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we do not do because our quorum re-
quirements are a majority. But in 
State legislatures, particularly in 
Texas, it has been almost a tradition. 
In 1979, the State Senate broke the 
quorum because of an election bill that 
was being considered. In 1981, when I 
was a House member, we tried to break 
the quorum after midnight on a Satur-
day night on a congressional redis-
tricting bill. We were not nearly as or-
ganized as these folks because we only 
slowed it down for about 3 hours and 
members of the Statehouse were found 
in closets and air vents and everything 
else in the State capital. 

But breaking the quorum is not a 
new legislative tool. In fact, Abraham 
Lincoln participated in an attempt to 
break quorums in 1840 during one of his 
terms in Illinois’ House of Representa-
tives.

b 1800 

On one of those days, Democrats 
wanted a quorum, the Whigs at that 
time, the predecessors to our Repub-
licans, did not, so the Democrats 
locked the doors to the House to keep 
the Members inside the Chamber. Lin-
coln and two of his fellow Whigs 
jumped out the window to avoid being 
locked inside, but their efforts failed, 
mainly for procedures, because it 
seemed they had already voted for a 
motion to adjourn, and in doing so 
they helped make that quorum which 
they were trying to break in their 
hasty departure. Even a former Presi-
dent and a Republican President tried 
to break a quorum in 1840, so that is a 
history. 

These Members of the Texas Legisla-
ture, like I said, who are doing this 
have a tradition in Texas of using 
every legislative vehicle for their 
issues and their concerns. Obviously 
this redistricting map is the most god-
awful-looking map I have ever seen, 
and, again, having been involved for 
many years as a State legislator. 

In a letter to the Texas House Speak-
er Tom Craddick, these legislators who 
are currently living very high in a Hol-
iday Inn and eating at Denny’s in Okla-
homa said, ‘‘We love the house and 
take seriously our responsibility to 
serve our constituents and protect 
their best interests in the legislature. 
Our actions fall entirely within house 
rules. While disappointed that we were 
forced to break a quorum, our decision 
was driven by our solemn duty to fight 
for and protect the rights and interests 
of those who we were elected to serve 
in the legislature.’’ 
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TEXAS REDISTRICTING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CHOCOLA). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. LAMPSON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I had 
prepared a little bit different remarks, 
but after listening to the last few 
speakers, particularly our good friend 

the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON), who spoke earlier about the shape 
of some of the districts and some of 
what happened with the development 
of this redistricting plan in Texas, I 
thought it might be appropriate to 
show some of the comparisons. 

I also listened a few minutes ago to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURN-
ER) talk about those wonderful people 
who spent so much time searching for 
the remains of the Columbia after its 
dissolution on its return from space. 
What a magnificent bunch of people 
who spent so much of their time and ef-
fort trying to pick up the pieces to 
that spacecraft and to find the heroes 
who died in that craft. 

It is interesting that some of what 
has transpired with this redistricting 
can be directly affected to my work 
that I have put forth in behalf of the 
Johnson Space Center and the magnifi-
cent people who live in that Clearlake 
area of southeast Houston and north 
Galveston County. Those are areas 
that, through this redistricting plan, 
all the work that I have done in work-
ing on the Subcommittee on Space and 
Aeronautics could very easily be moved 
away from the Ninth Congressional 
District, a part of an area that has 
been represented continuously for over 
three decades. The community of inter-
est there could very likely be dissolved 
because of this. 

We have talked about gerry-
mandering. We have talked about the 
creation of congressional districts that 
split communities, that literally take 
away communities of influence, cen-
ters of influence, that communities 
have been together for a very, very 
long time. 

What it does do as an example in my 
home county of Jefferson in southeast 
Texas where recently we had a redis-
tricting for the State senate, Jefferson 
County was split into two different 
parts for the first time in the history 
of that county, since 1835. What it does 
do is to take a part of the southern 
part of Jefferson County and connect it 
to a much larger population area in ba-
sically the city of Houston. It takes 
the northern part of that county and 
brings it over into another part of the 
city of Houston. 

The city of Houston is wonderful, and 
I represent part of it, but so is the city 
of Beaumont. What happens is that the 
people who live in Houston now can 
control the future of the city of Beau-
mont, because a large number of people 
in one part of that district will deter-
mine who the Representative will be, 
Democrat or Republican, and con-
sequently a center that is completely 
different, a center of influence around 
Beaumont or Port Arthur, Texas, be-
comes watered down, and it does not 
matter whether they are represented 
by a Democrat or a Republican, they 
are going to not be able to express 
their interests in the same way, and 
they certainly will not be able to elect 
a Representative of either party that is 
going to be controlled by the larger 
area of population. 

