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Club for Growth publishes the Club for
Growth Foundation’s scorecard study so our
members and the public can monitor the
actions and the voting behavior of Members

of Congress on economic growth issues.

The Foundation » Reducing income tax rates

examines legislative « Death tax repeal

votes related to the  Limited government
through reduced spending
and budget reform,
including a Balanced
Budget Amendment to the

United States Constitution

Club’s immediate
pro-economic
growth policy
goals, including:

The Foundation conducted a comprehensive examination
of each lawmaker’s record on votes related to pro-
growth policies and computed an Economic Growth
Score on a scale of O to 100. A score of 100 indicates
the highest support for pro-growth policies. Those
lawmakers scoring 90 or higher in 2023 - and who
also have a lifetime score of 90 or higher - receive the
Defender of Economic Freedom award from the Club.

Social Security reform with ¢ Replacing the current tax
personal retirement accounts code (flat tax, fair tax)

for younger workers . .
e Expanding school choice

Expanding trade freedom

¢ Implementing Term
(free trade) P ng

Limits
Ending abusive lawsuits
through medical malpractice
and tort reform

¢ Regulatory reform and
deregulation

Not all of these policies will come up for a vote in each session of Congress.

Whenever possible the Club sends a “key vote” alert to Capitol Hill prior

The Foundation also examines

Ea\ ) to an expected roll call vote or pending legislative action important
y ———'\ votes on bills that would ) )
. to the Club’s goals. Notwithstanding the Club’s “key vote” alerts, the
- directly harm these goals.

Foundation reserves the right to include any vote or action in the study.
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2023 HOUSE RATINGS

