REACTIONS TO SUPREME COURT VOTING RIGHTS ACT DECISION
[bookmark: _GoBack]SHELBY COUNTY v. HOLDER [House, Senate, Ed Boards]

[June 28, 2013 UPDATE by Glenn Sugameli, Judging the Environment]

LINKS TO STATEMENTS BY OBAMA & MEMBERS OF HOUSE & SENATE

Statement by the President on the Supreme Court Ruling on Shelby County v. Holder

Attorney General Eric Holder Delivers Remarks on the Supreme Court Decision in Shelby County V. Holder

Civil Rights Groups Condemn Supreme Court Ruling in Shelby County v. Holder [LINKS]

MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

[House Democratic Leader] Pelosi: Supreme Court Takes a Step Backward on Voting Rights

[House Majority Leader] Eric Cantor [R-VA] Reacts To Voting Rights Act Ruling

U.S. Rep. Sensenbrenner [R-WI]: Bipartisan Judiciary members: Supreme Court acknowledges the work of the Voting Rights Act is not complete [also quotes Reps. Chabot [R-OH], Conyers & Watt

GOP Rep. Duffy [R-WI]: 'Congress will act' on new Voting Rights Act

Rep. John Lewis [D-GA] Calls Court Decision “a Dagger” in the Heart of Voting Access

[House Democratic Whip] Hoyer [D-MD] Statement on Supreme Court Ruling on Voting Rights Act

[Rep.] Conyers [D-MI]: Supreme Court’s Ruling in Shelby County v. Holder Undermines Critical Protections in Voting Rights Act 

Congressman Watt's [D-NC] Statement on the Supreme Court’s Decision on the Voting Rights Act (Shelby County v. Holder)

[House Democratic Assistant Leader] Clyburn [D-SC] Statement On Shelby County v. Holder Decision

HOUSE DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS CHAIRMAN CONGRESSMAN XAVIER BECERRA [D-CA] ON SUPREME COURT’S AFFIRMATIVE ACTION CASE DECISION

Congresswoman Waters' [D-CA] Statement on Supreme Court's Voting Rights Act Decision

Congresswoman Hahn [D-CA] Releases Statement on Supreme Court Ruling on Voting Rights Act

[House Administration Chairman Candice] Miller [R-MI] on SCOTUS Voting Rights Act Decision

SENATORS

[Sen. Majority Leader] Reid [D-NV] Statement on Supreme Court's Voting Rights Decision

Comment Of Senator Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.), Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, On Supreme Court Decision Shelby County v. Holder

[Sen.] Begich [D-AK] Reacts to Supreme Court Decision on Voting Rights Act

[Sen.] Feinstein [D_CA] Statement on Supreme Court’s Voting Rights Act Decision

[Sen.] Boxer [D-CA] Statement on Supreme Court Voting Rights Act Decision

[Sen.] Blumenthal [D-CT] Statement on Supreme Court’s Decision to Invalidate Key Part of Voting Rights Act

[SEN.] MURPHY [D-CT] STATEMENT ON SUPREME COURT RULING ON VOTING RIGHTS ACT

Statement from Senator Coons [D-DE] on Supreme Court decision on the Voting Rights Act; "The Court has taken the legs out from underneath the Voting Rights Act"

Senator Carper [D-DE] Disappointed by Supreme Court Voting Rights Act Decision, Urges Congress to Restore Key Protections

[Sen.] Grassley Comments Regarding the Supreme Court's Ruling on the Voting Rights Act

[SEN.] HIRONO [D-HI] DENOUNCES SUPREME COURT DECISION GUTTING VOTING RIGHTS ACT

Sen. Schatz [D-HI] Statement on Supreme Court Decision on Voting Rights Act

[SEN.] DURBIN [D-IL] STATEMENT ON THE SUPREME COURT'S DECISION ON THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT

[Sen.] Harkin [D-IA] Statement on Supreme Court Ruling Striking Down Voter Protections

[Sen.] Cardin [D-MD] Responds To Supreme Court Decision Harming Voting Rights

Sen. Franken [D-MN] Calls Supreme Court Ruling on Voting Rights Act a “Significant Setback”

[Sen.] Gillibrand Statement on Supreme Court Ruling on Voting Rights Act

[Sen.] Hagan [D-NC] Statement on Supreme Court Decision to Strike Down Key Section of the Voting Rights Act

[Sen.] Merkley [D-OR]: Voting Rights Act Decision Fundamentally Off Base

[Sen.] Graham [R-SC] on Supreme Court Decision on Voting Rights: "Voting is a fundamental right guaranteed to all United States citizens. I will continue to do everything in my power to ensure elections are free and fair for every South Carolinian."

