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MONTANANS FOR TESTER 

Fact Check: Rehberg Attack Ad “Baloney 2” 

 

AD CLAIMS FACTS 

 

Screen Text: Jon Tester 

Campaign Ad 04/25/12 

 

Voice Over: Jon Tester 

takes Montana beef to 

Washington in a suitcase. 

  

Voice Over: But he 

brings Washington 

baloney back to Montana. 

  

Screen Text: Voted For 

Obama’s Healthcare 

Plan 

 

Voice Over: Tester voted 

for Obama’s health care 

plan. 

 

Source: Vote #395, 

12/23/09 

  

Voice Over: Baloney. 

 

 

JON TESTER: 
MONTANA FARMER. MONTANA VALUES. REAL MONTANA BEEF. 

 

EDITORIAL: Tester an “Honest, Forthright and Jovial Elected Official Who’s About as Open as the 

Expansive Montana Prairie.” In September 2010, the Helena Independent Record editorial board wrote: 

“Sometimes, though, it’s what a person isn’t that makes him what he is. And in an hourlong editorial board visit with 

Senator Tester Tuesday, it’s refreshing to see an honest, forthright and jovial elected official who’s as open as the 

expansive Montana prairie. It’s not the first time a delegation member has visited our editorial board, of course, and 

not the first time Tester has weighed in here on topics from appropriations, to the northern border, to the economy, to 

war, to life back on the farm.” [Helena Independent Record, Editorial, 9/1/2010] 

 

Tester’s “Down-to-Earth, Matter-of-Fact Style Hasn’t Changed a Bit Since He Left Big Sandy for 

Washington.” In September 2010, the Montana Standard editorial board wrote: “One thing The Standard’s editorial 

board has always appreciated about U.S. Sen. Jon Tester is his down-to-earth, matter-of-fact style, and that hasn’t 

changed a bit since he left Big Sandy for Washington. He never comes in with a preset agenda to lecture at length 

about. Rather, he stops by for a visit, opens himself up to whatever questions we’d care to ask, and keeps his answers 

short and sweet to make sure there’s time to cover all the topics. We like the access and the openness.” [Montana 

Standard, Editorial, 9/2/2010] 

 

“The Testers Do Not Like to Leave Their State Without Its Meat, Which They Have Been Schlepping Around 

the Country For Years.” As reported by the New York Times, “Just as some lawmakers cannot part with their pillow 

from home, the Testers do not like to leave their state without its meat, which they have been schlepping around the 

country for years, including to a family reunion in Hawaii. They are also known to take purple barley, grown 

organically on their land along with lentils, winter wheat and peas, among other crops. On a recent trip, Mrs. Tester 

tucked a Ziploc bag of barley into her purse.” [New York Times, 1/10/12] 

 

Sharla Tester: Montana Meat Is A Family Tradition. In January 2012, the New York Times reported: “Montana 

meat loyalty, the Testers say, is a family and state tradition. ‘Montana has been known for its wheat and beef forever,’ 

http://helenair.com/news/opinion/editorial/article_7f853214-b591-11df-ad16-001cc4c03286.html
http://mtstandard.com/news/opinion/editorial/standard-view-straight-talk-with-sen-tester/article_dbc71316-b628-11df-bf84-001cc4c03286.html?mode=story
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/01/11/dining/senator-jon-tester-brings-dinner-from-montana.html
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Mrs. Tester said, ‘and everybody just eats their own.’” [New York Times, 1/10/12] 

 

Tester’s “Loyalty” To Montana Beef Comes From “A Lifetime” Of Raising It Himself. In January 2012, the New 

York Times reported: “The senator’s loyalty to his state’s beef, in particular, stems not from the hyper food-sourcing 

that has become a near parody of itself on American menus, but from his own taste preferences, honed from a lifetime 

of raising, slaughtering and butchering Black Angus cattle.” [New York Times, 1/10/12] 

 

