Freedom Index

The Freedom |ndex

A Congressional Scorecard Based on the U.S. Constitution

Our third (and final) look at the 116th Con-
gress shows how every member of Congress
voted on key issues such as Washington, D.C.,
statehood (House) and U.S. military with-
drawal from Afghanistan (Senate).

House Vote Descriptions

2 Police. H.R. 7120, titled “The
George Floyd Justice in Policing
Act,” would further interject the federal
government in local law enforcement.
As summarized by the Congressional
Research Service, the bill “authorizes the
Department of Justice to issue subpoenas
in investigations of police departments for
a pattern or practice of discrimination”;
“establishes a framework to prohibit racial
profiling at the federal, state, and local lev-
els”; and “establishes new requirements
for law enforcement officers and agencies,
including ... wear[ing] body cameras.”
The House passed H.R. 7120 on June
25,2020 by a vote 0f 236 to 181 (Roll Call
119). We have assigned pluses to the nays

The hig picture: Police body cams may be a good thing, but this and other law-enforcement
policies should not be imposed from above, but should be decided on the state and local level.
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because law enforcement is a local or state
matter, and that is where decisions such
as requiring police officers to wear body
cameras should be made. By contrast,
H.R. 7120 would move the country fur-
ther in the direction of a federalized police
force beholden to Washington.

22Washington, D.C., Statehood.
H.R. 51, the Washington, D.C.
Admission Act, would admit most of the
District of Columbia as the 51st state, re-
name it “Washington, Douglass Common-
wealth,” and give it full representation in
Congress, with two U.S. senators and one

U.S. representative. Under the bill, the
area of Washington, D.C., surrounding
the National Mall and including the White
House and U.S. Capitol would remain a
separate federal district with three elec-
toral votes in accordance with the 23rd
Amendment.

About This Index

(44 he Freedom Index: A Congressional Scorecard Based
on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based

on their adherence to constitutional principles of lim-
ited government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a
traditional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To
learn how any representative or senator voted on the key measures
described herein, look him or her up in the vote charts.

The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s consti-
tutional votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and
minuses) and multiplying by 100. The average House score for
this index is 32 percent, and the average Senate score is 30

24

percent. Twenty-five representatives and two senators earned
100 percent. We encourage readers to examine how their own
congressmen voted on each of the 10 key measures. We also en-
courage readers to commend legislators for their constitutional
votes, and to urge improvement where needed.

This is our third (and final) index for the 116th Congress. Our
first index for the current Congress (votes 1-10) appeared in our
November 18, 2019 issue, and our second index (votes 11-20)
appeared in our July 20, 2020 issue. An online version of the
“Freedom Index” is also available (click on “Freedom Index”
at TheNewAmerican.com). ll
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,,116th CONGRESS, Votes 21-30 o ,

House Vote Scores v

Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30
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2 Kirkpatrick (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 12% o o
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49 Levin (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 10%
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Stanton (D) 0% 10% 51 Vargas (D) 0% - - - - - - = A& o = 22%
9 Stanton © T T T o T ° | 52 peters, s. (D) 0% - - - - - S- oo 13%
ARKANSAS 53 Davis, S. (D) 0% - - - - - T (117
1 Cr.awford (R) 67% + + + + + + 7 - - - 54% COLORADO
2 Hill (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 37%
1 DeGette (D) % - - - - - L 17%
3 Womack (R) 60% + + + + + -+ - - - 43% o o
4 West ® 0% 59% 2 Neguse (D) 0% - - - - - e V)
esterman ot -4 oot % 3 Tipton (R) 70% + + + + - + o+ -+ - 07%
CALIFORNIA 4 Buck (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + +  93%
1 LaMalfa (R) 70% + + + + + -t - -+ 5T% 5 Lamborn (R) 80% + + + + + + o+ -+ - 70%
2 Huffman (D) 20% - - - - - - -+ -+ 27% 6 Crow (D) 0% - - - - - J 10%
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H [ 0,
;1 %c(}lmtock 1(\?)(1)) 108 ;, + o+ o+ o+ 4+ + o+ o+ o+ o+ 5138; CONNECTICUT
ompsor, A% ot o ° | 1 Larson,J. (D) 3 & o 5 & =& = o= o= = = g
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cherney o T ° |5 Hayes (D) 0% - - - - - - - - 10%
10 Harder (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
11 DeSaulnier (D) 20% - - - - - - - 4+ - + 30% | DELAWARE
12 Pelosi (D) 0% - - - 2 - I T 6% AL Blunt Rochester ) 0% - - - - - - - - - 10%
13 Lee, B. (D) 20% - - - - - - -+ -+ 27% FLORIDA
14 Speier (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 12% 1 Gaetz (R) 8% + + + + + 77 -+ o+ T74%
15 Swalwell (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 12% 2 Dunn (R) 100% + + + + + 7?7 7 7 7 60%
16 Costa (D) 0% - - - - - - - - 7% 3 Yoho (R) 100% + + + + + + 2 7 2 7 8%
17 Khanna (D) 30% - - - - - -+ o+ -+ 27% 4 Rutherford (R) 4% + + + - 4+ R 39%
18 Eshoo (D) 0% - - - - - e 17% 5 Lawson (D) 0% - - - - - e 7%
19 Lofgren (D) 0% - - - - - - -+ - - 23% 6 Waltz (R) 56% + + + + + -7 - - - 52%
20 Panetta (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 13% | 7 MurphyS. (D) 0% - - - - - = o o o o %
21 Cox (D) 0% - - - - - E 7% 8 Posey (R) 90% + + + + + -+ 4+ o+ o+ 73%
22 Nunes (R) 60% + + + + - -+ - -+ 50% 9 Soto (D) 0% - - - - - - = = = = 10%
23 McCarthy (R) 4% + + + - - -+ - -7 41% 10 Demings (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - 10%
24 Carbajal (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10% 11 Webster (R) 63% + + + + - -+ 7 - 63%
25 Garcia, M. (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 4% 12 Bilirakis (R) 4% + + + - - -+ - -7 41%
26 Brownley (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 7% 13 Crist (D) 0% - - - - - e 7%
27 Chu (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 17% 14 Castor (D) 0% - - - - - R 10%
28 Schiff (D) 0% - - - - - S 10% 15 Spano (R) 8% + ? + + + 2o+ 7?2 - 68%
29 Cérdenas (D) 0% - - - - - = = = = = 18% 16 Buchanan (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 33%
30 Sherman (D) 0% - - - - - e 11% 17 Steube (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + +  79%
31 Aguilar (D) 0% - - - - - = = = = = 13% 18 Mast (R) 70% + + + -+ -+ 4+ -+ 55%

