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Tea-Stained: Rep. Daniel Webster (FL-08): 85% Tea Party Loyalty 

SEE FULL SCORECARD HERE 

This scorecard measures Tea Party loyalty based on 48 recorded votes. Many of the votes 

scored were the foundation for the official scorecards of the major Tea Party-affiliated groups 

Americans for Prosperity and Freedomworks. Additional votes scored in this project were fairly 

chosen because they are representative of the Tea Party’s core values, in particular 

undermining the Affordable Care Act.  The health law became the catalyst for the Tea Party’s 

crowning achievement for 2013 – shutting down the government – and all votes centered 

around it were also scored.  

The results show that virtually all Republicans in the U.S. House of Representatives are far more 

likely to vote with rather than against the radical Tea Party on virtually every issue they are 

facing.  

The voting records of 47 Republican members of the U.S. House of Representatives profiled 

were chosen because they are politically vulnerable or are facing a real threat in their bid for 

reelection.  

Daniel Webster was endorsed by the Central Florida Tea Party Council1 in his first national 

election and has done nothing to shake their faith in the years since, earning a Tea Party score 

of 85 percent for 2013. 

Government shutdown and Obamacare Derangement Syndrome 

There has been no daylight between Rep. Webster and the Tea Party when it comes to the 

obsession with repealing, delaying or defunding the Affordable Care Act.   

Republicans have launched over 40 attacks on the floor of the U.S. House of Representatives on 

the bill following its passage – all of which amounted to nothing more than a waste of taxpayer 

time and money.2 Webster voted for all of them. These ranged from direct attempts at 

wholesale repeal (H.R. 45) to delays of the individual mandate (H.R. 2668). Others took a less 

direct route toward the same end, such as the Tea Party-esque titled “Keep the IRS Off Your 

http://www.teapartyscorecard.com/florida/dwebster
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.00045:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.02668:


 

 
A Project by Americans United For Change 

 

Health Care Act (H.R. 2009),” scored by Freedomworks, which would have barred the U.S. 

Department of the Treasury from carrying out its duties under the Affordable Care Act.  

Then came the government shutdown, more than two weeks of international embarrassment 

brought on by what pundits have taken to calling OCDS – Obamacare Derangement Syndrome.3 

These amounted to 22 votes in all. There were votes that ping-ponged back and forth between 

the House of Representatives and the Senate – the Senate passing a “clean” bill to fund 

government, the House inserting language defunding the Affordable Care and then sending it 

back for preordained rejection (H. J. Res. 59, RCV478, 498, 504, 505; H. Res. 367). There were 

also nakedly political votes to fund various, popular pieces of government – such as Head Start 

(H.J. Res. 84) and the national parks (H.J. Res. 70) – as if Republicans could somehow get 

around the existence of the Affordable Care Act by funding everything else and de facto 

reopening government.   

 

Even when it became clear that the shutdown was political suicide, Freedomworks wanted it to 

continue and scored the vote for the temporary deal to end the shutdown and raise the debt 

ceiling, calling for a “no” on final passage.  Americans for Prosperity scored only Senate votes 

on the Affordable Care Act – specifically, Sen. Ted Cruz’s various legislative ploys to shut down 

the government if Obamacare was allowed to continue.  

 

It was not until the very end that Webster apparently gave any real thought to his district’s 

nearly 33,000 federal workers and retirees 4 who weren’t getting salaries or benefits during the 

shutdown. Either that or he saw his poll numbers plummet. After more than 20 Tea Party votes 

on the government shutdown, Webster finally voted for the short-term deal to end it and raise 

the debt ceiling (H.R. 2775 RCV 550).   

