Veen y NNN y N y y 10 &iaggi y y y N y y y y 3 Green Y N N N y y y y 8 Parris y y ? eN y N y 6 Chamberlain y y y y Ny N y 11 &raoco ? YNN y x y ? 4 Eilberg · Y Y N N " y y y 9 Wampler y. y y y y y y y 7 Riegle y N N N y N y ? 12 Chisholm y N NN y y y y 5 Ware y y y y NYN y JO Broyhill NY ? y N y N y 8 Traxler f N y y y y 13 Podell Y N N N y N y y 6 Yatron ? y y y ./ y y y WASHINGTON 9 VanderJagt y y y y N ? y ? 14 R-ney ? ? ? ? ./ •' ? ? 7 Williams y ? y ? ? y N y l Pritchard y y N N NN y y 

IO Cedl'rberg y ? y y NYN y IS. Carey ________ ? __ ~_?_?._L_?_? __ v_ 8 Biester y y N N ./ ? y y 2 Meeds y N N N y y y y 
11 Ruppe Y N N N ? N y ? 16 Holliman YNNNyN y y 9 Shuster y y N y NN N y 3 Han1en y ? ? ? ? y y y 
12 O'Hara y y N y y N y y 17 Murphy y y y N y y y y 10 McDade y y y N y y N y 4McCortn«k y N N y y y y y 
13 Digg1 y N N ? y x " ? 18 Koch . y N N y N y y 11 Rood y y y N y y y y s Foley y ? N N y y y y 
14 Nedzi y y N N y N y y 19 Rcing..t YNN N y y y y 12 Murtha y y y N y y y y 6 Hicks y N .N y y y y y 
IS Ford y y ? N y y y y 20 Abzug y N N N y N y y 13 Coughlin y y N NN y y 7 Adams Y N N N y N y y 
16 Dingell y y N N y N y y 21 &odillo Y N N N y y y y 14 Moorh-d YN NN y y y y WEST VIRGINIA 17 Griffiths y y ? y NN y y 22 Bingham Y N N N y x y y 15 Rooney y y y N ./ y y y I Mollohan y y y y y y y y 
18 Huber y y ? y NN N y 23 Pryser ·y y N N y N N y 16 E.•hleman y y N y N N N y 2 Staggers y N y N y y x y 
19 Broomfield y y N y NN y y 24 Reid ? N ? ? ./ ? ? ? 17 Schnel'beli y y N y N N N y 3 Slack y y y y y y y y 
MINNESOTA 2.5 Fi.<h y N y N NN ? y 18 Heinz y Y N N NN y y 4 Hechler Y N N N y N y y 

I Quie y N N ? Ny y y 26 Gilman y y y N y N y y 19 Goodling N y y y NYN y WISCONSIN 2 Nel.«!n y y y N NYN y 27 Robi.<on YNNN NN y ·y 20 Gaydos y y N N y N N y I A1p;n Y N N N y N y y 
3 Frenzel y N N N Ny y y 28 Stratton y y y y y N y y 21 Dent y y ? N y y y. y 2 Ka1tenmeier y N N N y N y N 4 Karth y N N N y y y y 29 King y y y y y N N y 22 Morgon y y ? N ./ y N y 3 Thomson y y y N N N N Y S Fra1er ? NN N y x y y 30 McEwen y N y y N N N y 23Johnson y y y y X N N y 4 Zablocki y y y N y N y ·y 
6 Zwach y N N N N y N y 31 Miti:hrll y y ? N y N' y y 24 Vigorito y ? N y y y y y S Reuss ? N N N y N y y 
7 B•rglond y NN N y y y y 32 Hanley y y N N y y y y 25 Cark y y ? ? ./ y N y 6 Steiger y N y N NN y y 
8 Blatnik ? ? N ? y y y y 33 Walsh y y y y y N N y RHODE ISLAND 7 Obey YNNN y N y y 

MISSISSIPPI 34 Horton y N N N N N Y y I St Germain y y NN y N y y 8 Froehlich y y y y y N N y 
I Whitten y y N y N y N y 35 Conable y N y N N N N y 2 lieman y Y N N y N y y 9 Davis y y y N NN N y 
2 Bowen y Y. y y N Y X y 36 Smith y N y N N N Y y SOUTH CAROUNA WYOMING 3 MontgomMy N y y y N~ N y 37 Oul1ki y y y y N ' y I Davis y y y y NN N y AL Roncalio y N ? y N 1 y y 

O.mocrah Repu bhcans 
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9. HR 16090. Federal Elections Campaign Act. Udall (D 
Ariz.) amendment to provide for partial public financing of con­
gressional general election campaigns by providing for matching 
federal funds to be raised from the Presidential Campaign Fund 
Dollar Checkoff raised from voluntary check-offs on individual in­
come tax returns. Rejected 187-228: R 73-110; D 114-118 (ND 96-58; 
SD 18-60), Aug. 8, 1974. President Nixon did not take a position on 
the amendmtmt. 

to. S 3066. Housing and Community Development Act. Adop­
tion Of the conference report on the bill to authorize $11.1-billion 
for fiscal 1975-77 for federal housing assistance programs and 
community development block grants and to encourage greater 
availability of mortgage credit. Adopted (thus clearing the bill for 
the President) 377-21: R 161-16; D 216-5 (ND 150-0; SD 66-5), Aug. 
15, 1974. President Ford did not take a position on the conference 
report. . 

11. HR 12859. Urban Mass Transit. Milford (D Texas) amend­
ment to cut from the $20.4-billion mass transit authorization bill a 
provision for federal operating subsidies for existing mass transit 
systems. Rejected 197-202: R 136-40; D 61-162 (ND 18-133; SD 43-
29), Aug. 15, 1974. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. 

12. H Res 1333. Impeachment Report. O'Neill (D Mass.) mo­
tion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution to take formal 
notice of the action of the House Judiciary Committee in recom­
mending the impeachment of President Nixon and of Nixon's sub­
sequent resignation, to accept the report of the committee on im­
peachment, and to authorize its printing. Motion agreed to 412-3: 

. R 184-1; D 228-2 (ND 155-0; SD 73-2), Aug. 20, 1974. A two-thirds 
majority vote (277 in this case) is required for passage under 
suspension of the rules. The President did not take a position on 
the resolution. · · 

13. H J Res 1131. Continuing Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Rosenthal (D N.Y.)-du Pont(R Del.) amendment to prohibit funds in 
the bill from being used to supply military assistance, including 
military sales and credits, to Turkey until the President certified to 
Congress that "substantial progress toward agreement had been 
made regarding military forces in Cyprus." Adopted 307-90: R 127-
52; D 180-38 (ND 134-11; SD 46-27), Sept. 24, 1974. A "nay" was a 
vote supporting the President's ·position. 

14. HR 16900. Supplemental Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Addabbo (0 N.Y.) amendment to reduce to $100,000 from $245,000 
the amount available for former President Nixon for presidential 
transition expenses. Adopted 342-47: R 128-41; D 214-6 (NO 148-0; 
SD 66-6), Oct. 2, 1974. A "nay" was a vote supporting the Presi­
dent's position. 

15. HR 16596. Public Service Jobs. Passage of the bill to 
authorize $2-billion in fiscal 1975 to provide public service jobs to 
the unemployed and such sums as might be necessary to extend un­
employment compensation coverage to approximately 12 million 
persons, primarily farm workers, domestics and state and local 
government employees. Passed 322-53: R 119-42; D 203-11(ND141-
0; SD 62-11 ), Dec. 12, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
.President's position. 

16 .. Rockefeller Nomination. House approval, as provided for 
by the 25th Amendment, of President Ford's Aug. 20 nomination of 
Nelson A. Rockefeller of New York to be vice president. Approved 
(thus confirming the nomination) 287-128: R 153-29; D 134-99 (ND 
78-74; SD 56-25), Dec. 19, 1974. A "yea" was a vote supporting the 
Pre~ident's position. 
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·KEY· .. 
y Voted for (yea). 
,/ Paired for. 

t Announced for. 
N Voted against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Announced ogoin1t. 
P. Voted "pre1ent." 

• Vo1ed "pr~ent" to ovoid pouible 
conflict of inter~t. 

? Did not vote or oth erwtse make ·a 
po1ition kno"""· 

0)0 .. ~('1~1W")C0 ...... .,.. .... ,_ ......... 
ALABAMA 

l Edward.• N Y. Y y y y ? y 
2 Dickifl3on N y y y N ? N y 
3 HKhol• N y y y N y ? y 
4B ... ill N YN y N y y y 
5 Jones N y N y y y y y 
6 Buchanan y y N y y y y y 
7 Raw•" N y y y N _y y y 

ALASKA 
AL Young N y y y y y. y N 
ARIZONA 

l Rhodes N y y YN ? ? y 
2 UclaH y y. N y y___y __ y .. Y. 
3 si;iier N N y y Y N Y N 
4 Conlan y N y y y Y N N 

ARKANSAS 
1 AIHander N Y N y y y y N 
2 Milli y y y y y y ? ? 
3_Hammer-

schmidt N y y y y Y N .Y 
4 Thornton N YN y N y ? y 

CAUFORNIA 
I Clausen N y y y y y y y 
2 Johnson y y N y y y y y 
3 Mos1 N y N y y y y N 
41.eggett y y N y y y y y 
5 Burton, P. y y N y y y y N 
6 Burton, J. y y N y y p ? N 
7 Dellumo y y N y y y y N 
8 Stark y YN y y y y N 
9 Edwardo y y N y y y y x 

IO Gubser N ? ? y y N y y 
11 Ryan N y y y N y y N 
12 Talcott N y y y y y y y 
13 Lagomarsino N y y y y y y N 
14 Waldie y y N y ? y y N 
15 McFall N y N y N y y y 
16 Si1k N y N y ? y y y 

.17 McCloskey y y N y y y y y 
18 Mathia.• N y y y y y ? y 
19 Holifield ? y N y y y y y 
20 Moorhead N y y y y y N y 
21 Hawkin• y y N y ? ? y y. 
22 Corman N Y.N Y y y y N 
23 Clawson N y y y y Y N N 
24 Rousselot NN y' y y N ? N 
25 Wiggins N y y Y N N ? y 
26 R- y y ? y y y y N 
27 Goldwater N y y y y N ? N 
28 Bell N ? ? y N y y y 
29 Danielson N y N y y y y N 
30 Roybal y YN y y y y N 
31 w~ .. n N ? ? y ? y y N 
32 Hosme~ N y y Y. N N y y 
33 Pettis N Y. Y y y y y y 
34 Hanna N y N ? N y y ? 
35 "'""""n y y N y y y y N 
36 Ketchum N y y y y Y N N 
37 Burke y y N y y y y N 
38 Brown y y N y y y y N 
39 Hifl3haw N y y y y·N y y 
4U WiLmn N y y y y y y y 
41 Van Deetlin y y N ? y y y y 
42 Burgener N y N y y y y N 
43 Veysey N y y y y N ? y 
COLORADO 

I Schro..I .. y y N y y y y N 
2 Brotzman y y y y y y ? y 
3 han1 y y y y y ? y y 
4 Johnson N y y y ? ? ? y 
5 Arm.•trong N y y y ? y N y 

o. ....... t. Republicam 

Q)Q ... "9.f'") ~It)'° ............................ 
COHNECTicur 

1 Cotter y y N y y y y y 
2 Steele y y N y y y y y 
3 Giaimo y ? ? y y y ? N 
4 McKinney y y N y y y y y 
.5 Sarasin y y N y y .y y y 
6 Grano y y N Y. ? y ? y 

DELAWARE 
AL du Pont y y N y y y y y 
RORIDA 

1 Sik .. N y y y y ? y y 
2 Fuqua N y y y y y y y 
3.Bennett N y y y y y y N 
4 Chappell N y y y y y y N 
5 Gunter y y y ? ? y y N 
6 Young N y y Y N N N Y 
7 G<bbon• N y y y y y y N 
8 Holey N y y y y y y N 
9 Frf!V y y y y y y y y 

IO Baiali.t N y y y y Y N N 
l l Ragen N y y y y y y y 
12 Burke N y y y y y y N 
13 Lehman· y y N y ? y y y 
14 Pepper N t N y y y y y 
'15 Fawell y y N y y y y y 
GEORGIA 

1 G<nn N Y N y y y y N 
2 Mathis N y N y y y y N 
3 Brinlcley N y y y y y y N 
4 Blackbum ? y y y ? ? N N 
5 Young_ y ? ? y y ? y y 
6 Rynt NN y y y y y N 
7 o.....;, - ? ? ? ? ? ? ? N 
8 St11<key N ? ? ? y y y y 
9 Landrum N ? ? ? N y ? y 

10 Stephen•. N Y N y y y y y 
HAWAII 

1 Mat1una9" y y N y N y y y 
2 Mink N Y N y y y y N 

IDAHO 
I Symms N N Y YNNNN 
2 Hansen ? ? ? Y N N ? y 

IWNOIS 
1 -calfe y y N y ? y y N 
2 Murphy, M. N y N y y y y y 
3 Hanrahan y N y y y y y y 
4 Derwinslii N y y y y ? y y 
5 Kl11<1yn11U N Y N y y y y y 
6 Collier y y y y y N ? ? 
7 Collini y. y N y y y y N 
8 R<Ktenke¥nlli N y N y y y y y 
9 Yates y y N y y y y N 

IO Young y y y y y y y y 
11 Annun1.io N y N y y y y y 
12 Crane NN y YYNNN 
13.McClory N y y y y ? y y 
14 Erlenbom· N y y y N y y ? 
15 Arend& N ? ? Y N N Y y 
16 Anderron y y ? ? N ? y y 
17 O'Brien y y y y y N y y 
18 Michel N y y YNNNY 
19 Railsback y ? y y N y y y 
20 Findley N y y y y y y y 
21 Madigan y y N y N y y y 
22 Shipler N ? ? y y- y 

? " 23 Price N YN y y y y y 
24 G.ay ? ? ? y y y y y 
IND ANA 

I Madclen N Y N y y ? y y 
2 Land!fN!be N N Y N YNNN 
3 Brade....,. y y N y y y y y 
4 Rouoh y y N y y y y y 
5Hilli.t y y y y y y ? y 
6Bmy N y y y N y y y 
7 Myers N y Y Y N N y y 
8 Zion N y y y y y y y 
9 Hamilton y y y y N y y y 

lO Dennis NN y YNN y y 
II Hudnut N y y y y ? y y 
IOWA 

1 Menin1ky y y N y y y y N 
2 cu1v .. y y N y y y ? y 

3 Gro.•s N N Y YNNNN 
4 Smith y y N y y y y N 
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5 Scherle N y y y N y y y 4 Cochran y y y y y y y y .'l8 Kemp y ? ·N y y y N y 2 Spence N y y y y N y N 6 Ma\'ne y y y y y ? N y 5 Lott N y y y N N N y 39 Hastings y y y y y y ? y 

3 Dom N y N ? ? ? y y KANSAS MISSOURI NORTH CAROLINA 4 Mann N y y y y N y y J Sebeliw N y y Y N N y y 
I Oay y y ? y y y y N I Jonn N· y y y y ? ? N 5 Getty• N y y y NN y y 2 Roy y y y y y y y N' 2 Symington y y ? y y y y y 2 Fountain N y y y N y N y 6 Young N y y y y N y y 3 Winn y y y y N y y y 3 Sulliwan N y N y y y y N 3 Henderoon y y y y y y N y 

SOUTH DAKOTA 4 Shriver ·y y y y N y y y 4 Randall N y y y y y y N 4 Andre-ws y, y y y y y N y 
I O...holm N y y y y y y N 5 Skubitz N y y y N N y y 5 Bolling y y N y y y y y 5 Mizell N y y y y y N y 2 A bdnor N y y y y y y y KENTUCKY 6 lillon y y y y y y ? y 6 Preyer y y y y y y y y 