The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep.
cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28.
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The House passed H.R. 51 on June 26,
2020 by a vote of 232 to 180 (Roll Call
122). We have assigned pluses to the nays
because the push for D.C. statehood is
merely a politically motivated effort to
gain two Democratic Party senators and
thus more easily advance a left-wing
agenda. Moreover, granting statehood to
the District of Columbia violates Article I,
Section § of the U.S. Constitution. H.R. 51
purports to circumvent this constitutional
prohibition by reducing D.C. to basically
the Capitol and surrounding governmental
buildings.

2 Federal Highway and Transit

Programs. H.R. 2 authorizes fund-
ing for federal highway, transit, highway
safety, motor carrier, research, hazardous
materials, and rail programs of the Depart-
ment of Transportation. It provides $46.4
billion in fiscal 2021 funding and provides
up to $12.5 billion in funding through fis-
cal 2025 to reduce the “climate-change”
impacts of the surface-transportation sys-
tem. It also implements new transporta-
tion safety requirements and directs the
Transportation Department to establish a
pilot program for a national motor vehicle
per-mile user fee to maintain the Highway
Trust Fund.

The House passed H.R. 2 on July 1,
2020 by a vote of 233 to 188 (Roll Call
138). We have assigned pluses to the nays
because the federal government should
not be funding highways, addressing
transportation-related “climate-change”
issues, promoting motor-vehicle safety, or
imposing a tax on driving in order to pay
for highway construction and maintenance.
Such projects should be left in the hands
of state or municipal governments, where
the Constitution intends such issues to be
handled.

24Pub|ic Lands. H.R. 1957, the
Great American Outdoors Act, per-
manently funds the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund (LWCF) at $900 million
annually. The LWCF was created in 1964
to purchase and develop land for “rec-
reational” uses. The bill also creates the
National Parks and Public Land Legacy
Restoration Fund (NPPLLRF), which is
funded at $1.9 billion annually for five
years. This funding comes from oil, gas,
and other energy royalties on federal

26

property, and the NPPLLRF allocates this
funding to maintenance in national parks
and other federal lands.

The House passed H.R. 1957 on July
22,2020 by a vote of 310 to 107 (Roll Call
155). We have assigned pluses to the nays
not only because this bill irresponsibly in-
creases the federal deficit and diverts en-
ergy royalties from being spent for needed
constitutional purposes, but also because the
Constitution does not authorize Congress
to purchase private property except “for
the Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals,
dock-Yards, and other needful Buildings.”
Moreover, the federal government already
owns a huge percentage of land directly —
about 28 percent of the nation — and is a
demonstrably poor steward of public lands.

2 Removing Statues From the Cap-

itol. H.R. 7573 provides for the re-
moval of certain statues and busts from dis-
play in the Capitol. It demands that statues
of members of the Confederacy be removed
from the National Statuary Hall and prohib-
ited from being displayed at the Capitol in
the future. The statues in question will be
returned to the states that sent them, at the
states’ expense, if the states desire.

The House passed H.R. 7573 on July
22,2020 by avote of 305 to 113 (Roll Call

Yuri_Arcurs/E+/Gettylmag

156). We have assigned pluses to the nays
because the statues that fill the National
Statuary Hall are sent by the states at their
discretion, and Congress should not be
assuming the authority to tell the states
which statues they are and are not allowed
to place in the hall. This is plainly an at-
tempt to erase American history.

2 Pregnant Workers. H.R. 2694,
titled the Pregnant Workers Fair-
ness Act, would enact federal workplace
regulations on employers with 15 or more
employees, requiring them to make “rea-
sonable accommodations” for employees
whose workplace performance might be
impacted by pregnancy or childbirth.

The House passed H.R. 2694 on Sep-
tember 17, 2020 by a vote of 329 to 73
(Roll Call 195). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because nowhere in the Con-
stitution is the federal government autho-
rized to regulate private employers, and
federal requirements for covered benefits
usually mean decreased pay. This is a mat-
ter reserved for the states and the people
under the 10th Amendment.

2 Sustainable Energy. H.R. 4447,
called the Clean Economy Jobs and
Innovation Act, is a 1,206-page climate

A federal matter? Should the feds really impose regulations to protect private-sector pregnant
workers? Such a question illustrates the federal government’s overreach.
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11 Loudermilk ®)  100% + + ? ? 2 4 + 2 72 4+ 729 | O Abraham(R) A S N N
12 Allen (R) 80% + + + + + B 6 Graves, G. (R) 60% + + + + + -+ - - - 63%
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7 Davis, D. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 3% | O Trahan(D) We - - - - -
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7 Carson (D) 0% - - - - - o 59 | 12 Dingell (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 14%
8 Bucshon (R) 50% + 4+ 4+ -+ -+ - oo 49% lz Thaib (D) L L S N S
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cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28.

The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep.
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bill that would create a goal of reducing
net greenhouse gas emissions to zero by
2050, in line with recommendations by
the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. The bill also creates
and reauthorizes multiple grants favoring
“clean” energy sources. And it includes
multiple provisions requiring federal gov-
ernment cooperation and integration with
international organizations and standards.

