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OUR MISSION

Through broad-based grassroots outreach, Americans for Prosperity is driving
long-term solutions to the country’s biggest problems. AFP activists engage friends
and neighbors on key issues and encourage them to take an active role in building

a culture of mutual benefit, where people succeed by helping one another. AFP
recruits and unites Pennsylvanians behind a common goal of advancing policies that

will help people improve their lives.



FELLOW PENNSYLVANIANS,

Thanks for your interest in the 2019 Americans
for Prosperity-Pennsylvania Midsession Legislative
Scorecard. Our goal with the scorecard is simple:

make government more accountable to the people.

Prosperity doesn't just happen. It’s a product of
hardworking citizens and smart policies that lower

barriers to opportunity and help improve lives.

That’s why our organization is fighting every day to
give ordinary people a powerful platform upon which

to stand together—ensuring their voices are heard.

Obur activists from across the Commonwealth are
leading the charge to break down barriers to prosperity
that are holding individuals back from reaching their full
potential. Through continuous grassroots engagement
driven by people just like you, along with our shared
willingness to put divisiveness and partisanship aside to
work with anyone to achieve good, our organization has
emerged as one of the most influential in the state. We're
partnering with diverse coalitions and finding common
ground with principled lawmakers of both parties to
meaningfully advance policies proven to help every
person rise, making Pennsylvania an even better place in

which to live, work, and raise a family.

Our 2019 Midsession Legislative Scorecard highlights
how your lawmakers stood

on critical policies in order to help
you hold them accountable for their
positions, helping to accomplish
lasting policy changes now and in

the future.

ASHLEY KLINGENSMITH
State Director

SCORING
METHODOLOGY

Scores on the AFP-Pennsylvania Scorecard are

calculated using the following formula:

FOR BILLS AFP SUPPORTED:

AYE Vote = 1 Points
NAY Vote = 0 Point

NV (Not Voting) = 0.1 Points
NA (Not a Member of the Legislature when the Vote was Taken,
Not Assigned to the Relevant Committee, or Absent Due

to Military Service) = Not factored

FOR BILLS AFP OPPOSED:

AYE Vote = 0 Points
NAY Vote = 1 Point

Prime Sponsor Credits
Legislators who sponsored aligned priority legislation

were awarded an additional point. Similarly, points were
deducted from the scores of legislators who sponsored

unaligned legislation.

GRADES ARE ASSIGNED ACCORDING TO THE
FOLLOWING SCALE:

A+ = 100% or Greater

A =90-99%
B = 80-89%
c=70-79%
D = 60-69%

F = 59% or Less




REGULATORY REFORM PACKAGE: REGULATORY
REPEAL THROUGH RESOLUTION | HB 430
Kerry Benninghoff

Grants the General Assembly the ability to repeal
current regulations in effect with a concurrent
resolution. Currently, the General Assembly only has
the authority to block the implementation of new rules
and regulations. This legislation would extend this

process to regulations that are already in effect.

REGULATORY REFORM PACKAGE: PERMITTING
REFORM | HB 509
Greg Rothman

Reforms the administration of permits in the
Commonwealth by requiring the creation of an online
tracking system for permit applications to provide
updates in the status of permits and for the requires more

information to be provided on permits in annual reports.

REGULATORY REFORM PACKAGE:
REGULATORY COMPLIANCE OFFICER | HB 762
Timothy “Tim” O’Neal

Requires state agencies to appoint a Regulatory
Compliance Advisor. The advisor is charged to work with
regulators and businesses to issue advisory opinions on
how to comply with regulations helping business avoid

costly fees, fines, and penalties.

www.AmericansForProsperity.org/Pennsylvania

REGULATORY REFORM PACKAGE: REINS ACT |
HB 806
Dawn Keefer

REINS Act language: Requires the General Assembly to
approve regulations that have an impact of more than
$1,000,000 annually.

REGULATORY REFORM PACKAGE: OFFICE OF
THE REPEALER | HB 1055
Kate Klunk

Creates an independent Office of the Repealer to
review existing regulations and implements a 2-out-1-in

standard for the creation of new rules.

