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American people won’t find this ac-
ceptable either. 

So I respectfully invite each of my 
colleagues, Republican and Democrats 
alike, and even those of you who have 
been in Washington for a while, to join 
us for this moment of bipartisanship 
and work together on behalf of our fel-
low citizens. Let’s remember that it is 
a privilege to serve the American peo-
ple. It’s time to get to work. 

f 

UPHOLDING SECTION 5 OF THE 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. VEASEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VEASEY. As oral arguments are 
being prepared for the February 27 U.S. 
Supreme Court hearing in the case of 
Shelby County v. Holder, which chal-
lenges the constitutionality of section 
5 of the Voting Rights Act, I stand here 
today in strong support of upholding 
section 5 as evidence of its current crit-
ical necessity. In my home State of 
Texas, the need for section 5 of the 
Voting Rights Act is playing out in a 
very dramatic fashion. 

I’m a plaintiff in the ongoing litiga-
tion involving the 2011 Texas redis-
tricting case, Quesada v. The State of 
Texas. I can personally attest and flat-
ly state that overt and deliberate ra-
cial discrimination is still used by 
leaders in Texas today. I wish that 
statement were untrue or out of date. 
It would be wonderful to say that we 
have progressed past the need for pro-
tection under section 5 of the Voting 
Rights Act. Sadly, this is not the case. 
Section 5 protects minorities from ra-
cial discriminatory voter ID laws, 
voter suppression tactics, and discrimi-
natory redistricting plans. These pro-
tections are needed now as much as 
ever. 

In 2011, just 2 years ago, a map was 
drawn by the Texas Legislature that 
didn’t merely affect the politics of our 
State. Overt racial discriminatory tac-
tics were used to isolate and suppress 
hundreds of thousands of minorities for 
the purpose of political gain by current 
partisan leaders of my State. Latino 
and African American citizens in the 
State of Texas suffered the most ag-
gressive and deliberate discriminatory 
blows to our constitutional rights to 
fairly participate in elections. 

Cold and heartless tactics were used 
that should be simply relics of the 
past—relics like ‘‘packing’’ millions of 
minority voters together into as few 
districts as people to dilute the impact 
of their vote by ‘‘cracking’’ the re-
maining voters to ensure that their 
vote has no impact at all. Minorities 
were packed precinct by precinct and 
block by block in order to contain the 
impact of their growing population. 
And yet here we are today, fighting to 
uphold section 5. 

The right to vote and the right for 
one’s voice to be heard through elected 
representation is a legally enacted and 
constitutional right that many have 

bled and died for. Yet we are still fight-
ing for this very right. Some say its 
time to move on. But, my dear friends, 
we must never move on while these 
rights are not just at risk but under at-
tack. And when I detail the discrimina-
tion contained within the redistricting 
process, no one should think I’m acting 
as a partisan Democrat. The three- 
judge panel in Federal court that heard 
the evidence, questioned the witnesses, 
and delivered the opinion of the Texas 
redistricting case consisted of two 
judges appointed by Republican Presi-
dents and one judge appointed by a 
Democratic President. Their finding of 
intentional discrimination was unani-
mous. They could not have made their 
views any clearer, stating: 

The parties have provided more evidence of 
discriminatory intent than we have space or 
need to address here. 

This was not a case heard 30 years 
ago, or even 10 or 5 years ago. The deci-
sion was released just last August, 
barely 6 months ago. 

Lastly, those who tell you that there 
is no recourse for States that no longer 
discriminate are, at best, dangerously 
mistaken. The Voting Rights Act con-
tains provisions for States that have 
over the years exhibited that they are 
no longer in need of pre-clearance. 
States can submit evidence to the De-
partment of Justice or the D.C. Dis-
trict Court that they are no longer 
using racial discriminatory redis-
tricting tactics and apply for a way out 
of section 5. As a matter of fact, since 
2009, more States than ever before in 
the history of the Voting Rights Act 
have been granted the right out. 

So why are we challenging the con-
stitutionality of a law that is pro-
tecting its citizens from racial dis-
crimination when there is, in fact, re-
course? I will tell you the sad truth is 
because, unfortunately, in States like 
Texas, where the minority population 
is growing very rapidly and their vot-
ing strength is increasing, rather than 
work to earn the vote of minority citi-
zens, State leaders would rather sup-
press voters through racially discrimi-
natory tactics. 