TENNESSEE I Stubbl•field N y y y y y y y 7 Ta,/or N y y y y y N y 7 Rooe N y N y y y y N J Quillen N y y y y y y y 2 Natcher N y N y y y y y I !chord N y y y N y y N 8 Ruth N y y y y y N y 2 Duncan N y y y y y y y 3 Mauoli y YN y y y y y 9 Hungate y y y y y y y y 9 Martin N y y y y y N y 3 Boker N y y y y y ? N 4 Sn,"der N y y y y y N N 10 Burlison y y y y N y y N 10 Brovhill N y y y y y y y 
4 E¥in1 N y y y N y y N 5 Carler N y y y N N y y MONTANA 11 Tayior y y y y y y N y 
5 Fulton N y N y N y ? N . 6 Breckinridge , y y y y y y y y I Shoup N y y y ? y ? y NORTH DAKOTA 6 Beard N y y y N y y y 7 PHkin1 N y N y y y y y 2 Melcher y y N y N y y N AL Andrews y y y y y y y y 7 Jones N ? ? y y y y N LOUISIANA NEBRASKA OHIO 8 Kuykendall N y y y y ? ? y I Kebert N ? ? ? N ? ? y 1 Thone y y y y y y N y I Luken y y N y y y ? N TEXAS 2 Boggs y YN y y y y y 2 McCollister N y y y y y N y 2Clanry N y y y y y ? N I Patman N y N .Y N N y N 3 Treen N y y y N N N y 3 Mart.in NN y Y N N N y 3 Whalen y y N y y y y y 2 W~oon y y N y N y y y 4 Woggonn" N y y y y N N y NEVADA 4 Guyer· N y y y y y y N 3 Collins N y y y y N N y 5·Po11mon N ? ? NN ? y y AL Towell N y y y ? y y y .5 Latta N y y t y y y N 4 Roberts N y y y y y y y 6 Rorick ? ? ? ? ? ? N N HEW HAMPSHIRE 6 Harsha y y y y y y y y 5 Steelman N y y y y y y y 7 Breaux N y N y N y y y 1 Wyman N y y y y y y ? 7 Brown N y y y y, ? y y 6T-ue ? ? ? y N ? y y 8 Long, G. y y N y y y y N 2 Cleveland y y y y y y y y 8 Powell N y y y ? N NN 7 Archer , N N y y y ? N N MAINE NEW JERSEY 9 Ashley N y N y y y y y 8 &khardt y y N y ? y y y I Kyro1 y y N y y y ? N I Hunt N y N y y y y y JO Miller y N y y y y y N 9 Breaks N y y y ? y y y 2 Cohen y y y y y y y y 2 Sandman N y N y y ? y y 11 Stanton y y y y N y y y 10 f;clde N Y N y N y y y MARYLAND 3 Howard N y N y y y ? ? 12 Devine N y y y N N N' y II Poage N N Y y N y y y J Bouman N y y y y y N N 4 Thompoon N y N y y y y y 13 Mo.<her y y y y y y y y 12 Wright N Y N y ? y y y 2 Long N y y y y y y N 5 Freling- 14 Seiberling y y N y y y y N 13 Price N N Y y N y y N 3 Sorbann y y N y. y y y N huysen y y N y NN y y 15 Wylie N y y y y y N y 14 Young N ? N y y y y y 4 Holt N y y y y y y y 6 Forsythe y y N y y y y y 16 Regula y y y y y y y y 15 de la Gana N y ? y N y y N 5 Hogan N ? ? y y y y y 7 Widno/I N y N y ? y y y 17 Ashbrook N N Y y y y N N 16 White N y y y N y y N 6 Byron N y y y y y y y I Roe N y N y y y y y 18 Hoy1 N y N y y y ? x 17 Burl-n N N Y y N y N y 7 Mitchell y y N y y p y N 9 Ht1htoski N y N y y y y y 19 Camey N y N y y y y N 18 Jonlan y y N y y y y y 8 Gude y y N y y y y y 10 bdi1111 y y N x x Y. )'. '1 20 Stanton N y N y y y y N 19 Mahon N y y y N y y y MASSACHUSETTS 11 Minish y y N y y y y y 21 Stokes y y N y y y y y 20 Gonzalez NNN y ? y. y N 1 Conte y y y y y y y y 12 Rinaldo y y N y y y y y 22 Vonik y y N y y y YN 21 mh .. N y y y N ? ? y 2 Boland y y N y y y y y 13 Maroziti y y N y y y y y 23 Minshall N ? ? y N ? 1 y 22 Cosey N N y y y y y y 3 Donohue y y N y y y y y 14 Daniels N y N y y y y y OKLAHOMA 23 Kazen N y y y y y y y 'Drinan y y N y y y y N 15 Patten y y N y y y y y I Jonn y y y y ? y y y 24 Mil ... rd ? y y y y .Y y y 5 Cronin y y N y y y ? y NEW MEXICO 2 McSpadclen ? ? ? ? N y 1 y UTAH 6 Harrington y y N y y p y y 1 Lujan N y y y y y y y 3 Albert I McKay y y y y y ? y y 7 ·Macdonald N y N y ·y y y x 2 Runnels N y y y y y ? N 4 §1_.f N y y YNN y y 2 Owens y y N y ? y y N B O'NeHI N y N y ? y y y NEW YORK 5 Jarman N y y y y ? N .; VERMONT 9 Moakley y y N y y y ? N I Pike y ? N y y y y N 6 Camp N y y y N y ? y AL Mallory y y y y y y y y 10 Heckler y y N y ? y y y 2 Grover y y N y y y ? y OIEGON VIRGINIA 11 Burke N y N y y y y N 3 Roncallo y y N y y y ? y I Wyatt y y y y N y 1 y I Downing N y y y y y y y 12 Studd1 y y N y y y y y 4 Lent y Y·N y y y y y 2 Ullman N y ? y N y y y 2 Whitehurst y y y .Y y y N y MICHIGAN 5 Wydler y y N y y y y y 3 Green N y N y y y ? v· 3 Satterfield N y y y y Y N N I Conyers y y N y y p y N 6 Wolff y y N y y ·Y y N 4 Dellenback y y 1 y y y y y 4 Daniel, R. w. N y y y y y N y · 2 fach y y y y y y y y 7 Addobbo y y N y y y y y PfNNSYLVANA 5 Doniel, w. c. N y y y y YNN 3 Brown N y N y y y y y B Rosenthal y y N y y y y N I Barrell N y N y y ? y N 6 Butler N y y y y y N y 4 Hutchin.son N y y y N y y y 9 Delaney N y N y y y y y 2 Nix N y N y y y y y 7 Robinson N y y y y y N y S Vander V...,n y y N y y y y y 10 Bioggi N ? N y ? y y N 3 Green y y N y y y y y 8 Porris y y N y y y N y 6 Chamberlain N y N y N y y y 11 8raKO ? ?· ? ? ? ? ? ? 4 6lberg y ? N y y y y N 9 Wampler N y y y y y y y 7 Riegle y v·N y ? y y y 12 Chisholm ? y N y y y y y 5 Ware y y y Y N N y y .10 Broyhill N YN y y 1 N y I Traxler y y y y y y y y 13 Podell y y N ? ? ? ? ? 6 Yatron N Y'N y y y y y WASHINGTON 9 Vander Jogt N y y y y y y y 14 R-ney ? ? ? ? ? ? ? y 7 Williams ? ? ? y y N y y 1 Pritchard .y ·y y y y y y y 10 Cederberg N y y y N N y y 1~ ? ? N y ? ? ? .; 8 Riester y y N y N y y y 2 Meeds y y N y y y y y 11 Ruppe N y y y N y y y 16 Holliman y y N y y y y N 9 Shu.st er ? N y y y ? y y 3 Hon1en ? y N ? y y ? ? 12 O'Hara N y y y y y ? N 17 Murphy ? y N y y ? y y IO McDade y y N y y y y y 4 McCa,,_k y y N y y y y y 13 Diggs y y N y ? 1 y p 18 Koch y y N y y y y y 11 Rood N y N y y y y y s l'oley y y y y y y y y 14 Nedzi N ? N ? y y y N 19 Rangel y y N y y y y y 12 Murtha N y N y y y y y 6 Hicks y y N y y y y N 15 Ford N ? ? y y y y N 20 Abzug y y N y y y y N 13 Coughlin y y N y y y y y 7 Adoms y y N y y y y ? 16 Dingell N y N y y y y N 21 Badillo y y N y y y y N 14 Moorh-d y y N y y y ? y WEST VIRGINA 17 Griffiths N Y'N y y y ? N 22 Bingham y y N' y y y y N 15 R-ney y y N y y y y y 1 Mollohan ? y y y y y y y 18 Huber N ? ? y y N y N 23 Peyser y y N y y y y y 16 Eshleman y y y y y ? ? T 2 Stoggen N y N y y y y y 19 Broomfield y y y y N y y y 24 Re<d y ? ? y ? ? ? y 17 Schneebeli N y y y N y y y 3 Slock N y N y y y y y MINNESOTA 2.5 Fi.<h y y N y y y y· y 18 Heinz y y y y y y ? y 4 Hechler N y N y y y y N ·I Quie y y y y N y y y 26 Gilman y y N y y y y y 19 Goodling N N y YNNN y WISCONSIN 2 NeL<en N y y y N N y y 27 Robi.<on y y N Y N N y y 20 Gaydos N Y N, y y y y N I Aspin y y N ? y y y N 3 Frenzel N y y y y y y y 28 Stratton y y N y y y y N 21 0...1 N y N y ? . y y N 2 Ka1tenmeier y y N y y y y N 4 Karth y y N y y y y N 29 King N y y y y y y y 22 Morgan N y N y y y y y 3 Thomson N y y y y y y y .5 Fraser y y N y y y y y 30 McEwen y y ? y N N y y 23 John.<on y y y y y y y y 4 Zablocki y y N y N y y N 6 Zwoch y y y y N y y ? 31 Mitchell y y N y y y y y 24 Vigorito N y N y ? y y y 5 Reuss y y N y y y y y 7 Be<gland y y N y y y y N 32 Hanley y y N y y y y N 25 Oark N y N y y y 1 y 6 Stei11er y y y y y y y y e Blatnik ? y N ? ? y y y 33 Walsh y y N y y y y y RHODE ISLAND 7 Obey y y N y y y y N Ml SSISSIP!'I 34 Horton y y N y y y y· y 1 51 Germain y y N y y y y y 8 Froehlich N y y y y y y y .1 Whitt.n N y N y N y y y 35 Conable ·y y N y N y ? y 2 Tieman y y N y y y y N 9 Davi.< N y y y NNN y 2 Bowen y y y y N y y N 36 Smith y y N y N ? y y SOUTH CAROlJNA WYOMING 

3 Montgomery N y y N N N N y 37 Dul1ki N ' y N y y y I Davis N y N y y y y y Al a.ncolio y y N y y y y y 

O.mocrato Repu bliconttf.o 
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CONFRONTATIONS WITH .FORD CHIEF ISSUES IN 1975 
The 1975 legislative year was marked by a pervasive 

spirit of confrontation between Congress and President 
Ford. In his relationship with the Democratic-controlled 
Congress, Ford employed his veto power with a frequency 
not seen since the administration of Harry S Truman. 
Consequently, many of the key votes in 1975' carrie not on 
legislative proposals themselves, but on attempts to 
override the President's vetoes. 

Other crucial votes that were not override attempts 
nevertheless derived their significance from the clash 
between the executive and legislative branches. For the 
first time, both houses of Congrrss passed bills to establish 
a consumer protection agency. But the 208-199 House vote 
passing it actually represented a defeat for the bill's sup­
porters, since the nine-vote margin of passage fell far short 
of the two-thirds majority needed to override an expected 
White House veto. In two votes on similar bills in previous 
years, the House had strongly supported the legislation. 

Fear of a veto also prompted Senate leaders to 
withhold from the President until the 1976 session an om­
nibus rail reorganization bill that had been cleared by 
Congress at the end of the. session. 

The President did sign some legislation containing 
provisions he did not like, but only after complicated dicker­
ing involving concessions from both sides. In the last week 
of the session he vetoed a popular tax cut extension, but 
then accepted a compromise two days later that containerl a 
token promise by Congress to limit federal spending. And 
he waited until the last minute to sign omnibus energy 
legislation, debated by Congress for the entire year, which 
included a controversial extension of oil price controls. 

Ford reversed an earlier position when he vetoed a bill 
that would have permitted unions to picket an entire con­
struction site over a dispute with a single contractor on the 
site. The bill was approved by Congress after years of lob­
bying by organized labor. One fallout from Ford's changevf 
heart was the resignation Jan. 14 of Labor Secretary John 
T. Dunlop, who actively supported the bill. (Story, p. 75) 

.Economy 
The economy, an area that polls showed was th~ major 

worry of constituents in 1975, received priority con­
gressional attention. In an attempt to stimulate .the 
economy, Congress early in the session approved a $22.8-
billion tax cut for 1975. At the end of the year, with an elec­
tion year approaching and the economy recovering slowly, 
the tax cut was extended through the first six months of 
1976. . 

To meet pressing needs in specific sectors of the 
econoniy; Congress cleared bills providing emergency funds 
for jobs and housing. But Ford vetoed those bills as too ex­
pensive and the vetoes were sustained in several key votes 
taken by the House. 

Energy 
After a two-year effort, Congress finally was able to 

enact a national energy bill that was intended to promote 

~ 
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U.S. energy independence. Congress and the administration 
were able to agree on a compromise version after going back· 
and forth all year on the issue of oil price controls. After a 
crucial vote in July when the House rejected a price rollback 
proposal, Congress near the end of the session cleared a bill 
that included a continuation of all price controls for three 
years. The Senate in 1975 moved in the other direction by 
approving legislation to end federal controls on the prices of 
new natural gas sold in interstate commerce. 

One effect of the fuel crisis was to subject energy 
producing companies to closer scrutiny by Congress. After 
years of unsuccessful attempts, an aggressive Democratic 
bloc was able to force repeal of the tax depletion allow­
ance for oil and gas producers. Later in the year, the 
Senate threw a .scare into the oil industry by falling just 
short of approving an amendment to force oil companies to 
divest themselves of some of their holdings. 

Foreign Policy 
The administration and Congress traded victories in 

legislative struggles over foreign policy. In two important 
votes, the Senate met administration requests by agreeing 
to a partial lifting of an embargo on arms sales to Turkey 
and by au.thorizing the stationing of American civilians to 
monitor the Egyptian-Israeli truce arranged by Secretary 
of State Henry A. Kissinger. 

But -in a direct challenge to administration polic~·. the 
Senate approved an amendment barring the· use of Defense 
Department funds for U.S. activities in Angola or for aid to 
any of the factions involved in the civil war there. The 
House proved equally obstreperous, voting to bar the use of 
funds for negotiations on a new treaty with Panama that 
could weaken the American hold on the Panama Canal. In 
April the House refused to go along initially with Ford's re­
quest for funds to pay for the U.S. evacuation from Viet­
nam and for humanitarian assistance to Vietnamese 
refugees who were resettled in the United States. 

How Votes Were Selected 
Congressional Quarterly each year selects a series 

of key votes on major issues. · 
Selection or Issues. An issue is judged by the ex-

tent it represents one cir more of the following: 
•A matter of major controversy. 
•A test of presidential or political power. 
•A decision of potentially great impact on the na­

tion and lives of Americans. 
Selection or Votes. For each series of related votes 

on an issue, only one key vote is ordinarily chosen. This 
vote is the roll call, or recorded vote in the House, that 
in the opinion of Congressional Quarterly was the most 
important in determining. the outcome. 

In the descriptions of the key votes, the designa­
tion ND denotes northern Democrats and SD denotes 
southern Democrats. 
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Education 
Two of the three successful veto overrides in 1975 came 

on education-related bills. In September both Houses voted 
overwhelmingly to reject the President's veto of an educa­
tion appropriations bill; the following month, again with 
relative ease, the House and Senate overrode a veto of a bill 
extending and broadening the school lunch program. 

With an election year approaching and public senti­
ment against forced busing of school children increasing, 
several northern Democrats surprised busing supporters by 
joining traditional busing foes to pass the strongest anti­
busing language yet approved by Congress. Although the 
appropriations bill containing the language eventually was 
vetoed by Ford for other reasons, the Senate vote signified a 
major congressional shift on busing. 