Sharla Tester “Spends Most Of Her Time Tending The Farm Back Home” Rather Than Working Capitol Hill 

Social Scene. In January 2012, the New York Times reported: “While many Washington wives like to make the 

dinner party scene and attend spouse lunches on Capitol Hill, Mrs. Tester spends most of her time tending the farm 

back home. There is harvesting and plowing in the spring and beating back the snow in the winter. In the summer she 

cans tomatoes and puts up pickles (‘Jon eats them like candy’) and choke cherries, though last year those flooded 

out.” [New York Times, 1/10/12] 

 

Tester: “I Think There Is Some Real Therapy” In Working On A Farm. In January 2012, the New York Times 

reported: “The family farm, which was homesteaded 100 years ago by Mr. Tester’s grandparents, was converted to 

organic 25 years ago; the family decided to improve the health of the soil and add value to their crops. ‘I think there is 

some real therapy in getting your hands in the dirt and working with food,’ the senator said.” [New York Times, 

1/10/12] 

 

 

Screen Text: Used Tax 

Dollars For Wall Street 

Bonuses 

 

Voice Over: He even 

used our tax dollars to 

give bonuses to Wall 

Street executives. 

 

Source: Vote #64, 

02/13/09, Fox Business, 

03/17/09 

 

FACT: TESTER EXPLICITLY OPPOSED BONUSES FOR AIG EXECUTIVES 
 

Tester: Bonuses For AIG Execs Is “Ridiculous.” In March 2009, the AP reported: “Senate Democratic Leader 

Harry Reid said Tuesday Congress will force executives of American International Group to pay back at least some of 

the $165 million in bonuses they received after the insurance giant got billions in federal bailout money.” According 

to the report, Tester described bonuses for AIG executives as “ridiculous” and said they “need to understand that the 

only reason they even have a job is because of the taxpayers." [AP, 3/17/09] 

 

Tester Bonuses For AIG Execs Are “Unfortunate, And That’s An Understatement.” In March 2009, on MSNBC, 

Tester said: he thought it was “unfortunate and that’s an understatement” that AIG executives got bonuses. He added: 

“I think that, you know, the problems we`re facing in this country are enormous, and I can go down the list, but you 

know what they are, David. And the fact is that we had a Wall Street bailout bill that was presented last October and 

http://www.nytimes.com/2012/01/11/dining/senator-jon-tester-brings-dinner-from-montana.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/01/11/dining/senator-jon-tester-brings-dinner-from-montana.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/01/11/dining/senator-jon-tester-brings-dinner-from-montana.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/01/11/dining/senator-jon-tester-brings-dinner-from-montana.html
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Voice Over: Washington 

baloney. 

 

passed to help these companies get solvent again and get the economy back in the right direction. And what happens? 

The money goes out for bonuses, making some 73 people millionaires with taxpayer dollars.” [MSNBC, 3/17/09] 

 

Tester: “The People Out Here Are Outraged” About AIG Bonuses. In March 2009, MSNBC reported: “I know 

there`s contracts out there, and I understand that contracts mean a lot in this country. But this is just a sense of fair 

play and common sense. And the fact that these contracts were negotiated over a year ago, money went out the door to 

AIG for the first time, if my memory serves me correct, back in September. And there`s been other tranches of money 

going to them since then. And now they`re using the money for trips to California, for employees` workshops, or 

whatever you want to call them. And then -- and now we`ve got bonus -- none of it makes sense. And I will tell you 

that I think that the people out here are outraged. The waiter and the truck driver and the waitress in Montana are 

outraged with all this stuff too. And I think that we need to impose upon these people whatever way we can to get this 

money back, because it`s -- even though it is only one-tenth of one percent of the total money AIG got, it`s still a lot 

of money. And it`s a lot of money to me, and it`s a lot of money to Montanans.” [MSNBC, 3/17/09] 

 

