155Uk 1.° Unemployment Compensa-
tion, House File 704,

Division 1 of the \dwson' amendment in
the House and thz Davis amendment in
the Senate would have deleted the in-
crease in weekly benefits to fifty-five
percent {55%) of the average weekly wage
effective July 1, 1973 from the bill. We op-
posed passage. Failed 1o pass the House,
3 yes, 60 no, 10 absent. May 20, 197L
{House Journal 1598). Failed to pass Sen-
ate. 20 yes, 27 np, 3 absent. June 2, 1971,
('Sei'?t?te Journal 1581). A no vote shown as
rig
(1SSUE 2. Unemployment Compensa-
tien, House File 704,

Bivision 1 of the Gaudineer amendment
would have moved the effective date of
the new benefit formula up one year to
July 1, 1972 instead of the July 1, 1973
date contained in the bill. We supported
passage. Failed to pass Senate. 21 yes, 24
no, b absent. June 2, 1971. A ves vote
shown as right (R}

ISSUE 3. Unemployment Compensa-
tion. House File 704.

Division 2 of the Gaudineer amendment
reduced the earnings necessary to requal-
ify for benefits, after voluntarily quitting,
from twelve to nine times the weakly
benefit amount. We supported passage.
Passed Senate. 31 yes, 12 no, 7 absent.
June 2, 1971. {Senate Journal 1586). A yes
vote shown as right {R).

ISSUE 4, ITRAC Tax Reform. House File
654,

The Cochran, et al amendment in the
House and the Tapscott, et al amendment
in the Senate attempted to make, the
lowa income tax more progressive by
granting some relief to low and moderate
mcome groups and by placing a progres-
sive tax schedule on the higher income
group. It was supported by the lowa Tax
Reform Action Coalition (LT.R.AC.) and
the lowa Federation of Labor. Failed to
&ass the House, 33 yes, 57 no, 10 absent,

ay 11, 1971. (House Journal 1435). Failed
to pass Senate. 13 yes, 36 no, 1 absent.
May 18, 1971. (Senate Journal 1343). A yes
vote shown as right (R).

ISSUE 5. Taxas, Schoocl Aid. House
File 654, .

The Doderer, et al amendment provided
for a sales tax credit to those with net
incomes of less than $5,500.00 per year.
We supported passage. Failed to pass
Senate. 14 yes, 34 no, 2 abseni. May 21,
1971. {Senate Journal 1465). A yes vote
shown as right (R}

ISSUE 6, Taxes.
File 654, ]

Vote is shown on final passage of the
Conference Report that Tesuited when the
House and Senate passed different tax
bills and neither could concur with the
other chamber's position. In our apinion
the differing bills that passed in both
Houses were more progressive and contain-
ed more tax reforms than the bill that
finally came out of conference commit-
tea and was passed by both Houses. We
feei thai the iowa Legisiature missed an
opportunity to enact meaningfui tax re
form. We opposed passage because we
felt the Legislature should have done
more to ease the unfair burden that the
oresent property, sales and income taxes
place on those of moderate and low in-
comes and we felt that the state should
nave assumed a larger share of the local
school funding. Passed House. 36 ves, 40
no, 4 absent. June 11, 1971. (House Jour-
nal 2029). Passed Senate, 27 yes, 20 no, 3
absent. June 11, 1971, (Senate Joumal
1806}, A no vote shown as right (R).

ISSUE 7. CoHective Bargaining fo:
public Employees. Senate File 387.

An amendment offered by Senator Gaud-
ineer to exempt the Collective Bargaining
for Public Employees Bill from a_motion
to return ail bilis to commitiee. The in-
tent of this amendment was to retain the
collective bargaining bill on the Senate
Calendar for action, We supported passage.
Amendment failed to pass Senate, 18 yes,
31 no, 1 absent. January 10, 1972. {Senate
Journal 11). A yes vote shown as right (R).

ISSUE 8. Cempuisory Arbitration, Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 104.

A Resolution urging the Congress of the
United States to immediately adopt legis-
lation requiring compulsory arbitration to
settle disputes in the transportation indus-
try. The lowa Federation of Laebor is op-
posed to any form of compulsory arbitre-
tion which would force an employee to
workk for the profit of his employer on
terms dictated by the government. On the
other hand, we support the concept of
voluntary arbitration where the parties
jointly agree to accept an_umpire's de-
cision as final and binding. The difference
between the words voluniary and compul-
sory is the difference between freedom
and its denial, We opposed passage of
this Resplution. Passed Senate. 31 yes, 12
no, 7 absent. February 7, 1972. {Senate
é%:mal 302). A no vote is shown as right

ISSUE 8 Rstirement systems for pal-
ice and flremen. Senate File 163. .

An Act that permits firemen and police-
men to be eligible for retirement benefits
when their employment is terminated,
after fifteen years of service. We support-
ed passage of this bill. Passed Senate, 30
yes, 18 no, 1 absent. February 17, 197..
(Senate Journal 298). Passed House. 65
ves, 19 no, 16 absent. March 23, 1972,
{House Joumnal 1382). A yes vote shown as
right {R}.

Schoo! Aid, House

How Your State

Name of District

(R} ANDERSON, QUENTIN V.
Ringgeld, Union, Decatur,
Wayne, Appanoose

{R) ARBUCKLE, R. DEAN
Greene, Boone, Guthrie

(R) BALLOUN, CHARLES F.
Tama, Benton, Black Hawk

{R) BASS, EARL G.
Mills, Fremont, Page,
Montgomery

{R} BRILES, JAMES E.
Adams, Audubon, Cass,
Adair, Tayler -

(R) BROWNLEE, 8. L
Palo Alto, Buena Vista,
Pocahontas, Clay

(R% ECARLSON, REINHOLD O,

olk

(D) COLEMAN, C, JOSEPH
Wehster, Cathoun

(R) CONMKLIN, W. CHARLENE
Black Hawk

{R) CURRAN, LEIGH R.
Cerro Gordo, Franklin

{R) DAVIS, WILSON L.
Lee, Van Buren

(R) DEKOSTER, LUCAS 1L
Sioux, Lyon, Plymouth

{D} DODERER, MINNETTE

Johnson

(R) ERSKINE, ALDEN J,
Weadhbury

(D) GAUDINEER, LEE H,, JR.