In pastyears, the Senate had served as a moderating 
check on stringent anti-busing amendments coming from 
the House. · 

Senate Key Votes 
I. SENATE FILIBUSTER RULE. Advocates of a 

change in Senate Rule 22, governing the use of the 
filibuster, in 1975 succeeded after a long and arduous 
legislative struggle in making it easier to terminate Senate 
debates (invoke cloture). A key vote in the effort to reduce 
the number of votes needed to invoke cloture occurred 
March 5 when the Senate, by a 73-21 roll call, obtained the 
two-thirds majority under the old rule-in effect with only 
minor change since 1917-to end a two-week filibuster led 
by Sen. James B. Allen (D Ala.) against any rules change. It 
was the first time the Senate had ever invoked cloture on 
an attempt to change the cloture rule. Similar efforts to 
change Rule 22 had been made at the beginning of every 
Congress but one since 1959. Filibuster reformers, led by 
Sen. Walter F. Mondale (D Minn.) and Sen. James B. 
Pearson (R Kan.), received 10 votes more than the two­
thirds. majority of senators present and voting that they 
needed: R 23-14; D 50-7 (ND 41-0; SD 9-7). They received 
strong support from northern Democrats and moderate 
Republicans for a compromise that allowed a vote of three-

. fifths of the entire Senate membership (60 with no vacan­
cies) to cut off debate. Just as significant, however, was the 
vote of southern Democrats, traditionally the strongest 
backers of the existing filibuster rule. They voted 9-7 in · 
favor of ending Allen's filibuster. The three-fifths com­
promise did not apply to changes in the Senate rules 
themselves. In those cases, the old two-thirds requirement 
still prevailed. The Senate March 7 took another cloture 
vote that, by an identical 73-21 margin, at last brought up 
for a final \'Ote the compromise that had been proposed by 
the Senate leadership to gain enough support to end Allen's 
filibuster. The compromise then was adopted March 7 by 
the comfortable margin of 56-27. 

2. 1975 TAX CuT. By a wide 45-16 margin, the Senate 
March 26 accepted a compromise $22.8-billion tax cut 
measure (HR 2166-PL 94-12) to help jolt the U.S. economy 
out of the recession: R 11-14; D 34-2 (ND 29-0; SD 5-2). The 
final version was the Senate's work to a large extent. After 
the Senate had rewritten the House-passed bill, Finance 
Committee Chairman Russell B. Long (D La.) with the 
backing of the other Senate conferees had forced the House . ~ . 

to accept many of the Senate-attached provis.ipns. Although 
·House-Senate conferees on the bill cut the Senate's $30.4-
billion tax reduction recommendations to $22.8-billion, they 
preserved other Senate additions in modified form. Those 
ineluded a 5 per cent h'omebuyers' tax credit, federal bonus 
payments to Social Security recipients and an exemption 
from the depletion allowance repeal provision for small oil 
and gas producers. Although other Senate proposals were 
dropped or curtailed, the compromise measure encountered 
little resistance as the Senate rushed it to President Ford 
before Congress recessed for Easter. 

3. ARMS TO TURKEY. In a major legislative 
victory for the Ford administration in foreign policy, the 
Senate voted May 19 to permit the President to resume, on 
a conditional basis, arms sales and aid to Turkey. The 
narrowness of the vote on the bill (S 846)-41-40-reflected 
the continuing division in Congress on the issue: R 26-10; D 
15-30 (ND 6-25; SD 9-5). An embargo on all military aid had 
been passed by Congress in 1974 and went into effect Feb. 5, 
1975, over administration objections. Opposition to an eas­
ing of the embargo was even stronger in the House, and on 
July 24 it rejected, 206-223, a revised version of the Senate's 
bill. Throughout the summer proponents of the embargo 
were able to sidetrack efforts to reverse the July 24 vote. 
However, the Ankara government's hostile reaction to the 
House decision-reflected in its .action in August closing 
most U.S. military bases in Turkey-subsequently forced 
the House to reconsider the vote. On Oct. 2 it approved a 
new bill (S 2230) by a vote of 237cl 76. The final bill (PL 94-
104) only partially lifted the embargo. 

4. DEFENSE DEPARTMENT BUDGET. In the 
first meaningful test of the effectivene:3s of the new con­
gressional budget process designed to give Congress greater 
control over legislative decisions affecting federal spending, 

·the Senate Aug. 1, by a 42-48 vote, rejected the House-
Senate conference v.ersion of the fiscal 1976 military 
procurement bill (HR 6674-PL 94"106). Before t.he vote, 
Senate Budget Committee Chairman Edmund S. Muskie 
(D Maine) had declared that approval of the bill would 
"inevitably bust the budget target for national defense." 
Muskie said the $100.7-billion ceiling on defense budget 
authority approved by Congress May 14 in its first fiscal 
1976 budget resolution would be exceeded by $700-million. 
The committee's ranking Republican, Henry Bellmon 
(Okla.), and other influential Republicans joined Muskie in 
ari unusual alliance against Armed Services Chairman John 
C. Stennis (D Miss.). Bellmon said he supported a strong 
national defense, but added that the nation "must be 
prepared economically as well· as militarily." The con­
ference version was opposed by 12 Republicans and 36 
Democrats (29 ND, 7 SD) and supported by 21 Republicans 
and 21 Democrats (11 ND, 10 SD). On Sept. 26 Congress 
cleared HR 6674 after a second conference was convened 
that pared $250-million from the initial conference figure of 
$25,763,383,000 for weapons procurement and development. 

5. SCHOOL BUSING. A major turnaround on the 
issue of forced busing of school children occurred in the 
Senate during 1975 when several northern Democrats, who 
in the past had defended federal mandates on busing, joined 
traditional busing foes to approve the toughest anti-busing 
language yet adopted by Congress. The key vote came on an 
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amendment by northern Democrat Joe Biden (Del.) to the. 
fiscal 1976 Labor-Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) 
appropriations pill (HR 8069) to prohibit HEW from using 
federal funds to force school districts to assign students and 
teachers to certain schools on the basis of race. The amend­
ment was adopted 50-43: R 20-15; D 30-28. (ND 14-26; 
SD 16-2); Of the 14 northern Democrats who voted for the 
amendment, only four had supported anti-busing 
amendments in 1974. Ultimately, Congress settled on an 
even stronger Senate anti-busing amendment, but its enact­
ment was left in doubt when President Ford vetoed the 
appropriations bill on other grounds-that it was too ex pen-

. sive. Initial northern Democratic support of the Biden 
amendment indicated that the Senate would reverse the 
position it had taken in previous years of always 
moderating stronger House anti-busing amendments and 
join the House and ·the President in· opposing further 
busing. 

6. NATURAL GAS PRICES. For the first time since 
Hl56, the Senate in 1975 passed legislation (S 2310) to end 
federal controls on the price of new natural gas sold in in­
terstate commerce. Backed by the Ford administration, ad­
vocates of deregulation took advantage of the opportunity 
presented by an emergency natural gas measure to win 
approval of deregulation provisions. The key vote on the 
issue came on a procedural motion, a motion to table-and 
therehy kill-a proposal to combine the emergency and 
long-range deregulation provisions. Senate Democratic 
leaders intended to keep the controversial question of 
deregulation separate from the emergency bill, which 
provided for a temporary exemption from federal regula­
tion for certain pipelines otherwise unable to obtain suf­
ficient supplies of natural gas during the predicted severe 
shortages of the winter of 1975-76. But the full Senate 
frustrated this plan by refusing, 45-50, to adopt the tabling 
motion that would have killed the proposal combining the 

. ·two approaches: R 5-33; D 40-17 '(ND 35-5; SD 5-12). This 
·vote demonstrated that deregulation advocates had the 
strength necessary to win Senate approval of the combined 
measure. The Senate subsequently voted 50-41 to combine 
the two parts, and then passed the bill 58-32. The House 
did not act on the bill in 1975. · 

7. CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS. A Senate 
vote Oct. 7 overriding President Ford's veto of legislation 
(HR 4222-PL 94-105) amending and extending the school 
lunch and other child nutrition programs marked the third 
successful override of a veto in 1975. Majorities from both 
parties voted to override on the 79-13 vote: R 20-13; D 59-0 
(ND 41-0; SD 18-0). The Senate vote followed the House's 
overwhelming 397-18 vote, which was 120 votes more than 
the necessary two-thirds majority and the largest override 
margin of 1975. The bill extended all child nutrition 
programs and made the school breakfast program per­
manent. In addition, ii expanded the school lunch a.nd 
breakfast programs to include residential institutions for 
children, increased the income eligibility level for reduced­
price lunches-those costing a maximum of 20 cents-and 
made children of unemployed parents eligible for free and 
reduced-price lunches. Ford had vetoed the measure Oct. 3, 
saying it extended federal subsidies to non-ne~dy children 

-by increasing the eligibility level for. reduced-price lunches 
and that it exceeded his budget request by $1.2-billion. The 
bill also retained the categorical approach to child nutrition 
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programs instead of Ford's recommendation favoring a 
block-grant program. · 

8. OIL COMPANY DIVESTITURE. Advocates of 
proposals to force ·the nation's major oil companies to di­
vest themselves of some of their holdings in order to con­
fine them to only one function of the petroleum industry­
production, refining, transportation or marketing-demon­
strated surprising strength in 1975. During Senate 
consideration of the natural gas bill (S 2310), an amend­
ment was proposed to force oil companies to divest 
themselves of such vertically integrated holdings, holdings 
encompassing all aspects of the industry. The amend­
ment was rejected 45-54: R 6-31; D 39-23 (ND 35-9; 
SD 4-14 ), but advocates of divestiture were encouraged by 
their strong showing and promised to continue to press 
for such proposals in 1976. 

9. SINAI ACCORD. After rejecting a number of 
restrictive amendments, the Senate Oct. 9 passed a joint 
resolution (H J Res 683-PL 94-110) authorizing the 
stationing of up to 200 American civilians to monitor an 
Egyptian-Israeli early warning system in the Sinai to main­
tain an uneasy peace in that part of the Middle East. The 
vote was 70-18: R 29-6; D 41-12 (ND 27-9; SD 14-3). The 
final vote came after more than a month of deliberation on 
the proposal, which had been part of the interim peace ac­
cord between the two countries negotiated by Secretary of 
State Henry A. Kissinger in August. There were fears ex­
pressed during the Senate debate that approval of the 
civilian monitors might imply approval of other promises to 
the two nations or might represent the first step of a grow­
ing U.S. commitment or presence in the Middle East. But 
Ford and Kissinger said the Cairo and Tel Aviv 
governments had insisted on the presence of the American 
monitors as a condition to signing the interim peace accord, 
which the administration said offered the best prospects for 
peace in the area . 

10. OPEN MEETINGS. In a rebuff to its old guard, 
the Senate Nov. 5 overwhelmingly rejected., 16-77, an at­
tempt to water down a proposed rules change opening 
most Senate committee sessions to the public: R 8-28; D 
8-49 (ND 4-36; SD 4-13). The key vote came on an amend­
ment that would have substituted a Senate Rules and Ad­
ministration Committee version for the open meetings 
measure (S Res 9) that had been reported unanimously by 
the Government Operations Committee. The original 
recommendatiori required all committees to convene their 
meetings, including bill-writing sessions, in public, and 
placed the burden on each committee to show why a meet­
ing should subsequently be closed; the substitute written 
by the rules committee-chiefly by Chairman Howard 
W. Cannon (D Nev.) and Senate Majority Whip Robert C. 

·Byrd (D \V .Va.)-would have allowed each committee to set 
its own rules for open meetings at the beginning of each 
session. Lawton Chiles (D Fla.) and William V. Roth Jr. (R 
Del.), sponsors of the open meetings rule and long-time sup­
porters of "government in the sunshine" regulations, 
protested that the rules committee version essentially 
gutted their proposal by allowing a committee to adopt a 
closed meeting policy if it wished. Cannon and Byrd pointed 
out that their version would require no committee to close 
its meetings and said it would allow individual committees 
to adopt rules suitable to their responsibilities. The Senate 
went on to pass unanimously the Chiles-Roth measure, 
which also required c·onference committee meetings to be 
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open unless closed by a majority vote of conferees from 
either chamber. 

II. SAFEGUARD ABM SYSTEM. Vindicating those 
who had insisted during the late 1960s that it would be a 
waste of tax dollars to build an anti-ballistic missile (ABM) 
system in the United States, the Senate Nov. 18 by a 52-47 
vote approved a proposal to require the Pentagon to dis­
mantle the Safeguard complex constructed in North Dakota 
at a cost of $6-billion and completed only six weeks earlier. 
The Senate vote: R 9-28; D 43-19 (ND 37-7; SD 6-12), came 
on an amendment offered by Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) 
to the fiscal 1976 defense appropriations bill (HR 9861 ). 
Supporters of the measure argued that the system \vas ob­
solete because ABMs could not deter attacks by multiple­
warhead weapons (MiRVs) developed by the Soviet Union, 
and that the Pentagon planned to mothball the system 
anyway . during fiscal 1977. The amendment left the 
system's missile-tracking radar system intact, a proviso not 
included in a related House ABM amendment adopted Oct. 
2. The House-Senate conference version retained the radar 
system, and both houses approved the conference report on 
HR 9861 in December. 

12. COMMON-SITE PICKETING. Organized labor 
won a significant-if only fleeting-victory Nov. 19 when 
the Senate passed a bill (HR 5900) allowing construction 
and building trades unions to picket an entire construction 
site in protest of a dispute with a single contractor working 

- at that site. The vote on the controversial bill was 52-45: R 
11-25; D 41-20 (ND 39-4; SD 2~16). Earlier in the debate on 
HR 5900 the Senate had invoked cloture on the bill by a 62-
37 vote, two more than the 60 needed to end a filibuster. Led 
by Republicans, the filibuster had been inspired by contrac­
tor groups, employer organizations and the National Right 
To Work Committee, which had staged one of the most in­
tensive lobbying campaigns of the year. The l>rganized 
building and construction trades had been lobbying for 
passage of the bill since 1951, when the Supreme Court 
rule9 that common-site picketing was an illegal secondary 
boycott. President Ford had initially promised to sign the 
bill, and the construction unions thought that with the 
successful Senate vote they had finally won the day. But 
the bill's opponents were aided by presidential politics, and 
Ford Jan. 2 changed his mind and vetoed the measure. 
Statements by Republican presidential contender Ronald 
Reagan that he opposed the bill, and broad hints that Ford 
would lose campaign and financial support if he signed it, 
were seen as factors in his shift. 

13. HIGHWAY TRUST FUND. In an early test of 
Senate views on the future of the Highway Trust Fund, the 
Senate Dec. 12 soundly defeated an effort to allow money 
from the fund, earmarked for highways and some limited 
forms of urban mass transit.to be used without restrictions 
for any mass transit project, urban or rural. The vote came 
on an amendment by Edward M. Kennedy (D Mass.) and 
Lowell P. Weicker Jr. (R Conn.) to a bill (S 2711) extending 
federal highway programs for two years, through fiscal 
197.8. Supporters of the Kennedy-Weicker amendment 
said their proposal allowed states to use mciney from the 
trust fund according to their transportation needs and re­
leased them from a wasteful commitment to unneeded 
highway construction. Opponents· contended that the 
amendment benefitted rural transit at the expense of al­
ready underfunded rural highway programs. The trust 

... 

fund issue should be decided later afte~more careful 
deliberation, they said. Although it came at a time of in­
creasing dissatisfaction with existing federal highway 
programs, the amendment was turned back with relative 
ease, 26-61. Opposition came from majorities of both 
Republicans, 9-21, and Democrats, 17-40 (ND 17-24; SD 
0-16). 

i4. ENERGY POLICY. Capping a long and fractious 
year trying to formulate an energy policy for the nation, 
Congress in December 1975 sent to President Ford an om­
nibus energy policy bill (S 622). Among the elements of this 
measure were new standby powers for the President to use 
in an energy emergency, a new three-year oil price control 
program, provision for the establishment of a strategic 
reserve of oil, energy conservation measures and man­
datory energy efficiency standards for new automobiles. A 
key vote on this measure came when the Senate, by a mar­
gin of only 18 votes, gave its final approval to the bill by a 
58-40 vote: R 8-30; D 50-10 (ND 39-4; SD 11-6). The vote 
reflected the continuing divisions-partisan, political, 
philosophical and geographical-that had characterized 
the year's debate ori the energy crisis. The divisions were 
also clear in the final 236~160 vote by which the House gave 
its approval to the bill. 

15. RAILROAD REORGANIZATION. Agreeing to 
a less expensive revitalization of the nation's railroads than 
originally proposed in the hope of gaining the President's 
concurrence, the Senate Dec. 19 gave final approval to a 
landmark bill (S 2718) providing $6.5-billion in aid, $2.l­
billion less than the Senate had favored when it originally 
passed the bill. The House version had authorized the 
spending of $5.7-billion for reorganizing the railroads. The 
final vote on the bill was 51-29: R 13-18; D 38-11 (ND 32-5; 
SD 6-6). The Ford administration had announced that it 
would veto the Senate's original version authorizing $8.6-
billion. The Senate had rejected by a 42-43 vote an 
administration-backed amendment offered by James B. 
Pearson (R Kan.) to reduce the overall amount by $900-
million. In addition to providing funds for grants and loans 
to the nation's railroads, S 2718 significantly lessened the 
Interstate Commerce Commission's regulatory control over 
railroad rates and routes, a provision actively sought by 
Ford. 