The House passed H.R. 4447 on Sep-
tember 24, 2020 by a vote of 220 to 185
(Roll Call 206). We have assigned pluses to
the nays because the bill advances a radi-
cal environmentalist agenda and increases
federal government meddling in the energy
market. Under the Constitution’s Interstate
Commerce Clause, the federal government
is empowered “to regulate Commerce ...
among the several States” only to prevent
the restriction of the free flow of goods
among the states. Moreover, H.R. 4447 in-
fringes on U.S. sovereignty and will cause
energy costs to skyrocket. .

2 Appropriations/Coronavirus

(Part1). H.R. 133, the 2021 Consol-
idated Appropriations Act, was split in two
parts by the House of Representatives under
a voting procedure known as “dividing the
question.” This part of the bill includes $860
billion in “discretionary” appropriations, in-
cluding $696 billion for the Defense Depart-
ment (which includes spending for foreign
military interventionism as well as legiti-
mate national defense) and $69 billion for
the Homeland Security Department.

The House passed this part of H.R. 133
on December 21, 2020 by a vote of 327
to 85 (Roll Call 250). We have assigned
pluses to the nays because Congress is
failing to address its profligate spend-
ing that yielded an annual federal deficit
of $3.1 trillion in fiscal 2020. Moreover,
Congress is minimizing its accountability
to voters by combining all “discretionary”
federal spending and coronavirus aid into
one gigantic bill and only holding two
votes on that bill in the House.

2 Appropriations/Coronavirus

(Part 2). H.R. 133, the 2021 Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, was split in
two parts by the House of Representatives
under a voting procedure known as “divid-
ing the question.” This part of the bill in-
cludes about $519 billion in discretionary
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Monopoly moeney? Not yet, but if Congress continues ramping up spending and debt for myriad
programs including coronavirus stimulus, the dollar’s decline in purchasing power will accelerate.

appropriations and another $900 billion
in coronavirus aid. Its discretionary pro-
visions include a combined $197 billion
for the Labor, Health and Human Services,
and Education departments; $114 billion
in mandatory Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program funding; and $590 mil-
lion in aid to developing countries. The
coronavirus aid provisions include $600
checks per adult or dependent child, $300
per week in federal unemployment ben-
efits through March 14,2021, $325 billion
in loans and grants to small businesses,
$81.9 billion in Education Department
grants, $25 billion in rental assistance, and
$13 billion in agricultural assistance.

The House passed this part of H.R. 133
on December 21, 2020 by a vote of 359 to
53 (Roll Call 251). We have assigned plus-
es to the nays because Congress is failing
to address its fiscally and constitutionally
irresponsible budgeting and appropriating
process that yielded an annual federal defi-
cit of $3.1 trillion in fiscal 2020. Congress
is minimizing its accountability to voters
by combining all “discretionary” federal
spending and coronavirus aid into one gi-
gantic bill and only holding two votes on
that bill in the House. Moreover, most of
the coronavirus aid provisions, including
direct checks, federal unemployment ben-
efits, and subsidization of the economy,
exceed the federal government’s authority.

3 NDAA (Veto Override). The Na-

tional Defense Authorization Act
for fiscal 2021 (H.R. 6395) authorizes
$740 billion in military spending. When
President Donald Trump vetoed the
NDAA on December 23, 2020, he stated
in his veto message that “my administra-
tion recognizes the importance of the Act
to our national security.” But, he also said,
“Numerous provisions in the Act particu-
larly contradict my Administration’s for-
eign policy, particularly my efforts to bring
the troops home. I oppose endless wars, as
does the American public.” He also cited
other reasons for vetoing the NDAA, in-
cluding Congress’ failure to end Section
230, which protects the social-media gi-
ants from liability for content posted on
their sites, allowing them to create leftist
monopolies.

