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provide them with the information, services or 
access to resources and services that they 
needed for all the years I’ve been a member 
of Congress. Madame Speaker, I can’t tell you 
how grateful I am for her capable service and 
how proud I am of the honor and distinction 
she has brought to my office. 

In addition to being an effective Constituent 
Services Director, Judy is also a loving wife, 
mother and grandmother. Married to her hus-
band, Elisheous Tucker for 38 years, she and 
her husband are faithful members of the Mir-
acle House of Prayer Church. As she settles 
into her well deserved retirement, while my 
staff and I will miss her, I suspect she’ll be 
able to spend more time with her church com-
munity, her family and friends. In addition to 
traveling, I can imagine her spending much 
more time tending to her garden, a hobby that 
I know she truly enjoys. 

What more can I say other than every Mem-
ber of Congress should be blessed to have 
someone of the caliber, grace and profes-
sionalism of Mrs. Judy Tucker. While my staff 
and I will miss her presence in our office, she 
will always be a valued member of the perma-
nent ‘‘Rush Team’’ for years to come. 

On behalf of my staff, my wife, Carolyn, and 
the people of the 1st Congressional District of 
Illinois, I wish Mrs. Judy Tucker all the joy and 
gifts that God can bestow upon her, and her 
family, for years and years to come. 

Thank you so much, Judy, for a job well 
done. I value our friendship and you and your 
family are forever in my thoughts and prayers. 
My God richly bless you now and always. 
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Ms. SCHWARTZ. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and congratulate the 
Rhawnhurst-Bustleton Ambulance Association 
on its 50th anniversary. This volunteer ambu-
lance corps, located in Northeast Philadelphia, 
serves the residents of the Bustleton and 
Rhawnhurst neighborhoods. 

Fifty years ago Rhawnhurst and Bustleton 
were not served by the ambulances operated 
by area hospitals. This lack of emergency 
medical services was a serious safety and 
health challenge for these residents and busi-
nesses. Seeing this need, a small group of 
dedicated citizens took action. Five individuals 
met in the basement of a neighborhood home 
to take an oath to provide this much needed 
service. Six months later, with two ambu-
lances in its fleet, the Rhawnhurst-Bustleton 
Ambulance Association incorporated as a non- 
profit organization. 

The ambulance association is now state-li-
censed and certified, operating 24 hours a 
day, 365 days a year. Over the past 50 years 
these dedicated volunteers have incorporated 
advanced technologies and practices into their 
daily operations. This neighborhood has been 
safer and more secure over these past 50 
years because this small group of committed 
people decided to take an extra step to care 
for their neighbors. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me in congratulating and wishing the 
Rhawnhurst-Bustleton Ambulance Association 
many more years of faithful service to the 
community. 
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Mr. SPACE. Madam Speaker, 
Whereas, Goldie Morrow Long Boerner Har-

rison was born in Tuscarawas County, Ohio, 
on October 3, 1910, 

Whereas, Goldie joined the SPARS during 
World War II, where she sang and danced in 
a show for enlisted personnel in the Coast 
Guard, 

Whereas, Goldie opened a hair salon in 
Massillon where she styled the hair of the 
stars who performed at the Canal Fulton Play-
house, including Vivian Vance, Tammy 
Grimes, Imogene Coco and President Tru-
man’s daughter Margaret, 

Whereas, Givin now lives in Dover, Ohio, 
where she will celebrate with close friends and 
family, 

Resolved that along with her friends, family, 
and the residents of the 18th Congressional 
District, I congratulate Goldie Harrison on 
achieving her 100th birthday, and for her con-
tributions to her community and country. 
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I submit cer-
tain sections of the testimony of Mr. Chris-
topher Coates before the U.S. Commission on 
Civil Rights in which he discusses the unequal 
enforcement of federal voting laws by political 
and career officials in the Department of Jus-
tice. 