Polk

(R} GILLEY, FLOYD
Fayette, Winneshiek,
Allamakee,

(D} GLENN, GENE W.
Wapelio, Davis

(R) GRAHAM, J. WESLEY
Ida, Sac, Cherokee, Calhoun

{R) GRIFFIN, JAMES W.,, SR,
Pottawattamie

{b} GROSS, WILLIAM
Woodbury

{D) HILL, EUGENE M.
Jasper, lowa, Poweshiek

(R} HKEITH, WAYNE D,
Kossuth, Emmet, Humboldt

{B} KENNEDY, GENE V.

_ Dubuque, Allamakee, Claytan

{R) KYHL, VERNON H.
Butfer, Mitehel, Flovd

(R) LAMBORN, CLIFTON C.
Jackson, Jones, Delaware

(R) LAVERTY, CHARLES 0.
Warren, Marion, Monroe

(R} MESSERLY, FRANCIS L.
Black Hawk

{B) MILLER, CHARLES P.
Des Moines, Louisa

(R} MILLIGAN, GEORGE F.

Polk
{R} MOWRY, JOHN L.
Marshall, Grundy
(R) NEU, ARTHUR A.
Carroll, Crawford, Monona
(R) NICHOLSON, EDWARD E.

Scott
(R) OLLENBURG, H. L.
Hancock, Worth, Wright
Cerro Gordo, Winnehago
{D) PALMER, WILLIAM D.

Polk

{R) POTGETER, JAMES A,
Hardin, Hamiiton, Wright,
Franklin

(R} POTTER, RALPH
Linn, Buchanan, Dalaware

(R) RABEDEAUX, W.R.
Muscatine, Cedar, Scoft

(R} RHODES, JOHN C.
Lucas, Dallas, Madison
Clarke

(R} RILEY, TOM

Linn
(ﬂb ROBINSON, CLOYD E.

nn

{P) SCHABEN, JAMES F.
Harrisen, Shelby,
Pottawattamie

(R) SHAFF, ROGER ).
Clinton

{R) SHAWVER, GEORGE L.
Chickasaw, Bremer, Howard,
Winneshiek

(R} SMITH, MARVIN W.
O'Brien, Osceoala, Clay,
Dickinson, Lyon

{R) STEPHENS, RICHARD L.
Washington, Jefferson,

Henry
(Di): &APSCGTE’, JOHN E.
o
(R} THORDSEN, HAROLD A,

Scott

{R)} VAN DRIE, RUDY
Story, Jasper

(D) VAN GILST, BASS
Mahaska, fowa, Keokuk,

Mornroe
(R) WALSH, JOHN
Dubugue
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Senators Voted

TOTALS
Right Wrong
s
1 8
g
8 ]
4 4
1 8
4 5
$ 8
2 7
1 s
2 T
4 5
8 8
1 7
8 0
. 8
8 8
8 8
2 8
8 8
8 1
1 B
9 0
1 2
1 8
3 5
3 5
8 8
5 k]
2 7
4 3
3 §
1 L]
8
1 8
4 5
1 5
1 7
$ 3
8 B
8 o
1 4
2 7
3
1 1
8 ]
5 3
& 8
| 1
¢ 3

Name of District
(R} ALT, DON D.
Polk

(D) ANANIA, SAMUEL F,

Polk

{R) ANDERSEN, LEONARD C.
Woodhury

(D) BENNETT, VERNON N.

Polk
(R) BERGMAN, IRVIN L.

Lyon, Osceola, Dickinson
{D) BLOUIN, MICHAEL T.

Dubugue
(D} BRAY, DANIEL L. JR.

Scott
{R) CAMP, IOHN
Clinten
{R} CAMPBELL, HERBERT L.
Washington, Henry, Jefferson
(R) CHRISTENSEN, PERRY
Decatur, Union, Ringgoeld
{R) CLARK, JOHN H.

Lee

(D), COCHRAN, DALE M.
Webster, Calhoun

{R} CURTIS, WARREN E.
Cherokee, 1da

{R) .DEN HERDER, ELMER
Sioux, Lyon

(D} DOUGHERTY, TOM
Marien, Monroe

(B} DOYLE, DONALD V.

Woodbury

{R} DRAKE, RICHARD F.
Muscatine

{D} DUNTON, HEITH H.
lowa, Keokuk

(R) EDELEN, ROLLIN £,

Emmet, Kossuth
{R} EGENES, SONJA

Story
(R} ELLSWORTH, THEODORE

Dubunue
(B) EWELL, VERNON A
Black Hawk

{(R) FISCHER, HAROCLD 0.
Grundy, Marshall

(R} FISHER, C. RAYMCND
reenz, Cuthrie -
(B) FRANKLIN, A JUNE

Polk
(R} FREEMAN, DENNIS L.
Buena Vista, Clay, 0'Brien

(l}g3 GLUBA, WILLIAM E.

cott
(R} GOODE, DEWEY
Davis, Wapelio

A (R) GRASSLEY, CHARLES E.

Butler, Floyd
{R) HAMILTON, HOWARD A
Cedar, Scott, Muscatine
{R) HANSEN, WILLARD
Black Hawk
(R} HARBOR, WILLIAM H,
Page, Milis, Montgomery
(R} HILL, PHILIP B,

Polk '
(R} HOLDEN, EDGAR H,

Scott

tb) HUSAK, EMIL ).
Black Hawk, Tama

{B) JESSE, NORMAN G.

Poik

(D} JOHNSTON, JOSEPH C,
Jehnson

(R) KEHE, LUYERN W.
Bremer, Chickasaw

(R) KELLY, E. KEVIN
Woudbury

(B) KENNEDY, MICHAEL K.
Chickasaw, Howard,
Winneshiek

{D) KINLEY, GEORGE R.
Polk

(D) KNOBLALCH, CHARLES
Carrol), Crawford

(R} KNOKE, GEORGE J,
Pottawattamie

(R) KREAMER, ROBERT M.