The House overrode President Trump’s
veto of the NDAA on December 28, 2020
by a vote of 322 to 87 (Roll Call 253). We
have assigned pluses to the nays because
the act includes spending not only for
legitimate national defense, but also for
military interventionism in foreign lands
that does not make America safer. Also,
the legislation undercuts the president’s
legitimate authority as commander-in-
chief by restricting his ability to withdraw
troops from Afghanistan, Germany, and
South Korea. B
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Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30
3 Phillips (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10% 10 Nadler (D) 10% - - - - - -+ - - - 15%
4 McCollum (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 10% 11 Rose, M. (D) 0% - - - - - - - -7 - 7%
5 Omar (D) 30% - - - - - -+ o+ -+ 4% 12 Maloney, C. (D) 20% - - - - - -+ 4+ - - 27%
6 Emmer (R) 43% 7 2?7+ - -+ - -+ 58% 13 Espaillat (D) 30% - - - - - -+ o+ +  33%
7 Peterson (D) 20% - o+ + - - - - - - - 28% 14 Ocasio-Cortez (D) 30% - - - - - -+ 4+ -+ 40%
8 Stauber (R) 40% + + + - - = & = = = 43% 15 Serrano (D) 0% - - - - - - - -7 - 10%
MISSISSIPPI 16 Engel (D) 0% - - - - - [ S 17%
1 Kelly, T. (R) 920% + + + + + + 4+ o+ o+ - 67% 17 Lowey (D) 0% - - - - - S A 10%
2 Thompson, B. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 9% 18 Maloney, SP. (D) 0% - - - - - I 7%
3 Guest (R) 70% + + + + + + o+ - - - 55% 19 Delgado (D) 0% - - - - - - T 0T 7%
4 Palazzo (R) 67% + + + + + 1 + - - - 4oy | 20 Tonko (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 20%
21 Stefanik (R) 40% + + + - - = = = = 30%
MISSOURI 22 Brindisi (D) 0% - - - - 1 - 7%
1 Clay (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - UTh ] s Reed T (R) 50% 4+ 4 + - - - o+ - -+ 4%
2 Wagner (R) 40% + + + - - ot o - o A% | 5 katko R) 0% + + + - - L %
3 Luetkemeyer (R) 67% + 7 + + + o+ - - - 40% 25 Morelle (D) 0% - - - - L 10%
4 Hartzler (R) 60% + + + + + S T VA Y agins, B. (D) 0% - - - - - L 10w
5 Cleaver (D) 0% - -- e s e e e s 3% g cebs (R) 8% 17 7 4+ - -+ - -+ 8%
6 Graves, S. (R) 70% + + + + + + + - - - 66%
7 Long (R) 80% + + + - + + + + - + 63% | NORTHCAROLINA
8 Smith, J. (R) 80% + + + + + - + - + + 73% | | Butterfield (D) 0% - - - - - oo - - 10%
2 Holding (R) 50% + + + ? 7 -+ - - - 60%
MONTANA 3 Murphy, . (R) 57% 4+ o+ + - -+ 7 0 7 - 54%
AL Gianforte (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 50% 4 Price (D) 0% - - - - - oL 0%
NEBRASKA 5 Foxx (R) 0% + + + - - + 4+ - - - 53%
1 Fortenberry (R) 33% + + + - - - - - -7 38% 6 Walker (R) + o+ o+ o+ ? 7 7 7 7 T1%
2 Bacon (R) 300 + + + - - - - - - - 33% 7 Rouzer (R) 70% + + + + + + o+ - - - 63%
3 Smith, Adrian (R) 80% + + + + + + + - -+ 60% 8 Hudson (R) 50% + + + ? ? I - 53%
NEVADA 9 Bishop, D. (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
1 Titus (D) 0% - - - - - oL 17% 10 McHenry (R) 56% + + + - + g = = = 43%
2 Amodei (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 40% | 11 Vacant
3 Lee, S. (D) 0% - - 7 - - o 7% 12 Adams (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 11%
4 Horsford (D) 0% - - - - oL L 10% 13 Budd (R) 90% + + + - + + + + + +  80%
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA
1 Pappas (D) 0% - - - - . I 10% AL Armstrong (R) 2% + + + + + + + + + - 067%
2 Kuster (D) 0% - - - - - - - - -7 10% | OHIO
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R) 50% + + + + - -+ - - - 60%
1 Norcross (D) 0% - - - - - oL 17% 2 Wenstrup (R) 60% + + + + + -+ - - - 60%
2 Van Drew (R) 30% + + - - - - - - -+ 27% | 3 Beay(®D) 0% - - - - - - - - - 15%
3 Kim (D) 0% - - - - - o 10% 4 Jordan (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
4 Smith, C. (R) 20% + + - - - - 27% 5 Latta (R) 50% + + + + - -+ - - - 57%
5 Gottheimer (D) 0% - - - - - oL 7% 6 Johnson, B. (R) 50% + + + + - - - - - 38%
6 Pallone (D) 0% - - - - - - L 23% 7 Gibbs (R) 50% + + + - - + o+ - - - 47%
7 Malinowski (D) 0% - - - - - oL .. 10% 8 Davidson (R) 89% + + + + - ? + 4+ + + 8%
8 Sires (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 10% | 9 Kaptur (D) 0% - - - - - [ )
9 Pascrell (D) 0% - _ - _ - - _ - - _ 17% 10 Turner (R) 40% ar oar ar ° = = ar = ° = 34%
10 Payne (D) 0% - - - - - - 10% 11 Fudge (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 14%
11 Sherrill (D) 0% _ - _ - _ _ - _ _ - 10% 12 Balderson (R) 40% ar oar ar ° = = ar = ° = 43%
12 Watson Coleman (D) 10% - - - - - S+ 3% 12 }‘Yﬂn,T]-)(l()li) 48‘? - A 3?73‘?
oyce, D. % + + + - - -+ - - - %
NEW MEXICO 15 Sters ®) 4% + 4 4 - - - e - 1%
1 Haaland (D) % - - - - - o o 1T 46 Gonzaler, A, (R) 4% + + + - - S - 4%
2 Torres Small (D) 0% - - - - - - - -2 - 10% T
3 Lujdn, BR. (D) 0% - - - - - e Ve 8 OFLI;\HOIZIS - ™
ern % + + + + + + + - -+ %
NfWZ;gmm‘(‘R) W6 s e e e e e | Mm@ R T R
> 3 Lucas (R) 50% + + + + -+ - - - 44%
2 King, P. (R) 44% + + + - - -+ - - 31% 4 Cole (R) 50% + 4+ + -+ e 40%
3 Suozi (D) 0% - - - - - o oo 1% 0 2 - o
4 Rice, K. (D) 0% - o T o 5 Horn (D) 1% - - - - 7 - - - 1%
5 Meeks (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 10% | OREGON
6 Meng (D) 30% _ _ _ _ _ _ + o+ _ + 30% 1 Bonamici (D) 10% = = = = = = = = = + 20%
7 Veldzquez (D) 20% - - - - - S+ o+ - - 30% 2 Walden (R) 4% + + + - 7 S+ - - 38%
8 ]effn'es (D) 10% - _ - _ - - _ + - _ 17% 3 Blumenauer (D) 20% = o o = o & = T = T 27%
9 Clarke, Y. (D) 20% - - - - - L+ -+ 30% 4 DeFazio (D) me - - - - - 7.+ - - 24%
5 Schrader (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 17%

cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28.

