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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

ELIZABETH ALVIDREZ

HON. ED PERLMUTTER

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 10, 2014

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and applaud Elizabeth
Alvidrez for receiving the Arvada Wheat Ridge
Service Ambassadors for Youth award. Eliza-
beth Alvidrez is a 12th grader at Jefferson
High School and received this award because
her determination and hard work have allowed
her to overcome adversities.

The dedication demonstrated by Elizabeth
Alvidrez is exemplary of the type of achieve-
ment that can be attained with hard work and
perseverance. It is essential students at all
levels strive to make the most of their edu-
cation and develop a work ethic which will
guide them for the rest of their lives.

| extend my deepest congratulations to Eliz-
abeth Alvidrez for winning the Arvada Wheat
Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth award.
| have no doubt she will exhibit the same dedi-
cation and character in all of her future
accomplishments.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 10, 2014

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 90 | had to depart DC to fly to
Georgia in order to attend the funeral for a
longtime friend. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea.”

DOMINIC SANCHEZ

HON. ED PERLMUTTER

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 10, 2014

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and applaud Dominic San-
chez for receiving the Arvada Wheat Ridge
Service Ambassadors for Youth award.
Dominic Sanchez is a 12th grader at Arvada
West High School and received this award be-
cause his determination and hard work have
allowed him to overcome adversities.

The dedication demonstrated by Dominic
Sanchez is exemplary of the type of achieve-
ment that can be attained with hard work and
perseverance. It is essential students at all
levels strive to make the most of their edu-
cation and develop a work ethic which will
guide them for the rest of their lives.

| extend my deepest congratulations to
Dominic Sanchez for winning the Arvada
Wheat Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth
award. | have no doubt he will exhibit the

same dedication and character in all of his fu-
ture accomplishments.

——————

ON THE 49TH ANNIVERSARY OF
“BLOODY SUNDAY” AND THE IM-
PORTANCE AND CONTINUING
NEED FOR AN EFFECTIVE VOT-
ING RIGHTS ACT

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 10, 2014

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
marked the 49th anniversary of “Bloody Sun-
day.” On Sunday, March 7, 1965, more than
600 civil rights demonstrators, including our
beloved colleague, Congressman JOHN LEWIS
of Georgia, were brutally attacked by state
and local police at the Edmund Pettus Bridge
as they marched from Selma to Montgomery
in support of the right to vote.

“Bloody Sunday” was a watershed moment
in the history of Civil Rights Movement and of
our country. It crystallized for the nation the
necessity of enacting a strong and effective
federal law protecting the right to vote of every
American.

Nearly a half century later, | rise today to
address the House on the continuing need for
an effective Voting Rights Act. As a senior
member of the House Judiciary Committee, |
strongly supported and worked for the suc-
cessful reauthorization in 2006 of the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, which proudly bears the
name: Fannie Lou Hamer, Rosa Parks,
Coretta Scott King, Cesar E. Chavez, Barbara
C. Jordan, William C. Velasquez, and Dr. Hec-
tor P. Garcia Voting Rights Act Reauthoriza-
tion and Amendments Act of 2006.

Mr. Speaker, in signing the Voting Rights
Act on August 6, 1965, President Lyndon
Johnson said:

The vote is the most powerful instrument
ever devised by man for breaking down injus-
tice and destroying the terrible walls which
imprison men because they are different
from other men.

In answering the call of history and justice,
great legislator-statesmen strongly supported
the Voting Rights Act of 1965 and worked
across the aisle and with President Johnson to
ensure its passage. Men like Senate Majority
Leader Mike Mansfield (D-Montana), Senate
Minority Leader Everett McKinley Dirksen (R—
lllinois), Speaker John McCormack (D—Massa-
chusetts), House Majority Leader Hale Boggs
(D-Louisiana), House Judiciary Committee
Chairman Emanuel Celler (D—-New York), and
House Minority Leader and former President
Gerald Ford (R—Michigan).

Mr. Speaker, since its passage in 1965, and
through four reauthorizations signed by Re-
publican presidents (1970, 1975, 1982, 2006),
more Americans, especially those in the com-
munities we represent, have been empowered
by the Voting Rights Act than any other single
piece of legislation.

Section 5 of the Act requires covered juris-
dictions to submit proposed changes to any
voting law or procedure to the Department of
Justice or the U.S. District Court in Wash-
ington, DC for pre-approval, hence the term
“pre-clearance.” Under Section 5, the submit-
ting jurisdiction has the burden of proving that
the proposed change(s) are not retrogressive,
i.e. that they do not have the purpose and will
not have the effect of denying or abridging the
right to vote on account of race or color.

In announcing his support for the 1982 ex-
tension of the Voting Rights Act, President
Reagan said, “the right to vote is the crown
jewel of American liberties.” And Section 5 is
the “crown jewel” of the Voting Rights Act.

But a terrible blow was dealt to the Voting
Rights Act on June 25, 2013, when the Su-
preme Court handed down the decision in
Shelby County v. Holder, 570 U.S. 193 (2013),
which invalidated Section 4(b), the provision of
the law determining which jurisdictions would
be subject to Section 5 “pre-clearance.”

In 2006, the City of Calera, Alabama, which
lies within Shelby County, enacted a discrimi-
natory redistricting plan without complying with
Section 5, leading to the loss of the city’s sole
African-American councilman, Ernest Mont-
gomery. In compliance with Section 5, how-
ever, Calera was required to draw a non-
discriminatory redistricting plan and conduct
another election in which Mr. Montgomery re-
gained his seat.

According to the Supreme Court majority,
the reason for striking down Section 4(b) was
that “times have changed.” Now, the Court
was right; times have changed. But what the
Court did not fully appreciate is that the posi-
tive changes it cited are due almost entirely to
the existence and vigorous enforcement of the
Voting Rights Act. And that is why the Voting
Rights Act is still needed.

Let me put it this way: in the same way that
the vaccine invented by Dr. Jonas Salk in
1953 eradicated the crippling effects but did
not eliminate the cause of polio, the Voting
Rights Act succeeded in stymying the prac-
tices that resulted in the wholesale disenfran-
chisement of African Americans and language
minorities. But it did not eliminate them en-
tirely. The Voting Rights Act is needed as
much today to prevent another epidemic of
voting disenfranchisement as Dr. Salk’s vac-
cine is still needed to prevent another polio
epidemic.

Many of us remember what it was like be-
fore the Voting Rights Act but for those too
young to have lived through it, let us take a
stroll down memory lane. Before the Voting
Rights Act was passed in 1965, the right to
vote did not exist in practice for most African
Americans. And until 1975, most American
citizens who were not proficient in English
faced significant obstacles to voting, because
they could not understand the ballot.

Even though the Indian Citizenship Act gave
Native Americans the right to vote in 1924,
state law determined who could actually vote,
which effectively excluded many Native Ameri-
cans from political participation for decades.
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