Tester: “Everybody Can Be Replaced” At AIG. In March 2009, on MSNBC, Tester said: “You know, I think 

there`s good people all over this country. And I think AIG obviously needs to clean up their act. And I think 

everybody can be replaced. So I don`t think any single person has a monopoly on their ability to clean up any 

company. The people there may be able to do it. But I will tell you that there`s got to be different actions coming out 

of the company than what I`ve seen, especially over the last few days.” [MSNBC, 3/17/09] 

 

Tester Turned Down $1,000 Contribution From AIG. In March 2009, the Montana Republican Party issued a press 

release: “U.S. Sens. Max Baucus and Jon Tester and Rep. Denny Rehberg on Tuesday decried insurance giant AIG's 

$165 million in bonuses to employees after it received billions in a federal bailout.” According to the release, “AIG 

made one donation of $1,000 to Tester, which he turned down last year because it was going out of business at the 

time.” His spokesman, Patrick Devlin, said “Jon never received the check so no reporting of the check was 

necessary.” [Montana Republican Party, 3/18/09] 

 

Tester on AIG Executive Bonuses: “The Morally Right Thing To Do Here Is Give The Money Back To The 

Taxpayers.” In March 2009, on MSNBC, Tester said: “And I`m not -- you know, people make mistakes and they say 

things they don`t mean all the time. The fact is, is this was flat wrong. These people who received the money need to 

let their moral compass lead them in the right direction. And the morally right thing to do here is give the money back 

to the taxpayers. This company would not even be in business if it wasn`t for the taxpayers of this country. And if 

they weren`t in business, they certainly wouldn`t have gotten any bonuses, because they would have been broke, gone, 
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out of business. There would have been no money to get. So I think that they need to understand that the only reason 

they`re not part of the 600,000 that were unemployed last month is because of the taxpayers of the country. And they 

need to give the bonuses back.” [MSNBC, 3/17/09] 

 

FACT: TESTER SUPPORTED “A TOUGH PROHIBITION AGAINST ANY BONUSES FOR 
EXECUTIVES AT FINANCIAL FIRMS BAILED OUT BY TARP PROGRAM” 

 

Billings Gazette: Bill Approved By Senate Contained Tough Prohibition Against Any Bonuses for Executives.  

As reported by the Billings Gazette, “The Rehberg campaign said Tester is a hypocrite for criticizing FNMA and 

FHLMC executive salaries, because Tester voted in 2009 for the economic stimulus bill that allowed insurance giant 

AIG and other companies bailed out by taxpayer money to pay big executive bonuses that year. Actually, the original 

version of the bill, as approved by the Senate, contained a tough prohibition against any bonuses for executives at 

financial firms bailed out by the TARP program.” [Billings Gazette, 11/16/2011] 

 

FactCheck.org: “As It Was Passed by Senate, Stimulus Bill Contained a Strict Prohibition on Recipients of 

TARP Funds Paying ‘Any Bonus.’” As reported by Factcheck.org, “As it was passed by the Senate, the stimulus bill 

contained a strict prohibition on recipients of TARP funds paying "any bonus" to at least the 25 highest-paid 

employees – or more, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. The language is contained on page 736, and it 

said the Treasury Department’s regulations governing recipients of funds under the Troubled Assets Relief Program 

(TARP) "shall" contain: H.R. 1, Senate version: … a prohibition on such TARP recipient paying or accruing any 

bonus, retention award, or incentive compensation during the period that the obligation is outstanding to at least the 

25 most highly compensated employees, or such higher number as the Secretary may determine is in the public 

interest.  [Factcheck.org, Accessed 05/08/12] 

 

FACT: REHBERG DISMISSED VOTE TO CLAWBACK AIG BONUSES AS A “DUMB DECISION” 
THAT WAS “UN-AMERICAN” AND “UNCONSTITUTIONAL” 

 

Rehberg: My Vote to Clawback AIG Bonuses a “Dumb Decision” That Was “Un-American” and 

