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‘‘homeless veteran’’ to include veterans fleeing 
situations of domestic violence and other life 
threatening emergencies. As a result, this 
change will allow those veterans who find the 
courage and the means to leave their abusers 
the ability to access the benefits that should 
be available to all homeless veterans. 

This legislation is a bipartisan common 
sense bill that adds no additional cost to the 
taxpayer. When we introduced this bill last 
Congress, we were able to garner 72 co-spon-
sors from both sides of the aisle. The legisla-
tion also had the support of a number of orga-
nizations including: 
Veterans of Foreign Wars (VFW) 
AMVETS 
The National Coalition for Homeless Veterans 
The Service Women’s Action Network 
The Association of the US Navy 
The National Law Center on Homelessness & 

Poverty 
Veterans for Common Sense 
The National Association for the Education of 

Homeless Children and Youth 
The National Coalition Against Domestic Vio-

lence 
By passing this bill, we will ensure that this 

especially vulnerable population of veterans 
has the chance to access benefits the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs already provides. 
After fighting for our country, our veterans 
should never find themselves without a safe 
home to come back to. 
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HONORING CAPTAIN TAMIKO 
WRIGHT 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor an active soldier, Cap-
tain Tamiko Wright. 

Captain Wright is a 1996 graduate of Vicks-
burg High School. Upon graduating from high 
school, she attended the University of South-
ern Mississippi, where she earned her bach-
elor’s degree in Kinesiology. She also holds a 
Masters in Business Administration (MBA) 
from Columbia Southern University and is cur-
rently seeking an additional Masters degree in 
Logistics. 

Captain Wright is employed by the Com-
bined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS) at 
Camp Shelby, Mississippi where she is the 
Supervisor of Production Control. Captain 
Wright oversees the flow of approximately 
1500 work requests per month on various 
types of military equipment. Her additional du-
ties at CSMS include Anti-Terrorism Officer, 
Assistant Safety Officer, Hazardous Waste 
Management Coordinator, Sexual Harassment 
Officer, Assistant Operating Manager and 
SAMS–1E training officer. 

Captain Wright and her husband, Larry 
Wright, reside in Hattiesburg, Mississippi and 
have two lovely daughters: Amari, 7 years old 
and Lorrie, 2 years old. 

Captain Wright has dedicated over 12 years 
to the Mississippi Army National Guard. While 
doing so, she has served her country in de-
ployments for Operation Iraqi Freedom to Ku-
wait and served on the S1 administrative staff 
for Operation Clean-Up during Hurricane 
Katrina. 

Captain Wright is presently serving as Com-
pany Commander of the 1387th Quarter Mas-
ter Water Supply Company in Greenville, Mis-
sissippi. Her successful career includes: Pla-
toon Leader for D1 367th Maintenance Com-
pany, DeKalb, Mississippi; Executive Officer, 
367th Maintenance Company, Philadelphia, 
Mississippi; and Acting Commander of the 
367th Maintenance Company. 

While attending Officer Candidate School 
(OCS), Captain Wright was named Out-
standing Graduate for excellence in aca-
demics and leadership; she also received the 
Erickson Award for the candidate whose over-
all class ranking was number 1 based on 
overall criteria; and the Adjutant General 
Award for outstanding leadership ability. She 
also received numerous decorations and 
badges: the Army Achievement Medal, Army 
Commendation Medal, Army Reserve Compo-
nent Achievement Medal, Army Good Conduct 
Medal, National Defense Service Medal, Glob-
al War on Terrorism Expeditionary Medal, 
Armed Forces Reserve Medal with Device, 
Mississippi Longevity Medal, Mississippi Emer-
gency Service Medal, Overseas Service Rib-
bon and the Army Service Ribbon. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring an active soldier, Captain Tamiko 
Wright. 
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HONORING MAJOR GENERAL 
CARROLL THACKSTON 

HON. ROBERT HURT 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. HURT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize and honor the life of a remarkable pub-
lic servant, my friend Major General Carroll 
Thackston, of South Boston in Virginia’s 5th 
Congressional District. 