Members of Congress with annual scores AND lifetime scores of 90% or higher

2023 HOUSE RATINGS

MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE MEMBER RANK SCORE LIFE
SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE
ALASKA Panetta, Jimmy 281 6% 8% (c]{e]3{c]V.N KENTUCKY Bush, Cori 238 | 15% 9% Nadler, Jerrold 228 | 16% 5% Evans, Dwight 284 0% 3% Jackson, Ronny 1 100% 97%
‘Peltola, Mary ‘ 275 ‘ 7% ‘ 7% Pelosi, Nancy 284 0% 6% Allen, Rick 122 71% | 79% Barr, Andy 139 | 66% | 73% Cleaver, Emanuel 284 | 0% 6% Ocasio-Cortez, 238 | 15% | 16% Fitzpatrick, Brian 223 | 37% | 31% Luttrell, Morgan 1 100% 100%
ALABAMA Peters, Scott 284 | 0% | 10% Bishop, Sanford | 281 | 6% | 10% | |Comer, James 139 | 66% | 81% Graves, Sam 175 | 62% | 69% | [Alexandria Houlahan, Chrissy | 284 | 0% | 2% McCaul, Michael
{+) 0,
Aderholt, Robert N2 | 73% | 65% Porter, Katie 228 | 16% | 5% Carter, Buddy 122 | 71% | 79% Guthrie, Brett 139 | 66% | 72% Luetkemeyer, 175 | 62% | 69% Ryan, Pat 284 | 0% | 0% Joyce, John 85 | 81% | 87% Moran, Nathaniel 100% 100%
H 0, 0,
carl, Jerry 139 | 66% | 84% Ruiz, Raul 284 | 0% | 6% Clyde, Andrew TR | Massie, Thomas 70 | 85% | 93% Blaine Santos, George 64 | 88% | 88% Kelly, Mike 203 | 61% | 64% | |Nehls, Troy
H [+) ) i i 0, 0,
Moore, Barry RIS |sanchez, Linda | 284 | 0% | 7% | [Slaale IREIARISAl | McGarvey, Morgan | 284 | 0% | 0% Smith, Jason 175 | 62% | 85% | |Stefanik, Elise 175 | 62% | 49% | [\ oe summer 238 | 15% | 15% | |Pfluger, August
0, 0, H 0, 0,
Palmer, Gary AR | schiff, Adam 284 | 0% | 7% Ferguson, Drew 122 | 71% | 77% | |Rogers, Hal 175 | 62% | 60% W Tenney, Claudia =il 75% MGei Meuser, Dan 103 | 74% | 79% | UKL 96% 99%
{+) )
Rogers, Mike 139 | 66% | 63% | |Sherman, Brad 284 | 0% | 5% Greene, Marjorie | 70 | 85% | 95%  [RNIGILLY Tonko, Paul 284 | 0% | 5% Perry, Scott 1 100% 93% [ self, Keith 100% 100%
1 () ) H 1 () )
Sewell, Terri 284 | 0% | 6% Steel, Michelle 175 | 62% | 81% Johnson, Henry | 284 | 0% | 5% Carter, Troy 284 | 0% | 0% Ezell, Mike n2 | 7% | 7% Torres, Ritchie 228 | 16% | S% Reschenthaler, Guy| 103 | 74% | 77% | |Sessions, Pete
H 0, ) i () 0,
Strong, Dale 85 | 81% | 81% | |swalwell, Eric 284 | 0% | 7% Loudermilk, Barry | 70 | 85% | 89% | |Graves, Garret 175 | 62% | 76% Guest, Michael 50 | 96% | B6% | |Velazquez, Nydia | 228 | 16% | 7% Scanlon, Mary 284 | 0% | 2% | [EEEEQ 100%  96%
0, ) illi 10, 10,
ARKANSAS Takano, Mark 284 | 0% | 6% McBath, Lucy 284 | 0% | 4% Higgins, Clay 1 |100% | 88% Kelly, Trent 70 | 85% | 86% Williams, Brandon | 135 | 69% ' 69% Smucker, Lloyd 122 | 71% | 80% | |Veasey, Marc 284 | 0% | 7%
H 0, ()
Crawford, Rick 205 | 60% | 68% | |Thompson, Mike | 284 | 0% | 6% cCormick, > B | Johnson, Mike 81 | 83% | 86% Thompson, Bennie | 284 0% 6% NORTH CAROLINA Thompson, Glenn | 175 | 62% | 63% | | Weber, Randy 1 |100% | 88%