“Unconstitutional.” During an August 2009 town hall meeting, Rehberg dismissed his vote to clawback bonuses to 

AIG executives through a 90 percent tax as a “dumb decision.” Rehberg: Because I'm not always right. You know I 

make dumb decisions sometimes. You usually tell me, my mom's the first one who to tells me. But it's one of those 

you know, what was I thinking? It had to do with the AIG bailout and the executives got this, the bonuses, right? And 

I’m upset about it, and so what did I do, I voted to tax them at 90% of the bonus. Just to try to get the money back to 

http://billingsgazette.com/news/state-and-regional/montana/tester-rehberg-agree-on-fannie-mae-freddie-mac-salaries-but/article_f1d273da-7e31-5d10-a8c0-b34fc254e05a.html
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you, and my people said what are you thinking, taxing 90% on an individual? That's un-American, that’s 

unconstitutional. And I thought well, you're probably right. [YouTube, Town Hall Meeting, 8/24/2009] 

 

FACT: REHBERG VOTED TO LET WALL STREET CEOs KEEP MILLIONS IN BONUSES FROM THE 
TAXPAYER FUNDED BAILOUTS 

 
Billings Gazette: Rehberg Voted “No” on Bill That Would Have Prohibited TARP Funding From Paying 

Executive Compensation. As reported by the Billings Gazette, “However, Rehberg also voted ‘no’ on April 1, 2009, 

on a bill that would have prohibited recipients of TARP funding from paying ‘unreasonable or excessive’ 

compensation, as defined by federal banking regulators. The bill passed the House but was never voted on by the 

Senate.” [Billings Gazette, 11/16/2011] 

 

Rehberg Voted Against Bill to Cap Executive Compensation for Bailout Companies. In 2009, Rehberg voted 

against a bill to bar any recipient of federal money from the $700 billion financial industry bailout from paying any 

compensation that is “unreasonable or excessive,” as defined by standards to be set by federal banking regulators.  

The restrictions would be lifted once a company had repaid the government.  This was one of the bills that came from 

the outrage over AIG bonuses.  The bill passed 247-171. [HR 1664, Vote 182, 4/01/09] 

 

 

Screen Text: Roll Call 19, 

02/01/12; Roll Call 226, 

04/27/10 

 

Voice Over: The Denny I 

know voted against pay 

raises for Congress. 

 

Voice Over: The Denny I 

know will serve as a 

check and balance to 

Obama’s liberal agenda. 

  

Voice Over: I’m Denny 

 

FACT: MONTANANS CAN’T TRUST DENNIS REHBERG 
 

REHBERG PROMISED HE WOULD NEVER VOTE FOR A PAY RAISE OR TAKE A PAY RAISE… 
 
Rehberg Campaign Flyer: Rehberg Will Never Vote for a Pay Raise. In a 1996 campaign flyer, Rehberg said: 

“Rehberg has never voted for or taken a pay raise and he never will.” [Rehberg 1996 Campaign Flyer] 

 

1996 – Rehberg: I Will Not Vote for Nor Accept a Pay Raise and That is a Promise. During a 1996 radio call-in 

show, Rehberg said, “I can honestly tell you I have never voted for a pay raise, nor have I accepted one as a legislator, 

as Lieutenant Governor, and I will not vote for, nor accept a pay raise as a United States Senator and that is a promise. 

I will not take a cost of living increase, because that’s a hidden pay raise. If I have to take it, I will donate it to a 

Montana charity. I do not believe in the multi-million dollar pensions that these guys give themselves. They go back 

poor and come back rich.  That’s not right. That’s a promise.” [KEMC public radio, Jackie Yamanaka and Jim 

Gransberry, hosts, 5/17/96] 

http://billingsgazette.com/news/state-and-regional/montana/tester-rehberg-agree-on-fannie-mae-freddie-mac-salaries-but/article_f1d273da-7e31-5d10-a8c0-b34fc254e05a.html
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2009/roll182.xml
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&ved=0CEoQFjAC&url=http%3A%2F%2Fjontester.3cdn.net%2Fb711f6e27c53183437_4wm6bkd0y.pdf&ei=W03GT9SyCqOC2AXm8aS6AQ&usg=AFQjCNHJnY84KBNPg1nFhImEsaEOpFCXMw
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Rehberg, I approve this 

message. 

