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Recently, Pastor Ford led efforts to improve
the community by cleaning up Turner Street
Park and turning it into a family friendly zone.
Today, the park is a place where friends and
neighbors can gather in peace. His dedication
not only to his congregation but also to his
community is one that deserves recognition
and should be emulated.

| ask my colleagues to please join me in
thanking Pastor Sidney Ford for his service
and his commitment to the betterment of his
community.

INTRODUCTION OF THE
THOMASINA E. JORDAN INDIAN
TRIBES OF VIRGINIA FEDERAL
RECOGNITION ACT

HON. JAMES P. MORAN

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 17, 2011

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro-
ducing the Thomasina E. Jordan Indian Tribes
of Virginia Federal Recognition Act. This is the
sixth time | have introduced legislation that
would grant federal recognition to six Indian
tribes in Virginia: the Chickahominy, the East-
ern Chickahominy, the Upper Mattaponi, the
Rappahannock, the Monacan, and the
Nansemond.

Similar measures passed the House and the
Senate Indian Affairs Committee during the
110th and 111th Sessions of Congress. Unfor-
tunately, both measures were ultimately de-
feated when the objections of a few Senators
were not overridden.

The impasse in Congress and the demean-
ing and dysfunctional acknowledgement proc-
ess at the Bureau of Indian Affairs only com-
pound the grave injustices this legislation
seeks to redress. It also compels me to con-
tinue this cause and reintroduce this legisla-
tion today. The injustices extend back in time
for hundreds of years, back to the establish-
ment of the first permanent English settlement
in America at Jamestown. For the Members of
these tribes are the descendents of the great
Powhatan Confederacy who greeted the
English and provided food and assistance that
ensured the settlers’ early survival.

Four years ago, America celebrated the
400th anniversary of the settlement of James-
town. But it was not a celebration for Native
American descendents of Pocahontas, for they
have yet to be recognized by our federal gov-
ernment. Unlike most Native American tribes
that were officially recognized when they
signed peace treaties with the federal govern-
ment, Virginia’'s six Native American tribes
made their peace with the Kings of England.
Most notable among these was the Treaty of
1677 between these tribes and King Charles
Il. This treaty has been recognized by the
Commonwealth of Virginia every year for the
past 334 years when the Governor accepts
tribute from the tribes in a ceremony now cele-
brated at the Commonwealth Capitol. | had
the honor of attending the one of what | un-
derstand is the longest celebrated treaty rec-
ognition ceremony in the United States.

The forefathers of the tribal leaders who
gather on Thanksgiving in Richmond were the
first to welcome the English, and during the
first few years of settlement, ensured their sur-
vival. Had the tribes not assisted those early
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settlers, they would not have survived. Time
has not been kind to the tribes, however. As
was the case for most Native American tribes,
as the settlement prospered and grew, the
tribes suffered. Those who resisted quickly be-
came subdued, were pushed off their historic
lands, and, up through much of the 20th Cen-
tury, were denied full rights as U.S. citizens.
Despite their devastating loss of land and pop-
ulation, the Virginia tribes survived, preserving
their heritage and their identity. Their story of
survival spans four centuries of racial hostility
and coercive state and state-sanctioned ac-
tions.

The Virginia tribes’ history, however, di-
verges from that of most Native Americans in
two unique ways. The first explains why the
Virginia tribes were never recognized by the
federal government; the second explains why
congressional action is needed today. First, by
the time the federal government was estab-
lished in 1789, the Virginia tribes were in no
position to seek recognition. They had already
lost control of their land, withdrawn into iso-
lated communities and stripped of most of
their rights. Lacking even the rights granted by
the English Kings, and our own Bill of Rights,
federal recognition was nowhere within their
reach.

The second unique circumstance for the Vir-
ginia tribes is what they experienced at the
hands of the Commonwealth government dur-
ing the first half of the 20th Century. It has
been called “paper genocide.” At a time when
the federal government granted Native Ameri-
cans the right to vote, Virginia’s elected offi-
cials adopted racially hostile laws targeted at
those classes of people who did not fit into the
dominant white society, and with fanatical effi-
ciency, altered and destroyed the records of
Virginia’s Native Americans. Virginia’s political
elite sought to expunge the records of anyone
other than themselves who could hold the
claim that they were the descendent of Poca-
hontas. Pocahontas’ marriage to John Rolfe
created an uncomfortable circumstance for
John Rolfe’s descendents who populated Vir-
ginia’s aristocratic elite and who maintained
that all non-whites were part of “the inferior
Negroid race.”

With great hypocrisy, Virginia’s ruling elite
pushed policies that culminated with the en-
actment of the Racial Integrity Act of 1924.
This act directed Commonwealth officials, and
zealots like Walter Plecker, to destroy Com-
monwealth and local courthouse records and
reclassify in Orwellian fashion all non-whites
as “colored.” It targeted Native Americans
with a vengeance, denying Native Americans
in Virginia their identity.