 

Gutting food stamps  

Webster showed no such sympathy for his district, however, when he voted for a draconian Tea 

Party-approved plan to revamp and shrink the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, or 

SNAP, better known as food stamps (H.R. 3102). Census data shows 2,770 households in 

Webster’s district that received food stamps in 2012 would likely be cut off if this bill were 

enacted.5  

  
 

Food stamps also figured prominently in two of the few votes in which he broke with the Tea 

Party and supported versions of the traditionally bipartisan Farm Bill. This is a particularly 

interesting set of votes in that the Tea Party and the vast majority of House Democrats were 

united in opposition to what groups from both the left and the right have deemed a special-

interest bonanza. 

http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.02009:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.j.res.00059:
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2013/roll478.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2013/roll498.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2013/roll504.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2013/roll505.xml
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c113:H.RES.367:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.j.res.00084:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.j.res.00070:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.02775:
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2013/roll550.xml
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.03102:


 

 
A Project by Americans United For Change 

 

 

In the first version of the Farm Bill (H.R. 1947) Webster supported cutting $40 billion worth of 

nutrition assistance to hungry children and families over 10 years.6  The cuts in food stamps 

alone total nearly $21 billion over the next decade, taking food out of the mouths of nearly 2 

million low-income Americans.7 Freedomworks and Americans for Prosperity both scored this 

bill, complaining that the cuts in food stamps were not deep enough.  

The second version of the Farm Bill (H.R. 2642) that Webster voted to take the unprecedented 

step8of separating SNAP from the rest of the Farm Bill.  Until now, farm/SNAP legislation has 

been one of the few remaining areas of bipartisan legislative activity. This move is a now-classic 

illustration of how extreme the Republican Party in Congress has become in its efforts to 

kowtow to Tea Party extremists. Only Freedomworks scored this vote, Americans for Prosperity 

apparently being interested only in cutting food stamps.  

While Webster did buck the Tea Party to support this Farm Bill, it may be worth noting that - to 

quote the libertarian Cato Institute - in doing so, “Republicans demonstrated that they are just 

fine with bloated welfare programs as long as those welfare payments go to well-heeled special 

interests.”9  

More default debacles 

Webster’s votes in March 2013 to keep the government open was, in retrospect, a last stand 

before he caved to the Tea Party entirely in the fall.  The specific vote was a short-term 

“continuing resolution (H.R. 933),” a bill to fund the government through the end of September 

while presumably negotiations continued on a long-term solution for the upcoming fiscal year. 

Freedomworks scored both final passage of this vote and a procedural vote on the rule (H.Res. 

99), so angry were they at what they deemed a missed opportunity to launch the fight to 

defund Obamacare or shut down the government trying – a fight for which they eventually 

enlisted Webster.  Along similar lines, Webster voted to raise the debt ceiling in January 2013 

(H.R. 325) while Freedomworks asked for a “no” vote.  

While he eventually backed the legislation that headed off a downgrade of the United States’ 

credit rating, Webster also showed a disturbing willingness to entertain the idea of a possible 

default10 at all, which would have had dire economic consequences for the nation and the 

world.  This came during a vote in which the Republican Caucus, including Webster, took the 

Tea Party line on a bill scored by AFP that opponents dubbed “Pay China First (H.R. 807).”  Had 

that bill become law, in the event of the nation’s defaulting on our debt, the U.S. government 

would be required to pay bondholders like China11 before, for example, America’s veterans who 

depend on government disability payments to cover their rent and heating bills. It’s hard to 

http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.01947:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.02642:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.00933:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.res.00099:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.res.00099:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.00325:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.00807:
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imagine that Webster’s constituents would have agreed with the Tea Party, as he did, that this 

was how America ought to prioritize paying our debts.  

A government shutdown by any other name … 

While the October showdown over defaulting on our debts and shutting down the government 

grabbed headlines, it was in fact only one of many efforts made by the Tea Party and supported 

by Webster to keep the U.S. government from functioning. Call them “mini-shutdowns,” or 

“shut-downs” lite, these classic Tea Party bills were thinly disguised efforts to take apart the 

government piece-by-piece with Webster’s enthusiastic help.  

These include the Regulations in Need of Scrutiny or REINS Act (H.R. 367), supported by every 

House Republican, be they self-proclaimed moderates or proud Tea Partiers.  If enacted, this 

bill would fundamentally change the balance of power between two of the branches of the U.S. 

government, crippling the executive’s ability to function.12 The Regulations from the Executive 

in Need of Scrutiny or REINS Act, requires that any rule put in place to keep dangerous toys 

from China off the U.S. market, or ensure that the food we eat is safe, that credit card 

companies can’t rip us off or mortgage brokers can’t fool us into bankruptcy, in short any rule 

at all, be subject to a vote in both houses of Congress. If a regulation is not voted on within 70 

legislative working days of being sent to Congress it is “tabled.” That is, it dies.   