MERIT SELECTION | HB 111
Paul Schemel

House Bill 111 creates an unaccountable commission
to determine who can be selected for appellate and
Supreme Court vacancies in Pennsylvania. The
individuals appointed to this commission will limit
the number of possible candidates to a list of five that
the Governor will be required to choose from. That

selection will then have to be confirmed by a two-thirds

vote of the Pennsylvania Senate.




EDUCATIONAL IMPROVEMENT TAX CREDIT
EXPANSION | HB 800
Mike Turzai

Would increase the Educational Improvement Tax
Credit (EITC) by $100 million and offer an automatic
escalator if voluntary donations and demand for

scholarships keep up with that cap.

JUSTICE REINVESTMENT INITIATIVE 2 | SB 500
Lisa Baker

This bill creates a County Adult Probation and Parole
Advisory Committee to study and advise probation
andparole departments about evidence-based
practices for administering community supervision and
assessing the risks and needs of participants. The bill
creates a grant program to help county probation and
parole departments develop validated risk-assessment
tools. As part of Pennsylvania’s Justice Reinvestment
Initiative package, SB 500 directs resulting savings to
the Pennsylvania Sentencing Commission and county
probation and parole boards—this will improve these

reforms’ implementation, reducing recidivism and

improving public safety.

JUSTICE REINVESTMENT INITIATIVE 2 | SB 501
Tom Killion

Among other reforms, this bill gives judges more
flexibility during sentencing, including improved
guidelines on probation and parole administration to
better individually tailor supervision. The bill expands
access to drug treatment and other diversionary
programs; and streamlines parole and probation to ensure
recidivism is reduced.lt also directs the Pennsylvania
Sentencing Commission to report and evaluate the
progress of parole and probation reform strategies

implemented under the Justice Reinvestment package.

JUSTICE REINVESTMENT INITIATIVE 2 | SB 502

Camera Bartolotta

In addition to improving communication between
law enforcement and victims of crime, this bill would
expand eligibility for victim losses compensation, and
merges the Crime Victims Compensation Fund and

Victim Witness Services Fund to better serve victims.

SCOPE OF PRACTICE | SB 25

Camera Bartolotta

Would allow licensed nurse practitioners to fully use all
of their training and expertise without the requirement
that they be overseen by a physician. Expanding the
scope of practice for experienced nurse practitioners will
increase Pennsylvanians’ access to healthcare, help relieve
healthcare provider shortages in our state, and reduce

healthcare costs. AFP-PA supports this legislation.



REGULATORY REVIEW ACT | SB 398
John Gordner

This bill is designed to give the General Assembly more
oversight over the regulatory process. The bill requires
proposed regulatory language to be immediately
provided to the Independent Regulatory Review
Commission and the relevant legislative committee the
same day and provides a framework for the relevant
legislative committee to review, dispute, and delay the
implementation of proposed regulation if there are

concerns with the impact of proposed regulations.

CHARTER SCHOOL REFORM PACKAGE:
CHARTER SCHOOL BUILDINGS | HB 356
Matthew Dowling

This would make it easier for charter schools to acquire
new facilities, by providing charter schools the right of
first refusal to public school property that is for sale.

It would also make it easier for charter schools to use
religious facilities (but would continue the current law
requirements that charter schools be nonsectarian and
not provide religious instruction or display religious
objects) as long as the school provides a separate
entrance to the school and removes or covers religious

objects in the area used by the school.

CHARTER SCHOOL REFORM PACKAGE:
STANDARD CHARTER APPLICATION | HB 357

Jesse Topper

This would create a uniform application process for a

charter school with the Department of Education. It

would specifically prohibit a local school board from

imposing additional terms or applications. This bill is
an important reform because local school districts can
often be barriers to new charter schools (because they

oppose competition).

CHARTER SCHOOL REFORM PACKAGE:
PER PUPIL FUNDING AND CONCURRENT
ENROLLMENT | HB 358

Jim Marshall

This would allow charter school and vocational-
technical students to dual enroll in higher education
institutions. This is an important reform that would
provide the ability to further customize an education
for charter school and vocational students (students in

public schools enjoy this ability under current law).