To call oneself a “Native American” in Vir-
ginia was to risk a jail sentence of up to one
year. In defiance of the law, members of Vir-
ginia’s tribes traveled out of state to obtain
marriage licenses or to serve their country in
wartime. The law remained in effect until it
was struck down in federal court in 1967. In
that intervening period between 1924 and
1967, Commonwealth officials waged a war to
destroy all public and many private records
that affirmed the existence of Native Ameri-
cans in Virginia. Historians have affirmed that
no other state compares to Virginia’s efforts to
eradicate its citizens’ Indian identity.

All of Virginia’s state-recognized tribes have
filed petitions with the Bureau of Acknowledg-
ment seeking federal recognition. But it is a
very heavy burden the Virginia tribes will have
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to overcome, and one fraught with complica-
tions that officials from the bureau have ac-
knowledged may never be resolved in their
lifetime. The acknowledgment process is al-
ready expensive, subject to unreasonable
delays, and lacking in dignity. Virginia’s paper
genocide only further complicates these tribes’
quest for federal recognition, making it difficult
to furnish corroborating state and official docu-
ments and aggravating the injustice already
visited upon them.

It was not until 1997, when Governor
George Allen signed legislation directing Com-
monwealth agencies to correct their records,
that the tribes were given the opportunity to
correct official Commonwealth documents that
had deliberately been altered to list them as
“colored.” The law allows living members of
the tribes to correct their records, but the law
cannot correct the damage done to past gen-
erations or to recover documents that were
purposely destroyed during the “Plecker Era.”

In 1999, the Virginia General Assembly
adopted a resolution calling upon Congress to
enact legislation recognizing the Virginia
tribes. | am pleased to have honored that re-
quest, and beginning in 2000 and in subse-
quent sessions, Virginia’s Senators and | have
introduced legislation to recognize the Virginia
tribes.

There is no doubt that the Chickahominy,
the Eastern Chickahominy, the Monacan, the
Nansemond, the Rappahannock and the
Upper Mattaponi tribes exist. These tribes
have existed on a continuous basis since be-
fore the first European settlers stepped foot in
America. They are here with us today. But the
federal government continues to act as if they
do not.

| know there is resistance in Congress to
grant any Native American tribe federal rec-
ognition. And | can appreciate how the issue
of gambling and its economic and moral di-
mensions has influenced many Members’ per-
spectives on tribal recognition issues. The six
Virginia tribes are not seeking federal legisla-
tion so that they can build casinos. Under this
legislation they cannot engage in gaming. The
bill prohibits gambling on their lands. They find
gambling offensive to their moral beliefs. They
are seeking federal recognition because it is
an urgent matter of justice and because elder
members of their tribes, who were denied a
public education and the economic opportuni-
ties available to most Americans, are suffering
and should be entitled to the federal health
and housing assistance available to federally
recognized tribes.

To underscore this point, the legislation in-
cludes language that would prevent the tribes
from engaging in gaming on their federal land
even if everyone else in Virginia were allowed
to engage in Class Il casino-type gaming.

In the name of decency, fairness and hu-
manity, | urge my colleagues to support this
legislation and bring closure to centuries of in-
justice Virginia’s Native American tribes have
experienced.

TRIBUTE TO SHELIA ROBINSON
HON. PHIL GINGREY

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 17, 2011

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in
celebration of Black History Month, | want to
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continue recognizing African Americans from
throughout Georgia’s 11th Congressional Dis-
trict who have had a major impact on their
community. Today, | rise to recognize Shelia
Robinson of Marietta, Georgia.

Between active duty and service in the
Georgia Army National Guard, Shelia spent
more than 22 years serving our country and
the State of Georgia. From 1995-2005 while
in the Guard as a Master Sergeant, she
worked in the Counterdrug Program and
helped manage an annual budget of $3 mil-
lion.

Upon retiring from Active Federal military
service, Ms. Robinson worked as the Adminis-
trative Assistant for the Director of Georgia’s
Office of Homeland Security where she gained
the respect of numerous state agency heads
for her professionalism, courtesy, and overall
knowledge.

After three years with Homeland Security,
Ms. Robinson returned to the Georgia National
Guard in the capacity of Office Manager for
the Adjutant General of Georgia.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to please
join me in thanking Shelia Robinson for her
service to our nation and the people of Cobb
County.

——————

IN OPPOSITION TO THE QUAYLE-
BROUN AMENDMENT (#224) TO
HR. 1 AND IN SUPPORT OF
DAVIS-BACON PREVAILING WAGE
PROTECTION

HON. MAZIE K. HIRONO

OF HAWAIIL
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 17, 2011

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi-
tion to the Quayle-Broun amendment.

This amendment would strip away Davis-
Bacon wage protections in Hawaii and nation-
wide.

Enacted in 1931, the Davis-Bacon Act en-
sures that workers on federal construction
contracts receive at least the prevailing wage
for construction jobs.