The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep.
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Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30
PENNSYLVANIA
1 Fitzpatrick (R) 10% - + - - - - - - - - 13%
2 Boyle (D) 10% - - - - - - -+ - - 20%
3 Evans (D) % - - - - - [ 10%
4 Dean (D) 0% - - - - - R 10%
5 Scanlon (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
6 Houlahan (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 7%
7 Wild (D) 0% - - - - - L 10%
8 Cartwright (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
9 Meuser (R) 60% + + + - + + o+ - - - 50%
10 Perry (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
11 Smucker (R) 60% + + + - - + + - -+ 59%
12 Keller (R) 90% + + + + + + o+ o+ o+ - 75%
13 Joyce,J. (R) 70% + + + + - + + - -+ 67%
14 Reschenthaler (R) 70% + + + + - + + - -+ 50%
15 Thompson, G.T. (R) 60% + + + - + + o+ - - - 43%
16 Kelly, M. (R) 50% + + + - - + + - - - 63%
17 Lamb (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
18 Doyle (D) 0% - - - - - - 17%
RHODE ISLAND
1 Cicilline (D) 0% - - - - - e 10%
2 Langevin (D) 0% - - - - - - = = = = 10%
SOUTH CAROLINA
1 Cunningham (D) % - - - - 7 - - - - - 14%
2 Wilson, J. (R) 57% + + + - + -2 - 48%
3 Duncan, J. (R) 80% ? ? + - + o+ 77+ 73%
4 Timmons (R) 86% + + + ? 7 ? o+ + o+ - 72%
5 Norman (R) 100% + + + + + + 4+ o+ o+ o+ 83%
6 Clyburn (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 12%
7 Rice, T. (R) 80% + + + + + -+ o+ -+ 09%
SOUTH DAKOTA
AL Johnson, D. (R) 60% + + + + - + o+ - - - 57%
TENNESSEE
1 Roe (R) 56% + + + - + -+ - -7 49%
2 Burchett (R) 80% + + + - + -+ o+ o+ o+ 2%
3 Fleischmann (R) 50% + + + - + -+ - - - 40%
4 DesJarlais (R) 920% + + + - + + + + o+ +  72%
5 Cooper (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 13%
6 Rose, J. (R) 80% + + + - + -+ o+ o+ o+ 67%
7 Green, M. (R) 70% + + + -+ -+ o+ o+ - 66%
8 Kustoff (R) 50% + + + - + -+ - - - 41%
9 Cohen (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 14%
TEXAS
1 Gohmert (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
2 Crenshaw (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 47%
3 Taylor (R) 70% + + + - - + o+ o+ o+ - 70%
4 Vacant
5 Gooden (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 80%
6 Wright (R) 100% + + + + + [ S A 87%
7 Fletcher (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 7%
8 Brady, K. (R) 70% + + + + + + o+ - - - 49%
9 Green, Al (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 17%
10 McCaul (R) 40% + + + - - + - - - 37%
11 Conaway (R) 80% + + + + + + o+ -+ - 50%
12 Granger (R) 50% + + + - + A 39%
13 Thornberry (R) 70% + + + + + + o+ - - - 50%
14 Weber (R) 100% + + ? + + + o+ o+ o+ o+ T6%
15 Gonzalez, V. (D) 10% - - - - - - -+ - - 24%
16 Escobar (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - 20%
17 Flores (R) 70% + + + + + + + - - - 57%
18 Jackson Lee (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 13%
19 Arrington (R) 80% + + + + + + + - - o+ 70%

Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30
20 Castro (D) 10% - - - - - - -+ - - 23%
21 Roy (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
22 Olson (R) 60% + + + + - + o+ - - 57%
23 Hurd (R) 30% - + + - - -+ - - - 27%
24 Marchant (R) P77+ o+ [ S S 68%
25 Williams (R) 60% + + + + + -+ - - - 63%
26 Burgess (R) 67% + + + + - - -+ o+ 2%
27 Cloud (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 8%
28 Cuellar (D) 0% - - - - - - -+ - - 13%
29 Garcia, S. (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 17%
30 Johnson, E.B. (D) % - - - - - e 12%
31 Carter, J. (R) P77+ o+ - o+ 7?7 7 39%
32 Allred (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 7%
33 Veasey (D) 0% - - - - - e 7%
34 Vela (D) 10% - - - - - - -+ - - 23%
35 Doggett (D) 20% - - - - - -+ o+ - - 31%
36 Babin (R) 100% ? ? + + + + o+ o+ o+ o+ T2%
UTAH
1 Bishop, R. (R) 100% ? ? + + + + + 2 7 58%
2 Stewart (R) 60% + + + + - -+ + - 53%
3 Curtis (R) 75% ' o+ o+ 4+ -+ 4+ 4+ - 65%
4 McAdams (D) 10% - - + - - - - - - 20%
VERMONT
AL Welch (D) 10% - - - - - - -+ - - 21%
VIRGINIA
1 Wittman (R) 50% + + + - + -+ - - - 57%
2 Luria (D) 0% - - - - - = = = = = 7%
3 Scott, R. (D) % - - - - - L 10%
4 McEachin (D) 0% - - - - - e 11%
5 Riggleman (R) 50% + + + ? ? [ 50%
6 Cline (R) 70% + + + + + -+ - -+ T3%
7 Spanberger (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - 13%
8 Beyer (D) 0% - - - - - e 7%
9 Griffith (R) 5% + + + ? 2 -+ -+ o+ 82%
10 Wexton (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 10%
11 Connolly (D) 0% - - - - - B 13%
WASHINGTON
1 DelBene (D) % - - - - - - - - - 13%
2 Larsen, R. (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
3 HerreraBeutler R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 45%
4 Newhouse (R) 50% + + + + - -+ - - - 43%
5 McMorris Rodgers (R) 40% + + + - - -+ - - - 53%
6 Kilmer (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 10%
7 Jayapal (D) 30% - - - - - -+ o+ -+ 3%
8 Schrier (D) % - - - - - - - - - - 7%
9 Smith, Adam (D) 0% - - - - - - - - - - 17%
10 Heck (D) % - - - - - L 10%
WEST VIRGINIA
1 McKinley (R) 70% + + + + + -+ - -+ 50%
2 Mooney (R) 90% + + + + + -+ o+ o+ o+ 7%
3 Miller (R) 50% + + + - - -+ - -+ 43%
WISCONSIN
1 Steil (R) 8% + + + + - 7+ -+ +  63%
2 Pocan (D) 20% - - - - - - -+ -+ 27%
3 Kind (D) % - - - - - L 17%
4 Moore (D) 10% - - - - - - = A& o = 21%
5 Sensenbrenner (R) 100% ? ? + ? 7?7 7+ 4+ o+ o+ 82%
6 Grothman (R) 89% + + + + + ? o+ -+ o+ T2%
7 Tiffany (R) 100% + + + + + 7?7 4+ 4+ 4+ 100%
8 Gallagher (R) L A S -+ o+ 4+ - 58%
WYOMING
AL Cheney (R) 67% + + + + + + 2 - - - 56%