Polk
(R} KRUSE, WALTER W. P,

Clay, O'Brien

(D} LARSON, LARRY N,
Story, Jasper

(R) LAWSON, MURRAY C.
Cerro Gordo

(R) LIPSKY, JOAN
Linn

{R} LOLEMANN, KENNETH L.
- Carre Gorde, Worth,

Winnehago
(D) MAYBERRY, D, VINCENT

Wehster

Gluba-8mall UC Amend.

™ wm X E W E E = mx W OV OE wm £ W OE L

3

£E ¥ A x 5=
E £ ® ™ A = =

£

e
b

£ £ » = T £ % £ % » £ X U » »
» Z » % % @3 » T 3 » £ £ B 2 m
= £ » m P £ £ £ £ » £ 2 X £ »

£ = » ¥ ¥ £ 0 xm 2
M ¥ » ¥ - M w® 3w ™

=
=

7. Lawasn UC Amend No, i

M m oxm £ 3 M xm £ S mpomw T %f m o w o £
W w ow £ N WL £ £ g 3P L m W oW

=
&

3. Lawson UC Amend, No, 3

= ©® ¥ Wz

s = » ¥ £ £ 3 = 3

‘How Your State Re

e



“iprese

i

z

4

S

2

g -

= 8 g
a8 2
g E 13 =]

2 =

MR- 4
g 8 s £ 2
E ¥ 2 O
g B A X g
a g m B g
g 28 2 ¢
=3 o u o
3 E H 8 O
v ¥ e 5 o=

M oom o XU W XM I P OE o@m WX W W W o™ W
> ® » ¥ X X ¥ P £ £ W w £ » £ p» ¥

hﬂ’)”ﬂ’)m)’”ﬁz:ﬂ:ﬂaxmm’,w
€ £ » 3 3 £ ¥ £ £ » £ ¥ I E v £ » 3 E £ X

E R A
R R R
R R R
AW W
W WWw
R W W
R R R
R A W
A WW
R AW
R R W

#= £ » » ¥ £ £ £ £ » £ EF P £ 3 X » » £ £ > » ¥ I v X X W E £ E £ ¥ P E D F > ZF

» £ ® » ¥ ¥ m X » » E £ X ¥ » ¥ X m Ef M £ ;W ¥ IV xm E £ o £ £ £ x v oo ¥ OV T %
£ £ ® n ¥ ¥ £ £ £ » ¥ £ ¥ F W E O OE B OE XM OE MW o0 X E U X E Z PP OMW O OE WM OZE NOZE

£ £ m x ¥ ¥ F £ ™M E E r» ¥ »» ;W\ E F X O X ¥ @

» £ m»m £ ¥ £ 3 xm =
™ £ »m E £ E 3 ™M ow

n__tat,ive Voted

=

9, Collsotivs Hargalning

o £ =x £ £ £ m = o=

=

®* =™ w ¥ E XV T E X » W O F » W X £

Right. Wrong
1 8
¥ 8
] 4
g L]
1 L]
9 0
8 L
4 §
0 8
1 7
2 8
8 [}
3 8
1 8
8 0
8 L
5 3
8§ ]
1 6
5 4
5 4
5 B
2 5
1
6 8
2 5
8 0
1 1
6
8 1
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1 1
2 g
2 7
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2 4
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g 0
1 1
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1 8
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3 4
2 b

by Allen J. Meier
Legisiative Director

The voting record on these pages
has been compiled on the basis of
action taken by delegates on policy
resolutions at recent Iowa Federation
of Labor, AFL-CIO conventions.

The vote is taken from the official
Journals of both Houses of the Iowa
General Assembly, where the vote is
recorded.

Name of District

{B) McCORMICK, HAROLD C,
Delaware, Jones

{R) McELROY, LILLIAN
Fremont, Page

(R} MENDENHALL, JOHN C.
Altamakee, Winneshiek

(R} MENEFEE, MAYNARD
Fayette

{D) MIDDLESWART, JAMES
Warren, Marion

(R} MILLEN, FLOYD H.
Yan Buren, Lee

{R) MILLER, ELIZABETH R.
Marshail

{R) MOFFIT, DELMONY
Appanoose, Decatur, Wayne

{R) MOLLET, HENRY C.
Pottawattamie

(D} MONROE, W. R. (Bill)
Des Maoines

{R) NIELSEN, ALFRED
Harrison, Shelby

{D) NORPEL, RICHARD J.
Jackson, Jones

(R} NYSTROM, JOHN N.
Boone

(D} PATTON, JOHN W,
Buchanan, Delaware

{R) PELLET, WENDELL
Audubon, Cass

{R) PELTON, CHARLES
Clinton i

{(R) PIERSON, GEORGE N.
Keokuk, Mahaska, Monroe

{I}) PRIEBE, BERL E.
Kossuth, Humboldt

(D) RADL, RICHARD M,
linn

{R) REX, CLYDE
Hamiiton, Wright

{D) RODGERS, NORMAN G.
Dallas, Madison

(R) ROORDA, NORMAN
Jasper

() SARGISSON, HALLIE
Woodbury .

{D) SCHMEISER LLOYD F.
Des Moines, Louisa

{R) SCHROEDER, LAVERNE
Pottawattamie

{D} SCHWARTZ, JAMES H.
Wapelio

{R) SCHWIEGER, BARTON L.
Btack Hawk

(D) SCOTT, KENNETH B.
Franklin, Cerro Gordo

(R} SHAW, ELIZABETH
Scott

(R) SIGLIN, MARION D.
Clark, Lucas, Madison

{0} SKINNER, ED
Polk

(D) SMALL, ARTHUR A, IR,
Johnsoen

{R} SORG, NATHAN
Linn

(R) STANLEY, IVOR W.
Linn

(R} STOKES, A. GORDON
Plymouth, Sioux

(R} STRAND, CLAIR
lowa, lasper, Poweshiek

(R) STROMER, DELWYN
Hancock, Wright _

{R) STROTHMAN, CHARLES
Henry, Jefferson

(R) TAYLOR, RAYMOND
Dubuque

{R) TIEDEN, DALE
Allamakee, Clayton

(R} TROWBRIDGE, DELBERT
Fioyd, Mitchell

(D) UBAN, CHARLES J,
Black Hawk

{R} VARLEY, ANDREW
Adair, Adams, Taylor

(R) WAUGH, JEWELL O,
Crawford, Monona

(R} WELDEN, RICHARD W,
Franklin, Hardin

{B) WELLS, JAMES D.
Linn

(D) WILLITS, EARL M,
Polk

{R} WINKELMAN, WILLIAM P,
Cathoun, Sac

(R) WIRTZ, JAMES E.
Palo Alto, Pocahontas

{0} WYCKOFF, RUSSELL L.
Benton, Black Hawk
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In the explanation of the issues, we
explain why a “No” vote or “Yes”
vote is a “Right” or “Wrong” vote, A
“Right” vote means a legislator has
voted with the Iowa AFL-CIO position
and a “Wrong” (W) vote means he
voted against the Iowa AFL-CIO posi-

tion.