TAXPAYER PROTECTION ACT | HB 1316
Ryan Warner

This bill proposes an amendment to the state
constitution which will put in place an important
spending reform that would ensure the state does

not grow government spending unchecked. This
amendment would limit annual increases in state
spending. The cap in spending growth would account
for factors like inflation and population growth,
ensuring that the state will have the resources to
continue providing its important core functions, while

also protecting taxpayer dollars.



CRIMINAL HISTORY LICENSING ELIGIBILITY
| SB 637
John DiSanto

Senate Bill 637 amends Title 18 (Crimes and

Offenses) to ensure that conviction of a crime will not
automatically prevent Pennsylvanians from being issued
a license, certificate, registration or permit.

The bill also requires a board or commission that
determines eligibility for licensure to only consider

an applicant’s conviction of a crime and if the
conviction directly relates to the duties, functions and
responsibilities for that license, registration, certificate or

permit’s profession or occupation.

SMALL BUSINESS TAX PACKAGE | HB 333
Eric Nelson

House Bill 333 addresses a distortion in the
Pennsylvania tax code which allows expensing for
corporations, but not passthrough businesses. This
legislation would align the tax code to encourage
investment of small businesses by allowing the full tax
deduction for equipment under section 179 of the

federal tax code.

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSURE REFORM
| HB 1477
Sheryl Delozier

House Bill 1477 requires that boards, commissions
or departments of the Commonwealth apply one
common set of rules when considering whether to
deny, suspend, or revoke a license based on a criminal

conviction. The bill would also require that boards

only withhold a license for convictions which are
directly related to the practice of the occupation, and
that the boards consider the nature of the offense,
the amount of time that has passed since conviction,
evidence of the applicant’s fitness to practice the
occupation, and other relevant factors prior to

withholding a license.

PROBATION REFORM | HB 1555
Sheryl Delozier

HB 1555 reforms Pennsylvania’s probation system by
capping probation time for felonies and misdemeanors,
disallowing the practice of “stacking” probation terms
for multiple convictions, disallowing the practice

of holding someone on supervision solely because

they are unable to pay certain fines and costs and
removing unnecessary conditions to supervision such as
“refraining from frequenting unlawful or disreputable

places or consorting with disreputable persons.”

EXPUNGEMENT UPON PARDON OR FULL
ACQUITTAL | HB 440
Tedd Nesbit

House Bill 440 ensures that Pennsylvanians who have
been pardoned or fully acquitted of their charges are
able to secure a streamlined, automatic expungement
process. Someone who is legally innocent or pardoned
should not face the burden of clearing their names,
given the barriers to opportunity that criminal records

present in housing, employment, and education.



SENATE VOTES

Senator District  Score
Argall, Dave 29 100%
Aument, Ryan 36 | 100%
Baker, Lisa 20 | 114%
Bartolotta, Camera 46 | 114%
Blake, John 22 | 83%
Boscola, Lisa 18 | 86%
Brewster, James 45 | 83%
Brooks, Michele 50 100%
Browne, Pat 16 83%
Collett, Mary 12 | 86%
Corman, Jake 34 | 83%
Costa, Jay 43 | 83%
Dinniman, Andrew 19 83%
DiSanto, John 15 | M17%
Farnese, Larry 1 86%
Fontana, Wayne 42 71%
Gordner, John 27 1 100%
Haywood, Arthur 4 71%
Hughes, Vincent 7 71%
Hutchinson, Scott 21 1 100%
lovino, Pam 21 83%
Kearney, Tim 26 | 83%
Killion, Tom 9 |100%
Langerholc, Wayne 35 1 100%
Laughlin, Dan 49 |100%