Major General Thackston had a distin-
guished military career spending six years in 
the United States Army and 35 years in the 
Virginia National Guard, where he served as 
inspector general, commander of the 116th 
Support Battalion, state military personnel offi-
cer, chief of staff, assistant adjutant general, 
and adjutant general following his 1994 ap-
pointment by Governor George Allen. 

As adjutant general, he provided encour-
aging words as he visited Virginia National 
Guard members; he helped those in need as 
he engaged in state emergency response op-
erations; and he provided leadership as he 
oversaw the transition of Virginia National 
Guard operations to Fort Pickett. 

The recipient of two Virginia Distinguished 
Service Medals, Major General Thackston will 
be remembered for his unwavering loyalty and 
true devotion to serving and protecting his fel-
low Virginians. 

In addition to his role as a highly respected 
military veteran, Major General Thackston was 
also known for his service to his local commu-
nity. He was a member of the South Boston 
Town Council and served as Mayor of South 
Boston. He also served on several boards in-
cluding the Halifax County Chamber of Com-
merce, the Richmond and South Boston 
United Way, the South Boston School Board, 
and the YMCA. 

Major General Thackston was a dear friend 
and he will be missed by our community. I ask 

my colleagues to join me in remembering a 
great Virginian and a truly dedicated public 
servant who not only made an impression on 
the lives of those of us in the Fifth District, but 
a man who made a difference in the lives of 
all Virginians. 
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SHELBY COUNTY V. HOLDER (VOT-
ING RIGHTS ACT) BEFORE THE 
SUPREME COURT 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, the struggle for 
equality and justice through the Civil Rights 
Movement would not have attained its level of 
success without dedicated leaders such as 
Rosa Parks, Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
Rev Jesse Jackson Sr., and my colleague, 
Representative John Lewis who put their lives 
on the line to make it so 

So here we are, nearly 50 years after the 
Voting Rights Act was signed into law by 
President Lyndon B. Johnson, the Supreme 
Court heard Shelby County v. Holder, the out-
come of which holds the possibility of setting 
our nation back centuries. 

Much of the debate regarding Section 5 of 
the Voting Rights Act has been focused on the 
plight of the south and relevance to the south-
ern perspective as it should. We are all too 
aware of the blood that was shed to demand 
basic human, racial equality. However, I stand 
here today in solidarity with my colleagues to 
lend a voice and perspective to this debate of 
Section 5 covered areas outside of Southern 
States. When most people think of Brooklyn, 
New York, a progressive mentality comes to 
mind. However, Brooklyn is likewise a Section 
5 covered jurisdiction and historically 
‘‘Brooklynites’’ have encountered voter dis-
crimination tactics that has resulted in Kings 
County being subjected to the requirements of 
Section 5’s preclearance rules and provisions. 

In 1921, New York State enacted an 
English-only literacy test that remained on the 
books through the 1960s. During this time, 
New York State experienced a ‘‘Great Migra-
tion’’ from the South, as well as, from Puerto 
Rico and other areas of Latino decent. Most of 
these migrants lived in communities such as 
Harlem in Manhattan, the South Bronx, and 
the Bedford-Stuyvesant section of Brooklyn. At 
that time, New York State law included a lit-
eracy test which proved difficult, if not impos-
sible for people with educational or language 
barriers. Coincidentally, there were three 
counties in New York City with low voter turn-
out in the 1968 elections, due in large part to 
the fact that these literacy tests could not be 
passed. This ultimately became the reason 
why jurisdictions for Section 5 preclearance 
were extended to specific counties in New 
York, in particular, Brooklyn, New York. 