Votes on key amendments to bills
often are more meaningful than a
vote on final passage, and this record

TOTALS
4 5 8 1 8 8 Right Wrong
RRRRRR 8 ')
RWWWWW 2 7
RWWWWW 1 8
RWWWWW 2 7
R RRRRR 0
R WWAWHW 1 7
KWW W W W 2 7
RWWWWW 2 7
RAWWWA 2 5
R RRRRR 9 [
RWWWWW 1 5
R RRRRR : 0
RWWWWR s 5
R RRRRR 8 (]
WWWWWW 0 3
AWWWWR 3 5
RWWWWW CR
R RRRRR 8 0
WRRRRW 4 5
R WWWWW 3 3
R AARRTE 7 2
WWWWWW 6 v
R RRRRER 5 .
A RRRRHTE . .
RWWWWW
RWRRRR g .
RWWWRR 5 ’
R RRRRR . .
R WWWR W s .
AWWWWW ; s
A RRRAR 5 .
ARRRERE g .
WWWWW W 0 .
WWWWWW e R
RWWWWW ; P
R WWWWW 3 -
AWWWWW 0 e
R WWWWHW ] "
R WWWRR 5 .
RWWWWR 2 .
R WWWWW 1 .
WRARR RPR " 2
RWWWWW ] .
R WWARW 2 s
WWWWWW 8 8
R RRRRTR 8 o
RRRRR g ®
R WWWWW 1 8
R WWWWW 1 5
R RRRR R 8 )

inciudes key votes on crucial amend
ments. '

The Supreme Court of Iowa, upor
petition by the Ilowa AFIL-CIO, the
the United Aute Workers and the
lowa League of Women Voters, reap
portioned the legislative districts ir
the state this year to meet the one
man-one vote federal constitutiona
requirement, This opens up to contes
all legislative districts for both the
House and Senate in this year’s elec
tions. Hence, the disiricts shown be
low for the individuai legislators are
not the new legisiative districts. The)
are the old ones that existed prior i
reapportionment,

ISSUE 1. Unemployment

tion. House File 704.

The Giuba-Small amendment to Hous
File 704 would have increased week!
benefits to sixty-six and two-thirds per
cent {66%4%) of the state’s average week
ly wage. This would have brought lowa"
benefits schedule up to the suggestar
federal guidelines. We supported passage
Failed to pass House. 32 yes, 59 ng, |
absent, May 20, 1971. {House Journai 1600)
A yes vote shown as right (R).

ISSUE 2. Unsmployment
tion. House File 704.
SEE SENATE ISSUE 1.

ISSUE 3: Unempioyment
tion, House File 704.

Division 2 of the Lawson amendmen
eliminated the penaity provision & lowing
weekly benefits to be paid to vu untar
quits after a period of twelve weeks. Th
federal guidelines suggest a six weel
postponement. We opposed passage. Volt
shown recorded on reconsideration voh
on amendment. Passed House. 48 yes, 4
no, 8 absent. May 20, 1971, (House Journ
al 1602). A no vote shown as right (R).

ISSUE 4. Unemployment compensation
House File 704. .

This Act extends unemployment insur
ance’ benefits to people who work fo
small employers, employees of state gov
ernment and most non-profit organizations
Cities and counties have the right to el
ect coverage. it increased benefits an
provided for extended benefits during per
inds o1 high unemployment. It prohibit
cancellation of wage credits or total re
duction of benefits except for misconduct
fraud or receipt of other income. it in
creased the taxable wage base for lowi
employers to $4,200.00, up from the pres
ent $3,000.00, to pay for the improvement:
in the new law. Most of the above char_tF
es were required by federal law. Whil
we feel the disqualification provisions ar
still too harsh and the benefit schedul
still inadequate the bill was a major im
provement to the lowa law. We supporte
passage. Passed House. 73 yes, 9 no, 13
absent. June 4, 1971. {House Journal 1828
Passed Senate. 45 yes, 2 no, 3 ahsenl
June 2, 1971. {Sénate Journal 1593). A ve:
vote shown as right (R).

I5S5UE 5. Taxes, Scheoo! Aid. Houw

File 654.
SEE SENATE [SSUE 4.

ISSUE 6. Taxss, Schoel Aid. Hous
File 654. .

The Gluba, et al amendment attempte
to grant property tax relief to the elder|
and disabled whose property taxes wen
high relative to income, similar to & plai
enacted in Vermont in 1963, It was sup
ported by the lowa Tax Reform Actiol
Coalition” {LT.R.ALC.) and the towa Fed
eration of lLabor, Falled to pass House
31 yes, 59 no, 10 absent. May 11, 1971
(House Journal 1452). A yes vote show
as right (R).

ISSUE 7. Taxes. 3School Ald, Hous
File 654.

The Rodgers, et al amendment attempt
ed to give a sales tax cradit to thos
taxpayers with under $7,000.00 annuai ne
income. We supported passage. Failed t:
pass House. 40 yes, 54 no, 6 absent, Ma
5, 1971, {House Journal 1278). A yes voli
shown as right (R).

ISSUE 8. Taxes. School Aid, House

File 654.
SEE SENATE ISSUE 6.

ISSUE 9. Collective Bargaining for Pubk
lic Employees. House File 336,

A motion was made to withdraw th
collective bargaining for public emplovee
bill from the Sifting Committee in an at
tempt to override the House leadership’
decision not to pass a collective bargain
ing bill this session. We supported thi:
mation, Motign lost. 47 ves, 48 no, 5 ab
sent. March 22, 1972, (House Journal 1342)
A yes vote shown as right (R).

