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a very tough business, and the low road
is often taken by political adversaries
in an effort to gain power.

But the video released by the Demo-
cratic Campaign Committee hit a new
low. This cynical attempt to raise cam-
paign cash actually uses photographs
of those who made the ultimate sac-
rifice. It shows photos of coffins draped
with the American flag. Those coffins,
of course, are occupied by American
soldiers.

Mr. Speaker, our incredibly brave
men and women in uniform did not
make the ultimate sacrifice so that the
DCCC could raise campaign cash. They
made that sacrifice in defense of free-
dom and liberty and democracy. The
Democratic leadership should be
ashamed, and every Democratic Mem-
ber of this House should be ashamed
and call upon their leadership to re-
move this video which is an affront to
our fallen soldiers and to their fami-
lies.

It is appalling that the Democrats
have sunken to such a new low as to
employ doctored photos and tasteless
videos in their pursuit of power. The
American people and our fallen heroes
deserve more.

—————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 2872. An act to require the Secretary
of the Treasury to mint coins in commemo-
ration of Louis Braille.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed concurrent resolu-
tions of the following titles in which
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 96. Concurrent resolution to
commemorate, celebrate, and reaffirm the
national motto of the United States on the
50th anniversary of its formal adoption.

S. Con. Res. 108. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of a revised edition of
a pocket version of the United States Con-
stitution, and other publications.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 9, FANNIE LOU HAMER,
ROSA PARKS, AND CORETTA
SCOTT KING VOTING RIGHTS
ACT  REAUTHORIZATION AND
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2006

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 910 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 910

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 9) to amend
the Voting Rights Act of 1965. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
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bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed 90 min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the
Majority Leader and the Minority Leader or
their designees. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judici-
ary now printed in the bill. The committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be considered as read. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOOD). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART) is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose
of debate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides
90 minutes of general debate, evenly di-
vided and controlled by the chairman
and the ranking minority member of
the Committee on the Judiciary, and it
also provides one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is appropriate
to begin by quoting the 15th amend-
ment to the United States Constitu-
tion: ““The rights of citizens of the
United States to vote shall not be de-
nied or abridged by the United States
or by any State on account of race,
color or previous condition of ser-
vitude.”

As enshrined by the 15th amendment,
there really is no more fundamental
right in our democratic system than
the right to vote. However, the history
of the United States is marked with oc-
casions where minorities were in mul-
tiple ways, and by multiple ways,
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blocked from having their voices heard
at the ballot box.

One of the great advancements in our
American democracy was and is the
Voting Rights Act. This historic legis-
lation was the first comprehensive Fed-
eral statute to enforce minorities’ con-
stitutional right to vote. The provi-
sions of the 1965 Voting Rights Act pro-
vided swift relief to those citizens who
were victims of discriminatory voting
tactics and provided them access in a
concrete and effective way to the vot-
ing booth.

Since it was enacted, the Voting
Rights Act has enfranchised millions of
racial, ethnic, and language minority
citizens to have access to that sacred
right that is voting by breaking down
barriers and permitting increased mi-
nority participation in elections for
candidates at all levels of government.

After 41 years of breaking down
walls, walls to participation in our
democratic process, the Voting Rights
Act would soon expire if not reauthor-
ized. With this in mind, the Committee
on the Judiciary began hearings to de-
termine whether the legislation is still
needed. The committee held 12 hear-
ings on the reauthorization of the Vot-
ing Rights Act, listening to testimony
from State and local elected officials,
scholars, lawyers, representatives from
the voting and civil rights commu-
nities. The testimony and evidence pre-
sented before the committee brought
to light the fact that even though we
have made great strides to stop the dis-
criminatory practices of the past, there
still is ample evidence that minorities
today face discriminatory practices at
the ballot box.

Mr. Speaker, in my community for
decades we saw the voting power of mi-
norities diluted to the point that they
were for many years unable to elect
the representatives of their preference.
The Voting Rights Act helped correct
that wrong, helped enfranchise count-
less citizens into our democratic polit-
ical system. The underlying legislation
will reauthorize the expiring provisions
of the Voting Rights Act for 25 years.

I would like to point out one provi-
sion which I think is very important,
especially to my community, as well as
communities throughout the country.
The bill extends section 203, the exist-
ing language assistance requirements
that provide that election materials be
provided in select languages in covered
jurisdictions. These provisions of the
Voting Rights Act require that non-
English voting materials be made
available in jurisdictions where 5 per-
cent of the citizen voting age popu-
lation consists of a single language,
limited English proficient minority
and in which there is a literacy rate
below the national average, or more
than 10,000 citizens who meet those cri-
teria reside. These provisions, brought
out in the hearings, cover approxi-
mately 12 percent of the counties in
the United States. It certainly has ben-
efited the counties that I am honored
to represent.
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