The current districts of Texas look 
like this. This was a map that was 
drawn and approved by a Federal dis-
trict court in Texas, made up of two 
Democrats and one Republican. The 
districts are reasonably compact. The 
Ninth Congressional District is one 
that also is reasonably compact, in-
cluding all of Jefferson County, Cham-
bers County, Galveston County and a 
part of Harris County over here where 
the Johnson Space Center is. We will 
see, potentially see, hopefully we will 
not see, but under this plan the State 
of Texas is proposing to change that 
district to look like this, where it 
splits this county, it splits this county, 
Chambers, and moves into Harris Coun-
ty in a very convoluted, gerrymandered 
area. 

The interesting thing about this par-
ticular map is that the center of influ-
ence changes away from all of this 
area, because over 400,000 people live in 
this squiggly little part of inner-city 
Houston over here, connected and con-
trolling the interests of the people who 
live in this much larger area. That is 
not fair. That is not fair to the citizens 
who have a specific interest different 
than the interests of those folks over 
there. 

We will talk more about this. I hope 
that my colleagues and my friends 
across the country will also be looking 
at how this is developing and why it is 
unfair to the citizens, not to the elect-
ed officials.
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IN SUPPORT OF TEXAS 
REPRESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, once 
again I rise today to salute the 53 
Texas State House representatives who 
have taken a courageous stand to pre-
serve justice and democracy in Texas. 
As those courageous representatives 
said in a written statement, ‘‘We are 
taking a stand for fair play for all Tex-
ans. We refuse to participate in an in-
herently unfair process that slams the 
door of opportunity in the face of 
Texas voters.’’

TOM DELAY’s arguments for redis-
tricting Texas all over again cannot 
hide the real partisan power grab at 
work here or the unfair process he has 
engineered that short-circuits the abil-
ity of Texas voters to express their 
views. First, DELAY argued that the 
U.S. Constitution requires the State 
legislature to replace the court-ordered 
district lines with its own redistricting 
plan in time for the 2004 election. But 
the Texas State attorney general con-
cluded that the legislature has no con-
stitutional or legal obligation to re-
draw congressional districts. He de-
cided that DELAY was flat wrong in his 
argument that the current district 
lines are only temporary and that the 
legislature has a mandated responsi-
bility to redraw them in time for the 
next election. 
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But still DELAY presses on. Next he 

claimed that redistricting is necessary 
to increase the number of minority dis-
tricts in Texas. That, too, is flat 
wrong. In fact, his plan to redraw con-
gressional districts would dilute minor-
ity voting strength statewide. It would 
splinter Hispanic communities all 
along the southwest Texas border re-
gion. It would suppress the voices of 
millions of Hispanics living along the 
Texas border and give their representa-
tion to areas in central Texas. That is 
why the proposed redistricting plan 
blatantly violates the Voting Rights 
Act and the U.S. Constitution. 

In south Texas, border cities such as 
McAllen, Texas, in my 15th Congres-
sional District are cut up into as many 
as three different congressional dis-
tricts and grouped with residents of 
downtown Austin, Texas. It gerry-
manders the 15th Congressional Dis-
trict so that it looks like a serpent 
that wiggles around the State of Texas 
for a distance of more than 400 miles 
with its head in Austin and its tail end 
in the border towns of Hidalgo County. 
Just look at the map. It was featured 
on CNN today. It starts here on the 
border in Hidalgo County, and it wig-
gles all the way around like this, all 
the way to Austin, Texas, for about 450 
miles. That is the worst gerry-
mandering that has ever happened in 
the State of Texas, and that happens to 
be my congressional district. All this 
in order to increase the number of Re-
publican Representatives in the Con-
gress. 

Obviously the Democratic State rep-
resentatives had no voice in the devel-
opment of this redistricting plan, nor 
did citizens throughout Texas have an 
opportunity to speak out on this new 
congressional district map. That is 
why these 53 Texas representatives 
have broken quorum, the only option 
available to them, to stop this partisan 
power grab by TOM DELAY. That is why 
every major newspaper in the State of 
Texas has editorialized against the new 
redistricting map. The Waco Tribune 
Herald said it best: ‘‘The map is a trav-
esty that shatters the community of 
interest that is the foundation of con-
gressional redistricting. It’s a Machia-
vellian scheme that should be soundly 
defeated.’’

And the McAllen Monitor, the news-
paper in my district, said it very suc-
cinctly: ‘‘This crooked plan uses crook-
ed lines to achieve twisted goals.’’

Clearly the citizens of Texas support 
the existing congressional district lines 
not just for the 2002 election, but for 
2004 and every election after that 
through 2010 when the constitutionally 
mandated redistricting process will 
take place again. 

