2024 VOTE RECORD



2024 VOTE RECORD: STATE ISSUES

MIOSHA REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

House Bill 4011 would create

an automatic reduction in fines
and penalties for failure to report
injuries or fatalities on “family
farms.” Farm Bureau supports

the legislation that passed the
House (93-13) on Feb. 29 and awaits consideration by the
Senate Government Operations Committee.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 25 points
ENERGY SITING

House Bills 5120 and 5121
restricted local control of large-

< scale commercial wind, solar
-1 and battery storage projects and
= provided permitting authority

] to the Michigan Public Service
Commission. Farm Bureau opposed the legislation that
was signed into law on Nov. 28, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 15 points each

EGLE RULEMAKING

5 SRS Senate Bills 663 would rescind
the prohibition on the Department
of Environment, Great Lakes,
and Energy to promulgate water

| quality rules. Farm Bureau

~ opposes the legislation that
passed that Senate (20-18) on June 26, 2024. The bill
awaits consideration in the House.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 15 points

ENVIRONMENTAL OVERSIGHT

Senate Bills 393 and 394 would
eliminate the Environmental
Science Advisory Board and the
Environmental Permit Review
Commission. Farm Bureau
opposes the legislation that
passed that Senate (20-18) on Nov. 2, 2023. Both bills
await a vote in the full House.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.
Score: 5 points each
ENVIRONMENTAL OVERSIGHT

?l House Bill 4826 eliminated the
Environmental Rules Review

opposed the legislation that was

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 10 points

4-H FOUNDATION
FUNDRAISING PLATE

House Bills 5056 and 5058
authorizes the secretary of

state to develop and issue a
fundraising license plate recognizing the Michigan 4-H.
Funds generated by plate purchases will be directed to
the Michigan 4-H Foundation. Farm Bureau supported the
legislation that was signed into law on July 30, 2024.
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Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 10 points each

signed into law on Feb. 27, 2024.

COMMODITY GROUP AUDIT REQUIREMENTS

T Senate Bill 691 would reduce

= "~ 3§\ the auditing requirement for
agricultural commodity groups to
‘| one audit per referenda (when
¢ producers vote to continue the
program) if the collected producer
assessments are less than $40,000. Farm Bureau
supports the bill that passed the Senate unanimously
on March 12 and awaits consideration by the House
Agriculture Committee.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 10 points

RENEWABLE ENERGY STANDARDS

Senate Bills 271 and 273 require
electric providers to achieve a
renewable energy credit portfolio
of at least 60% by 2035, and an
electric provider to achieve a
clean energy portfolio of 100% by
2040 and beyond. Farm Bureau opposed the legislation
that was signed into law on Nov. 28, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 5 points each

STATE AND FEDERAL RULEMAKING

Senate Bill 14 removed the
statutory requirement that state
rules not be more stringent than
those established by the federal
government. Farm Bureau
opposed the legislation that was
signed into law on Aug. 22, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 5 points

Note: The Michigan Senate votes and scores were updated in July 2024 to reflect votes cast in June 2024, following the vote record’s original publication in April 2024.
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Representative, Party-City 25 15 15 10 10 10 5 5 5 100
Aiyash, Abraham, D-Hamtramck n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Alexander, Gregory, R-Carsonville Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Andrews |V, Joey, D-St. Joseph n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Aragona, Joseph, R-Clinton Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Arbit, Noah, D-West Bloomfield Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Beeler, Andrew, R-Fort Gratiot Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
BeGole, Brian, R-Antrim Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Beson, Timmy, R-Bay City NV N N N Y Y N N N 75%
Bezotte Jr, Bob, R-Marion Twp Y N N N Y Y N N NV 95%
Bierlein, Matthew, R-Vassar Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Bollin, Ann, R-Brighton Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Borton, Ken, R-Gaylord Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Brabec, Felicia, D-Ann Arbor Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Breen, Kelly, D-Novi Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Brixie, Julie, D-Okemos Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Bruck, William, R-Erie Y NV NV NV NV NV N N N 40%
Byrnes, Erin, D-Dearborn Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Carra, Steve, R-Three Rivers Y N N N n n N N N 80%
Carter, Brenda, D-Pontiac Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Carter, Tyrone, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Cavitt, Cam, R-Cheboygan Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Churches, Jaime, D-Wyandotte Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%