Compensa

Compansa

Zompensa



United States Senators are electsd every six years. Senator Harold Hughes, a Democrat,
was elected to the Senate in 1968*-and his seat will come up for election next in 1974.

Senator Jack Richard Miller was first alected to his seat 12 years ago. He was reelected
in 1966. He is running for reelection—a third term—this year. He is a Republican.

The helow voting records are not intended to be complete. The issues selected are rep-
resentative of the broad range of interests vitally important to union members, their fami-
lies, and their communities. The votes selected are taken from The Congressional Record,

official publication of the U.S.

Congress.

B means voted RHight (wlih the AFL-CIQ pesition).
W means voted Wrong (against the AFL~-CIO pesitisn).
— means the Senator was abssnt or Geneend Palr.

L
1967-68

1. SENATE RULES

The fight has raged for years over Sen-
ate Rule 22, which permits the filibuster,
the favorite weapon against civil rights
legislation and used, too, to prevent 14(b}
repeal in 1965 and 1966. The rule presently
requires a two-thirds vote of those pres-
ent to invoke cloture, shutting off debata.
The effort to consider S. Res. 6 itself was
defeated by filibuster and hung up on the
two-thirds rule. The Mansfield motion to
shut off debate got a majority but fell
short of the required two-thirds.

THE VOTE—On Mansfield motion to shut
off debate. Rejected, 5346 {two-thirds vote
required) Jan. 24, 1967. Yea—right. Nay—

WIOng.
2. COMPULSORY ARBITRATIGN

The legislative struggle that finaily re-
sulted in forcing striking rail workers back
to their jobs against their will was a lon,
and complicated one, Congress on Apri
11, 1967 delayed for three woeks a strike
set for Aprit 13. On May 1, a second act of
Congress set a June 19 deadline for talks
between labor and management on the un-
derstanding the President would propose
a settlement plan before then. The Presi-
dent's plan was announced May 4. On
June 7, the Senate voled to prevent a
strike by rail shopcraft workers and to
compel them to submit to compulsory
arbitration. The Yarborough proposal, back-
ed by the AFL-CIO, was meant to bring
some equity to an essentially unfair situ-
ation by impounding a percentage of the
rait industry's profits until final settle-
ment was reached.

The vote — On the amendment. Reject-
ed, 23-59, June 7, 1967. Yea—right. Nay—

wron
3. E%:EGTION REFORM

The real target of this amendment was
the AFL-CIO Committee on Political Edu-
cation, The proposal would have prevent-
ed COPE from collecting dollars voluntar-
ily contributed by union members and
glwng such funds to COPE endorsed can-

idates for the U. S. House and Senate.
Tts "effect would have been to dry up im-
portant sources of funds for liberai can-
didates. Though it was defeated, it re-
mains a goal of conservatives In and out
of Congress.

The vote — On the amendmet. Rejected,
1|9-§g. Sept. 11, 1967. Yea—wrong. Nay—
rig
4, SOCIAL SECURITY

Amendment by Sen. Curtis (R.-Neb,) to
reduce soclal security benefits to the lev-
el of the Hou assed bill, HR 12080.

The Senate bill provided a 15 parcent
general increase in Social Security bene-
its as compared with 12.5 percent in the
House bill and raisad the minimum bene-
fit to $70 as compared with $50 in the
House bill. it also substantially improved
other provisions.

The vote — on the proposal to reduce
benefits increase. relected, 22-58, Nov. 21,
1967. Yea—wrong. Nay—right.
5. AiD TO EDUCATIO

Amendment by Sen. Thurmond (R.-S5.C.}
that would in effect undermine kay parts
of the aid to education pro§ram (HR 7819}
under the guise of “states r ghts."

The vote — on the amendment. Reject-
ed, 35-38, Dec. 11, 1967. Yea—wrong. Nay

—rlEht.
6. RUNAWAY SHOPS

Amendment by Sen. Ribicoff (D.-Conn.}
to HR 15414 to end federal tax exemptions
on interest from industrial development
bonds.

Tax exemption on Interest from indus-
trial development bonds was meant to
he‘lf local governments Frovide schools
and other public services. It was, In effect,
a federal subsidy, [t was perverted to a
lure for runaway shops when many com-
munities used this subsidy to build plants
for private use and private profit. This
amendment will help stop the job-robbers
and plant pirates.

The vote—on the amendment. Approved,
50-32, March 28, 1968. Yea—right. Nay—

WIONE.
7. RENT SUPPLEMENTS

Amendment by Sen. Lausche (D.-Ohio}
to HR 9960 to slash rent supplement funds
In_half, from $40 million to $20 million.

The B9th Congress enacted a rent sup-
Flements program to help poor familles
ive in decent housing. Funding the pro-
rram has been a constant battle, although
t is the first housing subsidy program
ever endorsed by a!l segments of the real
estate Industry.

196768

1. Mitler - W

2. Milter - W

3. Miller - W

4, Miller - W

5. Mifler - W

6. Miller - W

7. Miller - W

The vote—on the amendment. Rejected,
34-55, Sept. 20, 1967. Yesa—wrong. Nay—

right.
8. WAR ON POVERTY-—-JOBS 8.
Amendment by Sen. Prouty (R-VL} to S
2388 to provide a one-year, $925 million
emergency job program. R

The key to the poverty war is jobs. A
$2.8 billion proposal for a special job
Emgram was threatened by an effort to
ill not only the proRosal but any emerg-
ency job program. bipartisan alliance
formed behind Sen. Prouty's compromise
propesal to salvage some legisiation pro-
viding an emergency job program — a ste|

" ; ; : H Despite continued high unemployment, Hughes - R
in the direction of the large-scale jo the Acli)ministration opposed a $2 bi[l:{m ac- v9
program urged by the AFL-CIO. : d at

Tha vote n the P amend t celerated public works program aimed a
Rej et d 42__47D 0 t.e Fl Fol r\y& meir:L providing 170,000 jobs and needed facil-

N?ei\srén Ve & - Yea—Tig ities in communities with heavy jobless-
Y E. ness, ?enate effortts heto o\xrerlru:let tge Prgﬁx-
- dential veto on accelerated public