16. ANGOLAN INVOLVEMENT. Upset about dis­
closures late in 1975 of covert U.S .. funding, the Senate Dec. 
19 adopted an amendment to the fiscal 1976 Defense 
Department appropriations bill (HR 9861) banning U.S. 
funding of any activities involving Angola except intelli­
gence gathering. The vote on the amendment, sponsored 
by John V. Tunney. (D Calif.), was 54-22: R 16-15; D 
38-7 (ND 34-0; SD 4-7). Its effect was to prevent the 
channeling uf funds in the bill by the CIA to either of the 
two factions in the Angolan civil war that had been sup­
ported by the United States. A third faction was backed by 
the Soviet Union. The fight over the funds prevented final 
action in 1975 on the appropriations bill because the session 
adjourned before the House could take up the issue. Sup­
porters of the amendment were upset by the covert funding 
and by U.S. involvement generally, which they said could 
draw the United States into a Vietnam-type war. The Ford 
administration contended that a U.S. response to the Soviet 
presence was essential in an area that the White House 
maintained was vital to U.S. interests . 
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· House Key Votes 

I. DEPLETION REPEAL. With a determined 
Democratic. Caucus forcing the issue, the House Feb. 27 
voted 248-163 to repeal the percentage depletion allowance 
for oil and gas producers. Impatient for the House to take a 
position on a Jong-standing tax .revision issue, the caucus 
had overruled the House Ways and Means Committee's ob­
jections and approved a proposal to permit consideration by 
the House of a depletion-repeal· amendment to an 
emergency tax cut bill (HR 2166-PL 94-12). After years of 
frustration for critics of the tax preferences given the oil 
and gas industry, the caucus intervention cleared the way 
f11r the first vote ever in the House on a depletion allowance, 
which had been enacted in 1926. At Chairman Al Ullman's 
(D Ore.) urging, the Ways and Means Committee had 
turned down the depletion-repeal proposal, preferring· to 
pmitpone consideration of the issue until after it took up 
energy conservation tax legislation. Not satisfied by that 
promise, Ways and Means liberals led by William J. Green 
(D Pa.) petitioned the caucus to force a floor vote on their 
proposal. The caucus by a 153-98 vote agreed to Green's re­
quest by ordering the House Rules Committee to make de­
pletion-repeal amendments in order during debate on HR 
2166. With newly elected Democrats given a chance to vote 
against an oil industry tax preference they had criticized in 
1974 election campaigns, the House easily adopted Green's 
amendment repealing the 22 per cent allowance, effective in 
1975: R 44-94; D 204-69 (ND 172-17; SD 32-52). After the 
House passed HR 2166, the Senate rewrote the depletion­
repeal provision to exempt independent small producers. 
Although the small producer exemption was whittled down 
in conference, the House accepted that limited continuation 
of oil and gas depletion in adopting the final version by a 
287-125 vote. 

2. VIETNAM AUTHORIZATioN. Fears of in­
advertently permitting future· deployment of U.S. troops in 

. South Vietnam led the House to reject on May 1 the con­
ference report to a bill (HR 6096) that would have belatedly 
authorized President Ford's use of U.S. military forces to 
evacuate Americans and South Vietnamese from Saigon. 
The evacuation was completed just before the Communists 
took over the city April 30. The vote was 162-246 against the 
final ".ersion: R 90-46; D 72-200 (ND 41-148; SD 31-52). 
Besides the troop authority, the bill would have authorized 
$327-million for the costs of the evacuation from Saigon and 
for humanitarian assistance to thousands of refugees who 
fled to the United States. Opponents of the bill argued that 
the troop a,uthority no longer was necessary because the 
evacuation had been completed. They also said the bill, if 
approved, could have been cited as authority for troop use 
abroad by a future President. They also contended that 
the needs of the refugees and the administration's plans for 
helping them were so vague that it was necessary to delay 
the authorization for humanitarian aid until more informa­
tion was available. The Ford administration had said the 

· authorization was necessary to pay for the evacuation and 
provide minimum care for the refugees. Congress subse­
quently passed another bill (HR 6755-PL 94-23) authoriz­
ing $455-million for assistance for the Vietnamese and 
Cambodian refl)gees. 

3. EMERGENCY FARM BILL. By a 245-182 vote, 
the House May 13 failed to override President Ford's veto of 
emergency farm legislation (HR 4296). The bill was the first 
on which Congress took an override vote in 1975. The vote 
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fell 40 short of the two-thirds majority necessarv to 
override. It had followed one of the most intensive lobbying 
efforts of the year. Consumer and farm groups were divided 
on the bill, and a strong administration effort against it 
succeeded in eroding what meager Republican support ex­
isted. Only 47 Republicans had voted for the bill on House 
passage March 20; and that number dropped to 33 on the 
override vote: R 33-111; D 212-71(ND137-56; SD 75-15). The 
bill would have raised price supports for the 1975 crops of 
wheat, cotton, corn and other feed grains and provided for 
quarterly adjustments in dairy price supports. Supporters 
said the bill was needed to save farmers from a potential 
cost-price squeeze, but President Ford vetoed. the bill May 1 
saying it would add $1.8-biJlion to the fiscal 1976 federal 
deficit and would undermine existing market-oriented farm 
policies. 

4. EMERGENCY JOBS. The Democratic leadership 
and organized labor suffered a major defeat June 4 when 
the House upheld President Ford's veto of a $5.3-billion 
emergency jobs appropriations bill (HR 4481) on a 277-145 
vote. As the Democrats' primary proposal for putting Amer­
icans back to work, the bill would have created at least 
one million temporary jobs in both the public and private 
sectors. Ford said he vetoed the bill because the additional 
spending could have exacerbated the nation's inflation. 
Although the House had adopted the final conference ver­
sion by 25 votes more than needed to override, 22 Demo­
crats subsequently switched positions and opposed 
their party's leadership on the crucial override vote. The 
Democrats' failure to override the veto was one of four 
ft:tile attempts in the first half of the year that ended 
Republican fears of a "veto-proof" Congress. It demon­
strated that a cohesive Republican minority could sustain 
a veto on any legislation on which a small group of Demo­
crats sided with the administration: R 19-123; D 258-
22 (ND 192-4; SD 66-18). 

5. STRIP MINING. For the second consecutive year, 
a veto by President Ford blocked environmentalists' efforts 
to win enactment of a bill setting up one uniform law 
providing national standards for the surface mining of coal 
and the reclamation of strip-mined lands. The key vote on 
the issue in 1975 came June IO when the House fell three 
votes short of the two-thirds margin necessary to override 
Ford's veto of the bill (HR 25). Ford said he vetoed the 1975 
version because he feared that it would make coal strip 
mining too costly for many operators, resulting in the clos­
ing of mines, a loss of coal mining jobs and a drop in the 
volume of coal produced. All these would unduly aggravate · 
the nation's energy and economic problems, he said: The 
vote to override the veto was 278-143: R 56-86; D 222-57 (ND 
185-9; SD 37-48). A shift of three votes from "nay" to "yea" 
would have enacted the bill. Ford had pocket-vetoed the 
1974 predecessor to HR 25 . .In 1975 HR 25 moved quickly 
through the legislative process, approved in March by the 
Senate, 84-13; and by the House, 333-86. In May the Senate 
by voice vote and the House by a vote of 293-115 sent the 
final version of the bill to the White House. But by June 10, 
when the House voted on the override attempt, an intensive 
lobbying effort by the administration, the coal industry and 
electric utilities, which purchase large quantities of coal, 
had succeeded in eroding enough support for the bill to deny 
it the necessary two-thirds margin. 

6. GASOLINE TAX. In a stunning 345-72 vote, the 
House June 11 scuttled a standby 20 cents per gallon· gas­
oline tax on which the Ways and Means Committee had 
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built a congressional energy conservation program (HR 
6860). In recommending the 20 cents per gallon tax, to be 
automatically triggered when gasoline consumption started 
rising again, Ways and Means Democrats badly misjudged 
their colleagues' resistance to legislation that would assign 
the primary energy conservation burden to Hie auto-driving 
public. Many members had campaigned against gasoline 
tax increases in 1974 congressional elections, arid President 
Ford had publicly opposed that proposal when broached by 
administration energy advisers. But in searching for a 
Democratic alternative to Ford's plan for across-the-board 
oil and gas price increases, Ways and Means Democrats 
nonetheless settled on a gasoline tax as the primary provi­
sion of their plan to curb U.S. reliance on imported 
petroleum. That decision doomed their program. In 
adopting Ways and Means Democrat Fortney H. (Pete) 
Stark's (Calif.) amendment to delete the 20 cent gasoline · 
tax, the House underscored members' resistance to tough 
and unpopular energy conservation steps: R 134-5; D 211-67 
(ND 138-56; SD 73-11). The momentum against gasoline 
taxes carried over as the House took out of the bill a com­
panion three cents per gallon tax to financ~ an energy trust 
fund. Although th.e House finally passed the Ways and 
Means bill in stripped down form, the Senate Finance Com­
mittee let the measure languish for the rest of 1975. 

7. EMERGENCY HOUSING AID. Falling 16 votes 
short of the required two-thirds majority, the House June 
25 sustained hy a 268-157 vote the President's veto of 
emergency hou~irig legislation (HR 4485). The bill, pushed 
by the House Democratic leadership as part of.its proposed 
economic recovery package, was designed to stimulate the 
slumping housing industry by providing new federal 
mortgage and housing downpayment subsidies. Several . 
House Democrats influential in the housing area opposed 
HR 4485 as unrealistic and helped to undermine the 
override attempt by developing an administration-backed 
alternative bill. The override vote followed party lines, but 
Republicans picked up enough Democratic votes to provide 
Ford with a victory: R 19-122; D 249-35 (ND 186-9; SD 63-
26). After the unsuccessful override attempt, the House and 
Senate gave speedy. approval to the alternative measure 
(HR, 5398-PL 94-50) that dropped several subsid'y 
programs included in HR 4485. The new bill authorized the 
federal government to buy up mortgages at subsidized in­
terest rates, freeing private funds for mortgage lending at 
below-market rates. 

8. PANAMA CANAL. In a vote that could have 
sabotag-ed the State Departm·ent's negotiations with 
Panama on a new treaty governing the.Panama Canal, the 
House June 26 adopted an amendment to the fiscal 1976 
State, Justice, Commerce Appropriations bill (HR 
8121-PL 94-121) expressing its dissatisfaction with the 
direction of those talks. The amendment, sponsored by 
M. G .. (Gene) Snyder (R Ky.), would have prohibited the use 
of any funds in HR 8121 for negotiating any changes in the 
status of the Panama Canal and Canal Zone that would 
"surrender or relinquish". any U.S. rights. It was adopted, 
after heated debate, by a vote of 246-164: R 106-33; D 140-
t:il (ND 71-118; SD. 69-13) .. Talks with Panama were 
proceeding under a statement of principles that called for 
U.S. relinquishment of its perpetual sovereignty over the 
canal. Administration spokesmen contended that a new 
treaty was vital to future relations with Panama and the 
rest of Latin America as well as to ensure continued access 

.... 

to the canal. Supporters of the amendme~ said the canal 
· was too vital to U.S. interests to turn it over to Panamanian 
control. After several House-Senate confrontations on the 
issue, Congress approved a modified version stating that 
any new treaty must "protect U.S. vital interests" in the 
canal and the Canal Zone. 

9. OIL PRICE CONTROLS. The single most con­
troversial energy issue in 1975 was the matter of oil price 
controls: Should the federal government continue to set 
ceilings on prices for oil produced in the United States? 
The Democratic leadership's primary concern was with ris­
ing prices, and they tended to argue for continuing the 
price controls. But the Ford administration, alarmed by the 
nation's dependence on imported oil, argued that these con­
trols should be eliminated immediately or phased out over 
several years. Wrangli·ng over the issue consumed weeks of 
congressional debate and revealed deep divisions on the 
matter among various regional and philosophical groups in 
Congress. A key vote illustrating the zig-zag path of 
legislative actions involving this controversy came July 23. 
After days of debate, and after two votes rejecting pro­
posals for phasing out oil price controls, the House voted 
215-199 to drop from its energy policy bill (HR 7014) a re­
quirement that the average price of a barrel of domestic o.il 
he held at $7.50-$8.50, a level requiring a rollback of the 
prices of about one-third of the oil produced in the country 
in 1975: R 125-15; D 90-184 (ND 35-157; SD 55-27). Adoption 
of this amendment removed from the bill all language deal­
ing with oil price controls, which were due to expire Aug. 
31, 1975. The House later reversed this decision and 
approved language setting up a complex four-tier system of 
oil price controls. But the final version of the energy bill 
approved by Congress and signed by Ford contained 
language somewhat similar to that deleted by this key vote .. 
It required the President to adjust the price of domestic oil 
to see that it averaged $7.66 per barrel initially, rising 
gradually over the next three years until oil price controls 
expired early in 1979. · 

10. CONGRESSIONAL PAY RAISES. In a well­
coordinated legislative maneuver, Congress coupled pay 
raises for members and other top government officials, 
effective Oct. 1, with a 5 per cent raise the first year, with 
the annual cost-of-living hikes received by other federal 
workers. The Senate Post Office and Civil Service Com­
mittee tacked the pay provision onto an unrelated bill (HR 
2559-PL 94-82) that already had been passed by the 
House. The Senate July 29 approved the new version, 58-29, 
setting the stage for an intense debate in the House on July 
30 over a resolution (H Res 653) to agree to the Senate 
amendment. After the measure appeared to have been 
defeated by a single vote, at least one member switched and 
the resolution passed, 214-213: R 36-108; D 178-105(ND132-
65; SD 46-40). Previously, members had been required to 
vote separately for each raise, an action they had not taken 
since 1969. Opponents contended that the new procedure 
would allow members to receive regular pay raises without 
having to vote for them. 

11. POSTAL INDEPENDENCE. The House showed its 
dissatisfaction with the way the U.S. Postal Service was be­
ing run by votin'g 267-123 on Sept. 29 to take away the 
financial independence giveri the agency by Congress in the 
1970 Postal Reorganization Act. The vote came on an 
amendment offered by Bill Alexander (D Ark.) to require 
the Postal Service to go to Congress each year for its 
authorizations and appropriations and to deposit its 
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revenues in the U.S. Treasury. The amendment was at­
tached to a bill (HR 8603) to increase the annual Postal Ser­
vice subsidy and make other changes in ·the agency. The 
amendment completely altered the original intent of HR 
8603, which would have left intact the financial in­
dependence of the Postal Service. Proponents of the Alex­
ander amendment pointed to growing postal deficits 
coupled with growing delays in mail deliveries, and said the 
amendment would help restore public accountability of the 
Postal Service. Opponents argued that the amendment 
would pull the rug out from under the 1970 reorganization 
act, which was designed the give the agency independence 
and provide the overhaul needed to modernize the nation's 
mail delivery system. Majorities of both parties voted for 
t_he amendment: R 102-28; D 165-95 (ND 101-79; SD 64-
16). . 

12. CONSUMER PROTECTION AGENCY. Sup­
porters of legislation to set up a new agency to represent 
consumer interests within the federal government were 
surprised and disappointed when the House approved its 
version (HR 7575) Nov. 6 by only a nine-vote margin-far 
short of the two-thirds majority that would be necessary to 

· override an expected veto by President Ford. The vote was 
208-199: R 20-119; D 188-80 (ND 160-25; SD 28-55). The 
Senate had passed its consumer agency bill (S 200) in May 
after overcoming a filibuster that had blocked passage of 
similar measures in two previous congresses. The House 
had approved consumer agency bills in 1971 and 1974 by 
better than 2-1 margins. Observers attributed the poor 
showing in 1975 to a number of factors including intense 
White House and business lobbying against the bill, Presi­
dent· Ford's persistent attacks on big government and an 
upswing in public dissatisfaction with the federal 
bureaucracy. 