Hill, French 139 | 66% | 72% Torres, Norma 238 | 15% | 7% RIChalcl B ) Letlow, Julia 175 | 62% | 80% MONTANA Adams, Alma 284 | 0% | 3% Wild, Susan 0% | 3% Williams, Roger 85 | 81% | 81%
y ‘0 Cl y Cl Cl y ¢l o y o ‘0 y o Cl
1 0, 0, ) 0, H 0, 0,
Westerman, Bruce | 175 | 62% | 79% Valadao, David 175 | 62% | 54% Scott, Austin 17 | 68% | 78% | |scalise, Steve 99 | 75% | 81% Rosendale, Matt 1 100% 100% [y Bishop, Dan S S N RHODE ISLAND UTAH
H ) 0, i H 0, )
Womack, Steve 57% | 62% Vargas, Juan 238 | 15% | 9% Scott, David 281 | 6% | 7% MASSACHUSETTS Zinke, Ryan Davis, Donald 274 | 13% | 15% Cicilline, David 0% | 6% Curtis, John 103 | 74% | 82%
illi i 0, 0,
ARIZONA Waters, Maxine | 284 | 0% | 8% | maihiams Nikema Auchincloss, Jake | 284 | 0% | 0% NEBRASKA Edwards, Charles | 103 | 74% | 74% | | Magaziner, Seth 0% | 0% | |Moore, Blake 175 | 62% | 79%
Biggs, Andy %30 1575 o072l coLorADO HAWAII Clark, Katherine | 284 | 0% | 5% Bacon, Don 217 | 52% | 63% Foushee, Valerie | 284 | 0% | 0% SOUTH CAROLINA Owens, Burgess | 103 | 74% | 84%
y o () 5 o o ) o o
0, 0, H 0, 0, 1 int 0, ()
Ciscomani, Juan Boebert, Lauren 1 100% 100% NI 284 | O% | 8% Keating, William | 284 | 0% | 6% Flood, Mike 122 | 71% | 80% Foxx, Virginia 139 | 66% | 85% Clyburn, James Stewart, Chris 97 | 77% | 79%
Crane, Elijah IETAREEA | Buck, Ken 67 | 87% | 97% Tokuda, Jil 284 | 0% | 0% Lynch, Stephen 284 | 0% | 6% Smith, Adrian 155 | 69%  80% Hudson, Richard | 182 | 70% | 81% Duncan, Jeff 70 | 85% | 94% | KGN
y o o 5 (] () N () o , () ()
[+ 0,
Gallego, Ruben | 284 Caraveo, Yadira | 275 | 7% | 7% | auad McGovern, James | 238 | 15% | 7% REVADS Jackson, Jeff 284 | 0% | O% Fry, Russell 1 100% 100%
) ) H () 0, H 0, ()
Gosar, Paul 1 100% 93% Crow, Jason 284 | 0% | 2% RYlchelizyss LRCORCEN [ Moulton, Seth 284 | 0% | 5% Amodei, Mark 220 66% EEak Manning, Kathy el ©% [NOE Mace, Nancy 50 96% 94% [ Cline, Ben 1 100% 95%
| Grijalva, Raul | 238 | 15% | 8% | |DeGette,Diana | 284 | 0% | 7% Speon e Z Neal, Richard 284 | 0% | 6% Horsford, Steven | 284 | 0% | 6% | |McHenry, Patrick | 169 | 64% | 80% | FYpeeearam IRLEANS A | connolly, Gerald | 238 | 15%
y () () y o (J y (J o y o o A ()
5 ILLINOIS Lee, Suzanne 284 0% 3% Murphy, Greg n2 73% | 83% -
) 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, ) L) ) )
Lesko, Debbie 1 100% 91% Lamborn, Doug 93 | 78% | 92% Bost Mike 57 | 93% | 61% Pressley, Ayanna 238 | 15% | 13% Titus. Dina 284 | 0% | e% Nickel, Wiley 284 | 0% | o% Timmons, William 1 100% 97% Good, Bob 100% 100%
Schweikert, David 85 81% | 93% Neguse, Joseph 284 0% 4% ? Trahan, Lori 284 0% 4% . - Wilson, Joe Griffith, H. Morgan 1 100% | 78%
Stanton, Greg 284 | 0% | 3% Pettersen, Brittany | 284 | 0% | 0% Budzinski, Nikki | 284 | 0% | 0% MARYLAND NEW HAMPSHIRE Ross, Deborah 284 | 0% | 0% SOUTH DAKOTA Kiggans, Jennifer | 210 | 57% | 57%