1969 70 1969-70 workﬁh'bcilu fell f[vg _shcorts_?g16 thetnxasiﬂg

1. FILIBUSTER RULE 1. Miller - W 3o el ingoright. Against—

The Senate muffed a chance to change Hughes - R 14, 1971, For overriding—right. Agains
g's filibustghrui:a af}etfhe Stﬁrt ?fﬂtheHQISt " :m';ix tREFD RM 3. Mills wW
Ongress. ortly ore he left office, . ) . r-
Vice Pres. Humphrey ruled that only a An amendment to the President's tax Hughes-—
majority vote was needed to act on = fegislation by Sen, Bayh (D-Ind.) attempt-
change in the Senate's rules at the start edg to reduce from 20% to 5% the accel-
of a new Congress. But on Jan. 16, 1989, erated depreciation tax write-off for big
the Senate refused to sustain Humphrey's business and provide instead a one-year
ruling by a 53-45 vote. For—right. Against tax credit for $25 eachdto tlgdl\llduﬂ tax-

— a5 Narrow-
2. CHILD NUTRITION 2. Miller - W P05 e o o 15 1671 by & 3940

A proposal by Sen. Javits {R-N.Y.) was Hughes - R yote. For—right. Against—wrong. :
apprgylad tof provfide.]firee sitt:;\oiol Iunchesf 4. ANTI-COPE 4. Miller - W
to children from families w ncomes o S " . R
less than $4,000, A move to reconsider the R.Cgtm',:"g v}h& %u:rgﬁlittfg tggﬂ N?gﬁ::f'rt Hughes - R
vote and give opponents a chance to kil Ight o Wo ’ ‘o d

j (R-Ariz.} introduced an amendment to deny
the proposal was rejected, Feb. 24, 1970, bo oy
39-42. For—wron Agiainst—rlght. t?x exetrir:pt status t?‘ any la rgegtrg?v?:i i

3 tion with a union shop agree
3'Mrglgngr‘c{:g§a?sivec .I;.:Irfgsrams sufferada. ?-I“L};”hu- __ used any c;fﬂlts‘incoré\% tt% 5‘%%?%35023]
-— posa a political candidate.
deep fund cuts during 13969, among them b . 1 by a 31-61 vote.

roaas 1o 2l our shofed, blghted ci e et gt
es. Sen. Ha -Mich.) tried to increase
appropriations for urban renewal by $587.5 5. CAMPAIGN FINANCING ) 5. Miller - W
million. His proposal was rejected 35-34, By providing for the federal financing of Hughes - R
Nov. 10, 1969, For—right. Against--wrong. residpential campaign costs the excessive
4. HAYNSWORTH NOMINATION 4. Miller - R nfltuence of!dblg mof?ggﬁ\?nl o?;dgg.lalélca}{

A i tt f anti-union decl . R System wou a ¢ aly reduced. A L
sionsc.n?\?:::ttﬁ?t; pt% %:lir\:llo I?Eghit: m?:‘:o ;écss Hughes - R p{oposal ‘to this effect was {ntroduced by
st g e Ao o e o oo O Tould attow Tanpayers o
the AFL-CIO d ci i e ta .
Efrgﬂhs ?o opl;i)se Pres. Niggn’scr:‘éz-nir:;gticf: voluntarily earmark one dollar of their
of Judge Clement, F. Haynsworth, Jr, to federal taxes to the presidential campaign
the Supreme Court. On Nov. 21, 1969, the of their choice, Although approved by the
B B e Ao g @ 55 Rt ot avouizion will not take efiact
te, . Against— 2
5. \E)ABRS{:;E_TW OhﬁlhAT!{]%ly 5. Miller - W until after the 1972 elections. For—right.

I;ttJ:‘Iowing the re]ectl__i'on ofNJiudge Hgyns- Hughes - R ggal;:n;tltgmgiﬂE VETO - w
worth's nomination. Pres. Nixon submit- . . er -
ted the name of G. Harrold Carswell as Congressional leglslation containing a  Hughes - R
his nominee to the Supreme Court, Like two-year extension of the Office of Econ-

Haynsworth, Carswell had a long record of omi¢c Opportunity, a separate legal ser-
insensitivity to human rights progress. He vices corporation, and a comprehensive
was judged a mediocrity by many legail child development program providing val-
experts and jurists. His nomination was untary day care services for children of
.&%:icnt:g_f ‘?%;'t. 8, 1970, 5145. For—wrong. worllging ap?id we!ltﬁre Srru)tlgers was, vtetued

by Pres. Nixon. The Senate soug o ov-
6. TAX REFORM—EXEMPTIONS 6. Miller - W grrige the veto on Dec. 10, 1971 but feli

The $600 personal inec;me Ja;c exgrr[iption Hughes - R short %f a two—thdirds ‘mgg.orfn"ty witlt'l a 51-36
has been long outdated and is obviously vote, For override-rig gainsi-—wrong.
inadequate. As a major measure of tax re-
form—one of the nggest issues in Con- 7. VOTER REGISTRA’I}{RN £ vot rs7‘ Miller - W
gress and the natlon—Sen. Gore (D-Tenn.) Each election year, IP :ms be?c vote : Hughas - R
proposed Increasing the personal exemp- are denied an opportunity to ome e
tion to $800. The Senate approved the igiglel ’tﬂlvgte f0"f Y?;‘DUS iéeasons. Sutiate

— and local time limits, residency require-
Sgﬁ a’k‘egg?n“,‘f'ﬁs\s’riﬁgnaﬁh% 1?,?&“;;1” ments, and office hours often prevent
changed this to a three-step increase to ratgfri thgn pr?rnotel e\gﬁer regjlglsratigmrrltf
$750. participation in e ons. a ,
7. THE ANTI-COPE AMENDMENT 7. Miller -+ w ht0S, 108 wlio e e