13. AID TO NEW YORK CITY. Reflecting the 
widespread opposition to rescuing a city that had- mis­
managed its fiscal affairs for years, the House Dec. 2 
approved legislation (HR 10481~PL 94-143) providing 
federal loans for New York City by a narrow 10-vote 
margin, 213-203. The New York aid issue provoked one of 
the most divisive debates of the legislative year. Those sup­
porting federal help argued that the cpuntry could not allow 
its largest city and financial capital to go bankrupt, while 
opponents objected to using their constituents' tax dollars 
to "bail out" a city that had abandoned fiscal responsibility. 
President Ford stood with the opponents until late 
November when he proposed the federal loan plan after 
New York state took stringent steps to bring the city's 
spending under control. Despite the President's backing, 
only 38 of 138 Republicans and 15 of 86 southern Democrats 
who voted on the House bill supported the loan measure. 
Northern Democrats voted for it by a 160-32 margin. 

14. BUDGET CONTROL. Congress in 1975 completed 
the first use 9f its new budget machinery. It was .a partial 
run-through; the complete provisions of the. Congressional 
Budget and impoundment Control Act of 1974 (PL 93-344) 
were not mandatory until 1976. But Congress implemented 
the key elements of the law in 1975, adopting in the spring a 
resolution containing targets for the fiscal 1976 budget, and 
replacing the targets in the fall with binding limits. The 
second budget resolution (H Con Res 466) set an outlay 
ceiling of $374.9-billion, a revenue floor of $300.8-billion 
and a deficit of $74.1-billion. The measure was passed by 
the Senate Dec. 11 by a comfortable margin of 74-19. But in 
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the key Dec. 12 House vote, the measure barely survived, 
189-187: R 3-126; D 186-61 (ND 147-21; SD 39-40). Conser­
vative Democrats and all but three of 129 voting Republi­
cans, unhappy with the size of the deficit. joined with a 
group of liberal Democrats, who favored higher spending to 
stimulate the economy than that provided· under the 
ceilings, to nearly defeat the resolution. The experiment ran 
into procedural as well as political trouble. Congress' heavy 
schedule of recesses contributed to a delay of almost three 
months in adopting the second resoluti~n. 

15. TAX CUT VETO. In. the year's most politically 
charged vote, House Republicans and southern Democrats 
once more held firm behind President Ford's budget policies 
and upheld his veto of legislation (HR 5559) to extend for six 
months the 1975 tax cut. With Ford's allies taking their 
most politically risky stance among several 1975 veto 
fights, the House Dec. 18, by a 265-157 vote, fell 17 votes 
short of the two-thirds majority needed to override: R 19-
125; D 246-32 (ND 184-6; SD 62-26). As suggested by earlier 
procedural votes on the issue, Republicans and a handful of 
conservative Democrats went down the line in support of 
Ford's demand that extension of the tax cuts be accom­
panied by a $395-billion ceiling on fiscal 1977 federal spend­
ing. That set the stage for hectic maneuvering on the last 
day of the session, Dec. 19, that produced a compromise 
(HR 9968-PL 94-164) coupling an identical six-month tax 
cut extension with a hedged congressional commitment to 
cut fiscal 1977 spending if the tax cuts were extended for 
the remainder of the year. The Dec. 18 failure to overturn 
Ford's veto stunned House Democratic leaders, who had 
predicted that there would be enough Republican defections 
to enact an extension keeping federal income tax 
withholding rates from rising at the end of 1975. Despite 
the risks of a tax increase at the start of an election year, 
however, Ford's supporters held out for some kind of 
spending restraint in the expectation that congressional 
Democrats would not adjourn without agreeing on a com­
promise that would save the tax cut extension. 

16. SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT. By a narrow 11-vote 
margin, the House Dec. 18 went on record against flights to 
and from the United States by the British-French Concorde 
supersonic passenger aircraft. The 199-188 vote came on an 
amendment to a non-controversial airport aid bill (HR 
9771 ). Sponsored by James V. Stanton (D Ohio), the 
amendment barred for six months landings by the Concorde 
at all U.S. airports except Washington's Dulles Interna­
tional Airport, which is federally owned and thus not 
affected by HR 9771. The action came almost five years 
after Congress already had rejected development of an 
American SST. But it had been unsuccessful in two earlier 
1975 attempts, one in the House and one in the Senate, to 
ban the Concorde. Supporters of the amendment had cited 
an environmental impact statement showing that the Con­
corde would emit noise twice as loud as the loudest subsonic 
jet, and that it could deplete the earth's protective ozone 
shield. Although the ban had not been considered by the 
Senate, the vote offered a gauge of congressional sentiment 
to Transportation Secretary William· T. Coleman Jr., who 
had promised to.render a decision on Concorde landings by 
Feb. 4, 1976.· The ban was opposed by a majority of voting 
Republicans, 37-97, and supported by a majority of 
Democrats, 162-91 (ND 134-42; SD 28-49). I 
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... fll.., "I' ltl IO.._ Git ...... ..,"l'ltllO .... Git 

ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen N ? N Y Y N y N Clar~ y y N N y y y 

Spark.man N ? Y Y Y N y N Culver y y N N N y y y 
ALASKA KANSAS 

Gravel y ..... N N N X y N Dole y y N N t N y N 
Stevena y t Y N N y N Pe8r1on y ? y y N N y N 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N N y y y N N N Ford y y y N y x y y 
Goldwater N N y t Y N N N Huddleston y ? y N y y y N 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Bumpers y t y N N. y y y Johnston y ? y N y N y N 
McClellan ? x y y y N y N Long y y ? y y N y N 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
Cranston y y N N N y y y Hathaway y y ? y N y y y 
Tunney y ? N y N NYT Muskie y y y N N Y y y 

COLORADO MARYLAND 
Hart y Y N N N y y y Beel/ y y N N y N y N 
Haskell y y N y y ..... y Mafh/81 y y y N N N y ? 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
R1b1cotr y y N y N y y y Kenned~ x 1 l::j l::j !::l x x y 
Weick er y y N y N .N y N Brooke y ? N N N y y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
81den· y 7 N N y y y y Hart y y y N 7 ..... ? y 
Roth y y N N y N y N Griffin y x y y y N N N 

FLORIDA MINNESOTA 
Ch ii.es y t y N y N y y Humphrey y y ? N N y y y 
Stone y y N y y N y N Mondale x ..... 1 N N y y y 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Nunn y ·? y y y N y N Eastland N X 7 7 y N y N 
Talmadge N ? 7 y y y y N Stennis N N Y y y N y N 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye y y ? y N .Y y y Eaglelo~ y y N N y y y N 
Fong N v y ? N N y N Symington . y ? y y y ? ,,.. N 

.. DAHO MONTANA 
church x 1 l::j l::j l::j :i: x :i: Mans held ..... y N y y y y 
McClure N N Y y y N N N Met call y y 7 N y y y y 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA 
Stevenson )'. y N. N y y y Curlis y ? y y ? N N N 
Percy y .v N x ? N y N Hruska y N y y Y N N N 

INDIANA NEVADA 
Bayh X X N t! t! ..... x x Cannon ..... y y y y y y y 
Hartke y v N N ?·Y y y lsxalf Y X N y y N 7 .N 

Democ~ats Republlcan1 

I. Sen. John A. Durkin (0 N.H.) wss nor sworn In unlll Sepl. 18, 1975, thereby missing 
th.e first live key votes. · 

1. S Res 4. Amend Cloture Rule. Byrd (0 W.Va.) motion to 
invoke cloture, and thus cut off debate, on the Allen (0 Ala.) mo­
lion that the Senate proceed to consider S Res 4. Motion to invoke 
cloture agreed to 73~21: R 23-14; D 50-7 (ND 41-0; SD 9-7), March 5, 
1975. A two-thirds majority vote (63 in. this case) was required 
to invoke cloture. 

2. HR 2166. Tax Reductions. Adoption of the conference report 
on the bill to provide $8.l,billion in 1974 individual income tax 
rebates, cut 1975 federal taxes by $10-billion for individuals and 
$4.8-billion for businesses, repeal the percentage depletion 
allowance for major oil companies. and provide a $50 bonus pay­
ment to each recipient of Social Security, railroad retirement and 
supplemental security income (SS!) benefits. Adopted 45-16: R 11-
14; D 34-2 (NO 29-0; SD 5-2), March 26, 1975. 

3. S 846. Mllltary Aid to Turkey. Passage of the bill to 
authorize the President, on a contingent basis, to resume U.S. 
military aid to Turkey. Passed 41-40: R 26-10; D 15,30 (ND 6-25; SD 
9-5), May 19, 1975. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's 
position. 

4. HR 6674. Military Procurement Authorization. Adoption of 
the conference rt!port on the bill to authorize $31,120,000,000 for 
weapon8 procurement in fiscal 1976 and the three-month transi­
tion period. Rejected 42-48: R 21-12; D 21-36 (ND 11-29; SD 10-7), 
Aug. l, 1975. 
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KEY 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Durkin• y y y 

y Voted for (yea) 

Mcintyre y y N N N y y y ..... Paired lor . 

NEW JERSEY t Announced for. 

W1lllams y y y N y y y· N Voted against (nay). 

Case y y y N N y y y x Paired against. 

NEW MEXICO 
Announced against. 

Montoya y ? N y N N y N 
p Voted "present." 

Domenlcl y y y N y N y N • Voted "present" to avoid 

NEW YORK 
possible conflict of inlerest. 

Buckley• N N y y ? N N N ? Did not vote or otherwi~e 

Jsvlrs y y N ? N y y N 
make a position known. 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Morgan N X 7 y N y y N 
Helms N N y y y N N N 

NORTH DAKOTA .... fll.., "I' Ill IO.._ Git 
Burdick y y N N y y y N 
Young y N y y y N y N. 

OHIO TEXAS 
Glenn y y N N N y y N Bentsen y y N N y N Y N 
Taff t y v N N y N Tower N N y y y N N N 

OKLAHOMA UTAH 
Barffeff N N y y y N N N Moss y y x N N y y y 
Bellman N N y N N N N N Garn 'Y N y y y N ? N 

OREGON VERMONT 
Halt/old y x y N N N Y y Leahy· y y ? N N y y y 

Packwood y 7 y N N N· Y y· Slafford y y y N N y y y 

PENNSYLVANI~ VIRGINIA 
Schweiker y y N N N y y y Byrd'' N N N y y N y N 
scorr y y y y N N y N Scoll N N N y y N N N 

RHODE ISLAND WASHINGTON 
Pastore y y N y N y y y Jackson y y N y y y y y 

Pell y y N ? N y y y Magnuson y y N N y y y y 

SOUTH CAROLINA WEST VIRGINIA 
Hollings x y N N Y y y y . Byrd y y y y y N y N 
Thurmond N N y y y N x N Randolph y ..... N y N y N 

SOUTH DAKOTA WISCONSIN 
Aboure.zk y ? N N N y y y Nelson y y N N Y y y y 
McGovern y ? N N ? y y y Proxmire y y N N y y y y 

TENNESSEE WYOMING 
Baker N v 7 y y N t N McGee y 7 ..... ? N N y N 
Brock N X y y y N 7 N Hansen N N y y y N N N 

·aucl<ley elected ·as Conservativ8. "Byrd elected ss independenr. 

5. HR 8069. Labor-HEW Appropriations, Fiscal 1976. Biden 
(0 Del.) amendment to provide that, except when ordered by a 
federal court, no funds in the bill could be used to require any 
school district to assign teachers or students lo schools or classes 
on the basis of race. Adopted 50-43: R 20-15; D 30-28 (ND 14-26; SD 
16-2), Sept. 17, 1975. . 

6. S 2310. Emergency Natural Gas. Hollings (D S.C.) motion to 
table, and thus kill, the Pearson (R Kan.)cBentsen (0 Texas) sub­
stitute amendment authorizing emergency measures to deal with 
the expected 1975-76 winter shortage of natural gas and providing 
for the phasing out of federal price controls on natural gas sold 
interstate. Rejected 45-50: R 5-33; D 40-17 (ND 35-5; SD 5-12), 
Oct. 2, 1975. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's posi­
tion. 

7. HR 4222. School Lunch and Child Nutrition Programs. 
Passage, over the President's Oct. 3 veto, of the bill to amend and 
extend the federal school lunch and other ~hild nutrition programs. 
Passed (and thus enacting into law) 79-13: R20-l3; D 59-0 (ND 41-0; 
SD 18-0), Oct. 7, 1975. A two-thirds majority vote (62 in this case) is 
required to override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the 
President's position. 

8. S 2310. Emergency Natural Gas. Abourezk (0 S.D.l 
amendment, to the Bentsen (D Texas)-Pearson (R Kan.) substitute 
amendment for the bill, to require major ciil and gas companies to 
divest. themselves of vertically integrated holdings within five 
years so that they operate in only one area-production, refining, 
transportation or marketing. Rejected 45-54: R 6-31; D 39-23 (ND 
35-9; SD 4-14), Oct. 8, 1975. 
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ALABAMA IOWA 
Allen N N N N ? ? N y Clark y· N y y N y y y 

Spark.man ? N N N N y y N Culver y N y y y y y y 
ALASKA KANSAS 

Gravel ? N y y N N y y Dole y N. N N N ? ·7 
Stevens ? y N y N N y y Pearson y N N N ? N y y 

ARIZONA KENTUCKY 
Fannin N N N N N N ? ? Ford y N y y N y y y 
Goldwater N y N N ? N ? -· Huddleston y N y N N y y y 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
Bumpers y N y N N y y y Johnston y N y N N N ? ? 
McClellan y y N. N N y N N Long y y N y N N y N 

CALIFORNIA MAINE 
Cranston y N y y y y y y Hathaway y N y y N y y y 

Tunney y N y v y y y y Muskie y N y y N y YJ 
COLORADO MARYLAND 

Hart y N y. y ·N N N y Beall y N N N N N y N 
Haskell N ? y y N y N y Mathias y N· y y ? N ? ? 

CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS 
Ribicorr y N y y y y y y . !S~!JD~Q~ :r: tj y :r: y y y y 
Welcker y N y y y N y y Brooke y N y y y .y y y 

DELAWARE MICHIGAN 
Biden N N y y y y y y Hart ? N y y y y y y 

Rolh y N N ? y y y y Griffin y y N N N N N N 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA 

Chiles y N N N ? y ? ? Humphrey y N y y y y y 
Slone y N N N N y x t f:L12ndale y N y y N y y 'j) 

GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI 
Nunn y N N N N y N N Eastland y N N N N N ? ? 
Talmadge y y N N N y N ? S1ennis y ? N N N y ? N 

HAWAII MISSOURI 
Inouye v N y y y y y y Eagleton y N y y N y ? ? 
Fong y N N N y N ? ? Symington y ? y y N y y y 

IDAHO MONTANA 
Church y N y y N y ? t Mansfield N N y y N y N y 
Mcclure x N N N N N N N Melcall ? ? y y N y y y 

ILLINOIS NEBRASKA 
Slevenson N N y y N y ..... ? Curtis N ? N N N N N 

. Percy y N y y y y N y Hruska y y N N N N N 
INDIANA NEVADA 

Bayh· ? N y t ? ? ? ? Cannon ? y N N N y ? 
~artke y ' y y N y '? 7 LB•Blt ? N N N N N ? 

Democrats Republlcan1 

9. H J Res 683. Sinai Agreement. Passage of the joint resolu' 
tion to authorize the President to implement the provision in the 
Egyptian-Israeli interim peace accord calling for an early-warning 
system in the Sinai to be monitored by up to 200 American civilian 
rnlunteers. Passed 70-18: R 2!l-6; D 41-12 (ND 27-9; SD 14-3), Oct. 9, 
1975. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

10. S Res 9. Open Senate Committee Meetings. Rules and 
Administration Committee amendment, in the nature of a sub­
stitute for S Res 9, to allow Senate committees individually to 
determine open meeting policies at the beginning of each session 
of Congress. Rejected 16-77: R 8-28; D 8-49 (ND 4-36; SD 4-13), 
Nov. 5, 1975. 

11. HR 9861. Defense Department Aproppropriations, Fiscal 
1976. Kennedy (D Mass.) amendment to dismantle the Safeguard 
anti-ballistic missile (ABM) site in North Dakota except for the 
facilit.v's Perimeter Acquisition. Radar s~·stem. Adopted 52-47: R 
9~28; D 43-19 (ND 37-7; SD 6-12), Nov. 18, 1975. 

12. HR 5900. Common-Site Picketing. Passage of the bill to 
allow common-site picketing on construction sites and to establish 
a gon'rnn1ent-sponsored committee to stabilize collective bargain­
ing in the construction industry. Passed 52-45: R 11-25; D 41-20 (ND 
39-4; SD 2-16), Nov. 19, 1975. 