 

Screen Text: Approved 

By Denny Rehberg. Paid 

For By Montanans For 

Rehberg.  

 

 

 

Rehberg Insisted He Would Not Accept Any Pay Raises. As reported by Roll Call, “With Rehberg, he insists, 

people will get a different kind of Senator. One who won't accept any pay raises or take a Congressional pension. ‘I 

won't kid you, I can use the money,’ he admits.” [Roll Call, 7/10/96] 

 

Rehberg: “I Will Not Accept a Pay Raise, Cost of Living or Otherwise.” In 1996, Rehberg said that if elected to 

the U.S. Senate, “I will not take a pension. I have not and I will not. Nor will I accept a pay raise, cost-of-living or 

otherwise, as a U.S. Senator.” He said it wasn’t because he was rich, saying, “I kind of resent people implying that I 

don’t need the money.  My wife and I are both working, like everybody else, and we’re socking some away.  We 

worry about college expenses.  But these multi-million dollar pensions for members of Congress I think are wrong.” 

[Miles City Star, 5/22/96] 

 

…THEN REHBERG VOTED TO INCREASE HIS OWN PAY FIVE TIMES 
 

BROKEN PROMISE: PAY RAISE VOTE #1 
 

Rehberg Supported Congressional Pay Raise, Voted to Raise His Own Pay by $3,300 in 2006.  In 2006, Rehberg 

voted to raise his own pay by $3,300 to $168,500. Rehberg voted to kill an amendment that would block an automatic 

pay hike for members of Congress. By killing the attempt to block the pay raise, Rehberg voted to receive a 2 percent 

increase and an annual salary of $165,200.  The effort to block the anti-pay raise amendment passed 249-167. [H RES 

865, Vote #261, 6/13/06; Congressional Research Service, Salaries for Members of Congress: Congressional Votes] 

 

 HEADLINE – House Lawmakers Accept $3,300 Pay Hike. As reported by the AP, “House lawmakers 

Tuesday embraced a $3,300 pay raise that will increase their salaries to $168,500. The 2 percent cost-of-living 

raise would be the seventh straight for members of the House and Senate.” [AP, 6/13/06] 

 

 Lawmakers Easily Squelched Bid to Get Direct Vote to Block Pay Increase, “Automatically Awarded 

Unless Lawmakers Vote to Block It. As reported by the AP, “Lawmakers easily squelched a bid by Rep. Jim 

Matheson, D-Utah, to get a direct vote to block the COLA, which is automatically awarded unless lawmakers 

vote to block it…But by a 249-167 vote, the House rejected Matheson's procedural attempt to get a direct vote 

on the pay raise.” [AP, 6/13/06] 

 

 Vote “Prevented Amendments to the Rule, Including Those Related to Member Pay, From Being 

http://www.jontester.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/19960522-MilesCityStar.jpg
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2006/roll261.xml
http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/13304680/
http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/13304680/
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Considered.” According to the Congressional Research Service, “On June 13, 2006, the House ordered the 

previous question on the rule for consideration of the FY2007 Treasury appropriations bill. This action 

prevented amendments to the rule, including those related to member pay, from being considered.” 