THE DECISION TO DISMISS AND TO LIMIT 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF IN THE NBPP CASE 

It was within this atmosphere, with these 
managers, and with pressure being applied 
by an organization—NAACP LDF—that is 
close to the Obama Administration’s CRD 
management, that the decision to gut the 
NBPP case was made. Although there have 
been recent reports that indicate that senior 
political appointees at higher levels in the 
Department were involved in the NBPP case, 
it was Ms. King, along with her Deputy, 
Steve Rosenbaum, who the Justice Depart-
ment has claimed made the decision to dis-
miss three of the party-defendants in the 
case and ordered the limitation on the broad-
er injunctive relief recommended by both 
Voting Section and Appellate Section attor-
neys against the one remaining defendant. 

It is my opinion that this disposition of 
the NBPP case was ordered because the peo-

ple calling the shots in May 2009 were angry 
at the filing of the Ike Brown case and angry 
at our filing of the NBPP case. That anger 
was the result of their deep-seated opposi-
tion to the equal enforcement of the VRA 
against racial minorities and for the protec-
tion of whites who have been discriminated 
against. Ms. King, Mr. Rosenbaum, Mr. 
Kappelhoff, Ms. Clarke, a large number of 
the people who work in the Voting Section 
and the CRD, and many of the liberal private 
groups that work in the civil rights field be-
lieve, incorrectly but vehemently, that en-
forcement of the protections of the VRA 
should not be extended to white voters but 
should be limited to protecting racial, ethnic 
and language minorities. 

The final disposition of the NBPP case, 
even in the face of a default by the defend-
ants, was caused by this incorrect view of 
civil rights enforcement, and it was intended 
to send a direct message to people inside and 
outside the CRD. That message is that the 
filing of voting cases like the Ike Brown and 
the NBPP cases would not continue in the 
Obama Administration. The disposition of 
the NBPP case was not required by the facts 
developed during the case or the applicable 
law, as has been claimed, but was because of 
this incorrect view of civil rights enforce-
ment that is at war with the statutory lan-
guage in the VRA and with racially fair en-
forcement of federal law. 

FAILURE TO ENFORCE SECTION 5 
If anyone doubts that CRD and the Voting 

Section have failed to enforce the VRA in a 
race-neutral manner, one only has to look at 
the enforcement of the Section 5 
preclearance requirements. Those require-
ments mandate that federal preclearance for 
voting changes within the covered jurisdic-
tions be obtained for any covered change and 
that preclearance not be given for changes 
that have a racially discriminatory purpose 
or effect. The statutory language of Section 
5 speaks in terms of protecting all voters 
from racial discrimination. But the Voting 
Section has never interposed an objection 
under Section 5 to a voting change on the 
ground that it discriminated against white 
voters in the forty-five (45) year history of 
the Act. 

This failure includes no objections in the 
many majority-minority jurisdictions in the 
covered states. Indeed, the personnel in the 
Voting Section’s unit which handles Section 
5 submissions are instructed only to see if 
the change discriminates against racial, eth-
nic, and language minority voters. This prac-
tice of not enforcing Section 5’s protections 
for white voters includes jurisdictions, such 
as Noxubee County, Mississippi where the 
Ike Brown case arose, where white voters are 
in the racial minority. It is in those jurisdic-
tions the Voting Section’s failure to apply 
Section 5’s protections for the white minor-
ity is particularly problematic. On two occa-
sions, while I was Chief of the Voting Sec-
tion, I tried to persuade officials at the CRD 
level to change this policy so that white vot-
ers would be protected by Section 5 in appro-
priate circumstances, but to no avail. I be-
lieve that present management in both the 
CRD and the Voting Section are opposed to 
race-neutral enforcement of Section 5 and 
continue to enforce those provisions in a ra-
cially selective manner. 
REASONS GIVEN BY THE DOJ FOR ITS ACTIONS IN 

NBPP CASE 
As I have indicated, I am not going to tes-

tify about the statements made during my 
meetings with Ms. King and Mr. Rosenbaum, 
because of the DOJ’s assertion of the delib-
erative process privilege. However, the DOJ 
and Mr. Perez have publicly articulated the 
reasons for the disposition of the NBPP case, 
and I will therefore address here several of 
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