13. S 2711. Federal-Aid Highway Program. Kennedy (D 
Mass.)-Weicker (R Conn.) amendment to permit states and 
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KEY 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Durkin N N y y N y y y y Voted lor (yea) 

Mcintyre y N y N N y y y ..... Paired for . 

NEW JERSEY t .Announced ror 

Williams y y y y y y y y N Voted against (nay). 

Case y y y y y y y y x Paired againsl 

NEW MEXICO Announced against. 

Montoya y N N y ? N ? ? 
p .Voted "present." 

· Domenic/ y N N N x N N N • Voted "present"' to avoid 

NEW YORK possible conflict of interest. 

Buckley• y y N ? N N y N ? Did not vole or otherwic;e 

Javlts y N y y ..... y y y make a position known. 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Mor.gan y N N N N y N N 
Helms N N N N N N N y 

NORTH DAKOTA O>C> ... ._...,"l'lt'l<O 

Burdick N N N y N y y y ......................... ,_ 

YoUng y y N N N N N N 
OHIO TEXAS 

Glenn y N y N N y y y Bentsen y N y N N N ? ? 
Taff y N N y Fl N N y Tower y N N N N N N N 

OKLAHOMA UTAH 
Bartlett y N N N N N N N Moss y N y y y y y y 
Bellman y N N N N N N N Garn y N N N N N Y 

OREGON VERMONT 
·Harrleld N N y N y N y y Leahy y N y y N y y y 
Packwood y N y y y N N y Sralford y N N Y N y y y 

PENNSYL·VANIA .VIRGINIA 
Schwellcer y N y y N y y y Byrd"" N y N N N N N N 
Seo II y t N N y y y N Scoll N y N N ? N N y 

RHODE ISLAND WASHINGTON 
Pastore - y N y y y y y t Jackson ... y N N y y y y x 
Pell y y y y y y y y Magnuson N N N y N y y y 

SOUTH CAROLINA WEST VIRGINIA 
Hollings N N y N N N y ? Byrd y y N y N y N y 

·Thurmond y N N N N N N N Randolph N N y y N y y y 
SOUTH. DAKOTA WISCONSIN 

Abourezk N N y y y y ? y Nelson y N y N y .Y y y 
McGovern ? N y y y y y y Proxmire y N y y y y N y 

TENNESSEE WYOMING 
Baker y N N N N N N N McGee ? N N Y N N y ..... 
Brock y N N N ? N ? ? Hansen Y N N N N N N N 

·Buckley elected as Conservative. .. Byrd &leered as independenl. 

localities to use non-Interstate H.ighway System mone.vs from the 
Highway Trust Fund for mass transit. Rejected 26-61: R 9-21; D 17-
40 (ND 17-24; SD 0-16), Dec. 12, 1975. 

14. S 622. Energy Policy and Conservation Act. Jackson (D 
Wash.) motion to concur in the. House amendments to the con­
ference version of the bill setting up a national energy policy, which 
included standby emergency powers for the President, creation of a 
national strategic oil reserve, inanadatory fuel efficiency standards 
for automohiles. and continuation of oil price controls. Motion 
agreed to (and thus cleared for the President) 58-40: R 8-30; D 50-10 
(ND 39-4; SD 11-6), Dec. 17, 1975. 

15. S 2718. Railroad Reorganization. Adoption of the con­
ference report on the bill to authorize $6.S-billion in financial 
assistance for the nation's railroads and to lessen federal regula­
tion of the railroad industry by the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission. Adopted 51-29: R 13-18; D 38-11(ND32-5; SD 6-6), Dec. 19, 
1975. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

16. HR 9861. Defense Department Appropriations, Fiscal 
1975. Tunney (D Calif.) amendment, to the amendment reported in 
disagreement bv House-Senate conferees, limiting future U.S. 
activiti~s in An.gola to intelligence gathering. Adopted S4-22: R 
16-15; D 38-7 (ND 34-0; SD 4-7), Dec. 19, 1975. A "nay" was a vote 
supporting the President's position. 

----------------· -·------·--··----------··--··-·-·--·---·-·--·-·-···--·- ··--·----·· --- .. 
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.~ I. HR 2166. Tax Reductions. Green (D Pa.) amendment to repeal 
'f"the 22 per cent depletion allowance on oil and gas income retroac­

tive to Jan. 1, 1975; the depletion allowance would remain available 
. for natural gas sold under federal price regulations until July l, 
1976, or until the price ceiling was increased, and for natural gas 
sold under fixed-price contracts until the price was increased. 
Adopted 248-163: R 44-94; D 204-69 (ND 172-17; SD 32-52), Feb. 27, 

1
1975. A ''nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

. ' ·. ~t 2. HR 
1

6096. South Vietnam Assistance. Adoption of the con-.. ~l ference report o~ th~ bill to authori~e $327-million in fiscal 1~75 
y;~ funds for humanitarian and evacuation programs for South Viet­
. /7. nam and to authorize the President to use U.S. troops in an evacua­

j. tion of U.S. citizens and Vietnamese from the country. Rejected 
fit; 162-246: R 90-46; D 72-200 (ND 41-148; SD 31-52), May 1, 1975, A 
. •(~'·( "yea" was a vote su.pporting the President's position. 
-1.'~j 
'.;'§;;] 3. HR 4296. Agriculture Act Amendments. Passage, over the 
/'.G'. President's May l veto, of the bill to raise target prices and loan 
~-1.?i: rates for 1975 crops of wheat, cotton, corn and other feecl grains 
1. ··.f and to set dairy price supports at 80 per cent of parity with 

·~ •'/ quarterly. adjustments. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's 
~'(> veto) 245-182: R 33-111; D 212-71 (ND 137-56; SD 75-15), May 13, 
~(;;· 1975. A two-thirds majority vote (285 in this case) is required to 
· · ' override a veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's 
'( position. 

ill· 
•\ ·-
.t. 

4. HR 4481. Emergency Jobs Appropriations, Fiscal 1975. 
Passage, over the President's May 29 veto, of the bill to make 
emergency fiscal.1975 appropriations of $5,306,508,000 for several 
federal departments and agencies as a means of creating more than 
one million jobs. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 
277-145: R 19-123; D 258-22 (ND 192-4; SD 66-18), June 4, 1975. A 
two-thirds majority vote (282 in this case) is required to override a 
veto. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

5. HR 25. Strip Mining. Passage, over the President's May 20 
veto, of the bill to prov.ide minimum federal standards for the 
regulation of surface mining and the reclamation of strip,miried 
·1ands. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 278-143: R 56-
86; D 222-57 (ND 185-9; SD 37-48), June 10, 1975. A two-thirds ma­
jority vote (281 in this case) is required to override a veto. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

6. HR 6860. Energy Taxes. Stark (D Calif.) amendment to 
delete provisions that would impose additionat' federal gasoline tax­
es of up to 20 cents a gallon, triggered in any year following a year 
in which U.S. gasoline consumption rose above its 1973 level. 
Adopted 345-72: R 134-5; D 211-67 (ND 138-56; SD 73-11), June 11, 
1975. A "yea" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

1. HR 4485. Emergency Housing Assistance. Passage, over the 
President's June 24 veto, of the bill to provide temporary subsidies 
for purchases of homes by middle-income families and to provide 
federal loans t.o unemployed homeowners unable to meet mortgage 
payments. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 268-157: 
R 19-122; D 249-35 (ND 186-9; SD 63-26), June 25, 1975. A two­
thirds majority vote (284 in this case) is required to override a veto. 
A "nay"· was a vote supporting the President.'s position. 

8. HR 8121. State, Justice, Commerce Appropriations, Fiscal 
1976. Snyder (R Ky.) amendment to prohibit the State Department 
from using funds in the bill for negotiations that would relinquish 
any U.S. rights in the Panama Canal Zone. Adopted 246-164: R 
106-33; D 140-131 (ND 71-118; SD 69-13), June 26, 1975. A "nay" 
was a vote supporting the President's position. 

1. Rep. Shirley N. Pel/is (R Calif.). elected to 1111 the vacancy caused by the death ol 
Rep .. Jerry L. Pettis (R Ca/ii.}, was not sworn In untll May 6, 1975, thereby missing the 
lirst two key votes. ,._ 

KEY 
Y Voted lor (yea) 
""' Paired for. 
t Announced for. 
N Voled against (nay) . 
X Paired against 

Announced against. 
P Voted "present" 
• Voted "present" to avoid 

possible conflict of Interest. 
? Did not vole or otherwise 

make a position known. · 

ALABAMA 
1 Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichols 
4 Bevill 
5 Jones 
& ,Buchanan 
7 Flowers 

ALASKA 
AL Young 
ARIZONA 

1 Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 
4 ·Conlan 

ARKANSAS 

... "'..,""' 11'1 co,... oO 

NYNNNYNY 
NNNNNYNY 
Y N Y N N Y Y Y 
YNYYNYYY 
NYYYV?YY 
N Y N N N Y N Y 
N N Y Y N. Y Y Y 

N N N N N Y Y Y 

N Y N N N ? N N 
Y N Y Y Y N Y N 
N Y N N N Y N Y 
NYNNNYNv 

t Alexander Y Y Y ? N Y Y Y 
2 Mills ? ? Y Y N Y Y Y 
3 Hammerschmldl N N N N N Y Y Y 
4 Thornton N Y Y Y N Y Y Y 

CALIFORNIA 

5 Armstrong 
CONNECTICUT 

1 Cotter 
2 Dodd 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Saras/n 
6 Mollett 

DELAWARE 
AL du Ponl 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Kelly 
6 Young 
7 Gibbons 
8 Haley 
9 Frey 

10 Balalls 
1 t Rogers 
12. Burke 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepper 
15 Fascell 

GEORGIA 
1 Ginn 
2 Mathis 
3 Brinkley 
4 ·Levitas 
5 Young 
6 Flynl 
7 McDonald 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

t 0 Stephens 
HAWAII 

t Matsunaga 
1 Johnson 
2 Clausen 
3 Moss. 

N Y Y Y N y y y 2 Mink 

4 Leggett 
5 Burton, J. 
6 Burton, P. 
7 Miller 
8 Dellums 
9 Stark 

10 Edwards 
t t Ryan 
12 McCloslrer 
13 Minela 
t4 McFall 
t5 Sisk 
16 Tatcoll 
t 7 Krebs 
18 Kelchum 
19 Lagomarsino 
20 Goldwaler 
21 Corman 
22 Moorhead 
23 Rees 
24 Waxman · 
25 Roybal 
26 Rouuelol 
27 Belt 
28 Burke 
29 Hawkins 
30 Danielson 
3t Wilson 
32 Anderson 
33 Clawson 
34 Harmalord 
35 Lloyd 
36 Brown 
37 Petris' 
38 Patlerson 
39 Wlggln1 
40 Hinshaw 
41 Wiison 
42 Van Deerlln 
43 Burgener 
COLORADO 

1 Schroeder 
2 Wirth 
3 Evans 
4 Johnson 
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NYNNYYNY 
y N y y y y y y 
? N N N N Y N Y 
N Y N N Y Y N Y 
??NNNYNY 
Y N Y Y Y N Y N 
N Y N N Y Y N Y 
Y N N. Y Y N N N 
Y N Y Y Y N Y N 
YNNYYYYN 
? Y N N N Y N Y 
Y Y N N Y Y N Y 
Y X Y Y Y Y Y N 
Y·N Y Y Y Y Y N 
Y Y Y Y Y N Y N 
Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
YNNYYYYY 
NNNNN?NY 
Y N Y Y Y N Y Y 
y y N y y y y y 
N ? Y Y Y N Y N 

NNYYNY 
? N Y Y Y Y Y 7 
N ? N X Y Y N N 
Y Y ? N N ? N Y 
NVNNNYNN 
YYNYYNYN 
Y. Y N N N Y N Y 

y N y y y y y y 
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10 Mikva 
11 Annunzio 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenborn 
t5 Hall 
16 Anderson 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Railsback 
20 Findley 
21 Madigan 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 Simon 

INDIANA 
1 Madden 
2 Fithian 
3 Brademas 
4 R·oush 

·5 Hlllts 
6 Evans 
7 Myers 
8 Hayes 
9 Hamilton 

10 Sharp 
1 t Jacobs 

IOWA 
1 Mezvinsky 
2 Blouin 
3 Greuley 
4 Smith 
5 Harkin 
6 .Bedell 

Democrats Repullllcans 
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.,._,...,..,..,..IO ... Q) .,._,...,..,...,IO ... Q) .,._,...,..,...,IO ... Q) .,. _,.I') ....... IO ... Q) 

KANSAS 4 Randall y N y y N y y y 9 Mart/fl N y N N N y N y 7 Jones y N y .... t y y 
I Sebe//u1 N y y N N y N y 5 Bolling y y y y y N y N 10 Broyh/11 N. N y N NY N ·y 8 Ford y 1 y y y y y N 2 Keys y N .Y y y y y y 6 Litton 1 N y y y 1 y y 11 Taylor N y y y y N y y TEXAS 3 Winn N y y N N y y N 7 Tay/or N N y N N y N y NORTH DAKOTA 1 Patman N y y y N N y y 
4 Shrlvar N 1 y N N y N y 8 lchord y N Y N N y N y AL Andrews y y y y y y N y 2 Wilson N y y ? ? 1 y N 5 Skub/lz N y y N N y N N 9 Hungate y N y y y y N y OHIO 3 Co///ns N N N N N y N y 

KENTUCKY 10 Burlison y N y y y N Y N 1 Grsdlson N y N N N y N y 4 Roberts N N y y N y y 1 1 Hubbard y N y y N y y y MONTANA 2 Clancy N x N N N y N y 5 Stearman N y N .N y y N y 
2 Natcher y N y y y y y y 1 Baucus y N y y y y y N 3 Whalen y N N y y y y x 6 Teague 1 .... y x N y N y 
3 Mazzoli N N N y y y y y 2 Melcher N N y y y y y 1 4 Guyer y y N N N y N y 7 Archer N N N N N y N y 
4 Snyder y N y N N y N y NEBRASKA 5 Lalla y N y N N y N y 8 Eckhardt y N y y y N y N 5 Carter y y y N N y N y 1 Thone y N y N N y N y 6 Harsha N N N y N y y y 9 Brooks N N y y y y y 1 6 efeckinridge N y y y y y y N 2 McCo//lllar N y y N· N y N y 7 Brown N y N N N y N y 10 Pickle N y y N y y y y 
7 Perkins y y y y y y y N 3 Smllh N N y N N y N y 8 Kindness N y N N N y N y t 1 Poage N y y N N y N y 

LOUISIANA NEVADA 9 Ashley y N y y y N N N 12 Wrighl N y y y y N Y N 1 Hebert N y N y N y y .... AL Sanirni y N N Y y y y y 10 Miiier_ N N N N Y y N y t 3 Highlower N N y y N y y y 
2 Boggs N N y y y N y y NEW HAMPSHIRE 11 Stanton Y Y N. N Y Y N N 14 Young N y y y N y y y 
l Treen N y y N N y N y 1 O"Amours y N y y y y y y 12 Devine N N N N N .y N y 15 de la Garza N y y y N y y y 
4 Waggonner N y y N N y N y 2 C/ava/and y y N N N y N y 13 Mosher Y N N N y y 1 1 t6 White N N y y N y y y 
5 Passman N N y y y y y y NEW JERSEY 14 Seiberling y y y y y N y N 17 Burleson N N y N N y N y 6 Moore N N y N N y N y 1 Florio y ·N y y y y y y 15 Wylie N y N N y y N y 18 Jordan N N y y :i: )'. )'. tl 7 Breaux N y Y- y N y y y 2 Huqhes y N y y y y y y 16 Ragula y N N N y y N y 19 Mahon N t y y N y N N 8 Long N N y y y y y y 3 Howard y N y y y N y N 17 Ashbrook N N N N N y N y 20 Gonzalez N 1 y y 1 1 y y 

MAINE 4 Thompson y N y y y y y N t8 Hays y 1 y y y y y y 21 Krueger N y y N y y y 1 I Emery y N N y y y N y 5 Fanwlck 1 Y N N y y N N 19 Carney y N y y y y y y 22 Casey N N y y N y N y 
2 Cohen N y N y y y N N 6 Forsrlhe N Y N N y y .... 20 Slanlon y x y y y y y N 23 Kazen N y y y N y y y 