MICHIGAN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Y = The legislator voted yes on an issue FB supported o o =
y = The legislator voted yes on an issue FB opposed % 5 5 — g g § é § é e %
N = The legislator voted no on an issue FB opposed % :‘: ._% % § Z'-’ § Z'-’ % g % g é §
n = The legislator voted no on an issue FB supported = E’ ] S g E % g % s % f ?’;’, i ?’;’, 5 n—:, E
NV = The legislator did not vote g g. E E_’ E E_’ E '% g E g E g E E’, E E’, i % 8
I = =77) I» TwO I o I o W W (7 »
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Coffia, Betsy, D-Traverse City Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Conlin, Jennifer, D-Ann Arbor Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
DeBoer, Nancy, R-Holland Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
DeBoyer, Jay, R-Clay Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
DeSana, James, R-Carleton NV N N N Y Y N N N 75%
Dievendorf, Emily, D-Lansing Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Edwards, Kimberly, D-Eastpointe n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Farhat, Alabas, D-Dearborn Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Filler, Graham, R-St. Johns Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Fink, Andrew, R-Hillsdale Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Fitzgerald, John, D-Wyoming Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Fox, Joseph, R-Fremont Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Friske, Neil, R-Charlevoix n N N N n n N N N 55%
Glanville, Carol, D-Grand Rapids Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Grant, Kristian, D-Grand Rapids Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Green, Phil, R-Millington Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Greene, Jaime, R-Richmond Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Haadsma, Jim, D-Battle Creek Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Hall, Matt, R-Kalamazoo Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Harris, Mike, R-Clarkston Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Hill, Jenn, D-Marquette Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Hoadley, Mike, R-Au Gres Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
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Hood, Rachel, D-Grand Rapids Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Hope, Kara, D-Holt Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Hoskins, Jason, D-Southfield Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Johnsen, Gina, R-Odessa Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Koleszar, Matt, D-Plymouth Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Kuhn, Thomas, R-Troy Y N N N Y Y NV NV N 90%
Kunse, Tom, R-Clare Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Liberati, Tullio, D-Allen Park Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Lightner, Sarah, R-Springport Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
MacDonell, Sharon, D-Troy Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Maddock, Matt, R-Milford n N N N n n N N N 55%
Markkanen, Greg, R-Hancock Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Martin, David, R-Davison Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Martus, Jasper, D-Flushing Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
McFall, Mike, D-Hazel Park Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
McKinney, Donavan, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Meerman, Luke, R-Coopersville Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Mentzer, Denise, D-Mt Clemens Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Miller, Reggie, D-Van Buren Twp Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Morgan, Jason, D-Ann Arbor Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Morse, Christine, D-Texas Twp Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Mueller, Mike, R-Linden Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
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Neeley, Cynthia, D-Flint Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Neyer, Jerry, R-Shepherd Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
O'Neal, Amos, D-Saginaw Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Outman, Pat, R-Six Lakes Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Paiz, Veronica, D-Harper Woods Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Paquette, Brad, R-Niles Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Pohutsky, Laurie, D-Livonia n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Posthumus, Bryan, R-Cannon Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Prestin, David, R-Cedar River Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Price, Natalie, D-Berkley n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Puri, Ranjeev, D-Canton n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Rheingans, Carrie, D-Ann Arbor n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Rigas, Angela, R-Caledonia Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Rogers, Julie, D-Kalamazoo Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Roth, John, R-Green Lake Twp Y N N N Y Y NV NV N 90%
Schmaltz, Kathy, R-Jackson Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Schriver, Josh, R-Oxford n N N N n n N N N 55%
Schuette, Bill, R-Midland Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Scott, Helena, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Shannon, Nate, D-Sterling Heights Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Skaggs, Philip, D-East Grand Rapids n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Slagh, Bradley, R-Zeeland Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
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Smit, Rachelle, R-Shelbyville Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Snyder, Will, D-Muskegon Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
St. Germaine, Alicia, R-Harrison Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Steckloff, Samantha, D-Farmington Hills Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Steele, Donni, R-Orion Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Tate, Joe, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Thompson, Jamie, R-Brownstown Y N N N Y Y N N NV 95%
Tisdel, Mark, R-Rochester Hills Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Tsernoglou, Penelope, D-East Lansing Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
VanderWall, Curt, R-Ludington Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
VVanWoerkom, Greg, R-Norton Shores Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Wegela, Dylan, D-Garden City n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Weiss, Regina, D-Oak Park n y y y Y Y y y y 20%
Wendzel, Pauline, R-Watervliet Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Whitsett, Karen, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Wilson Jr, Jimmie, D-Ypsilanti Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Witwer, Angela, D-Delta Twp Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Wozniak, Doug, R-Shelby Twp Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
Young, Stephanie, D-Detroit Y y y y Y Y y y y 45%
Zorn, Dale, R-Onsted Y N N N Y Y N N N 100%
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Senator, Party-City 5 5 1] 1] 1] 5 5 5 5 5