The current district lines are fair to 
both parties and comply with the Vot-
ing Rights Act. If TOM DELAY wants to 
increase Republican representation, he 
should seek to do so at the ballot box, 
not by hammering the legislature into 
changing the rules of the game in a 
way that would be extremely disrup-

tive to our communities, our legisla-
ture and our State. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I stand here in 
solidarity with these 53 courageous 
Texas State representatives, especially 
those from south Texas: Kino Flores, 
Jim Solis, Rene Oliveira, Aaron Pena, 
Miguel Wise, Ryan Guillen and Juan 
Escobar. To all 53: We support you. We 
salute you.

f 

TEXAS REDISTRICTING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to add my voice of explanation to what 
is happening in Texas and Oklahoma 
this week. It seems to be high drama. 
We Texans pride ourselves on a good 
old-fashioned, blood-racing, heart-
pumping showdown at the OK Corral. 
It is no wonder the Nation’s media has 
joined the audience for the show. But if 
anybody thinks this week’s actions are 
nothing more than a real-life alter-
native to the afternoon TV soaps, they 
need to look a little closer and under-
stand just what principles are moti-
vating both sides in this showdown. 

From the Republican side, it is the 
principle that says to the winner go 
the spoils. I am willing to go with this 
idea to a point, as my colleague the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) 
mentioned a moment ago. We Demo-
crats certainly enjoyed our spoils for 
decades when Texas was already a one-
party State. It just happened the one 
party was Democrats rather than Re-
publicans. Acting within the rules and 
dedicated to the best outcome for its 
citizens, the majority party would be 
foolish not to maximize its power to 
accomplish its goals. 

The key phrase of what I just said 
was ‘‘acting within the rules and dedi-
cated to the best outcome for its citi-
zens.’’ That is where I believe the Re-
publicans’ principle has become un-
principled. 

For the past 2 days, reporters have 
been asking me if I think it is the right 
thing for Texas legislators to go on the 
lam in Oklahoma rather than doing 
their jobs in Austin. Of course I think 
that would have been preferable, and so 
do they. But when legislators do not 
have a prayer of doing their jobs not 
because they do not want to, but be-
cause the rules have been abused and 
rigged against them, I do not see what 
alternative those legislators have but 
to bring as much sunlight as possible 
into the rigged process. 

Do not forget the context in which 
this is taking place in Texas, a $10 bil-
lion plus shortfall. I know the State 
House must be hearing from school-
teachers, health care providers, social 
workers, and dozens of other worried 
citizen groups, because I am hearing 
from them. A normal taxpayer would 
think with problems like we have in 
Texas, you would not have needed to 
pick another fight. But rather than 

grapple with those major problems af-
fecting millions of Texans, our State 
legislators got harassed and harangued 
so long by Washington that they fi-
nally gave in.

b 1815 

Mr. DELAY finally convinced them to 
buy the kind of partisan poison, single-
minded, rule-rigged brand of leadership 
that he has perfected here in Wash-
ington in this House of Representa-
tives. 

I understand the frustration of the 53 
in Oklahoma, and I understand how it 
feels to be prevented from having their 
voices heard; to have their ideas kept 
out of the arena, for they would not 
prevail as we Blue Dogs have time and 
time again. I understand hearings hast-
ily called at inconvenient times, wit-
ness lists unnecessarily shortened. I 
understand the frustration. Mr. DELAY 
knew how to advise the Texas legisla-
ture because he is practicing effec-
tively the same tactics right here in 
this body. 

I will admit that so far in Wash-
ington my wife has not yet been trailed 
by Federal officers or my daughter fol-
lowed to the hospital as she gives birth 
to my grandchild. I find this extreme 
use or abuse of power particularly dis-
tressing. Mr. DELAY is quoted as say-
ing, ‘‘I have never turned tail and run.’’ 
But neither have the Democrats in 
Ardmore, Mr. Speaker. When their 
hands have been tied, their mouths 
have been gagged and their eyes blind-
folded, they had to be creative in find-
ing a new way to fight under the rules. 
They are standing and fighting for 
what they believe in a far more coura-
geous way than are required by rigging 
the rules of the game. They are playing 
by the rules. 

History has shown that ‘‘might 
makes right’’ is a philosophy which 
might work in the short term, but ulti-
mately is brought to its knees for one 
simple reason. In a democracy the peo-
ple eventually will rise up and have 
their way. That is the bottom line 
here. It is not whether Charlie Sten-
holm is a Congressman from west 
Texas. It is not really which party is 
going to win this high-stakes battle. It 
is about how the people are being rep-
resented, and I am hearing from the 
people all over Texas saying this is not 
right to do it as they are doing it. I re-
alize TOM DELAY does not care a whit 
about how the people in rural west 
Texas are represented, but I do. I have 
become very passionate about not los-
ing the rural focus of west Texas dis-
tricts and under his plan, west Texas 
will lose one representative. 

Mr. DELAY is quick to express his be-
lief that I am irrelevant. The rural con-
stituents of the 17th district feel a lit-
tle differently. In fact, all of my Texas 
colleagues whom we have heard from 
today, as we look at the plans, rural 
Texas is being shorted by this plan. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the 53 in Ard-
more for the courage they have shown 
for standing up for what they believe. 
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