Anyone who has so much as picked up a newspaper over the past year recognizes the practical 

effects of this. Under the REINS Act, 50 to 100 regulations a year would be subject to the 

dysfunction and inaction that has come to characterize the U.S. Congress under Tea Party-GOP 

rule in the House. In this environment it is hard to imagine even the least controversial rule 

getting so much as a vote, let alone being passed. Every single rule, whether it protects 

consumers from big business or workers’ health and safety, would create a new opportunity for 

lobbying and industry influence and in the end, prevent the executive branch from enforcing 

laws that Congress itself passed. It is Tea Party logic in its purest form and Webster supported 

it. AFP and Freedomworks both scored this vote.  

Along similar lines was a vote on a bill called “Preventing Greater Uncertainty in Labor-

Management Relations Act (H.R. 1120).” This legislation is as Kafkaesque as its name – and its 

explanation proportionately as long. The Koch brothers are virulently anti-worker and have 

made their obsession in that regard a key plank in the Tea Party platform.13 Naturally, 

Americans for Prosperity scored this bill and Webster supported it. 

The bill stems from the Tea Party’s attempt to shut down government agencies that enforce 

laws they would rather not see enforced – in this case, the National Labor Relations Board, 

http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.00367:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:h.r.01120:
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which enforces workers’ rights and mediates disputes between employers and employees. In 

brief: 

 

 The five-member board requires a quorum to function legally. The President appoints 

members to five-year terms and the Senate confirms them. In a functioning Congress, 

this is a pretty routine procedure. But this is the Tea Party’s Congress and so, instead, 

Republicans in the Senate used every trick in the legislative rule book to keep the 

President’s appointments from being seated. Eventually the five-year terms of the 

sitting members would run out and, they reasoned, the board would cease to 

function.  Workers would have no recourse to protect their rights, which was just the 

way the Tea Party wanted it.14 

                                                                  

 To keep this from happening, in January 2012, during a short Senate recess, the 

President appointed three members to the NLRB.  This too is fairly normal procedure. 

The Constitution gives the president the power to make executive appointments when 

Congress is out of session. Again, knowing this, the Republicans in Congress did 

everything they could to muck up normal procedures and ensure that the Senate was 

always “in session,” though not legislating.  Then, when the President made the recess 

appointments, they gathered up allies to sue and claim the appointments were 

unconstitutional.  

 
 In January 2013, a right-wing appellate court ruled that presidential appointments to 

the NLRB were unconstitutional because they were made by President Obama. In June, 

the U.S. Supreme Court agreed to review the lower court's decision at the request of the 

Obama administration.15 

 

Meanwhile, Tea Partiers in the House of Representatives got to work, filing bill after bill to keep 

the NLRB from functioning for as long as possible, which brings us back to the “Greater 

Uncertainty” bill. This bill would freeze the NLRB from making any rulings until after the 

Supreme Court has decided the case. The bill would also invalidate all decisions made by the 

board while the recess appointees were seated. The bill was necessary, supporters like Webster 

claimed, because the “uncertainty” that they had engineered into being was bad for everything 

and everyone. Their concern was that “the rights of workers are diminished and employers and 

unions are left in legal limbo,” according to the Republican’s committee Web site.16   Webster 

went along with this - with a straight face.  

 

Hurricane Sandy 
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Presumably, Webster staged a somber, caring and saddened face when he – along with most of 

his colleagues whose districts were not in the path of the disaster – voted against both the 

whole package of aid for victims of Hurricane Sandy (H.R. 152) and an amendment to 

strengthen the package (H. Amendment 5 to H.R. 152) put forth by a Republican colleague. 

Freedomworks asked for “no” on both. Americans for Prosperity scored only the amendment.  

 

Interestingly, perhaps because Webster’s Florida district has seen hurricanes before, he did not 

toe the Tea Party line on an amendment that would have required disaster relief to be funded 

only by the amount that could be offset in other parts of the budget (H. Amendment 4 to H.R. 

152) – an approach that involves setting victims of hurricanes, earthquakes and floods against 

recipients of Meals on Wheels, children in Head Start and patients who might benefit from 

cutting-edge cancer research.   
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