Albert, Thomas, R-Lowell N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Anthony, Sarah, D-Lansing y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Bayer, Rosemary, D-Keego Harbor y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Bellino Jr, Joseph, R-Monroe N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Brinks, Winnie, D-Grand Rapids y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Bumstead, Jon, R-North Muskegon N N N Y Y Y N N NV NV N 90%
Camilleri, Darrin, D-Brownstown Twp y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Cavanagh, Mary, D-Redford Twp y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Chang, Stephanie, D-Detroit y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Cherry, John, D-Flint y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Daley, Kevin, R-Lum N N N Y Y Y N N N NV N 95%
Damoose, John, R-Harbor Springs N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Geiss, Erika, D-Taylor y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Hauck, Roger, R-Mt. Pleasant N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Hertel, Kevin, D-St. Clair Shores y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Hoitenga, Michele, R-Manton N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Huizenga, Mark, R-Walker N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Irwin, Jeff, D-Ann Arbor y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Johnson, Ruth, R-Groveland Twp N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Klinefelt, Veronica, D-Eastpointe y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Lauwers, Dan, R-Brockway N N N Y Y Y N N N NV N 95%
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Senator, Party-City 15 15 15 10 10 10 5 5 5 5 5 85
Lindsey, Jonathan, R-Coldwater N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
McBroom, Ed, R-Vulcan N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
McCann, Sean, D-Kalamazoo y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
McDonald Rivet, Kristen, D-Bay City y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
McMorrow, Mallory, D-Royal Oak y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Moss, Jeremy, D-Southfield y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Nesbitt, Aric, R-Porter Twp N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Outman, Rick, R-Six Lakes N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Polehanki, Dayna, D-Livonia y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Runestad, Jim, R-White Lake N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Santana, Sylvia, D-Detroit y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Shink, Sue, D-Northfield y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Singh, Sam, D-East Lansing y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%
Theis, Lana, R-Brighton N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Victory, Roger, R-Georgetown Twp N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Webber, Michael, R-Rochester Hills N N N Y Y Y N N N N N 100%
Wojno, Paul, D-Warren y y y Y Y Y y y y y y 30%




2024 VOTE RECORD: FEDERAL ISSUES

AGRICULTURE AND FDA APPROPRIATIONS

H.R. 4366 included Fiscal Year
2024 appropriations for the U.S.
Department of Agriculture and
Food & Drug Administration. Farm
Bureau supported the legislation
that passed the U.S. Senate on

Nov. 1, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 25 points

CONTINUING RESOLUTION WITH FARM BILL
EXTENSION

H.R. 6363 was a continuing
resolution that included a one-
year extension of the 2018 Farm
Bill. Farm Bureau supported the
| legislation that passed the U.S.

~ House on Nov. 14, 2023, and the
U.S. Senate on Nov. 15, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 25 points
TAX RELIEF FOR AMERICAN FAMILIES AND

WORKERS
| H.R. 7024 would extend 100%
y bonus depreciation, increase
>
~| tax credit, and other beneficial tax
policy. Farm Bureau supported the

section 179 deduction, provide
legislation that passed the U.S. House on Jan. 31, 2024.

disaster tax relief, increase child

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 20 points

ADVERSE EFFECT WAGE RATE FREEZE
HOUSE COSPONSOR REQUEST

Farm Bureau requested members
of Michigan’s U.S. House
delegation to sign on as cosponsors
of H.R. 3308, a proposal to freeze
the H-2A Program’s Adverse Effect
Wage Rate.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes response to
cosponsoring the legislation.

Score: 20 points

USDA FUNDING AMENDMENT

8 An amendment opposed by Farm
Bureau would have reduced
overall funding for the U.S.
Department of Agriculture and
Food & Drug Administration. The
amendment was defeated by the
U.S. House on Sept. 27, 2023.

DEPARTMENT *

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 20 points

WHOLE MILK FOR HEALTHY KIDS

H.R. 1147, the Whole Milk for
Healthy Kids Act, would amend
the school lunch program to allow
flavored and unflavored organic or
k4 non-organic whole, reduced-fat,
low-fat and fat-free fluid milk and
lactose-free fluid milk in schools. Farm Bureau supports the
legislation that passed the U.S. House on Dec. 13, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 15 points

LOWER ENERGY COSTS ACT

H.R. 1, the Lower Energy Costs
Act, attempts to rectify high
energy costs by increasing the
production of American energy

| and reducing regulatory burdens.

" Farm Bureau supports removing
barriers to energy production because utilization of
domestic fuels, including biofuels, have reduced our
country’s dependence on foreign crude oil, increased farm
incomes and provided good-paying jobs in rural America.
Farm Bureau supported the legislation that passed the
U.S. House on March 30, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 10 points

CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF WATERS OF
THE U.S.