The Davis-Bacon Act ensures projects are
built by skilled and experienced workers who
know what they’re doing. Prevailing wages
and higher-skilled work result in greater pro-
ductivity and lower cost.

In industries without Davis-Bacon protec-
tions, we have seen unscrupulous contractors
engage in a “race to the bottom,” trying to un-
dercut each other to perform shoddy work,
with less-skilled workers, at sub-par wages.
These projects often end up costing more in
the long-run due to repairs, revisions, and
delays.

Some claim that Davis-Bacon costs the fed-
eral government more. On the contrary, stud-
ies show that higher-wage workers are more
productive, saving hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in the long run.

Construction workers who build highways,
homes, or buildings should be able to earn
enough to feed their families, put a roof over
their heads, and send their kids to college. Be-
yond just helping workers and their families,
prevailing wages improve local economies.
Workers spend their income in local busi-
nesses and pay local taxes.
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Workers participate in building trades train-
ing programs and health care programs and
are not dependent on benefits from other so-
cial programs. One study found that local pre-
vailing wage law generated 2.4 times the eco-
nomic benefit of the cost of the construction
project.

| strongly support Davis-Bacon protections
and oppose this misguided amendment. | urge
my colleagues to do the same.

——————

IN OPPOSITION TO AMENDMENT
450 TO H.R. 1, CONTINUING AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2011

HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 17, 2011

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi-
tion to the C.R. put forward by my Republican
colleagues, and specifically to Amendment
450, offered by Mr. MACK of Florida. This
amendment and the C.R. would eliminate
funding for the Corporation for National and
Community Service and all of the programs it
supports.

As Americans, we share a common belief
that volunteerism and community service
make our country stronger. But we cannot be
a leader in the world, if we are not leaders in
our own communities.

And as we speak, tens of thousands of
Americans are involved in service projects
across the country through one of several
AmeriCorps programs. These volunteers are
building houses, helping young people learn to
read, collecting food and clothing, and much,
much more.

Through programs such as Learn and
Serve, VISTA, Teach for America, Experience
Corps, Youth Build, Habitat for Humanity, City
Year, and Jumpstart, volunteers are using evi-
dence-based research to make a tremendous
impact in their communities.

But federal funding for each one of these
programs would be shut down if Amendment
450 and this C.R. were to be enacted.

In my district of Sacramento, California—
home to the NCCC Pacific Region—300
AmeriCorps*NCCC volunteers would be sent
home. Although these volunteers have already
committed to a year of service—and they have
all already been deployed—this amendment
would require the Corporation for National and
Community Service to buy their plane tickets
home. That process alone would make this a
deficient program, and leave the federal gov-
ernment liable for the costs.

Put simply: Amendment 450 and the cuts
for AmeriCorps in the C.R. are ill-conceived.

We see an enormous return in our invest-
ments in our national service programs. For
every volunteer we help to support, we recruit
another 10 volunteers. And for every dollar the
federal government invests, the organizations
are able to leverage a matching dollar through
local and private funding.
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IN SUPPORT OF AMENDMENT 132
TO H.R. 1, CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2011

HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 17, 2011

Ms. MATSUI. | rise today in opposition to
the CR put forward by my Republican col-
leagues, and in support of the amendment of-
fered by Ms. CHU of California, which would
restore full funding to the Pell Grant program.

H.R. 1 makes severe cuts to student aid
programs in a time of tuition increases and
tough economic standings. These cuts will im-
pose an even heavier burden on many stu-
dents and families. Specifically, this bill makes
the largest cut the Pell Grant program, more
than 15 percent.

The Federal Pell Grant program provides
much needed financial support for more than
nine million students nationwide and makes.
This amendment would specifically maintain
the maximum award level for Pell Grants at
$5,550.

Pell Grant are solely based on an individ-
ual’s financial needs and are not required to
be paid back. They are an effective mecha-
nism to help students offset the expensive
costs of text books, room and board, and
school supplies.

For many, this grant makes the difference
between attending college or dropping out be-
cause they don’t have the money to afford tui-
tion or books. Yet we know that access to
higher education is critical to our nation’s eco-
nomic competitiveness.

We need to do be more to encourage stu-
dents to pursue education. Unfortunately, this
legislation will only set us backwards.

This funding is crucial for students in my
district and these drastic cuts will have an ad-
verse affect on our nation’s ability to be an
economic leader. Maintaining access to quality
and affordable education is a vital priority.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this
amendment and against this C.R.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. MAZIE K. HIRONO

OF HAWAIIL
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 17, 2011

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Speaker, | inadvertently
voted “no” on the Price Amendment (#514) to
H.R. 1. | meant to vote “yes” for the amend-
ment, which continues waiver provisions en-
acted for FY2009 and 2010 that enable local
communities impacted by the economic down-
turn to use SAFER grant funds to maintain ex-
isting firefighters, re-hire laid off firefighters,
and eliminate the local match requirement. |
am grateful that it passed by a strong margin
despite my error.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-12T01:06:25-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