Senator District  Score
Leach, Daylin 17 85%
Martin, Scott 13 1 100%
Mastriano, Doug 33 1 100%
Mensch, Bob 24 1 100%
Muth, Katie 44 | 71%
Phillips-Hill, Kristin 28 | 86%
Pittman, Joe 41 1 100%
Regan, Mike 31 86%
Sabatina, John 5 83%
Santarsiero, Steve 10 | 86%
Scarnati, Joe 25 100%
Scavello, Mario 40 [ 100%
Schwank, Judy N 83%
Stefano, Patrick 32 1 100%
Street, Sharif 3 83%
Tartaglione, Christine 2 83%
Tomlinson, Tommy 6 |100%
Vogel, Elder 47 1100%
Ward, Judy 30 |100%
Ward, Kim 39 | 86%
Williams, Anthony 8 83%
Williams, Lindsey 38 83%
Yaw, Gene 23 |100%
Yudichak, John 14 | 86%
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HOUSE VOTES

Representative District  Score Representative District  Score
Barrar, Stephen 160 100% Dawkins, Jason 179 | 42%
Benninghoff, Kerry 171 | 107% Day, Gary 187 |100%
Bernstine, Aaron 10 | 100% Deasy, Daniel 27 | 27%
Bizzarro, Ryan 3 47% Delissio, Pam 194 @ 26%
Boback, Karen 117 1 100% Delloso, David 162 | 25%
Borowicz, Stephanie 76 83% Delozier, Sheryl 88 1 105%
Boyle, Kevin 172 | 31% DeLuca, Anthony 32 | 33%
Bradford, Matt 70 | 27% Dermody, Frank 33 | 33%
Briggs, Tim 149 | 42% Diamond, Russ 102 | 100%
Brooks, Bob 54 | 88% DiGirolamo, Gene 18 47%
Brown, Rosemary 189 | 100% Donatucci, Maria 185 | 20%
Bullock, Donna 195 | 27% Dowling, Matthew 51 |100%
Burgos, Danilo 197 | 20% Driscoll, Michael 173 | 33%
Burns, Frank 72 | 40% Dunbar, George 56 100%
Caltagirone, Thomas 127 | 27% Dush, Cris 66 | 95%
Carroll, Mike N8 | 27% Ecker, Torren 193 | 90%
Causer, Martin 67 [ 100% Emrick, Joe 137 | 100%
Cephas, Morgan 192 | 27% Everett, Garth 84 100%
Ciresi, Joe 146 | 32% Farry, Frank 142 | 73%
Comitta, Carolyn 156 | 25% Fee, Mindy 37 |100%
Conklin, Scott 77 | 27% Fiedler, Elizabeth 184 | 15%
Cook, Bud 49 1 100% Fitzgerald, Isabella 203 | 26%
Cox, Jim 129 |100% Flynn, Marty N3 | 27%
Cruz, Angel 180 | 20% Frankel, Dan 23 | 20%
Culver-Schlegel, Lynda 108 | 100% Freeman, Robert 136 | 27%
Cutler, Bryan 100 | 100% Fritz, Jonathan M |100%
Daley, M, Mary Jo 148 | 15% Gabler, Matt 75 1100%
Davidson, Margo 164 | 22% Gainey, Ed 24 21%
Davis, Austin 35 | 27% Galloway, John 140 | 40%
Davis, Tina 141 | 53% Gaydos, Valerie 44 1100%