H.J. Res. 27 would have nullified
the rule titled Revised Definition
of “Waters of the United States,”
submitted by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and the
Environmental Protection Agency
on January 18, 2023. The rule specifies which bodies of
water fall under the scope of the Clean Water Act and
are thereby under federal jurisdiction and protected.
Farm Bureau supported the joint resolution that passed
the U.S. House on March 9, 2023, and the U.S. Senate
on March 29, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 10 points



2024 VOTE RECORD: FEDERAL ISSUES

ADVERSE EFFECT WAGE RATE FREEZE
SENATE COSPONSOR REQUEST

Farm Bureau requested
members of Michigan’s U.S.

| Senate delegation to sign on as
cosponsors of S. 874, a proposal
| to freeze the H-2A Program’s

~ Adverse Effect Wage Rate.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes response to
cosponsoring the legislation.

Score: 10 points

AGRICULTURE CHECKOFF PROGRAMS

1 An amendment opposed
& by Farm Bureau sought to
M defund the operation of any
checkoff program established
under the Federal Agriculture
Improvement and Reform Act
of 1996. The amendment was defeated by the U.S.
House on Sept. 27, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.
Score: 10 points

LIVESTOCK IDENTIFICATION

An amendment opposed by

Farm Bureau sought to prevent
funds from being used to finalize,
implement, administer or enforce
the proposed rule titled “Use of
Electronic Identification Eartags as
Official Identification in Cattle and Bison.” The amendment
was defeated by the U.S. House on Sept. 27, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a no vote.

Score: 10 points

BLUEBERRY MONTH

S. Res. 309 recognized the
| importance of the blueberry
industry to the United States and
4 designated July 2023 as National
Blueberry Month. Farm Bureau
supported the resolution that
passed the U.S. Senate on July 25, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 10 points

H-2A WAGE RATE FREEZE LETTER

Rep. Bill Huizenga distributed a

letter seeking cosigners to urge

Congressional action on a multi-
% year H-2A Program wage rate

h freeze.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes response to
cosigning the letter.

Score: 10 points

H-2A FEE INCREASES LETTER

Rep. Bill Huizenga distributed a

| letter seeking cosigners to raise

concerns about excessive fee

; increases for H-2A Program users,
b ol &(‘, 4 including a $600 asylum fee.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes response to

cosigning the letter.

Score: 5 points

NORTHERN LONG-EARED BAT

S.J. Res. 24 would have nullified
the rule issued by the U.S.

Fish and Wildlife Service titled
“Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Endangered
Species Status for Northern Long-
Eared Bat.” The rule reclassifies the northern long-eared
bat from a threatened species to an endangered species.
Farm Bureau supported the joint resolution that passed in
the U.S. Senate on May 11, 2023, and in the U.S. House
on Sept. 28, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 5 points

LESSER PRAIRIE CHICKEN

ﬂ?& S.J. Res. 9 would have nullified
the rule issued by the U.S.

| Fish and Wildlife Service titled

i “Endangered and Threatened

. 4 Wildlife and Plants; Lesser Prairie-
Chicken; Threatened Status with
Section 4(d) Rule for the Northern Distinct Population
Segment and Endangered Status for the Southern
Distinct Population Segment.” The rule adds the Northern
Distinct Population Segment of lesser prairie-chicken to
the list of threatened species and the Southern District
Population Segment of lesser prairie-chicken to the list
of endangered species. Farm Bureau supported the joint
resolution that passed the U.S. Senate on May 3, 2023.

Position: Farm Bureau encouraged a yes vote.

Score: 5 points
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4 Huizenga, Bill, R-Zeeland Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y 100%
10 James, John, R-Shelby Twp Y Y n N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y 88%
8 Kildee, Dan, D-Flint Twp Y Y Y N Y n n N N Y Y n 84%
9 McClain, Lisa, R-Bruce Twp Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y 100%
2 Moolenaar, John, R-Caledonia Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y 100%
3 Scholten, Hillary, D-Grand Rapids Y Y Y N Y n n N N Y n n 81%
7 Slotkin, Elissa, D-Holly Y Y Y N Y n n N N Y Y n 84%
11 Stevens, Haley, D-Birmingham Y Y n N n n n N N Y n n 59%
13 Thanedar, Shri, D-Detroit Y Y n N Y n n N N y n n 63%
12 Tlaib, Rashida, D-Detroit Y n n N Y n n N Y n n 50%
5 Walberg, Tim, R-Tipton Y Y Y N Y Y Y N y Y Y Y 94%
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n = The legislator voted no on an issue FB supported & 5 & % & 8853 ] & g : - N a9 @
NV = The legislator did not vote oAl £ g = g2 283 &t I 2 3% S
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Senator, Party 25 25 10 10 10 5 5 90
Peters, Gary, D Y Y n Y n n 67%
Stabenow, Debbie, D Y Y n n Y n n 67%