Prompted by the National Right to Work Hwaghes - R i f
Committ gen Fannln  (R-Afiz) int g would be the main beneficiarles of a
d merg a0 amend ?lrt‘"t" the traﬁ b”'} rto- national voter registration plan. The bil}
dg:y tax ax?n?pti?:s to Dpresently exemp? considered by the Senate also would have
organizations which engage in politicai ?;?d:“ \\rsé?':inreg;esﬁrslg‘or}t ﬁ;uigm‘:‘:v:gﬂ
activities, even non-partisan registration iied to feder%l elections, only, ie. pres-
drives. The Fannin proposal was almed p ’ slonal .
squarely at the labor-movement. The am- ;de?stlal, senatorial and congressicnal con

ests,

T SIS 27 Dk 53 o oy s cane on g motin

- ™ table and thus defeat the bill, which car-
8. POSTAL SERVICE UNIONS 8. Miller - W ried March 15, 1972 by a 4642 vote. For
| tA mtion by l_'Soen. Jav‘[t‘s (R‘-Ni\;{) t!_? de-  Hughes - R the motion to kill—wrong. Against—right.
ete open sho vision In the House .
versfon of the popstgll.orefonn measure so 8. CONSUMER CREDIT AND 8. Miller - W
pastal employes could be protected by UNFAIR BILLING PRACTICES Hughes - R

nion security agreements was approved .
June 30, 1970, 52-38, For—right. Against—
wrong, {House conservatives subsequent-
ly succeeded In barring a union shop.)

1971-72

1. PUBLIC SERVICE JOBS
As one means of Improving the econ-

- omy, the AFL-CIO strongly supported con-

1.

gressional efforts to enact a public ser-
vice employment program providing jobs
for the unemployed in the public sector.

Miller - W The Administration opposed this approach
to reducing unemployment as the Presi-
dent had vetoed similar legislation in
1970.

The opposition took form in a motion
by Sen. Prouty (R-Vt.) which would have
in effect kitlled the measure by recommit-
ting the bill. The motion was defeated
by a 29-44 vote on Apr. 1, 1971, For—wrong.
Against—right.

2. PUBLIC WORKS VETO

“Consumers should not be charged in-

terest on money they have aiready pald,”

Senator Willlam Proxmire (D-Wisc,) said

in introducing his amendment to prohibit

retroactive flnance charges on revolving

charge accounts, If adopted, the amend.

ment would have streangthened the Fair

1971-72 Credit Billing Act and helped eliminate
Miller wmilllons of billing disputes. It was re-
- jected on a tie vote 38-38, April 27, 1972
Hughes - R £or the amendment—sight. Agatnst—wrong,

2. Miller - W



" United States Representatives are
elected every two' years. Presently,
there are seven Iowa Congressmen,
but this year only six will be elect-
ed because the 1970 Census deter-
mined that Iowa's population
growth has not kept pace with the
rest of the nation and hence we
will lose one seat in the House of
Representatives,

The seven Congressmen present-
ly serving and their Congressional
Districts are:

First Dist.—Fred Schwengel (R)
Second Dist.—John Culver (D)
Third Dist.—H. R. Gross (R)
Fourth Dist.—John Kyl (R)

1969-70

1. EBUCATION FUNDS

The Administration budget called for totally inade-
quate funding of federal aid to education — less than
half the amount Congress had authorized to be spent.

The House Appropriations Committee recommend-
ed an additional $121 miilion for education aid. But
the gap between that amount and the need would
still have been too wide in the opinion of labor and
education groups.

Tha AFL-CIO helped rally support for an amendment
by Rep. Joelson (D-N.J.} to add an additional jﬁﬁd.‘j
million for education programs. It was approved 294
119, July 31, 1969,

For—right. Against—wrong.

2. SURTAX

Over opposition of labor and other tax reform forces,
the House extended the surtax on income tax one
year without including meaningful tax reform.

Howsaver, the margin was so close before the vote
that it brought firm pledges from House Ways &
Means Chairman Mills and Pres. Nixon to consider
tax reform immediate?y.

This paved the way for reforms and the $750 person-
al exemption in the final tax measure sifned into
law. The surtax extension passed June 30, 1969, by a
vote of 210-205, _

For—wrong, Against—right.

J. DIRECT ELECTION OF PRESIDENT

The 1968 presidential election, with the threat that
it would be thrown for decision into the U.S. House
because of a third-party candidate, renewed interest
in long-delayed electoral reform, primarily in direct
election of the President and abolition of the Elector-
al College. The House Judiciary Committee reported a
bifl to this effect backed by committee leaders of
both parties. . i

The House eventually passed the committee bill
but first had to deal with a proposal by Rep. Dennis
{R-Ind.) which would have retained the Electoral Col-
lege. The Dennis proposal was rejected 246-162, Sept.
18, 1969.

For—wrong. Against—right.
4. WAR ON PAOVERTY

The effort to scuttle the war on poverty has been
constant, Despite this, the anti-poverty program has
had some successes, and one reason for them has
been the presence of a central authority, the Office
of Economic Opportunity, that can coordinate the var-
ious anti-poverty programs. .

Rep, Ayres (R-Ohio) tried to fragment the anti-pov-
erty program by tumning it over to the states and re-
ducing the authority of the QEC. His plan was re-
jected 231-183, Dec. 12, 1969.

For--wrong. Against—right.
5. FAMILY AID JOB STANDARDS

A move was made to strike from the Family Assist-
ance Act employment standards that had been writ-
ten into the Lill at the request of the AFL-CIO to pre-
vent using a welfare program to provide employers
with substandard-paid workers,

The motion was approved Apr, 16, 1570, 248-149,

For—wrong. Against—right.

6. FARM WORKERS’ JOBLESS AID

Farm workers, whose employment is mainly seasan-
al and who suffer long stretches of Joblessness, are
not covered by unemployment insurance.

Even though the Administration had endorsed par-
tial coverage of farm workers, the House conservative
coalition fought any extension of unemployment In-
surance to agriculture,

A proposal by Rep. O'Hara (D-Mich.) to extend job-
less pay coverage to workers on farms with eight or
more employes who are on payroll 26 or more weeks
of the year would have aided more than 250,000 farm
workers, It was rejected July 23, 1970, 170-219.

For—right. Against—wrong,

7. MORTGAGE FUNDS .

The natlen is in a housing crisis. There is not
enough of it, and too much of what there is s sub-
standard. New housing starts are way down because
of Administration “tight money” policies and prohib-
itive interest rates, .