N o o B o o ) o o
CALIFORNIA CONNECTICUT Casten, Sean 284 | 0% | 2% Harris, Andy 43 97% 90% Kuster, Ann el 0% RS Rouzer, David i 66% o Johnson, Dusty McClellan, Jennifer| 284 | 0% | 0%
o o N N o o
Aguilar, Pete 284 | 0% 7% Courtney, Joe 284 0% 5% Davis, Danny 25 0% % Hoyer Steny 284 0% 6% Pappas, 284 | 0% 3% NORTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE Scott, Robert 238 | 15% 7%
F] (] Cl 'y ‘0 ‘0 y Cl C H y C ]
Foster, Bill 284 | 0% | 6% Christopher Armstrong, Kelly | 139 | 66% | 82% .
Barragan, Nanette | 238 | 15% | 8% Delauro, Rosa 238 | 15% | 5% Ivey, Glenn 284 | 0% | 0% NEW JERSEY Burchett, Tim 43 97% 95% Spanberger, 284 | 0% | 8%
H 0, 0, - -
Sera, Ami 284 o% % Hayes, Jahana 228 | 16% % .?::I:Isao’nJis::athan 2::71 Z‘V/o f); Miume, Kwe's| 284 % % Gottheimer, Josh 2ET 0% 52 Balderson, Tro 139 | 66% | 70% Cohen, Steve vaelfta:)l:'\ Jennifer 284 0% 2%
Brownley, Julia 284 | 0% | 5% Himes, James 284 | 0% | 7% = ° ° Raskin, Jamie 284 | 0% | 6% Kean, Thomas 175 | 62% | 62% » oy ° = DesJarlais, Scott 1 100% 90% : d ° °
Kelly, Robin 284 0% 5% Beatty, Joyce 284 0% 4% ) Wittman, Robert 122 7% | 75%
Calvert, Ken 175 | 62% | 63% Larson, John 238 | 15% | 6% Ruppersberger, 284 | 0% 7% Kim, Andy 284 | 0% 2% Fleischmann, 139 | 66% | 72%
: Krishnamoorthi C.A. ° ° : Brown, Shontel 284 | 0% 0% Chuck ° °
% | 3% DELAWARE : > | 284 | 0% | 5% . . .
Carbajal, Salud 284 O% . Raja Sarbanes, John 284 | 0% | 6% Menendez, Robert | 284 | 0% | 0% Carey, Mike 139 | 66% | 68% Green, Mark 84% | 95% | | Balint, Becca
Cardenas, Tony 284 | 0% 7% Rochester, Lisa : o, o, ’ ° ° o, o = ° ° . 2 > .
Chu, Judy 238 | 15% | 8% "a°°d’ Darin 64 | 88% | 80% ) |5 o David 284 | 0% | 2% N°I:°'°ss’ D°:a'd 284 | O% | 4% Davidson, Warren | 70 | 85% | 95% Harshbarger Diana i 6072 Fa%52 Il WASHINGTON
4 ° o Mi er, Mary 43 97% 99% _ Pallone, Fran 284 0% 7% . .
Johnson, Bill 99 75% | 63% Kustoff, David DelBene, Suzan 284 0% 3%
Correa, Luis 284 0% 10% Bean, Aaron 12 73% | 73% A f o o, ; ) o,
: — Quigley, Mike 275 | 7% | 8% Golden, Jared 224 | 32% | 17% Pascrell, Bill 284 | 0% | 5% Jordan, Jim 70 | 85% | 98% Ogles, Andrew AR | Gluesenkamp 5 .
Costa, Jim 238 | 15% | 14% Bilirakis, Gus 121 | 72% | 69% Ramirez, Delia 228 | 16% | 16% Payne, Donald 284 | 0% | 6% Perez, Marie 238 | 15% | 15%
Desaulnior Mark | 238 | 15% | 7% Buchanan. Vern 8 | 84% | e3% d Pingree, Chellie 284 | 0% | 6% : Joyce, David 205 | 60% | 55% Rose, John 60 91% 91% d
’ °© O s °© O Schakowsky, Sherrill, Mikie 284 | 0% 2% Jayapal, Pramila 238 | 15% | 10%
¢ 238 | 15% | 7% MICHIGAN g Kaptur, Marcy 284 | 0% 5% TEXAS .
Duarte, John 139 | 66% | 66% Cammack, Kat 55 95% 96% Janice ; ; o o ! ; o 9