On May 10, 1967, a federal court ruled that 
the hodgepodge of gerrymandered congres-
sional districts that snaked in and out of Bed-
ford-Stuyvesant, Brooklyn were unconstitu-
tional, in that they operated ‘‘to minimize or 
cancel out the voting strength of racial or polit-
ical elements of the voting population, violated 
the recently passed Voting Rights Act and de-
prived one of the nation’s largest and densest 
African-American communities the right to 
adequate representation. 
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Andrew W. Cooper, a community activist, 

was the impetus for this historic change. A 
year after the Voting Rights Act became law 
he sued New York State officials in a case 
called Cooper v. Power. The ensuing legal 
battle led to the redrawing of the now histori-
cally famous 12th Congressional District of 
New York (the district was later reapportioned 
to parts of the 11th District and now 9th Con-
gressional District). 

The ruling set in motion a monumental shift 
in voting rights in New York and beyond, rede-
fining political representation for people of 
color. It was built on the foundation of civil 
rights gains made in the south and helped 
push the agenda for Voting Rights nationwide. 

As a woman of color, a witness to the re- 
election of our nation’s first Black President, 
and the U.S. Representative for the Ninth 
Congressional District, which is a majority-mi-
nority district covered under Section 5 of the 
Voting Rights Act, I am deeply concerned by 
the potential ramifications of this case and the 
impact of its ruling on people of color and their 
right to vote. 

Most recently a Brooklyn elected official 
wrote an editorial questioning the validity and 
significance of Brooklyn’s classification as a 
Section 5 covered jurisdiction. Brooklyn NY 
has one of the largest concentrations of peo-
ple of color in the nation. It is also worth not-
ing that another elected official from Brooklyn 
appeared in ‘‘Black face’’, just this Sunday. 
These types of hostile inquiries and acts erode 
the fabric of American democracy and speak 
to the heart of why Section 5 preclearance is 
vital to the realization of justice and equality. 

In many areas, racially polarized voting and 
the intent to disenfranchise Black voters dem-
onstrate that the requirements of Section Five 
remain crucial to the basic function of our de-
mocracy. 

The 9th Congressional district of New York, 
which I presently represent, was birthed in 
1965 when Andrew Cooper brought suit under 
the Voting Rights Act against racial gerry-
mandering and in response to widespread and 
prolific discriminatory voting practices in 
Brooklyn. This suit gave birth to New York’s 
12th Congressional district and the election in 
1968 of Shirley Chisholm, the first Black 
woman ever elected to the U.S. Congress to 
whom I have the distinct honor and privilege 
of succeeding almost 40 years later. 

Even in the years after the formation of the 
Congressional Black Caucus in 1971, people 
of color remain underrepresented at every 
level of elected offices. 

These are just a few examples of why Sec-
tion 5, and in particular its preclearance 
clauses, are essential to ensure that changes 
to voting rules and practices do not result in 
voter suppression, retrogression, and discrimi-
nation. 

Without the existence of majority-minority 
districts, the voices of millions of Americans 
will be excluded from Capitol Hill; and their 
perspectives would not inform public debate. 
Without Section 5 covered districts, our de-
mocracy would exist in form, but not in fact. 

When I was elected to Congress in 2006, 
and after Congress had just reauthorized the 
Voting Rights Act, I would never have thought 
that today we would be re-litigating issues that 
I believed were long since settled and re-
solved. 

It took our nation over 200 years to obtain 
the victories of the Civil Rights Movement, 

now less than 50 years after the Voting Rights 
Act was signed into law are we truly to be be-
lieve that systemic racial discrimination and 
voter suppression has ended?, I think not! 

These advancements in the struggle for 
equality, permitting All Americans to freely ex-
ercise their right to vote will take more than a 
lifetime to protect and preserve. Jurists of the 
Supreme Court, a word of advice- If it ain’t 
broke, don’t fix it! 
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ST. MARKS PAROCHIAL SCHOOL 

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in honor of St. Mark’s Parochial School in 
Bristol Borough, PA. On December 27, 1887, 
St. Mark’s Parochial School was opened and 
officially blessed, becoming the first parochial 
school in Bucks County. St. Mark’s School 
was initially staffed by The Sisters, Servants of 
the Immaculate Heart of Mary, and Father 
Ward, who was Pastor of St. Mark Parish from 
1879 to 1887, is considered the founder of 
Catholic education in Bristol. For the next 125 
years, the school would become an integral 
part of the Bristol Borough community. 