The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep.
cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28.
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Senate Vote

2 Waiving Budgetary Discipline.

During consideration of a bill on
public lands (H.R. 1957), Senator Cory
Gardner (R-Colo.) offered a substitute
amendment to replace the bill text with
that of the Great American Outdoors Act.
The Senate also moved to waive its “pay-
as-you-go” rule, also called PAYGO. This
rule requires legislation that includes mea-
sures that would increase the national def-
icit to also include provisions that would
offset those increases.

The Senate agreed to waive the PAYGO
rule on June 15, 2020 by a vote of 68 to 30
(Roll Call 118). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because profligate spending
needs to be immediately brought under
control and deficits eliminated to avoid
fiscal disaster. Congress is failing to ad-
dress its fiscally and constitutionally ir-
responsible spending habits that yielded
an annual federal deficit of $3.1 trillion
in fiscal 2020.

22Puh|ic Lands. H.R. 1957, the
Great American Outdoors Act, per-
manently funds the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund (LWCF) at $900 million
annually. The LWCF was created in 1964
to purchase and develop land for “rec-
reational” uses. The bill also creates the
National Parks and Public Land Legacy
Restoration Fund (NPPLLRF), which is
funded at $1.9 billion annually for five
years. This funding comes from oil, gas,
and other energy royalties on federal
property, and the NPPLLRF allocates this
funding to maintenance in national parks
and other federal lands.

The Senate passed H.R. 1957 on June
17, 2020 by a vote of 73 to 25 (Roll Call
121). We have assigned pluses to the nays
not only because this bill irresponsibly
increases the federal deficit and diverts
energy royalties from being spent for
needed constitutional purposes, but also
because the Constitution does not autho-
rize Congress to purchase private prop-
erty except “for the Erection of Forts,
Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, and
other needful Buildings.” Moreover, the
federal government already owns a huge
percentage of land directly —about 28

www. TheNewAmerican.com
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Subsidies not needed: America’s technological development occurred because of market forces,
including private initiative and entrepreneurship. Yet the Senate voted to subsidize semiconductor
manufacturing, claiming it is needed to “restore American leadership” in this economic sector.

percent of the nation — and is a demon-
strably poor steward of public lands.
2 Withdrawal From Afghanistan.
During consideration of the Nation-
al Defense Authorization Act (S. 4049),
Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) introduced an
amendment to withdraw American sol-
diers from Afghanistan within one year of
the bill’s enactment, and to repeal the Au-
thorization for the Use of Military Force
(AUMF) that was used as authorization
for U.S. military intervention in Afghani-
stan in the wake of 9/11.

The Senate tabled (killed) Paul’s amend-
ment on July 1, 2020 by a vote of 60 to 33
(Roll Call 129). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because, as Paul put it in his
remarks on the Senate floor, “the people
who attacked on 9/11 have all been killed
or captured,” and “it is not sustainable to
keep fighting in Afghanistan generation
after generation.” Instead, it is long past
time to bring the troops home. The AUMF
that the amendment would repeal has been

used broadly by presidents to send troops
into foreign conflicts, despite the fact that
under the Constitution only Congress may
declare war.

24Semiconductor Manufacturing
Subsidies. During consideration
of the National Defense Authorization
Act (S. 4049), Senator John Cornyn (R-
Texas) introduced an amendment to “re-
store American leadership in semiconduc-
tor manufacturing by increasing federal
incentives.” Cornyn’s amendment would
provide up to $3 million in grants to sub-
sidize U.S. semiconductor manufacturers.

The Senate agreed to Cornyn’s amend-
ment on July 21, 2020 by a vote of 96 to 4
(Roll Call 134). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because nowhere in the Con-
stitution is the federal government au-
thorized to subsidize private businesses.
If such subsidies are allowed, then any
business could potentially be subsidized
at the expense of any other, with the gov-
ernment essentially picking winners and
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Freedom Index

Senate Vote Scores v

Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30

ALABAMA MAINE

Shelby (R) 50% + + - o+ + - -+ - - 27% | Collins (R) 0% - - - - + S- - - - 20%
Jones (D) 2% - - - - o+ -+ - - 7 17% | King, A (D 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 1T%
ALASKA MARYLAND

Murkowski (R) 2% + - ! - o+ - - - oo 24% Cardin (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 17%
Sullivan (R) 20% + - - - + - - - - 23% Van Hollen (D) 20% - - + - - = & = = = 20%
ARIZONA MASSACHUSETTS

Sinema (D) 20% - - - -+ - 4+ - - - 17% | Warren (D) 30% - - o+ - - -+ - -+ 30%
McSally (R) 13% - - - - + - - - 7 7 19% | Markey (D) 29% ¢ 7 1 - - -+ - -+ 33%
ARKANSAS MICHIGAN

Boozman (R) 20% - - - -+ - -+ - - 1% Stabenow (D) 30% - - o+ -+ -+ - - - 20%
Cotton (R) 30% - - - - + - - 4+ -+ 30% | Peters,G (D) 30% - - o+ -+ -+ - - - 20%
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA

Feinstein (D) 20% - - - -+ S - - - 17% Klobuchar (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 22%
Harris, K. (D) 29% - - o+ -+ 7 - - 3% Smith (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 17%
COLORADO MISSISSIPPI

Bennet (D) 30% - - o+ -+ -+ - - - 25% Wicker (R) 20% - - - -+ - -+ - - 17%
Gardner (R) % = = = = & - - - - 17% Hyde-Smith (R) 33% - + ! - + - -+ - - 21%
CONNECTICUT MISSOURI

Blumenthal (D) 0% - - - - - -+ - - - 13% Blunt (R) 2% - - 7 - o+ - -+ - - 18%
Murphy, C. (D) 0% - - - - - -+ - - - 13% Hawley (R) 60% + + - - + + -+ -+ 4%
DELAWARE MONTANA

Carper (D) 20% - - - - o+ S - - - 2T% Tester (D) 29% - - 4+ - 4+ 777 - - 26%
Coons (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 14% Daines (R) 30% - - o+ -+ - -+ - - 40%
FLORIDA NEBRASKA

Rubio (R) 14% - - - -+ ? 7 7 - - 25% | Fischer (R) 40% + + - - 4+ - -+ - - 30%
Scott (R) 60% + + - - + + -+ o+ - 44% Sasse (R) 4% + + - -+ - -+ -1 47%
GEORGIA NEVADA

Perdue (R) 33% + - - - + -- o+ -2 28% Cortez Masto (D) 30% - - o+ - 4+ -+ - - - 20%
Loeffler (R) 4% + - - - o+ + - o+ - 2 3% Rosen (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 17%
HAWAII NEW HAMPSHIRE

Schatz (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 23% Shaheen (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 17%
Hirono (D) 20% - - o+ - - S - - - 20% Hassan (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 17%
IDAHO NEW JERSEY

Crapo (R) 40% + + - - + -y - 27% Menendez (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 17%
Risch (R) 40% + + - - + - -+ - - 40% Booker (D) 30% - - o+ - - -+ - -+ 36%
ILLINOIS NEW MEXICO

Durbin (D) 20% - - o+ - - - 4+ - - - 21% | Udal (D) 20% - - o+ - - S+ - - - 20%
Duckworth (D) 30% - - o+ - + - - - - 20% Heinrich (D) 30% - - o+ -+ -+ - - - 23%
INDIANA NEW YORK

Young, T. (R) 20% - - - -+ - - 4+ - - 27% | Schumer (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 23%
Braun (R) 70% + o+ + -+ + -+ -+ 066% Gillibrand (D) 20% - - o+ - - S+ - - - 31%
IOWA NORTH CAROLINA

Grassley (R) 30% + - - -+ - - - - 27% Burr (R) 2% - - 0?7 - 4 - -+ - - 18%
Ernst (R) 20% + - - -+ = = = = = % Tillis (R) 20% - - - -+ S+ oo 27%
KANSAS NORTH DAKOTA

Roberts (R) 20% - - - -+ - -+ - - 17% Hoeven (R) 20% - - - -+ i VA
Moran (R) 50% + + - - + 7+ - - 4% Cramer (R) 20% - - - -+ N T VS
KENTUCKY OHIO

McConnell (R) 20% - - - -+ - -+ - - 1% Brown, S. (D) 30% - - o+ - 4+ -+ - - - 23%
Paul (R) 100% + + + + + + o+ + + +  96% Portman (R) 20% - - - -+ = e & e = 17%
LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA

Cassidy (R) 0% + + - - + - - 4+ - - 33% | Inhofe (R) 40% + + - - o+ - -+ - - 39%
Kennedy, John (R) 50% + + - - + - - + - + 43% | Lankford (R) 40% + + - -+ - -+ - - 4%
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Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30

OREGON UTAH

Wyden (D) 30% - - o+ - - -+ - +  27% Lee M. (R) 100% + + + + + + o+ + +  93%

Merkley (D) 30% - - + - - = A = = & W% Romney (R) 40% + + - - o+ - =& = 27%
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT

Casey (D) 20% - -+ + - - - 20% Leahy (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ 17%

Toomey (R) 60% + + - + + + - o+ - - 59% Sanders (I) 25% - - o+ - - 77 - -+ 33%
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA

Reed, . (D) 20% - - - -+ - - - 20% Warner (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - 17%

Whitehouse (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - 21% Kaine (D) 30% - - + - o+ -+ - - 20%
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON

Graham, L. (R) 13% - - - - + - ? 7 11% Murray (D) 3% - ? 7 - - -+ - - 18%

Scott, T. (R) 30% + - - -+ - -+ - - 40% Cantwell (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - 20%
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA

Thune (R) 30% + - - -+ - + 21% Manchin (D) 20% - - - -+ -+ - - - 23%

Rounds (R) 4% + + - -+ ST N 31% Capito (R) 20% - - - -+ - -+ - - 17%
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN

Alexander (R) 14% - - - - + 72 17% Johnson, R. (R) 60% + + - - + + -+ o+ - 43%

Blackburn (R) 60% + + - - + e 56% Baldwin (D) 20% - - o+ - - -+ - - - 20%
TEXAS WYOMING

Cornyn (R) 30% - o+ - - o+ o - 2% Enzi (R) 50% + + ? - o+ - -+ 7 41%

Cruz (R) 8% ? o+ - - o+ + o+ o+ o+ +  66% Barrasso (R) 40% + + - - 4+ - -+ - 33%

The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a senator did not vote. If 2
senator cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 31, 33, and 34.

losers in the marketplace, causing great

economic distortion.
2 Guns vs. Butter. During consider-
ation of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act (S. 4049), Senator Bernie
Sanders (I-Vt.) introduced an amendment
“to reduce the bloated Pentagon budget by
10 percent and invest that money in jobs,
education, health care, and housing in com-
munities in the United States in which the
poverty rate is not less than 25 percent.”
The Senate rejected Sanders’ amend-
ment on July 22, 2020 by a vote of 23 to 77
(Roll Call 135). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because national defense is an
essential function of the federal govern-
ment. This is not to say that the budget is
not “bloated” (the Pentagon budget does
contain waste, and not all military spending
is defense spending), but unnecessary mili-
tary spending should be cut, not transferred
to social-welfare programs falling outside
the Constitution’s specified powers.
2 Continuing Appropriations. HR.
8337, titled the “Continuing Appro-
priations Act, 2021 and Other Extensions
Act,” would appropriate federal govern-
ment funding, at fiscal 2020 levels, from
October 1, 2020, through December 11,
2020. Additionally, it increases funding lev-

Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today!

els for FEMA disaster relief, Small Business
Administration loans, and multiple other
programs. The bill also extends federal au-
thorization for multiple programs including
the National Flood Insurance Program.