[Congressional Research Service, Salaries of Members of Congress, 1990-2009, p.24, emphasis added] 

 

 Vote Considered Vote Against Considering Amendment to Prohibit Pay Raise, Member Made Clear His 

Intention to Offer Amendment to Kill Pay Raise. According to the Congressional Research Service, “By 

agreeing to order the previous question, some Members considered the vote to be against consideration of an 

amendment prohibiting a pay raise. Had the House not agreed to a motion to order the previous question, they 

argue, a Member could have offered an amendment to the rule permitting a pay raise vote in some form. Under 

the terms of H.Res. 865, as adopted, an amendment seeking to halt the pay raise was not in order. During floor 

debate, Representative Jim Matheson made known his intention to offer an amendment to the rule to prohibit 

the increase, and spoke against the previous question so that his amendment could receive a waiver to be 

considered.” [Congressional Research Service, Salaries of Members of Congress, 1990-2009, p.24, emphasis 

added] 

 

BROKEN PROMISE: PAY RAISE VOTE #2 
 

Rehberg Supported Congressional Pay Raise, Voted to Raise His Own Pay $3,100 in 2005.  In 2005, Rehberg 

voted to raise his own pay by $3,100 to $165,200. Rehberg voted in favor of a measure intended to prevent the 

introduction of an amendment blocking an increase in the annual salary for House members by $3,100 to $165,000. 

The House blocked a bid by Congressman Jim Matheson (D-UT) to force an up-or-down vote on the pay raise. The 

effort to block the anti-payraise amendment passed 263-152. (HR 342, Vote #327, 6/28/05) 

 

 HEADLINE – Congress OKs Raise Despite Matheson. As reported by the Deseret Morning News, “Rep. 

Jim Matheson, D-Utah, tried again -- and failed again -- to persuade his colleagues to reject the automatic 

congressional pay raise that is wrapped inside an appropriations bill. ‘We are at war, and that requires shared 

sacrifices,’ Matheson said. ‘Let us send a signal to the American people that Congress gets it. A little belt-

tightening wouldn't hurt anyone around here.’” [Deseret Morning News, 6/30/05] 

 

 Rehberg Voted In Favor Of A $3,100 Pay Raise. In June 2005, the AP reported: "The 263-152 roll call 

Tuesday by which the House refused to consider a measure rejecting a $3,100 cost-of-living pay raise next 

year. In this vote, a 'yes' vote was a vote in favor of the pay raise, and 'no' vote was against it." The report 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2005/roll327.xml
http://www.deseretnews.com/article/600145121/Congress-OKs-raise-despite-Matheson.html
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noted that Rehberg voted "yea." [AP, 6/28/05] 

 

 Vote Prevented “Consideration of Amendment to Permit Pay Raise Prohibition To Be Offered,” After 

Member “Made Known His Intention to Offer Amendment to Prohibit the Increase.” According to the 

Congressional Research Service, “By agreeing to order the previous question, some Members considered the 

vote to be against consideration of an amendment to permit a pay raise prohibition to be offered. Had the 

House not agreed to a motion to order the previous question, they argue, a Member could have offered an 

amendment to the rule permitting a pay raise vote in some form. Under the terms of H.Res. 342, as adopted, an 

amendment seeking to halt the pay raise was not in order. During floor debate, Representative Jim Matheson 

made known his intention to offer an amendment to the rule to prohibit the increase, and spoke against the 

previous question so that his amendment could receive a waiver to be considered.” [Congressional Research 

Service, Salaries of Members of Congress: Congressional Votes, 1990-2009, emphasis added] 

 

BROKEN PROMISE: PAY RAISE VOTE #3 
 

Rehberg Supported Congressional Pay Raise, Voted to Raise His Own Pay by $4,000 in 2004. In 2004, Rehberg 

voted to raise his own pay by $4,000 to $162,100. Rehberg voted in favor of a motion to order the previous question 

(thus ending debate and possibility of amendment) on adoption of the rule to provide for House floor consideration of 

the bill that would appropriate $89.8 billion in fiscal 2005 for the departments of Treasury and Transportation and 

related agencies. If the motion had been defeated, an amendment to block the Congressional pay raise would have 

been allowed.  The motion passed 235-170.  (H Res 770, Vote #451, 9/14/04) 

 

