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in my Congressional District of northern llli-
nois, Thomas Middle School, installed a one-
kilowatt solar array on its roof in November
2007 with a $10,000 grant from the lllinois
Clean Energy Community Foundation. The
photovoltaic panel produced enough energy to
date to offset more than 730 pounds of carbon
dioxide. The output so far is equivalent to the
energy needed to power 6 homes for one day,
or operate one TV for 2,565 hours.

Thomas Middle School teachers also use
the solar array data to help teach students
about the importance of renewable energy.
Classes use the information from the solar
panels in experiments about energy conserva-
tion and environmental protection.

| applaud Thomas Middle School Principal
Tom O’Rourke and science department chair
Jay Bingaman for taking such an initiative to
improve the school, environment and edu-
cation of their students.

We are introducing the Green Schools Act
to encourage schools all around the country to
follow the example of Thomas Middle School.
This legislation provides up to $10,000 in
matching grants for schools to undertake
green construction and improvement projects.
The bill would also reauthorize the Qualified
Zone Academy bonds program, which is used
to fund renovations and repairs at schools in
low-income neighborhoods. The bill would re-
quire that any improvements or rehabilitations
be energy efficient. Since its establishment in
1997, the QZAB program has provided nearly
$1.7 billion for school improvements projects.

| hope my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting this bill to improve the health and edu-
cation of our children and provide financial se-
curity to schools.

CAGING PROHIBITION ACT OF 2009
HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, January 6, 2009

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, today |
rise to introduce the Caging Prohibition Act of
2009, a much needed reform to our election
system. As the 111th Congress focuses on
election fixes and greater voter protections,
this legislation is a critical contribution to such
efforts. Prohibitions on voter caging will ensure
that our democracy lives up to the belief that
every eligible citizen is entitled to the right to
vote.

Voter caging, though just recently given
media attention, is a disenfranchisement tactic
that has been around for over 50 years. This
undemocratic tactic often involves sending
mail to voters at the addresses at which they
are registered to vote. Should such mail be re-
turned as undeliverable or without a return re-
ceipt, voters’ names are placed on a “caging
list,” that list then being used to challenge vot-
ers” eligibility.

Those suggesting that voter caging is nec-
essary to weed out ineligible voters must rec-
ognize this practice is unreliable and dan-
gerous for such purposes. Mail may be re-
turned as undeliverable for any number of rea-
sons unrelated to an individual’s eligibility to
vote. For example, mail is returned due to
typos, transposed numbers, new street
names, and improper deliveries.

Voters in my home State of Michigan have
been subjected to voter caging controversies
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in the last two Presidential elections. In the
2008 election, a voter caging strategy meant
to politically capitalize on the subprime mort-
gage crisis was identified. Those voters whose
homes had been subjected to foreclosure
were targets for caging on the basis that they
no longer resided at the addresses at which
they registered to vote.

During the 2004 election, challengers mon-
itored every single one of Detroit's 254 polling
stations. This strategy was consistent with a
Michigan lawmaker's effort to “suppress the
Detroit vote.” It was widely accepted that this
statement was synonymous with ‘“suppress
the Black vote,” as Detroit is 83 percent Afri-
can American.

Our most vulnerable voters racial minorities,
language minorities, low-income people, the
homeless, and college students—always seem
to be targeted for caging and other voter sup-
pression campaigns. However, all voters are
susceptible to voter intimidation and suppres-
sion. For example, during the 2004 election,
Ohio and Florida caging lists included the
names of soldiers whose mail had been re-
turned as undeliverable because they were
stationed overseas.

It is because no one is immune to caging
and other disenfranchisement tactics, that |
have introducing the Caging Prohibition Act.
This bill is really quite simple, as it one, re-
quires election officials to corroborate their
caging documents with independent evidence
before a voter can be deemed ineligible. And
two, limits all other challenges that do not
come from election officials to those based on
personal, first-hand knowledge.