MARYLAND 7· Maguire· y N N y y y y N 21 Slakes y N y y y y y N 24 Millard N N N y N y N y 
1 Bauman N N N N N y N y 8 Roe y N N y y y y y 22 Vanik y N N y y N y N UTAH 
2 Long 1 N N y y N y y 9 Helsloski y N N y y y y y 23 Molli y N N y y y y y 1 McKay N y y y y N y y 
3 Sarbanes y N N y y y y N 10 Rodino y N N y .... y y N OKLAHOMA 2 Howe N N y y y y y y 
4 Holl N N N N N y N y iJ-MtntSh . y N N y y y y y 1 Jones N N Y y N y N y VERMONT 
5 Spellman Y N N Y Y y y y 12 Rinaldo y N N y y y y y 2 Risenhoover N N Y y N ? y y AL Jettords y y y N y y N N 6 Byron N N N N N y N y 13 Mayner y N y y y y y N 3 Albert y y VIRGINIA 
7 Mitchell y N y y y y y N 14 Daniels y N N y y y y N 4 Steed N N y y x y y N 1 Downing y y N N N y 1 y 
8 Gude y Y. N N y N y N t5 Pat1en y y N y y N y N 5 Jarman N y N N N y N N 2 Whllahurat N y N N N y y y 

MASSACHUSETTS NEW MEXICO 6 English N N y y N·Y N y 3 Salterfield N y N N N y N y 
I Conte y y N N y y y N 1 Lu/an N N N y 1 y N y OREGON 4 Daniel N y N N N y .N y 
2 Boland y y N y y y y N 2 Runnels N N y N N y N y 1 AuCain y N y y y N y N 5 Daniel N y N N N y N y 
3 Early y N N y y y y N NEW YORK 2 Ullman N N y y y N y N 6 Sul/er N y N N N y N y 
4. Orinan y N N y y y y N 1 Pike y _y N y y y y y 3 Duncan y N y y y N y N 7 Robinson N y N N N y N y 
5 Tsongas y N y y y N Y N 2 Downey y N N Y y y y N 4 Weaver y N y y y Ny N 8 Harris y N N y y y y N 6 Harrington y N N y y N Y N 3 Ambro y N N Y y y y y PENNSYLVANIA 9 Wampler N y y N N Y N Y 7 Macdonald y N N y y y y y 4 Lenr y y N N N y N y 1 Barrell 1 N y y y y y y 10 Fisher y N y y y N y y 
8 O'Neill y N y y y N y N 5 Wydler y y N N N y N y 2 Nix y N y y y y y N WASHINGTON 
9 Moakley y N y y y y y N 6 Weill y N N' y y y y x 3 Green y N y y y N y y 1 Pr/lchard N N N y y N N N 10 Heckler y N N y y y N y 7 Addabbo y N N y y y y N 4 Eilberg y N y y y y y y 2 Meeds y y y y y N y N 11 Burke y N y y y N ·Y y 8 Rosenlhal y N N y y y y N 5 Schulze y y N N y y N y 3 Bonker y N y y y N y N · 12 Studds y· N N y y y y N 9 Delaney y y N y y y y y 6 Yalron y y N y y y.y y 4 McCormack y y y y y y y y 

MICHIGAN 10 Biaggi y 1 N y N y .Y y 7 Edgar y N y y y y y N 5 Foley N y y y y y y ? 1 Conyers y N N y "' ? y N 11 Scheuer y N N Y y N y 1 8 S/esler y y y y y y N N 6 Hicks y N y y y y y N 
2 Esch N y N N y y N y 12 Chisholm y N y y y N y N 9 Shuster N N N N N y N y 7 Adams y N 1 y y N Y N 3 Brown 1 y N N N y N y 13 Solarz y N y y y N y N 10 McDade y N y y y y N y WEST VIRGINIA 
4 Hutchinson N y N N N y N y 14 Richmond y N y y y y y N 11 Flood y y y y y y y y 1 Mollohan N .... 1 .... 1 1 y N 5 V ander Veen y N y y y y y N 15 Zeteretli y y N y y y y y 12 Murlha 1 y y y y y y y 2 Slaggers .... y y y y 1 y y 
6 Carr y N y y y y y N 16 .Holtzman y N N y y N y N 13 Cough/In N y N N y y N N 3 Slack N y y y N y y N 7 Riegle y N y y y y y N 17 Murphy N y N y y y Y_ y 14 Moorhead y N y y y y y N 4 Hechler y N N y N y y N 8 Traxler y N y y y y y y 18 Koch y N N y y N y N 15 Rooney y N N y y N y N WISCONSIN 
9 Vandar Jagl N y N N N Y N y 19 Rangel y x y y y N y N 16 Eshleman N y N N N y N N 1 Aspin y y y y y N y N 10 Cederberg N y N N N Y N N 20 Abzug ... N N y y y y N 17 Schneebe// N y N N N y N N 2 Kastenmeier y N y y y y· y N 11 Ruppe N y N. N Y Y N N 21 Badillo y N y y y y y N 18 Heinz y y N y y y N y 3 Baldus y y y y y y y N 12 O'Hara y y N y y y y N 22 Bingham y y y y .Y N y N 19 Good/Ing, W. y N N N y y y y 4 Zablocki y y y y y y y N 13 Diggs y N y y y y .... x 23 Parser y y N y y 1 y y 20 Gaydos y N y Y- y y y y 5 Reuss y N y y y y y N 14 Nedzi y N y y y Y _Y N 24 Dltinger y Ny y y y y N 21. Dent y N y y y y y y 6 Slelger N y y N N y N N 15 Ford y N 1 y y y y N 25 Fish N y N N y y N y 22 Morgan y y y y y y y N 7 Obey y y y y y N y N 16 Dingell N N y y y N y y 26 Giiman y y N y y y y y 23 Johnson N y N N N y N y 8 Cornell y N y y y y y N 17 Brodhead y N y y y y y N 27 McHugh y N y y y y y N 24 Vigorito y N y y y y y y 9 Kasten N y y N y y N y 

18 Blanchard y N N y y y y y 28 Slralton N y N y N y y N 25 Myers Ny N N Y N y N WYOMING 
19 Broomtleld y y N N N Y N Y 29 Patt.Ison Y· N y y y y N. N RHODE ISLAND AL Roncalio N N y y y y y y 

MINNESOTA 30 McEwen N y y N N y N y 1 St Germain y N N y y y y y 
I Qu/e N y y N y y N y 31 Mllchell y y N N N y y y· 2 Beard y N y y y y y y 
2 Hagedorn N N y N N y N y 32 Hanley N N y y y y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
3 Frenzel N y N N y 1 N N 33 Walsh y y N y N y y y 1 Davis N N y y N y y y 
4 Karth y N y y y N ..- x 34 Horton y N N y y y N N 2 Spence N y y N N y y y 
5 Fraser 1 y y y y N y N 35 Conable N y N N N y N y 3 Derrick y y y y N y y y 
6 Nolan y N y y y N y N 36 LaFalce y N y y y y y y 4 Mann N y y N N N N y 
7 Bergland y Y· y y y y y N 37 Nowak y N y y y y y y 5 Holland 1 Ny y N y y y 
8 Oberstar y N y y y N y N 38 Komp N y N N N Y N y 6 Jenrelte y Ny y N y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 39 Hosflng1 N y N N y y 1 N SOUTH DAKOTA 
( 1 Whitten N N y y y y N y NORTH CAROLINA 7 Pressler y Ny y y y N y 

2 Bowen N y y y y .y N y 1 Jones y N y N N y y y 2 'Abdnor y N y N N y N y 
3 Montgomery N N y N N Y.N y 2 Fountain x N y N N y N y TENNESSEE 
tf Cochran N N y N N y N y 3 Henderson N N y N Y· y y y I Qui/Ion N y N N N y N y 
5 loll N N y N N y N y 4 Andrews y 1 y N N N N y 2.Duncan N N N N N y y y 

MISSOURI 5 Neal y N y y y y y 1 3 Lloyd y N y y y y y y 
t'Clay y N y y y N y N 6 Preyer y N y y y N y y 4 Evins y .... y y N y y y 
2 Syminglon y .N y y y N y N 7 Rose y Ny y N y y y 5 Fullen N N Y Y y y y 1 
3 Sullivan y N y Y. y y y y 8 Heiner y Ny y N y y y 6 Seord N N Y N N y N .... 

Democrats ... Republicans 
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9. HR 7014. Energy Conservation and Oil Policy Act. Wilson 
(D Texas) amendment to delete from the bill the oil pricing 
provisions providing for a gradual increase in the price of "old" 
controlled-price oil and a rollback in the price of "new" domestic oil 
lo an average level of $7.50 per barrel. Adopted 215-199: R 125-15; D 
90-184 (ND 35-157; SD 55-27), July 23, 1975. 

1 O •. HR 2559. Executive Level Pay Raises. Adoption of the 
resolution (H Res 653) to provide for agreement lo the Senate 
amendments to the bill to authorize work safety programs for 

.
1
1 postal workers and provide for automatic yearly cost-of-living pay 
. increases for members of Congress and top officials of the execu-
' 'tive, legislative and judicial branches. Adopted 214-213: R 36-108; 

.. ,ir, D 178-105 (ND 132-65; SD 46-40), July 30, 1975. A "yea" was a 
1 i\A vote supporting the President's position. 

. 11. HR 8603. Postal Reorganization. Alexander (D Ark.) 
amendment to require that the U.S. Postal Service go before 
Congress for its annual authorization and appropriations, and that 
Postal Service revenues be deposited in the general Treasury 
account. Adopted 267-123: R 102-28; D 165-95 (ND 101-79; SD 

·~· · I ; 64-16 ), Sept. 29, 1975. . 
..... •·.'ti.:.., 
[~~f(. 12. HR 7575. Agency for Consumer Protection. Passage of the 
•'{}'li(~~ I bill to create an ind~pendenl Agency for Consumer Protection to 
!;)~'':,!coordinate federal consumer !1rotection aC'tivities and represent 
\~\~".. ; conHum•!r interests before other federal agencies and the courts. 

.. ;i'.~!' ; Pam•d 208-Hl9:. R 20-119; D 188-80 (ND 160-25; SD 28'55), Nov. 6, 
-~jj~:~~ j 1975. A "nay" was a vote supporting the President's position. 

g;:,.,~{ j 13. HR 10481. Aid to New York City. Passage of the bill to 
(~·~F· j a~thorize federal loans of up to $2.3-billion a year to help New York 
·\''.,~:(.',City meet seasonal cash flow· needs .. Passed 213-203: R 38-100; D 
:;~"··.i'L!,' j 175-~03 (ND 160-~2; S~ 15-7_1 ~·Dec'~ 2; 1975. A ''yea" was a vote sup­
~f~J:. 1 porting the Presidents pos1t1on. 

~;. ;·.:: ! 14. H Con Res 466. Fiscal 1976 Congressional Budget 
\,~_/;:: Resolution. Adoption of the conference report on the resolution to 

; set ceilings for fiscal 1976 of $374.9-billion for outlays, $408-billion 
·j{~~~ I for budget authority, and $74.1-billion as the federal deficit, with a 
;j,lf;,. $300.8-billion revenue floor and $622.6,billion as the amount of the 

\public debt; set separate targets for the July-September 1976 tran­
' sition period. Adopted (and thus cleared) 189-187: R 3-126; D 186-61 
(ND 147-21; SD 39-40), Dec. 12, 1975. 

.'I~ ; 

-.:.~'· 

l 15. HR 5559. Tax Reductions. Passage, over the President's 
; Dec. 17 veto, of the bill to cut federal laxes approximately $8.4-
billion in 1976 by extending 1975 tax reductions through June 30, 
1976. Rejected (thus sustaining the President's veto) 265-157: R 19-

. 125; D 246-32 (ND 184-6; SD 62-26), Dec. 18, 1975. A two-thirds ma-
jority vote (282 in this case) is required to override a veto. A "nay" 

·was a vote supporting the President's position. 

16. HR 9771. Airport and Airway Development. Stanton (D 
: Ohio) amendment to prohibit federally funded airports from per­
: milting the landing of supersonic aircraft for a period of six 
. months. Adopted 199-188: R 37-97; D 162-91(ND134-42; SD 28-49), 
·Dec. 18, 1975. 

2. Rep. John G. Fery ID Ill.}. elected to fill the vacancy caused by tho death of Rep. 
John C. Kluczynski ID Ill.). was sworn In on July 15. 1975, thereby becoming eligible 
·for tho lest eight key votes. 

3. Rep. Clifford Allon ID Tonn.). sleeted to flll ttie vacancy caused by the resignation oi 
Rep. Richard Fulton ID Tenn.), was sworn In on Dec. 2, 1975, thereby becoming eligible 
tor the last four key votes. · ... 

KEY 
Y Voled lor (yea) 
..,.. Paired for. 
t Announced lor. 
N Voted against (nay). 
X Paired against. 

Annourlced against. 
P Voled "present " 
• Voted "present" to avoid 

possible conflict of inter~st. 
? Did not vote or otherwise 

make a position known. 

ALABAMA 
1 Edwards 
2 Dickinson 
3 Nichols 
4 Bevill 
5 Jones 
6 Buchanan 
7 Flowers 

ALASKA 
AL Young 
ARIZONA 

1 Rhodes 
2 Udall 
3 Steiger 
4 Conlan 

ARKANSAS 

YYNNNNNN 
N Y Y N N N N N 
N N Y N N N N N 
N N Y N N Y Y Y 
? y y y y y y y 
YNYNYNNY 
Y Y Y N N Y N N 

Y Y N X N N N N 

Y N Y N Y N N N 
???VV?YX 
Y NY N.N N N N 
? N Y N X N N N 

1 Alexander N Y Y N N Y Y ? 
2 Mills Y Y Y X N N Y ? 
3 Hsm.mer1c/lmldl Y N y· N N N N N 
4 Tnornlon Y N Y Y Y Y Y ? 

CALIFORNIA 
1 Johnson 
2 Clausen 
3 Moss 
4 Legge!! 
5 Burton, J. 
6 Burien, P. 
7 Miller 
B Dellums 
9 Slark 

10 Edwards • 
11 Ryan 
12 McCloskey 
13 Minela 
14 McFall 
15 Sisk 
16 Talcott. 
17 Krebs 
18 Kerchum 
f9 lagomaralno 
20 Goldwater 
21 Corman 
22 Moorhead 
23 Rees 
24 Waxman 
25 Roybal 
26 Rou11elol 
27 Bell 
28 Burke 
29 Hawkins 
30 Danielson 
31 Wilson 
32 Anderson 
33 Claw1on 
34 Haiir.atord 
35 Lloyd 
36 Brown 
37 Pelll1 
38 Panerson 
39 w111111n1 
40 Hln1/lew 
41 Wll1on 
42 Van Deerlin 
43 .Burgener 
COLORADO 

1 Schroeder 
2 Wir!N 
3 Ev~ns 
4 Johnoon 

y y y y y y y y 
YNYNNNNN 
N Y. N Y Y Y Y ? 
N Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
NNYYY?Y? 
NYN?Y?YY 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N Y N Y Y N Y Y 
N Y N Y Y v Y Y 
NYNYYYYN 
NYYYNYYY 
YYNYYNNY 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
NYYYYYYN 
y y ? y y y y ? 
Y N ? N N N N ? 
NNYYYYYY 
Y N Y N N ? N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
NYNYY?YN 
Y N Y N ? N N N 
Y Y N ? Y Y Y N 
?YNYYYYY 
NYNYYYYY 
Y N Y N N N N N 
Y ? ? N N ? N N 
NYNYYYYY 
N Y N Y Y N Y Y 
N Y Y Y Y· Y Y N 
NYNYYXY? 
YNYYNYYY 
Y N Y N N N N N' 
y p y y y y y y 
N Y Y Y N Y Y N 
y y y y y y y y 
Y N N N N N N N 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 

·y Y ? N Y N N N 
? N Y X ? ? ? ? 
YNYNNNNN 
N N Y Y Y ? Y N 
Y N Y N N N N N 

Y N Y Y N N Y Y 
YNNVNYY? 
y y y y y y y· ? 
Y N Y N N N N N 

Democrats Republlcan1 

1975 Key Votes - 12 

5 Armstrong 
CONNECTICUT 

1 Coner 
2 Dodd 
3 Giaimo 
4 McKinney 
5 Sarssln 
6 Mollall 

DELAWARE 
AL du Pont 
FLORIDA 

1 Sikes 
2 Fuqua 
3 Bennett 
4 Chappell 
5 Kelly 
6 Youn11 
7 Gibbons 
8 Haley 
9 Frey 

10 Belall1 
11 Rogers 
12 Burks 
13 Lehman 
14 Pepper 
15 Fascall 

GEORGIA 
1 Ginn 
2 Malhis 
3 Brinkley 

. 4 Levitas 
5 Young 
6 Flynl 
7 McDonald 
8 Stuckey 
9 Landrum 

10 S!ephens 
HAWAII 

1 Malsunaga 
2 Mink 

IDAHO 
1 Symms 
2 Hansen, G. 