T - S Schneider, Bradley | 284 | 0% | 7% | |Beroman, Jack 139 | 66% | 68% Smith, Christopher | 205 | 60% | 42% | ||\ dsman, Greg | 284 | 0% | 0% Allred, Colin 284 | 0% | 3% | |Kimer Derek 284 | 0% | 4%
Eshoo, Anna 284 | O% | 7% Castor, Kathy 284 | O% | % : Dingell, Debbie 284 | 0% | 4% Van Drew, Jeff 43 | 97% | 56% Latta, Bob 139 | 66% | 80% Arrington, Jodey | 97 | 77% | 82% | |-2rsem Rick 284 | 0% | 7%
. " g 0, 0, ) o o B o o N o o
Garamendl, John | 284 | O% | 4% ﬁhi'f"”s-'k Sheila | 284 | 0% | 0% Sorensen, Srie e Huizenga, Bill 168 | 65% | 80% Watson Coleman, | »g4 | 0% Miller, Max 99 | 75% | 75% Babin, Brian 90 | 80% | 86% | |ncMorris Rodgers, | 439 | ggo; | 729
Garcia, Mike 132 | 70% | 71% ctormick, Shefla - - ‘I_J::r‘znw“d’ 284 | 0% | 2% ga i Bonnie T S P ———| |[Cathy
Garcia, Robert 284 | 0% | 0% Diaz-Balart, Mario | 173 | 63% | 56% James, John 139 | 66% | 66% NEW MEXICO Sykes, Emilia 284 | 0% | 0% Burgess, Michael 93 | 78% | 81% Newhouse, Dan 139 | 66% | 67%
N Donalds, Byron 1 100% 100% Kildee, Daniel 284 0% 5% Leger Fernandez, Turner, Michael 169 | 64% | 54% Carter, John 81 83% | 74% Schrier, Ki 284 0% 2%
Gomez, Jimmy 238 | 15% | 10% ) 9 * | 284 | 0% | 0% chrier, Kim ° o
Hardor Josh 284 | 0% | % Dunn, Neal 132 | 70% | 74% | |Baird, James McClain, Lisa 2 | 73% | 84% Teresa Wenstrup, Brad 139 | 66% | 79% Casar, Greg 238 | 15% | 15% | [smith. Adam el o Ko
3 o o - . ’
Huffman. Jared 238 | 15% | e% Frankel, Lois 284 | 0% | 5% Banks, Jim Moolenaar, John | 90 | 80% | 71% Stansbury, Melanie | 238 | 15% | 6% OKLAHOMA Castro, Joaquin 225 | 26% | 9% Strickland, Marilyn | 284 | 0% | 0%
N o o " s
1ssa. Darrell 122 | 7% | 75% Franklin, Scott 85 | 81% | 90% Bucshon, Larry 103 | 74% | 66% | |scholten, Hillary | 284 | 0% | 0% Vasquez, Gabriel [§2750 7% W% Bice, Stephanie 175 | 62% | 79% Cloud, Michael 1 1100% 197% I \v|SCONSIN
'y ¢ Cl
Jacobs. Sara 284 | 0% | o% Frost, Maxwell 284 | 0% | 0% Carson, Andre 284 | 0% | 5% Slotkin, Elissa 284 | 0% | 2% NEW YORK Brecheen, Josh D RCIAREEPS | crenshaw, Dan 203 | 61% | 77% | |Fitzgerald, Scott | 83 | 82% | 88%
5 0 0 . . ’
Kamlager-Dove Gaetz, Matt 68 | 86% | 86% Houchin, Erin 122 | 71% | % Stevens, Haley 284 | 0% | 2% Bowman, Jamaal | 228 | 16% | 9% Cole, Tom 175 | 62% | 63% Crockett, Jasmine | 238 | 15% | 15% | [Gallagher, Mike 175 | 62% | 81%
Sydney " [§2sER 15% |gio% Gimenez, Carlos | 217 | 52% | 72% Mrvan, Frank 284 | 0% | 0% Thanedar, Shri 284 | 0% | 0% Clarke, Yvette 238 | 15% | 8% Hern, Kevin 43 | 97% 93% Cuellar, Henry 222 | 40% | 22% | [Grothman, Glenn | 122 | 71% | 88%
Khanna, Ro 238 | 15% | 10% Lee, Laurel 139 | 66% | 66% Pence, Greg 83 | 82% | 75% | |Tlaib, Rashida 238 | 15% | 13% z’Et;posno, 221 | 48% | 48% Lucas, Frank 208 | 59% | 65% De La Cruz, Monica| 139 | 66% | 66% | |Moore, Gwen 238 | 15% | 8%