 HEADLINE – U.S. House Members Vote to Give Themselves Salary Increase. [Las Vegas Review-

Journal, 9/16/04] 

 

BROKEN PROMISE: PAY RAISE VOTE #4 
 

Rehberg Supported Congressional Pay Raise, Voted to Raise His Own Pay by $3,400 in 2003. In 2003, Rehberg 

voted to raise his own pay by $3,400 to $158,100. Rehberg voted in favor of a motion to order the previous question 

(thus ending debate and possibility of amendment) on adoption of the rule to provide for House floor consideration of 

the bill that would appropriate $89.6 billion in fiscal 2004 spending, including $27.5 billion in discretionary spending, 

for the departments of Treasury and Transportation and related agencies.  If the motion had been defeated, an 

amendment to block the Congressional pay raise would have been allowed.  The motion passed 240-173.  (H. Res. 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2004/roll451.xml
http://www.reviewjournal.com/lvrj_home/2004/Sep-16-Thu-2004/news/24780812.html
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351, Vote #463, 9/4/03) 

 

 HEADLINE – Another Pay Raise for Congress? House Approves Measure to Give Lawmakers a 2.2 

Percent Boost. As reported by the AP, “The House on Thursday approved a 2.2 percent pay raise for 

Congress — slightly less than average wage increases in private business but enough to boost lawmakers' 

annual salaries to about $158,000 next year. The House members decided to allow themselves a fifth straight 

cost-of-living raise after rejecting them for several years during the 1990s. Their annual pay has risen from 

$136,700 in 1999 to about $158,000 in 2004, if the legislation clears Congress and is signed by the president. 

Their salary this year is $154,700. [AP, 9/4/03] 

 

 AP: Rehberg Voted To Move Forward To An Automatic Pay Raise For Lawmakers. In September 2003, 

the AP reported: "The 240-173 roll call Thursday by which the House rejected an attempt to have a direct vote 

on whether members of Congress should receive a cost-of-living pay raise next year. A 'yes' vote is a vote to 

approve procedures on a Transportation-Treasury spending bill, including an automatic COLA for lawmakers, 

that did not allow for a direct vote on the pay raise." The report noted that Rehberg voted "yea." [AP, 9/4/03] 

 

BROKEN PROMISE: PAY RAISE VOTE #5 
 

Rehberg Supported Congressional Pay Raise, Voted to Raise His Own Pay by $4,700 in 2002. In 2002, Rehberg 

voted to raise his own pay by $4,700 to $154,700. Rehberg voted in favor of a motion to order the previous question 

(thus ending debate and possibility of amendment) on adoption of the rule to provide for House floor consideration of 

the bill that would appropriate $35.1 billion in fiscal 2003 Treasury-Postal appropriations.  If the motion had been 

defeated, an amendment to block the Congressional pay raise would have been allowed.  The motion passed 258-156.  

[H. Res. 488, Vote #322, 7/18/02] 

 

 HEADLINE – House Clears Way for $5K Pay Raise. [AP, 7/18/02] 

 

 HEADLINE – Lawmakers Give Themselves Pay Increase to $155,000. [Roll Call, 7/22/02] 

 

 “In Effect, Vote to Order Previous Question Was a Vote to Accept a Pay Raise.” According to the 

Congressional Research Service, “By agreeing to order the previous question, Members voted not to consider 

an amendment to permit a pay raise prohibition amendment to be offered. Had the House not agreed to a 

motion to order the previous question, a Member could have offered an amendment to the rule permitting a 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2003/roll463.xml
http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2003/09/04/politics/main571629.shtml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2002/roll322.xml
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pay raise vote in some form. Under the terms of H.Res. 488, as adopted, an amendment seeking to halt the pay 

raise was not in order. In effect a vote to order the previous question (and not allow any amendment to the 

rule) was a vote to accept a pay increase.” [Congressional Research Service, Salaries of Members of Congress: 

Congressional Votes, p.20-21] 

 

  
 