By eliminating caging tactics, we restore
what has been missing from our elections—
fairness, honesty, and integrity. | ask that my
colleagues in the Congress join me in sup-
porting the Caging Prohibition Act of 2009.
Please stand with me in protecting the very
core of our democracy.

————
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Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, today | am
introducing, | believe for the last time, the Dis-
trict of Columbia House Voting Rights Act, si-
multaneously with our Senate partners, Sen-
ators JOE LIEBERMAN and ORRIN HATCH. The
bill we introduce today also will add two per-
manent House seats, the first increase in 96
years. It therefore carries a triple bonus: the
first vote for the District of Columbia after 212
years, an additional seat for Utah, and two
new permanent seats for the House of Rep-
resentatives itself. The citizens of the District
of Columbia are deeply grateful for the per-
sistent partnership and bipartisan dedication
that Senator LIEBERMAN and Senator HATCH
continue to bring to this bill, and for the contin-
ued support of Utah Governor Jon Huntsman.

Because of the importance to the city of
achieving the vote after more than two cen-
turies, the D.C. House Voting Rights Act is my
first bill of the 111th Congress. This year we
introduce the bill as members of the armed
services from the District of Columbia are
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again engaged in war abroad. In gratitude for
the service of our residents serving today, and
of those who have served since our country
was founded, | dedicate the bill this year to
the first soldier from the District to die for his
country in the Iraq War, 21-year-old D.C. Na-
tional Guard Specialist Daryl Dent, and to the
District’s first unknown soldier to die after pick-
ing up arms to fight for liberation on the prom-
ise of no taxation without representation. Al-
though two centuries apart, the first to die in
these wars had in common fighting for the
vote. Our first residents here fought in the War
for Independence. Specialist Dent gave his life
ensuring the vote for Iraqgi citizens, a right he
did not live to get for himself.

Today’s bill is the first in the Free and Equal
series of bills that | will introduce this session
to complete the full roster of citizenship rights
for residents of the Nation’s capital that the
first soldiers were promised and for which to-
day’s soldiers continue to give their lives and
their service for our country. There can be no
doubt that the revolutionaries who invented
America’s most quoted national slogan did not
create a new Nation in order to get the vote,
only to turn around and deny the vote to the
citizens of their capital.

This bill was passed by the House in the
110th Congress, thanks to Speaker NANCY
PELOSI, who has long fought for the rights of
D.C. residents and personally insisted that this
legislation go forward as a bill of historic im-
portance; Majority Leader STENY HOYER, my
long-time regional friend, who has been an es-
pecially outspoken champion of this bill; Judi-
ciary Chairman JOHN CONYERS, who gave the
bill his priority attention, emblematic of the
strong support he has always brought to our
rights throughout his long service in Congress;
and Chairman HENRY WAXMAN, who as rank-
ing member and then as chair of the Oversight
and Government Reform Committee, also was
a central figure in ensuring passage; and
many others among my colleagues in both
Chambers and both parties, who have made
special efforts for passage of the D.C. House
Voting Rights Act. My special thanks to Tom
Davis, my good friend and a strong partner on
this bill, who retired at the end of last session.
It was Tom’s idea to pair the District with Utah
after Utah narrowly missed getting a seat fol-
lowing the last census. | will always be grate-
ful to Tom for the unfailing bipartisan spirit that
characterized all his work as chair of the Over-
sight and Government Reform Committee, es-
pecially his consistent respect for home rule
and for affording me every opportunity to fash-
ion this bill when he was a member of the Re-
publican majority and | was a minority mem-
ber. | must also thank the two important coali-
tions of organizations that have led this fight.
the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights,
whose leader, Wade Henderson, also has
been a close advisor throughout the many
years of this struggle, and D.C. Vote and its
leader, llir Zherka, who gave our bill a big
quantum leap in strength it never had before
through a superior indispensable grassroots
organization that was born to lead the suc-
cessful lobbying strategy here and nationwide
and that singlehandedly raised the funds nec-
essary to make D.C.s struggle a national
campaign.

There is every reason to believe that the
D.C. bill will finally prevail this year. The bill
easily passed in the House in 2007, and now
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