N - nthony s
i i o o, o o Spartz, Victoria 55 95% | 87% i o, o, o o,
i o N o B % : %% Yakym, Rudolph | _112_| 73% | 75% M Espaillat, Adriano | 238 | 15% | 9% Doggett, Lioyd 284 | 0% | W% | |pocan, Mark 238 | 15% | 8%
H 0, 0, : 0, o, ) o o i o, o, o, 0, . o o
Kim, Young 175 | 62% | 72% Mast, Brian 43 | 97% | 76% I MINNESOTA Garbarino, Andrew| 210 | 57% | 66% Bentz, CIiff 139 | 66% | 81% Ellzey, John 139 | 66% | 80% | [steil, Bryan 1750 2% 84
LaMalfa, Doug 139 | 66% | 73% Mills, Cory 1 [100% [100% [ 'OWA Craig, Angela 275 | 7% | 4% Goldman. Daniel | 228 | 6% | 16% Blumenauer, Earl | 284 | 0% | 13% Escobar, Veronica | 284 | 0% | 6% Tiffany, Tom 100% 94%
o N o o
Lee, Barbara 228 | 16% | 8% Moskowitz, Jared | 284 | 0% 0% Feenstra, Randy 138 | 67% | 81% Emmer, Tom 93 | 78% | 79% Higgins, Brian 7 5 Bonamici, Suzanne| 238 | 15% | 8% Fallon, Pat Van Orden, Derrick
. . . i 0, 0, . ’ ° & . . .
Levin, Mike 284 | 0% | 2% Posey, Bill 1 |100% | 85% Hinson, Ashley 175 | 62% | 79% | |Finstad, Brad 68 | 86% | 86% Jeffries, Hakeor: I o% B0 Ecr:;vez-DeRemer, a0 P Fletcher, Lizzie 284 | 0% | 2% WEST VIRGINIA
Lieu, Ted 284 | 0% | 6% Rutherford, John | 139 | 66% | 65% n'a"rfa’n'::ft';s 169 | 64% | 76% Fischbach, Michelle| 61 | 89% | 88% LaLota Nicholas = I Hovie Val 228 | 160 | 6% Garcia, Sylvia 238 | 15% | 8% Miller, Carol
R ’ oyle, Va (3 o
o 9 I M 2% 9 McCollum, B % 9 ) 9
Lofgren, Zoe 284 0% 8% Salazar, Maria 175 | 62% | 73% Nunn, Zachary 208 | 59% | 59% cCollum, Betty 284 0% 4% Langworthy, 5 | 62% | 62% Salinas. Andren 84 0% 0% Gonzales, Tony 92 79% | 85% Mooney, Alex 100% 90%
Matsui, Doris 284 | 0% | 6% Soto, Darren 284 | 0% | 2% G Omar, llhan 284 | 0% | M% Nicholas ° ° PENNSLVANIA Gonzalez, Vicente | 226 | 20% | 12% WYOMING
McCarthy, Kevin 173 | 63% | 72% Steube, Greg 1 100% 98% . X o o Phillips, Dean 284 0% 5% Lawler, Michael 217 | 52% | 52% Gooden, Lance 64 88% | 96% Hageman, Harriet 1 100% 100%
Davids, Sharice 284 0% 6% Boyle, Brendan 284 0% 5%
McClintock, Tom 93 78% | 96% Waltz, Michael 1 100% | 84% Estes. Ron T2 73% | 80% Stauber, Pete 175 | 62% | 64% Malliotakis, Nicole | 175 | 62% | 71% ’ N Granger, Kay 210 | 57% | 68%
. N 4 ° O Cartwright
% Y Wasserman 9 D ’ 284 0% 5% D )
Mullin, Kevin 284 | 0% | 0% Wasserman | 564 | 0% | 4% LaTurner, Jake ‘05 | 7a% | 85% MISSOURI Meeks, Gregory | 284 | 0% | 9% Matthew 3 Green, Al 284 | 0% | 6%
Napolitano, Grace | 284 0% 5% Webste,r Daniel - s | 7o FrR——— 57 3%  97% Alford, Mark .5.-89% -89% Meng, Grace 238 | 15% 8% Dean, Madeleine 284 0% 2% Hunt, Wesley 1 100% 100%
Obernolte, Jay 122 | 71% | 81% ’ - z Burlison, Eric 1 100% 100% Molinaro, Marcus | 175 | 62% | 62% Deluzio, Jackson-Lee, 284 | o% | e%
Wilson, Frederica | 238 | 15% | 6% Morelle, Joseph = o BB Christopher 284 | 0% | 0% Sheila i °
i ] 0