Senator Scott [R-SC] Statement on Supreme Court Decision

Sen. Cruz [R-TX] Applauds Shelby County v. Holder Supreme Court Decision

[SEN.] KAINE [D-VA] STATEMENT ON VOTING RIGHTS ACT DECISION BY U.S. SUPREME COURT

[Sen. Sanders [I-VT]] Don’t Go Back to Jim Crow

VOTING RIGHTS: [Sen.] Murray [D-WA] Statement on Supreme Court Ruling

U.S. Senator Tammy Baldwin Statement on Supreme Court's Decision on Voting Rights Act

NEARLY 100 EDITORIAL BOARDS, PLUS POLITICAL CARTOONS v. SUPREME COURT VOTING RIGHTS ACT RULING

Cagle.com: Voting Rights Compilation of Political Cartoons 

Voting Rights Act, Chattanooga [TN] Times Free Press Cartoon by Clay Bennett

Voting Rights, Nick Anderson, The Houston Chronicle's editorial cartoonist

Siers cartoon: Voting Rights, Charlotte Observer [NC]

'Daily Show,' Colbert slam Supreme Court's Voting Rights Act ruling, Los Angeles Times, by Meredith Blake

National Editorial Boards

The New York Times EDITORIAL: An Assault on the Voting Rights Act, By THE EDITORIAL BOARD

The Washington Post; The Post’s View, The Roberts Court casts aside judicial restraint on Voting Rights Act case, [Print headline: The umpire’s foul call; Justice Roberts and his colleagues cast aside judicial restraint in the Voting Rights Act case] By Editorial Board

USA Today, The Editorial Board, Voting Rights Act wasn't broken: Our view The law blocked plenty of discriminatory actions from states. Now, what's left of it might be too weak.

Los Angeles Times EDITORIAL: A setback for voting rights; The Supreme Court decision striking down a key section of the law has grave implications. y The Times editorial board

Bloomberg View Editorial: The Past, Present and Future of Voting Rights, By the Editors

The Christian Science Monitor; The Monitor's View: Supreme Court ruling hardly ends the issue in Voting Rights Act; In the Supreme Court ruling on the Voting Rights Act, the nine justices were at odds over an issue that still divides America: How to deal with old fears of any new types of racism. By the Monitor's Editorial Board

Editorial boards: Alphabetical by State

Alabama Media Group & Mobile Register [AL]: Now Congress must fix the Voting Rights Act (Our view) [editorial written by Mike Marshall, director of statewide commentary, for Alabama Media Group]

Anniston Star [AL] Editorial: Voting rights, the Roberts way — Supreme Court weakens key section of the Voting Rights Act, by The Anniston Star Editorial Board

Decatur Daily [AL] Editorial Legislature needs to end racial politics

Times Daily [Florence, AL] Editorial: Protecting minority voting rights

Anchorage Daily News [AK] Editorial Our View: With or without Voting Rights Act, state's mission is clear

The Bakersfield Californian Editorial, Our View: Congress must step in, rewrite voting formula

Contra Costa Times [CA] editorial: Use courts, as revising voting act

Fresno Bee [CA] EDITORIAL: Voters still need full protection from efforts to suppress ballots

Press-Democrat [Santa Rosa, CA], PD Editorial: Is Congress brave enough to fix voting act?

Mercury News [CA] editorial: Voting Rights Act decision a major blow to American democracy

Sacramento Bee [CA] Editorial: Voting rights still require full protection of law

Times Herald [CA] Editorial: How did Supreme Court feel this would help democracy?