My friends, our country is better 
than this. We are better than this. 
That’s why we are here today in sup-
port of upholding section 5 of the Vot-
ing Rights Act. 

f 

b 1100 

EXPANSION OF FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, one thing that President 
Obama mentioned in his State of the 
Union speech the other night, which I 
hope he follows up on, is his effort to 
stop the cost of college tuition and fees 
from going up at such a rapid rate. 

I spoke to a class at the University of 
Tennessee last week—and I’ve done 

that many times—and whenever I 
speak to classes, it shocks the students 
when I tell them that in my first year 
at the University of Tennessee it cost 
$90 per quarter in our tuition. In other 
words, I went to school for $270. It went 
up to $105, and then $120, and then $135 
a quarter my senior year, so it went up 
$405. But this was shortly after the 
Federal student loan program had 
come in. 

Until that program came in, college 
tuition and fees went up at just the 
rate of inflation. It went up very slow-
ly—in fact, sometimes less than infla-
tion. But now, and ever since that pro-
gram has come in, tuition and fees 
have gone up at three or four or five 
times the rate of inflation, so that 
today colleges and universities cost 
300, 400, and 500 percent higher than 
they would have if we had just left 
things alone. Anything the Federal 
Government subsidizes, the costs just 
explode. 

When I went to the University of 
Tennessee—my senior year in high 
school I had been a bag boy at the A&P 
making $1.10 an hour—I got a big raise. 
As a freshman at the university, I be-
came a salesman at Sears and worked 
there my first 2 years, and I made $1.25 
an hour. 

Almost everybody who needed to 
could work part-time and pay all of 
their expenses and fees in college. No-
body had to borrow money to go to col-
leges or universities; nobody got out of 
school with a debt. Then the Federal 
Government decided to help. And now, 
what it has resulted in is almost every-
body has to borrow money to pay their 
tuition and fees, and almost everybody 
gets out of school with some kind of 
huge debt. 

We’ve seen the same thing happen in 
medical care. The Federal Government 
decided to help out. Before the Federal 
Government got involved in medical 
care, medical care was cheap and af-
fordable to almost everybody. Doctors 
even made house calls. We took what 
was a very minor problem for a very 
few people and now we’ve turned it into 
a massive, major problem for everyone. 
That seems to be the history of the 
Federal Government. 

I just came from a hearing in the 
Oversight and the Government Reform 
Committee, and I will return to that 
shortly. But in the GAO report on the 
New York Medicaid program—which is 
the largest in the country—it tells 
about a daily payment method result-
ing in a $5,000 daily rate for institu-
tional residents in the State of New 
York—$5,000 daily payments. The New 
York program is paying over twice as 
much as the average around the coun-
try. 

We sometimes hear that Medicare 
and Medicaid can’t be cut. We cer-
tainly don’t want to hurt any lower-in-
come people, but there are some people 
and companies getting ridiculously, 
fabulously wealthy off of Medicare and 
Medicaid. And almost every govern-
ment program ends up being some sort 
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of a sweetheart, insider-type deal, giv-
ing contracts to companies who hire 
former Federal employees. It’s just 
scandalous what is going on in this 
country and it’s really hurting this Na-
tion badly—and especially hurting the 
middle income people that the Presi-
dent says he’s so eager to help, but who 
he will be hurting worse than ever if he 
keeps expanding the Federal Govern-
ment at the rate that he wants to. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. MILLER of Michigan) at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

As we meditate on all the blessings of 
life, we especially pray for the blessing 
of peace in our lives and in our world. 
Our fervent prayer, O God, is that peo-
ple will learn to live together in rec-
onciliation and respect, so that the ter-
rors of war and of dictatorial abuse will 
be no more. 

As You have created each person, we 
pray that You guide our hearts and 
minds that every person of every place 
and background might focus on Your 
great gift of life and so learn to live in 
unity. 

May Your special blessings be upon 
the Members of this assembly in the 
important, sometimes difficult, work 
they do. Give them wisdom and char-
ity, that they might work together for 
the common good. 