Representative District  Score Representative District  Score
Gillen, Mark 128 | 100% Keller, M, Mark 86 100%
Gillespie, Keith 47 1 100% Kenyatta, Malcolm 181 | 19%
Gleim, Barbara 199 1 100% Kim, Patty 103 | 33%
Goodman, Neal 123 | 33% Kinsey, Stephen 201 | 20%
Gregory, Jim 80 100% Kirkland, Brian 159 | 20%
Greiner, Keith 43 | 100% Klunk, Kate 169 | 105%
Grove, Seth 196 | 100% Knowles, Jerry 124 | 95%
Hahn, Marcia 138 | 100% Kortz, Bill 38 | 20%
Hanbidge, Liz o1 33% Kosierowski, Bridget N4 | 27%
Harkins, Pat 1 29% Krueger, Leanne 161 | 20%
Harris, A, Jordan 186 @ 33% Kulik, Anita Astorino 45 | 27%
Heffley, Doyle 122 | 100% Lawrence, John 13 |100%
Helm, Sue 104 | 100% Lee, Summer 34 | 23%
Hennessey, Tim 26 |100% Lewis, Andrew 105 1 100%
Hershey, Johnathan 82 95% Longietti, Mark 7 33%
Hickernell, David 98 1100% Mackenzie, Ryan 134 100%
Hill-Evans, Carol 95 15% Madden, Maureen M5 | 27%
Hohenstine, Joseph 177 | 25% Mako, Zachary 183  46%
Howard, Kristine 167 | 25% Malagari, Steven 53 33%
Innamorato, Sara 21 27% Maloney, David 130 1 100%
Irvin, Rich 81 |100% Markosek, Joe 25 27%
Isaacson, MaryLouise 175 | 15% Marshall, Jim 14 1 107%
James, Lee 64 |100% Masser, Kurt 107 100%
Johnson-Harrell, Movita 190 | 14% Matzie, Robert 16 | 33%
Jones, Mike 93 100% McCarter, Stephen 154 | 20%
Jozwiak, Barry 5 [100% McClinton, Joanna 191 | 27%
Kail, Joshua 15 1 100% McNeill, Jeanne 133 | 27%
Kaufer, Aaron 120 | 100% Mehaffie, Thomas 106 | 93%
Kauffman, Rob 89 95% Mentzer, Steven 97 100%
Keefer, Dawn 92 | 106% Merski, Robert 2 27%

15



HOUSE VOTES

Representative District  Score Representative District  Score
Metcalfe, Daryl 12 1 100% Rader, Jack 176 | 72%
Metzgar, Carl 69 |100% Rapp, Kathy 65 100%
Mihalek, Natalie 40 | 95% Ravenstahl, Adam 20 | 27%
Millard, David 109 1 100% Readshaw, Harry 36 | 20%
Miller, B, Brett 41 1 100% Reese, Mike 59 |100%
Miller, D, Dan 42 | 37% Rigby, Jim 71 100%
Mizgorski, Lori 30 | 88% Roae, Brad 6 100%
Moul, Dan 91 |100% Roebuck, James 188 | 20%
Mullery, Gerald n9 | 37% Rothman, Greg 87 1107%
Mullins, Kyle "2 | 27% Rowe, David 85 100%
Murt, Thomas 152 | 53% Rozzi, Mark 126 | 38%
Mustello, Marcia 11 |100% Ryan, Frank 101 | 100%
Neilson, Ed 174 | 27% Sainato, Chris 9 | 40%
Nelson, Eric 57 1107% Samuelson, Steve 135 | 27%
Nesbit, Tedd 8 1 100% Sanchez, Benjamin 153 | 27%
O'Mara, Jennifer 165 | 27% Sankey, Tommy 73 |100%
O'Neal, Tim 48 | 100% Sappey, Christina 158 | 33%
Oberlander, Donna 63 | 100% Saylor, Stan 94 1100%
Ortitay, Jason 46 91% Schemel, Paul 90 | 92%
Otten, Danielle Friel 155 | 20% Schlossberg, Mike 132 | 20%
Owlett, Clint 68 |100% Schmitt, Louis 79 | 89%
Pashinski, Eddie 121 | 27% Schroeder, Meghan 29 | 67%
Peifer, Mike 139 | 100% Schweyer, Peter 22 | 20%
Petrarca, Joe 55 47% Shusterman, Melissa 157 | 47%
Pickett, Tina 110 | 100% Simmons, Justin 131 | 82%
Polinchock, Todd 144 1 100% Sims, Brian 182 | 24%
Puskaric, Mike 39 100% Snyder, Pam 50 | 50%
Pyle, Jeffrey 60 1 100% Solomon, Jared 202 | 23%
Quinn, Chris 168 | 53% Sonney, Curt 4 |100%
Rabb, Christopher 200 | 30% Staats, Craig 145 |100%