San Francisco Chronicle [CA] Editorial: A blow to voting rights

Ventura County Star [CA], Editorial: Now just a symbol 

Daily Camera [CO] Editorial: Keep up pressure for voters' rights, Disappointing ruling could be fixed with new formula, Erika Stutzman, for the Camera editorial board

Reporter-Herald [Loveland, CO] Editorial: Congress, redo Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act now

The Day [CT] Editorial: 'Egregious' rejection of Voting Rights Act

New Haven Register [CT] EDITORIAL: Supreme Court was wrong to roll back voting rights

The News Journal [DE] Our View: Supreme Court wrong to gut Voting Rights Act

Bradenton Herald [FL] Editorial: Supreme Court ruling exposes nation to voting rights violations

Miami Herald [FL] EDITORIAL A defeat for voting rights; OUR OPINION: Court’s decision weakens efforts to ensure rights of all voters, By Miami Herald Editorial

Orlando Sentinel [FL] Editorial: What we think: Court defends equality, but not voting rights

Palm Beach Post [FL] Editorial: Florida shows why Supreme Court wrong on Voting Rights Act, By Randy Schultz, Editor of the Editorial Page

Tampa Bay Times [FL] A Times Editorial; Editorial: Court turns back clock on voting rights

Peoria Journal Star [IL] Editorial Our View: In enlightened U.S., no need for voter rights? [“Poll taxes and literacy and character tests as barriers to voting … have been replaced by voter identification laws in many states,”]

The Des Moines Register [IA], The Register's Editorial: Court's ruling is what judicial activism looks like

Evansville Courier & Press [IN] EDITORIAL: Voting rights act more a statement of principle than law

Indianapolis Star [IN] Editorial | The wrecking crew

The Kansas City Star [KS], EDITORIAL: Backtracking on voting rights in D.C. and Kansas

The Wichita Eagle [KS] Eagle editorial: Milestone in gay rights [“the U.S. Supreme Court … freed certain states from having the Justice Department approve changes in their voting practices. That might suggest voting discrimination is a thing of the past, yet gerrymandering continues and states (including Kansas) are newly enacting voter-ID and proof-of-citizenship laws that have the effect of limiting voter participation and disproportionately disenfranchising minorities. Because the dysfunctional Congress is unlikely to do anything to shore up the voting rights of minorities, that job will fall to the Justice Department and the courts.”]

The Courier-Journal [KY], Editorial | The wrecking crew [“Also, the U.S. Senate is the outfit Justice Roberts can thank for blocking federal judicial nominees he has said the courts need so desperately.”]

Lexington Herald-Leader [KY] Editorial: Put teeth back into voting rights; High court neuters still-needed law

The Baltimore Sun [MD]: Supreme Court opens the door for discrimination; Our view: Gutting of the Voting Rights Act is judicial activism at its worst

Berkshire Eagle [MA], An Eagle editorial; Our Opinion: Big win for gay rights [“Wednesday's rulings do not lessen the sting of Tuesday's 5-4 vote to gut a key provision of the Voting Rights Act, in the process encouraging states like Florida, Pennsylvania, Ohio and Texas with a history of putting obstacles in the way of minority (read, Democratic) voters to employ similar obstructionist tactics in the 2014 elections. That was a civil rights defeat”]

Boston Globe [MA], EDITORIAL: Voting rights decision is a blow to fair elections

The Recorder [Greenfield, MA] Editorial: Voting rights

The Republican [Springfield, MA] Editorial: Court guts voting acts right by leaving it to Congress

Battle Creek Enquirer [MI] Editorial: In Voting Rights Act decision, court dishonors those who died in struggle for the vote

Port Huron Times Herald [MI] Editorial: Court errs with Voting Rights Act

Sartell Newsleader [MN] Editorial: Our View COURT’S DECISION A BLOT ON RIGHTS IN THIS NATION

Star Tribune [Minneapolis, MN], EDITORIAL BOARD: Supreme Court rolls back the clock on voting rights

Northeast Mississippi Daily Journal [MS], OUR OPINION: Voting Rights Act gains must not be reversed, by NEMS Daily Journal

The Joplin Globe [MO] Editorial Our View: Congress failing voters

St. Louis Post-Dispatch [MO] Editorial: The Supreme Court's giant leap backward on voting rights

The Keene Sentinel [NH] Editorial The Voting Rights Act ruling overlooks the law's achievments

The Record [NJ] Editorial: Voting and race

The Buffalo News [NY] Editorial Supreme Court victory for gay marriage tempered by setback on voting rights

Daily Freeman [NY] EDITORIAL: Supreme Court and voting rights

The Journal News [NY] Editorial: Fighting bias just got harder, Court ruling guts Voting Rights Act

Newsday [NY] Editorial: Congress must update oversight of fair voting

The Charlotte Observer [NC], OUR VIEW: Statistics are outdated; voting vigilance isn’t

The Daily Courier [Forest City, NC] Editorial: Important to keep elections accessible, By Matthew Clark, for the Editorial Board

The Daily Reflector [Greenville, NC] Editorial: Ruling threatens progress

The News & Observer [Raleigh, NC] Editorial: A wrong vote on voting rights

Wilmington Star News [NC] Editorial - Justices pull some of the teeth in the landmark Voting Rights Act

Winston-Salem Chronicle [NC] Editorial: Post-racial? We don't think so!