ILLINOIS 
1 Motcalle 
2 Murphy 
3 Russo 
4 Darwlnskl 
5 Fary• 
6 Hyde 
7 Collins 
8 Rost8nkowski 
9 Yates 

10 M1kva 
11 Annunzio 
12 Crane 
13 McClory 
14 Erlenborn 
15 Hall 
16 Anderson 
17 O'Brien 
18 Michel 
19 Railsback 
20 Findley 
21 Med/gen 
22 Shipley 
23 Price 
24 Simon 

INDIANA 
1 Madden 
2 Fithian 
3 Brademas 
4 Rousn 
5 HllUs 
6 Evans 
7 Myer• 
8 Hayes 
9'Hamillon 

10 Sharp 
11 Jacobs 

IOWA 
1 Mezvinsky 
2 Blouin 
3 Gra11ley 
4 Smith 
5 Harkin 
6 Bedell 

.... 
OIO...- .... C')"t In <O ............................ 

YNYNNNNN 

N Y Y Y Y Y Y N 
N Y Y N Y Y Y Y 
N·Y Y Y Y Y Y· N 
N Y Y ·N Y N N N 
YNYNYNNN 
N N Y Y Y ? Y Y 

Y Y N Y N N N N 

YNYNNXNX 
Y Y Y N N N Y Y 
N N Y Y N N N Y 
Y N Y N N N N N 
YNYNNNNN 
YNYNNNNY 
Y Y. Y Y N Y Y N 
N N Y N N N N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
Y N Y N N N N N 
N N Y Y N N Y Y 
NY?NNXN? 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N y ? v y y y y 
N y y y y y y y 

YNYNNNYN 
Y Y Y N N N N Y 
YNYNNNYN 
N N Y N N N Y Y 
N y ? y y y y y 
NNYNNXNX 
YNYNNNNN 
??YNNNNN 
Y N Y X N ? Y X 
Y N ? N N Y Y N 

N y y y y y y y 
NYNYYYYY 

Y N Y N N N N N 
Y ·N Y N ? N N N 

N Y N Y Y ? Y Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
YYNNNNNY 
NY??YYYY 
Y Y N N N N N Y 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
NYNYVYYY 
NYNYYVYY 
N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
NYNVYYYX 
Y N Y N N N N N 
YYNNNNNN 
YYNNXXNN 
N y y y y y y y 
YYYYYXNY 
YNNNNNNN 
YYYNYXNN 
Y Y N N N N Y N · 
Y Y Y N N N N N 
Y Y Y N N N Y N 
Y Y Y N N Y Y N 
N Y N Y Y Y Y ·N 
Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 

N y y y y y y y 
N N Y N N N Y Y 
N y y y y y y 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
? Y Y ? N N N Y 
N N Y N N N Y Y 
YNNNNNNN 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Y N N N N Y Y Y 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
?NYNNYXY 

N y y y y y y y 
N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Y N Y N N N N Y 
y y y y y y y N 
N N Y Y Y N Y Y 
N N Y N Y Y Y Y 
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1975 Key Votes - 13 

0,Q ... C'fl')"l'll>IO ,... ,_,...,...,... .... ,... 

KANSAS 
1 Sebellu1 y N y N N 7 N 7 
2 Keys N y N N y y y 
3 Winn y N y N N N N N 
4 Shriver y N y N N N N N 
5 Skubllz N N 7 N N N N y 

KENTUCKY 
1 Hubbard N N y N N N ·y y 
2 Natcher y N y N N N y y 
3 Mazzol1 N y N N N y y y 
4 Snyder y N y N N x N y 
5 Carter 7 N y N N N N y 
6 Bfeckinridge N N y y N y y N 
7 Perle.ms y N N 

L.OUISIANA 
y N y y y 

1 Hebert 7 y 7 x x x x x 
2 Boggs y y 7 y y y y y 
3 Treen ·y N y N N N N N 
4 Waggonner y y 7 N N N"N N 
5 Passman y y N N N.N Y N 
6 Moore y N y N N N N N 
7 Breaux y y y N N N N y 
8 Long y y .N y y y y N 

MAINE 
1 Emery N N y N N N y N 
2 Cohen N N 7 y N N y N 

MARYLAND 
1 Bauman y N y N N N N N 
2 Long ? y y y N N N y 
3 Sarbanes N Y. N y y y y y 
4 Holl y N y N N N N N 
5 Spellman N y N y y y y y 
6 Byron y N y N N .N N N 
7 Mitchell N y N y y y y y 

·a Gude N N N y y y y y 
MASSACHUSETTS 

1 Conte N N N y .Y y y N 
2 Boland N N N y y y y N 
3 Early N N N y N y y y 
4 Orman N y N y y Y. y y 
5 T song as. N N y y y y y y 

.6 Harrington N y y '( y x y 7 
7 Macdonald N y 7 y y y y 7 
8 D'Ne•ll N y N y y y y y 
9 Moakley. N y N y y y y y 

10 Heckler N .N y y y 7 y y 
11 Burk~ N y N y y y y y 
1 ~ Studds N N y y y y y y 

MICHIGAN 
1 Conyers N y N y y x .,. 7 
2 Esch y y 7 N N N N 7 
3, Brown y y y N y N N y 
4 Hutchinson y N y N N N N N 
5 Vander Veen N y N N y y y y 
6 Carr N N y y y N y y 
7 A•egle N N N y y y y .,. 
8 Traxler N N N y y y y y 
9 Vender Jagt y N 7 N y N N y 

10 Cederberg y N y N N N N N 
11 Ruppe y y 7 N y N N N 
12 O'Hara N y N y y 7 y y 
13 Diggs N y 7 y y .,. y 7 
1°4 Nedzi N y N y· y y y y 
15 Ford N y .N y y 7 .,. .,. 
16 Dingell y y 7 y y y y y 
17 Brodhead N N N y y y y y 
18 Blanchard N N N y y y y y 
19 Broomlleld y y y N N N N N 

MINNESOTA 
1 Ouie y N y N N N N N 
2 Hagedorn y N y N .7 N N N 
J Frenzel y y N N y N N N 
4 Karth N y y y y y y y 
5 Fraser N y 7 7 y y y y 
6 Nolan N y 7 y y y y y 
7 Bergland N y N y y y y y 
8 Oberstar N y y y y y y y 

MISSISSIPPI 
1 Whitten y y 7 N x N N 7 
2 Bowen 7 y y N N N N N 
3 Montgomery y N y N N N N 7 
4 Cochran y N y N N N N N 
5 loll y N y 

MISSOURI 
N N N N N 

1 Clay N y N y y y y y 
2 Syminglon N y y y y 7 y N 
3 Sulfivan y y N y .N N " .7 

Democrats ...::•publicans 
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V<JTING STUDIES 

CftO,_NP)~U')CO OIQ ... C'fl')"l'll>IO 
CftO,_Nf'")~lftCO ' .,... ,... ,_ .................. ........... ,... .......... ,... ................. ,... ,... ,... 

4 Randall y N y N N N 7 7 9 Martin y N y N N N N N 7 Jones N N y N N N y y 
5 BoU1ng y y N y y y y N 10 Broyhill y N y N N N N N .8 Ford N N y y y N y y 
6 L•llon N N y y y y y y 11 Taylor y N y N N N y N TEXAS 
7 Taylor y N y N N N N N NORTH DAKOTA 1 Patman y y N y ........ y 7 
8 !chord y N y N N N N N Ai Andrews y N 7 N N N N y 2 WilsOn y y N x N y ? 7 
9 Hungate y y y y N y x y OHIO 3 Collins y N y N N N N N 

10 Burlison N y y N N y N y 1 Gradlson y N y N N N N N 4 Roberts y y y N N 7 y N MONTANA 2 Cisney y N y N N N N N 5 Steelman y N y N N N N y 
1 .Baucus N N y y N y y y · 3 Whalen N y N y 7 y y N 6 Teague 7 7 N N N .,. N X 2 Melcher y y 7 y y y y y 4 Guyer y N y N N N N N 7 Archer y N y N N N N Y NEBRASKA 5 l•fla y N y N N N N N 8 Eckhard! N y N y y y y N 
1 Thone y N y N N N N N 6 Harsha 7 N y N N 7 y y 9 Brooks y y y y N,,. y y 
2 McColllsfer y N y N N N N N 7 Brown y N N N y N N N 10 P•ckle y y 7 y N y y N 
3 Smith y N y N N N N N 8 Kindness .Y N N N N N N N 11 Poage y N y N N N N N NEVADA 9 Ashley N y N y y y y N 12 Wright y y y y y .,. y N AL San1m1 N N 7 N N N y N 10 Miiier y N ·y N N N N y 13· Hightower y N y N N y N N NEW HAMPSHIRE 11 Stanlon y N y N y N N N 14 Young y y y y N y y N l o·Amours N N N y N y y y 12 Devine y N y N N N N N 15 de la Garza y y y N N N y N 
2 Cleveland y N y 7 N N N ·N 13 Mosher y N 7 y y N N 7 16 While y y y N N y y N NEW JERSEY 14 Seiberling N y N y y y y y 17 Burleson y N y N N y N N t Florio N N y y y y y y 15 Wylle y N y N y N N N 18 Jordan y y N y y y y y 
2 Huqhes N N y y y N y y 16 Regula y N y N N N y N 1::::1 IVlahon .. 3 Howard N y y y y 7 y y 17 Ashbrook y .N y N N N N N 20 Gonzalez N y N y N N y N 4 Thompson N y N y y .,. y y 18 Hays N y y y y .,. y N, 21 Krueger y N y N N y N N S Fenwick N y 7 y y N N y 19 Carney N y y y y y y y 22 Casey y y y N N y N N 
6 Forsylhe y y y N y N N y 20 Stan10n N N N y y 7 y y 23 Kazen y N y N N y y N 7 Maguire N Y. y y • y y y 21 Stokes N y N y ,,. .,. y y 24 Milford 7 y N N N N N N 8 Roe N y y y y y y 7 22 Van1k N y y y y y y y UTAH 
9 Helstoski N y y y .,. t y y 23 Molli N N y y N N y y I McKay y y y .N y y y N 

10 Rodino N y y y y y y y OKLAHOMA 2 Howe N N y N y y y N 
11 M1n1sh N y N y y y y v 1 Jones y N y N N y y N VERMONT 
12 Rinaldo N y y y y N y y 2 Risenhoover y N N N y y N AL Jettords N N N y y N y y 
13 Meyner N N y y y t y 7 3 Alber! VIRGINIA 
14 Daniels N y N y y y .,. .,. 4 Steed y y N y N y y N 1 Downing y y y N N N y N 
15 Palten N y N y y y y y 5 Jarman y y y N N. N N N 2 Whllehursl y N y N N x N N 

NEW MEXICO 6 English y N y N N N N N 3 Sallerlield y N y N N N N N 
1 lu/an y N y N N N N y OREGON 4 Daniel y N y N N N N N 
2 Runnels y N y N N N N N 1 AuCoin y N y y N y y y 5 Daniel y N y N N N N N NEW YORK 2 Ullman y y y N y 7 y N 6 Buller y N y N N N N N 
1 Pike N y y y y y y y 3 Duncan y y y N y y y N 7 Robinson y N y N N N N N 
2 Downey N N y y y y y y 4 Weaver N N y y y .,. y y 8 Harris N y y y N y y y 
3 Ambro N N y y y N .,. y PENNSYLVANIA 9 Wampler y N y N N N N N 4 Lent y y y y y N N y 1 Barrett N y y N y y y N 10 Fisher y y N y y y y y 
5 Wydler y N N N y N N y 2 Nix ? y N y y y y N WASHINGTON 
6 Wolll N y y y y y y y 3 Green N y N y y y y y I Pritchard y y N 7 N N N N 
7 Addabbo N y y y y y y y 4 E•lberg N y y y y y y y 2 Meeds N y N y y y y N 
8 Rosenthal N y y y y y y y 5 Schulze y N y N N N N N 3 Bonker N N 7 N y y y y 
9 Delaney N y N y y y y y 6 Yalron N N y y N y y y 4 McCormack y y 7 7 y y y N 

10 Biaggi N y y y y y y y 7 Edgar N N y y y y y y 5 Foley y y N y y y y N 
11 Scheuer N y N y y 7 y y O Blester y N N y y N N N 6 Hicks N y 7 y N y y N 
12 Chisholm N y N y y .,. y y 9 Shuster y N y N N N N N 7 Adarns N y y 7 y y y N 
13 Solarz N y N y y y y y 10 McOade y N y N N N y y. WEST VIRGINIA 
14 Richmond N N N y y y y y 11 Flood N y y y y y y N 1 Mollohan y y 7 y N y y N 
15 Zelerelli N N y y y .,. y y 12 Murtha y N N N y y y N 2 Staggers N y y y 7 y y y 
16 Holtzman N y y y y y y y 13 Coughlin y y y y N N N y 3 Stack y y y y N y y 7 
17 Murphy 7 y N 7 y y y N 14 Moorhead y y 7 y y y y y 4 Hechler N N y y N N Ny 
18 Koch N y N y y y y y 15 Rooney N y N y y y y y WISCONSIN 
19 Rangel N y N 7 y y y .,. 16 Eshleman y N 7 N N 7 N 7 1 Aspin y N ? y y y y y 
20 Abzug N y y y y y y y 17 Schneebell y N N N N N N N 2 Kastenmeier 'N y y y y N y N 
21 Badillo N y ? y y x y .,. 18 Heinz y N y y y x y y 3 Baldus N N N y N y y y 
22 B•ngham N y N y y y y .,. 19 Goodling, w. y N N N N N N N 4 Zablocki N y y y y y y N 
23 Peyser N y N v y 7 y y . 20 Gaydos N N N Y 7 7 .,. 7 5 Reuss N N y y y y y y 
24 Ot11nger N y y .,. y N y y 21 Deni y y y y y y y N 6 Steiger y y y N N N N y 
25 Fish y N y y y N N y 22 Morgan N N N y y y y N 7 Obey N y 7 y y N y y 
26 Giiman N N y y y N N 7 23 Johnson y ·y y N y N N N 8 Cornell N y y y N y y y 
27 McHugh N N y y y . 7 y y 24 Vigorito N y N y y y y y 9 Kasten y Ny N N N N N 
28 Stratlon N N N N y y y N 25 Mye;s y y N y N N y y WYOMING 
29 · Paitison N y y 7 y y y y RHODE ISLAND AL Roncalio y y y N y y y y 
30 McEwen y N 7 N y N N N 1 St Germain N N N y y y y y 
31 Mltchell y N 7 N y. N N y 2 Beard N N y 7 y y y y 
32 Hanley N y N N y y y y SOUTH CAROLINA 
33 Welsh y N y N y N y N 1 Davis y y y N N 7 y N 
34 Horton y y y y y .,. y 7 2 Spence y N y N N N N N 
35 Conable y N N N y N N N 3 Derrick y N y N N y y y 
36 LaFalce N N y y y y y y 4 Mann y N y N N N N y 
37 Nowak .N y y y y y y y 5 Holland y y y 7 N y y y 
38 Kemp y N y N y N N N 6 Jenrette N N y N N 7 y N 
39 Hastings y N N N y N N 7 SOUTH DAKOTA 
NORTH CAROLINA 1 Pressler y N y N N N y y 

1 Jones N y y N N N y N 2 Abdnor y N y N N N N N. 
2 Fountain y N y N N N y N TENNESSEE 
3 Henderson y y N N x N y N 1 Quillen .y N y N N N N N 
4 Andrews N N 7 N N N y N 2 Duncan y N y N N N N y 
5 Neal N y y y N N y N 3 Lloyd N N y y N.N y y 
6 Preyer y y y y N y y N 4 Evins 7 N y y y y y 7 
7 Rose .N y y N N y y N 5 Allen' y y y y 
8 Heiner N Ny N N N y N 6 Beard y N y N N N N 7 