Rep. Patman (D-Tex.) propased a National Devel-
opment Bank to help provide mortgage funds for mid-
dle income families unable to get conventional loans.
But 2 move to knock out his proposal, and leave
home-seekers at the mercy of the bankers and money-
lenders, succeeded June 25, 1970, 215-113,

For—wrong, Agalnst—right.

8. POSTAL SERVICE UNIONS ;

Rep. Dulski (D-N.Y.) tried to retain the union sec-
urity provision of the postal reform bill by moving to
table, thus kill, a motion for the House to Insist on
an open shop clause. L

Even though the right io negotiate a union ‘shop
was part of the agreement the Administration made
with the AFL-CIO and seven postal unions, 148 Re-

ublicans voted against union security, only 19 for it.
IIJ'ha Dulski motion to save the union security provi-
sion was rejected July 9, 1970, 154-289,

For—right. Against—wrong,

Fifth Dist.——Neal Smith (D}

Sixth Dist.—Wiley Mayne (R)

Seventh Dist.—William Scherle
(R)

All of these Congressmen have
announced they will seek reelection
in this year’s elections. Since only
six can be elected, Neal Smith and
John Kyl have been reapportioned
into the same district and will face
each other for the new Fourth Dis-
trict seat.

R meany valod Right (with AFL-QY0 positien)
w &m) Teind Wrong (sguinst AFL-CIO peal-
n

=+ means Congressman was absent or did ned

1971-1972

1. ACCELERATED PUBLIC \WORKS .
. Despite continued high unemplioyment, the Admin-
istration opposed a $2 billion accelerated public works
program aimed at providing 170,000 jobs and needed
facilities in- communities with heavy joblessness.

Administration supporters in the House attempted
to kill the bill by offering a motion to send it back
to committee with instructions to eliminate the ac-
celerated public works program.

On Apr. 22, 1971, the effort to kili sccelerated pub-
lic works was dafeated 128-262,

For—wrong. Against—right.
2. PUBLIC SERVICE JOBS

As one means of improving the economy, the AFL-
CIO strongly supported congressional efforts to en-
act a public service employment program providing
jobs for the unemployed In the publ sector. The
Administration opposed this approach to reducing un-
employment as the President had vetoed similar leg-
islation in 1970. . .

in an effort to defeat this iegisiation, the Adminis-
tration supported a substitute bill that would have
scuttled existing manpower programs and replaced
them with a revenue-sharing proposal.

On June 2, 1971, the Administration-backed substj-
tute was defeated in the House by a vote of 182-204..

For substitute—wrong. Against—right.

3. UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION

EXTENSION

Late in the session, Congress approved a 13-week
extension of unemployment compensation benefits
for an estimated 538,000 workers who had exhausted
basic and extended unemployment compensation.

This temporary program, starting in February, pro-
vides ald to workers wha are the victims of long-term
untemployment, Iin states with the highest jobless
rates

The emergency program was included as part of a

conference report approved by the House on Dec. 15,

1971, by a 194-149 vote,

For—right. Against—wrong.
4. FEDERAL PAY RAISE

Although federal employes were scheduled to re-
ceive a comparability salary increase on Jan. 1, 1972,
the President, as part of his “wage freeze,” attempted
to_defer this increase until July 1, 1972.

The House bf a 174-207 vote on COct 4, 1971, falled
fo pass a resolution that would have overturned the
President's postponement of catch-up pay. for federal
eranloyes.

or—right. Against—wrong.
5. WAGE FREEZE BACK PAY

Legislation extending the President’s wage-price
control authority cleared the House Banking Commit-
tee with a provision permitting back pay for most
wage increases that were due during the Phase 1
freeze, The bllf was crippled on the House floor when

an amendment sponsored by Rep. Stephens (D-Ga) -

was approved, The Stephens amendment limited back
pay to those cases where an employer had already
raised prices to cover the increase, and thereby ruled
oot most retroactive pay boosts. The damage was lat-
er repaired in House-Senate conference.

On Dec. 10, 1571, the House adopted the Stephens
amendment by a 209-151 vote.

For—wrong. “Against—right.
6. FOOD FOR STRIKERS

Striking workers and their familias have always
been entitled to food stamps as long as they met oth
er eligibility requirements under the program. Durinf
House action on an agricultural appropriation bill,
Relz. Michel {R-11l.} attempted to deny food stamps to
strikers and their famillas. The Michel amendment
was defeated on June 23, 1971, by a 172-225 vote.

For—wrong. Against—right.

1. FEDERAL SCHOOL FUNDS

Administration budEet cuts in aid to education play-
ed a major role in the financial crisis facing the na-
tion’s schools. Rep. Hathaway (D-Me.) attempted to
increase federal funding of school programs by ap-
proximately 15 percent during House action on the
education appropriation bill. The Hathaway amend-
ment, supported by organized labor and education
groups, was narrowly defested, 188-191, on Apr. 7, 1971,
For—ight. Against—wrong.

8. ELECTION REFORM — COPE

During House consideration of campalgn reform leg-.

islation, Rep. Hansen (R-Ida.) offered an amendment
clarifying court rulings on union political activities.
The amendment made it clear that organized labor
has the right to spand funds from dues Income to
communicate with members and conduct non-partisan
registration and get-out-the-vote drives aimed at mam-
bars and their families.

Passffe of the Hansen amendment blocked an an-
nounced effort by Rep. Crane (R-lll) to offer an
amendment severely fimiting labor's political rights.

On Nov., 30, 1971, tha House approved the Hansen
amendment by a vote of 233-147,

For—right, Against—wrong.
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BOX SCORE
1969-70

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 &8
Schwengel R WRRWWW W
Culver "R R R R —~RRR
Gross W R W WR W W W
Kyl W R WWRWWW
Smith R R R RW — R R
Mayne W WWW W W W W
Scherle W R WWR — W W

i

BOX SCORE
1971-12

1 2 3 4 5 6.7 8
Schwengsl W W W W W W W R
Culver R — R R R R R R
Gross W W W W W W W W
Kyl W W W W w W W w
Smith R R R R R R WR
Mayne W W W W W W W R
Scharle W W W W — ww w

Total Box Score

R W
Schwangel (R) 4 12
Culver (D) 14 0
Gross (R) 2 14
Kyl (R) 2 14
Smith (D) 13 2
Mayne (R) 1 15
Scherle (R) 2 13