Members of the Senate with annual scores AND lifetime scores of 90% or higher

2023 SENATE RATINGS

LIFE
MEMBER RANK SCORE SCORE

LIFE
RANK SCORE SCORE

LIFE
RANK SCORE SCORE

LIFE

LIFE
MEMBER Rank score .05 Bl MEMBER  Rrank score ;i = ll MEMBER MEMBER

ALASKA (mane  lINEW JERSEY SOUTH DAKOTA
Murkowski, | 49 | 4195 | 499 | |Hirono, 66 | 7% | 3% | |Colins, 46 | 48% | 33% | |Booken 66 | 7% | 8% | |Rounds. 39 | 54% | 60%
Lisa Mazie Susan Cory Mike
g‘;'r']'va”’ 27 | 69% | 65% ‘gﬁg":z’ 66 | 7% | 1% ﬁwgas 66 | 7% | 4% E:S::‘tdez’ 66 | 7% | 10% ‘ Jonn 34 | 59% | 72%
ALABAMA IDAHO MICHIGAN NEW MEXICO
Britt, 26 | 70% | 70% | |CraPo; 16 | 83% | 8o | |Poters 66 | 7% | 5% | Heinrich, 66 | 7% | 3% | Blackburn, [0l gz | g%
Katie Mike Gary Martin Marsha
;gg\enr";'"e’ 10 | 85% | 93% Ti'rffh’ 16 | 83% | 86% gtjé’;'rw’ 61 | 8% | 9% 'é‘;’r?”' 66 | 7% | 7% ‘gﬁl‘-”e”y’ 9 | 86% | 83%
ARKANSAS ILLINOIS MINNESOTA NEVADA TEXAS
Boozman, 39 | 54% | 69% Duckworth, 66 7% 3% Klobuchar, 66 7% 6% Cortez _Masto, 58 | 14% | 4% Cornyn,
John Tammy Amy Catherine John
$:;:°”’ 23 | 74% | 80% gi‘i’:a':‘é 66 | 7% | 2% ?I"r::h 61 | 8% | 2% JR;’CSE; 58 | 14% | 7% 100% 93%
ARIZONA NEW YORK
Kelly, Hawley, Gillibrand, o o
oy 66 | 7% | 2% 93% 94% [N 10 | 85% | 87% | |\ irstor 66 | 7% | 7% 100% 99%
i‘;‘zm 54 | 22% | 12% el 93% 93% i‘rﬂ‘i’;er 60 | 10% | 4%
CALIFORNIA MISSISSIPPI owo |
Butler, Ernst, o o Hyde-Smith, o o Brown, o o Kaine, o o
Laphanza n/a | n/a | |0 27 | 69% | 73% | |cn 32 | 62% | 65% | |crorraq 66 | 7% | 3% | -2 66 | 7% | 4%
Feinstein, o Grassley, o o Wicker, 5 o Vance, o o Warner, o
e n/a | 5% ‘Chuck 43 | 53% | 76% | |poc 27 | 69% | 65% | | p. 16 | 83% | 83% | | 0o 61 | 8%
Padilla, MONTANA OKLAHOMA VERMONT
66 | 7% | 2%
Alex .
COLORADO :%ﬂla”’ 16 | 83% | 76% Et""e'css 21 | 82% | 83% 'J‘:rr;k;:rd’ 23 | 74% | 87% ;er‘:izrs’ 54 | 22%
Bennet, o o Moran, o 5 Tester, o o Mullin, o o, Welch, o
e 61 | 8% | 8% ‘Je”y 39 | 54% | 70% | | > 51| 33% | 12% | |yonvayne | 47 | 47% | 78% | | D0 S 66 | 7%
Hickenlooper, oreEcon W wasHINGTON
66 | 7% | 5%