May all that is done this day in the 
people’s House be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. GARD-
NER) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GARDNER led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

KYLE CARPENTER, AN AMERICAN 
HERO 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, in February of 2009, 
Corporal Kyle Carpenter, a constituent 
and resident of Lexington, South Caro-
lina, enlisted in the United States Ma-
rine Corps and went on to complete re-
cruit training at the Marine Corps Re-
cruit Depot at Parris Island, South 
Carolina. A little over a year later, 
Corporal Carpenter was deployed to 
Marjah, Afghanistan, with his unit to 
carry out his service and protect our 
families in Operation Enduring Free-
dom. 

On November 21, 2010, Corporal Car-
penter suffered devastating injuries 
when an enemy hand grenade exploded 
while he was on post. Because of his he-
roic actions, Corporal Carpenter poten-
tially saved the lives of countless oth-
ers and has been decorated with a Pur-
ple Heart and awarded the Combat Ac-
tion Ribbon. 

I have had the privilege of visiting 
with Kyle, his mother, Robin, and his 
father, Jim. Throughout his recovery 
with the dedicated staff at Walter Reed 
in Bethesda, Kyle has served as a testa-
ment to hard work and valor. Today, 
Kyle is an intern serving with Chair-
man JEFF MILLER of the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee. 

I have no doubt that because of Cor-
poral Carpenter’s service, American 
families are more secure. I want to 
thank Kyle and the Carpenter family 
for your dedication to our Nation. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

LET’S ACT NOW TO GET RID OF 
SEQUESTRATION 

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Madam Speaker, when I 
first came to Congress, I didn’t vote for 
that bill that created the threat of se-
questration. I thought it was a bad idea 
then, and I think it’s a bad idea now. 
Automatic triggers that institute auto-
matic cuts across the board in spending 
in this country are a bad idea. This 
manmade crisis is now threatening 
both our Nation’s economy and our na-
tional security. 

Here are just a couple of ways that 
that would happen. Ten percent of the 
FAA’s workforce of 40,000 would be fur-
loughed on any given day, resulting in 
reduced air traffic controllers, longer 
delays, and economic losses for air 
transportation and tourism. Fewer air 
traffic controllers means fewer flights, 
which means less tourism, and that 
means fewer jobs in hotels and res-
taurants—a ripple effect that could 
cripple our economy. 

The Coast Guard would be cut by 
nearly 25 percent, jeopardizing mari-
time and navigation safety, the safe 
flow of commerce along U.S. water-
ways, and drastically reduce our abil-
ity to fight drug trafficking. 

The clock is ticking once again. We 
cannot take our economy and our safe-
ty backwards at a time when the 
American people have worked to build 
it up. 

Let’s act now to get rid of this ter-
rible sequestration. 

f 

INJUSTICE TO THE VILLAGE OF 
KING COVE, ALASKA 

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam 
Speaker, this is an injustice what the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Fish 
and Wildlife has done to a village 
called King Cove in Alaska. We had 
hearings, we had the lands transfer, we 
had everything going to work so these 
people could be safe—be safe to go to 
hospitals, be safe to fly out when the 
weather was bad. It was an agreement 
between the State, the Congress, and 
the village of King Cove. And along 
comes the Fish and Wildlife and denies 
them the trade that has to be nec-
essary for this transportation corridor. 

I’m urging my Senators to put a hold 
on the new Secretary of the Interior so 
she’s not confirmed until this Sec-
retary can, in fact, sign the law that 
will allow them to have safety once 
and for all. This process has been going 
on for more than 20 years. We finally 
got to a solution that’s being stopped 
by this administration, the lack of 
knowledge about human life, who 
would rather protect something that 
does not exist. 

This refuge has over 300 miles of road 
in it, but these people are being denied 
and need the safety. I’m asking Sec-
retary Salazar, in fact, to take and do 
his job: overturn the Fish and 
Wildlife’s recommendation, allow my 
people to be safe, and make sure they 
can continue to live their lives without 
the threat of the weather when it can 
be solved by an act of the Secretary. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 2-YEAR AN-
NIVERSARY OF UPRISING IN 
BAHRAIN 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 
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