Representative District  Score
Stephens, Todd 151 | 79%
Struzzi, James 62 |100%
Sturla, Mike 96 | 27%
Thomas, Wendi 178 | 73%
Tobash, Mike 125 1100%
Toepel, Marcy 147 1 100%
Toohil, Tarah 1ne | 81%
Topper, Jesse 78 1100%
Turzai, Mike 28 1 107%
Ullman, Wendy 143 | 31%
Vitali, Greg 166 | 20%
Walsh, Justin 58 | 95%
Warner, Ryan 52 |105%
Warren, Perry 31 20%
Webster, Joe 150 | 29%
Wentling, Parke 17 1100%
Wheatley, Jake 19 19%
Wheeland, Jeff 83 100%
White, Martina 170 | 69%
Williams, Dan 74 | 27%
Youngblood, Rosita 198 | 23%
Zabel, Mike 163 | 33%
Zimmerman, David 99 100%

17



HOUSE VOTES
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NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

ossar 4addoy

78

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

yesey ‘pyooy

116

81%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Koael ‘|odaol

147

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

W ‘Yseqol

125

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

IPUSAMA ‘sewioyl

178

73%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

MW ‘elnis

96

27%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

sawer ‘1zznJis

62

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

ppol ‘susydals

151

79%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Blel1) ‘syeels

145

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

1n) ‘Asuuos

4

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

paJer ‘uowo|os

23%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NV

NA

NA

NA

NA

wed “4apAus

50%

NA

NA

v

NA

NA

NA

NA

ueng ‘swis

182 | 50 | 202

24%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

unIsnr ‘suowwis

131

82%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NV

NV

NA

NA

NA

NA

essi|9| ‘uewdalsnys

157

47%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

1818d “I@Aamyods

22

20%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

vV | Vv

vV | Vv

vV vV |V |V

NA

NA

NA

NA

ueybal “Uspa0oiyss

29

67%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

v

v

v

NA

NA

NA

NA

SINOT 9UWYIS

79

89%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NV

NV

NA

NA

NA

NA

MW ‘BI2Qgsso|yds

132

20%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

|ned ‘|]swayds

90

92%

v

v

v

v

v

X

v

4

v

v

4

v

v

4

v

NA

v

v

v

4

v

v

v

v

NA

4

HOUSE VOTES

DISTRICT

PERCENTAGE

HB 430

HB 509

HB 762

HB 806

HB 1055

HB 1M

HB 430

HB 509

HB 762

HB 806

HB 1055

HB 800

HB 356

HB 357

HB 358

HB 1316

HB 806

HB 440

HB 1477

SB 501

SB 500

HB 440

HB 1477

HB 1555

HB 333

HB 1055

Voted against AFP-Pennsylvania’s Position

X =

Voted with AFP-Pennsylvania’s Position

v



piAeQ ‘uewIBWIWIZ

99

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

MW ‘12qez

163

33%

NA

NA

e}ISOY ‘Poo|gBuNoA

198

23%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NV

NV

NV

NV

NV

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

ueq ‘swel|jim

74

27%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

euleW ‘9UYM

170

69%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

3491 ‘puePBYM

83

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

axer ‘Aojyeaym

19

19%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

aded ‘BUljJUSM

17

100%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

20[ 491SqdM

150

29%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Kiiad ‘uaiiepn

31

20%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

ueAy Usudepn

52

105%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

uisnr ‘ysjem

95%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

6319 ‘lIlenA

166 | 58

20%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Apusm ‘uew|in

143

31%

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

b 4

X

X

b 4

X

X

b 4

X

v

b 4

X

v

v

v

v

NA

NA

NA

NA

X

DISTRICT

PERCENTAGE

HB 430

HB 509

HB 762

HB 806

HB 1055

HB 1M

HB 430

HB 509

HB 762

HB 806

HB 1055

HB 800

HB 356

HB 357

HB 358

HB 1316

HB 806

HB 440

HB 1477

SB 501

SB 500

HB 440

HB 1477

HB 1555

HB 333

HB 1055
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