The Senate passed H.R. 8337 on Sep-
tember 30, 2020 by a vote of 84 to 10
(Roll Call 197). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because Congress needs to cut
spending to avoid fiscal disaster. Addition-
ally, Congress’ inability to promptly pass
a 2021 budget, instead using a continuing
appropriations bill, illustrates the break-
down of the federal budgeting process.
2 Pre-existing Conditions. During

consideration of a bill to impose
sanctions on China over their treatment of
the minority Uighur population (S. 178),
Senator Thom Tillis (R-N.C.) introduced
an amendment to “amend the Health In-
surance Portability and Accountability Act
[HIPA A] to prohibit pre-existing condition
exclusions.” As its title suggests, Tillis’
amendment would prohibit medical insur-
ance issuers in group or individual mar-
ketplaces from denying coverage based on
preexisting health conditions.

The Senate failed to table (kill) Tillis’
amendment on September 30, 2020 by a
vote of 47 to 47 (Roll Call 199). We have
assigned pluses to the yeas because the U.S.

government should not be attempting to reg-
ulate healthcare or health insurance in any
way, shape, or form. The Constitution clear-
ly does not allow the federal government to
involve itself in healthcare. Decisions about
health insurance coverage should be left up
to insurance companies. Federal regulations
and/or subsidies in the healthcare sector
tend to distort the market and have in large
part caused the current out-of-control insur-

ance prices we see today.
2 ObamacCare. S. 4653, “A bill to
protect the healthcare of hundreds
of millions of people of the United States
and prevent efforts of the Department of
Justice to advocate courts to strike down
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act,” was introduced September 22, 2020
by Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schum-
er as a response to the Supreme Court
agreeing to hear California v. Texas, alaw-
suit involving multiple states with the aim
of ruling the Affordable Care Act (a.k.a.
ObamaCare) unconstitutional.

The Senate did not vote directly on S.
4653, but on a motion to invoke cloture
(and thus limit debate) so the bill could
be voted on. The motion to invoke cloture
was rejected on October 1, 2020 by a vote
of 51 to 43 (Roll Call 200; a three-fifths
majority of the entire Senate is required to
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invoke cloture). We have assigned pluses
to the nays because the Affordable Care
Act is an unconstitutional monstrosity of
government intervention into the health-
care sector and is anything but affordable.
ObamaCare reduced individual choice
in the health-insurance market, increased
costs for many Americans, and has been
a poorly run boondoggle from the begin-
ning, exactly what is to be expected when
the federal government attempts to regulate
and subsidize healthcare, something it has
no constitutional authority to do.

2 Appropriations/Coronavirus.

H.R. 133, the 2021 Consolidated
Appropriations Act, includes about $1.4
trillion in discretionary appropriations and
another $900 billion in coronavirus aid.
Among other discretionary provisions, it
includes $696 billion for the Department of
Defense, including $77 billion for overseas
military operations. It also includes $590
million in aid to developing countries. The
coronavirus aid provisions include $600
checks per adult or dependent child, $300
per week in federal unemployment benefits

through March 14, 2021, $325 billion in
loans and grants to small businesses, $81.9
billion in Education Department grants,
$25 billion in rental assistance, and $13
billion in agricultural assistance.

The Senate passed H.R. 133 on Decem-
ber 21,2020 by a vote 0f 92 to 6 (Roll Call
289). We have assigned pluses to the nays
because spending, which yielded an an-
nual federal deficit of $3.1 trillion in fiscal
2020, is courting fiscal disaster. Addition-
ally, Congress is minimizing its account-
ability to voters by combining all discre-
tionary federal spending and coronavirus
aid into one gigantic “take it or leave it”
bill. Furthermore, most of the coronavirus
aid provisions, including direct checks,
federal unemployment benefits, and subsi-
dization of the economy, exceed the feder-
al government’s authority. These and other
matters are reserved for the states and the
people under the 10th Amendment.

3 NDAA (Veto Override). The Na-

tional Defense Authorization Act
for fiscal 2021 (H.R. 6395) authorizes $740
billion in military spending. When Presi-

dent Donald Trump vetoed the NDAA on
December 23, 2020, he stated in his veto
message that “my administration recogniz-
es the importance of the Act to our national
security.” But, he also said, “Numerous
provisions in the Act particularly contradict
my Administration’s foreign policy, partic-
ularly my efforts to bring the troops home. I
oppose endless wars, as does the American
public.” He also cited other reasons for ve-
toing the NDAA, including Congress’ fail-
ure to end Section 230, which protects the
social-media giants from liability for con-
tent posted on their sites, allowing them to
create leftist monopolies.

The Senate overrode President Trump’s
veto of the NDAA on January 1, 2021 by a
vote of 81 to 13 (Roll Call 292). We have
assigned pluses to the nays because the act
includes spending not only for legitimate
national defense, but also for military in-
terventionism in foreign lands that does not
make America safer. Also, the legislation
undercuts the president’s legitimate author-
ity as commander-in-chief by restricting his
ability to withdraw troops from Afghani-
stan, Germany, and South Korea. l
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