John

McConnell, Merkley, Cantwell,
Py p—— Mt 6 92% 96% [k 53 | 23% | 7% | | 66 | 7% | 8%
g:;‘g;ergtha" 66 | 7% | 4% | [Raad 100% 97% H'}:'(')Sm ‘ 45 ‘ 51% | 64% \é\;‘i‘de“’ 66 | 7% | 7% 'P"a“t't:'/"‘y 66 | 7% | 4%
Murphy, P Pl LOUISIANA NORTH DAKOTA PENNSYLVANIA WISCONSIN
Christopher . .
DELAWARE gﬁlss'dy’ 30 | 68% | 70% E;?/T\er 34 | 59% | 58% ng)ey’ 66 | 7% | 4% ?:r':n";’;"’ 66 | 7% | 4%

Fett )

Carper, 66 | 7% | 10% | Kemnedy, | oz | g49 | gog | |HOSven 34 | 50% | 61% | |Stterman. | g5 | 579 | 27% | |Johnson, 6 | 92% | 89%
Thomas John John John Ron
Coons, 61 | 8% | s% NEBRASKA RHODE ISLAND WEST VIRGINIA
Christopher . .
vy sa | on | Tt [ em |7 fott s | 7w | sx | DB [ | sex | s
;L::ég 31 | 67% | 84% ‘é‘(;';g:'th 54 | 22% | 10% E;Ct';etts’ 10 | 85% | 85% gg'f;g:”se’ 66 | 7% | 5% ‘T::Ch'"’ ‘49 41% | 20%
Scott, T AR Bl MARYLAND NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING
Rick .

Cardin Hassan Graham Barrasso,

) % B n, % | 29 : 15 | 84% | 82%

— Bonjamin | 66 | 7% | 3% | |gao st 66 | 7% | 2% | |rener 32 | 62% | 65% | | jopn 6 3
Ossoff, Van Hollen Shaheen Scott Lummis,

, o B _ : % I ) % | 59 : % | 86% : 10 | 85% | 85%
A 66 | 7% | 2% ‘Chns 66 | 7% | 7% | |jeoe 66 | 7% | 5% | ;oo 8 | 89% | 86% | |cynthia 6 3
Warnock

© | 66 | 7% | 2%
Raphael

The Foundation’s study examined all 1,076 floor votes in the House (724)
and Senate (352) and, in the end, included 17 House votes and 14 Senate votes.

LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS
CONSIDERED IN 2023:

COMPUTATION

Scores are computed on a scale of O to 100.
Each vote or action in the rating is assigned
a certain number of points depending on its
relative importance. Absences are not counted,
though the Foundation reserves the right to do
so if, in its judgment, a Member’s position was
otherwise discernible.

To provide some additional guidance concerning
the scores, each lawmaker was ranked. Members
with 0% scores are, by default, ranked #435 in

the House and #100 in the Senate. Scores and
ranks cannot be directly compared between
the House and Senate, as different votes were
taken in each chamber. The study also records a
“Lifetime Score” for each Member of Congress.
This is a simple average of the scores from all
previous years where the lawmaker earned a
score in the Club’s scorecards.

In some cases a lawmaker was not present for
enough votes for a meaningful score or ranking
to be computed. In such cases “n.a.” for “not
applicable” appears. In computing lifetime

scores, years with “n.a.” listed instead of a score
are not included. Comparing such scores to other
members without “n.a.” years may be misleading.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS

A study of roll call votes on the floor of the
House and Senate and legislative actions is just
that. It cannot account for a lawmaker’s work

in committee, advocacy in his party’s caucus
meetings, and effectiveness as a leader in
advocating pro-growth policies.