Thanks to its dedicated teachers and staff, 
St. Mark’s Parochial School provides students 
with a high quality and well-rounded education 
in a Christian environment. It helps children 
develop a strong sense of morality and con-
cern for their fellow neighbor. Further, mem-
bers of St. Mark’s routinely demonstrate an 
active presence in fostering their community. 
The school has become a great source of 
pride for the Borough of Bristol. 

St. Mark’s shows promise and growth as an 
institution and will continue to cultivate young 
minds. Because the school serves as a model 
of excellence in education and an active par-
ticipant in community development, it is my 
pleasure to honor St. Mark’s Parochial School 
of Bristol Borough on the floor of the U.S. 
House of Representatives. 
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SEQUESTER HARM IS 
‘‘ABSOLUTELY OVER-HYPED’’ 

HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR. 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
Mayor Bloomberg says, ‘‘Spare me!’’ 

He said yesterday that the Administration’s 
efforts to scare people about the sequester 
have gone too far. 

He said, ‘‘In all fairness, on Monday, we’ll 
be able to police the streets.’’ 

He said ‘‘there’s a lot of posturing’’ and that 
statements about laying off employees, closing 
down hospitals, and letting prisoners go ‘‘are 
not good for the country.’’ 

The Mayor said, ‘‘Spare me, I live in that 
world. I mean come on, let’s get serious 
here.’’ 

In today’s National Journal Daily, Steve Bell, 
senior director of the Bipartisan Policy Center, 
says the sequester is ‘‘absolutely over-hyped.’’ 

He says, ‘‘A sequester will occur and the 
next day the likelihood is that almost no one 
will know that it started.’’ 

The choice is simple. We can cut now or 
crash in the very near future. 

The press says the sequester will hurt the 
economy. Actually, the sequester is miniscule 
in comparison to the harm to our economy 
from the President’s tax hikes, Obamacare, 
and environmental overkill. 
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HONORING MINNIE DODGE 

HON. JEFF DENHAM 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
acknowledge and honor Ms. Minnie Dodge, 
Administrative Manager for the Modesto 
Chamber of Commerce, who is retiring after 
14 years of outstanding service to our commu-
nity. 

Ms. Dodge attended Boise State University. 
During her time in the state of Idaho, she 
worked for L.B. Industries, Inc., the Larry 
Barnes Foundation, and was the co-owner of 
Omega Construction. 

Minnie then relocated to California, where 
she was hired at the Modesto Chamber of 
Commerce as the Customer Service Manager 
in February of 1999. During her years at the 
Chamber, she was on several committees, in-
cluding the Ag Aware Luncheon, the Harvest 
Luncheon, the Good Egg Breakfast, and the 
Modesto Chamber of Commerce Leadership 
Steering Committee. In July 2002, Minnie was 
promoted to Administrative Manager. 

Minnie and her husband, Tony Meli, will 
soon be moving back to Boise, Idaho. Her 
family includes children Nicole, Cherene and 
her husband Steve, and Shane and his wife 
Tracy; along with their grandchildren Emily, 
Ashley, Conner, and Jack. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring and 
commending Minnie Dodge for her numerous 
years of selfless service to the betterment of 
our community. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-
ably detained in my district and missed the 
vote on Monday, February 25, 2013. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on 
rollcall No. 47, H.R. 667—To redesignate the 
Dryden Flight Research Center as the Neil A. 
Armstrong Flight Research Center and the 
Western Aeronautical Test Range as the Hugh 
L. Dryden Aeronautical Test Range. 
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HONORING JESSE J. JOSSELL, JR. 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 28, 2013 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to recognize a remarkable veteran of 
the Korean Conflict from 1954–1957, Pastor 
Jesse J. Jossell, Jr., of Marks, Mississippi. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 07:32 Mar 01, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A28FE8.047 E28FEPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
E

M
A

R
K

S


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-12T16:30:23-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