Akron Beacon Journal [OH] Editorial Voting wrongs

Call and Post [OH] Editorial Supreme Court acts wrong on Voting Rights Act

Statesman Journal [OR] Editorial blog Friday’s Winners & Losers, today (expanded) LOSER: Voting Rights Act of 1965. [“The U.S. Supreme Court struck down a major part of the law, which was used for generations to overcome voter discrimination in the South. Despite vast improvements in much of the South, voter intimidation and discrimination persist in elections — throughout the country — and strong federal oversight should be mandatory.”]

Burlington County Times [PA] Editorial: Now it's up to Congress

Chambersburg Public Opinion [PA] Up and down on high court's DOMA, VRA rulings, but mostly down (Editorial) [“maybe everyone should just acknowledge that the Supreme Court's gutting of the spirit and letter of Voting Rights Act had more to do with electoral pragmatism than racism.”]

Delaware County Daily Times [PA], Editorial: Voting Rights decision has negative implications

The Express-Times [Easton, PA] EDITORIAL: Don't back down on voting rights, By Express-Times opinion staff

The Intelligencer [PA] Editorial: Voting Rights Act; Time to update

The Patriot News [PA], The Supreme Court clears the way to new voting obstacles: Editorial Quick Take, by John C. Micek

Philadelphia Inquirer [PA], Inquirer Editorial: Court turns blind eye to voter suppression

Philadelphia Daily News [PA], DN Editorial: Voting rites

Pocono Record [Stroudsburg, PA] Editorial: A new version of Jim Crow

Scranton Times-Tribune [PA] Editorial Wink, nod on voting rights

Aiken Standard [SC] Editorial: Supreme Court directive likely to fall on deaf ears

The Commercial Appeal [Memphis, TN] Editorial: Voting Rights Act now more symbol than law

Houston Chronicle Editorial [TX]: Act for voting rights; Congress, and registered voters, have the power to fix our election laws.

Austin American-Statesman [TX] WE SAY: VOTING RIGHTS ACT: Supreme Court strikes against voting rights, By Editorial Board

Express-News [San Antonio, TX] Editorial: Court ruling sets back voter rights, Express-News Editorial Board

San Angelo Standard-Times [TX] Editorial OUR OPINION: Now it's up to leaders to protect U.S. voting rights

Star-Telegram [Fort Worth, TX] Editorial: Voter ID slips in behind Supreme Court

Times Record News [Wichita Falls, TX]: Our Opinion: The future of voting rights, if not the Voting Rights Act

The Salt Lake Tribune [UT] Editorial: Voting rights; High court too quick to change law

The News Leader [Staunton, VA] Our View: Progress on race, but still too large a gap

The Roanoke Times [VA] Editorial Congress must fix voting law; Lawmakers must develop fair rules that ensure the integrity of elections while protecting the rights of eligible voters.

Richmond Times-Dispatch [VA] Editorial, Today’s top opinion: Judicial activism

The Virginian-Pilot Editorial Voting Rights Act needs swift repairs

Bennington Banner [VT] Editorial: Shameful evisceration of the Voting Rights Act, by Mark E. Rondeau 

Brattleboro Reformer [VT] Editorial: A good day for equality [“Following the Supreme Court’s decision on Tuesday gutting a core part of the Voting Rights Act, we were holding our collective breath about the how it would rule on the Defense of Marriage Act.”

Burlington Free Press [VT] Editorial Voice of the Free Press: When Congress is the obstacle; Written by Aki Soga, Free Press Editorial Page Editor

Times Argus [Barre Montpelier, VT] Editorial: Wrecking ball

Charleston Gazette [WV] Editorial Voting: Racist sabotage

Journal-Sentinel [Milwaukee, WI] Editorial, OUR VIEW | VOTING RIGHTS ACT: Court's decision topples a key civil rights pillar
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