December 9, 2014

Christmas present that Americans will
enjoy for years to come.

——————

THE NDAA AND MILITARY
BENEFITS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, let me
quote from Roger Simon in a recent ar-
ticle, titled, ‘“‘Down the Opium Rat-
hole.” Mr. Simon writes about Afghan-
istan:

If you spent 13 years pounding money down
a rathole with little to show for it, you
might wake up one morning and say, ‘‘Hey,
I'm going to stop pounding money down the
rathole.” Unfortunately, the United States
Government does not think this way.

Mr. Speaker, last week we passed a
$585 billion bill known as the defense
bill, with a large percentage of that
money going into overseas contin-
gencies: Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria. I
question how much damage this bill
causes our military Active Duty and
our retirees.

Let me quote from Lori Falkner
Volkman, a former prosecutor and
spokesman for the Keep Your Promise
Alliance, an online coalition of mili-
tary families and organizations. She
said: ‘“This is the second Christmas in
a row that national leaders have tried
to cut military pay benefits. Earned
benefits should not even be on the
table when entitlement budgets soar
and appropriations budgets are billions
of dollars over budget.”

I did not vote for the NDAA bill. It
was 1,648 pages, and we did not have
enough time to read and comprehend
the contents of the bill. In a recent ar-
ticle in the Jacksonville Daily News re-
garding my ‘‘no’”’ vote on this bill,
Mike Hayden, a retired Air Force colo-
nel and present director of govern-
mental relations for the Military Offi-
cers Association of America, known as
MOAA, said: ‘“An E-5 servicemember
would lose more than $800 in pur-
chasing power annually when the bill
takes effect. This is going to cost them
a loss of about $600 a month just in
pa'y'n

In the same article, Jim Davis, a re-
tired marine who now lives in Jackson-
ville and serves as a senior vice com-
mander of the local DAV chapter, said
the cuts could adversely affect mili-
tary families.

Charlie Brown, a quartermaster for
the VFW post in Jacksonville, agreed
with Mr. Davis and said the bill doesn’t
accurately reflect what servicemem-
bers actually deserve.
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to quote
James Madison. James Madison wrote:
“The power to declare war, including
the power to judge the causes of war, is
fully and exclusively vested in the leg-
islature.”

Mr. Speaker, for too long, we have
not had policy debates on the floor of
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this House, whether it be Iraq, Syria,
or Afghanistan. When I look at the
waste, fraud, and abuse in Afghanistan,
I want to say to the Active Duty in the
military and the retirees, I regret so
much that the Congress is not debating
the issues that we should be debating
based on our constitutional duties.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
quote Pat Buchanan. Pat says: “Is it
not a symptom of senility to be bor-
rowing from the world so we can defend
the world?”’ I repeat: “‘Is it not a symp-
tom of senility to be borrowing from
the world so we can defend the world?”’
Mr. Speaker, that is so prophetic. And
I thank Pat Buchanan for trying to
wake up Congress before it is too late.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I have a poster
beside me with Uncle Sam. And Uncle
Sam says: “I want you to understand
that if you can’t afford to take care of
your veterans, you can’t afford to go to
war.”” That, again, is what Pat
Buchanan is saying.

Mr. Speaker, those of us in Congress
in both parties need to understand that
we have a constitutional responsibility
to not commit our young men and
women to fight and die and be wounded
unless we debate the policy on the floor
of the House.

And with that, Mr. Speaker, I ask
God to please bless our men and women
in uniform and their families, and
please, God, continue to bless America.

——
EQUAL JUSTICE UNDER LAW

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

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, equal jus-
tice under the law—impartial and uni-
formly applied—has been, for more
than two centuries, the ideological un-
derpinning of American democracy.

But from the very beginning, this no-
blest aspiration has been intertwined
with our struggle with race, a battle
that has sometimes come to define our
Nation and to divide it in ways that
too often cleave us still today.

Mr. Speaker, 150 years since the
Emancipation Proclamation and half a
century after the Civil Rights Act of
1964 formally ended Jim Crow, our
President, his Attorney General, the
Secretary of Homeland Security, and
the National Security Adviser are all
African American.

Blacks are now prominent in every
facet of American life. But much of
this has occurred during my lifetime
because people marched and sat and
voted and demanded greater equality.

Yet despite the progress, equal jus-
tice under law is not the reality for too
many of our fellow citizens, and injus-
tice continues to limit their lives and
their livelihoods in ways that are dif-
ficult for many White Americans to
comprehend.

Inequality manifests itself at every
rung of the criminal justice system,
but its most deadly consequences are
to be found in the encounters of young
men of color with the police.
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I have seen the video of Eric Garner
in New York and watched the tragedy
in Ferguson in the aftermath of the
shooting of Michael Brown. The agony
of those families and the anger of their
communities have rightfully moved
the Nation.

Sadly, they are not alone. The deaths
of Eric Garner and Michael Brown
grabbed national headlines, but dec-
ades of strife between police and many
poor and minority neighborhoods have
resulted in an endemic mistrust of law
enforcement there.

One need only consider a phe-
nomenon almost completely foreign to
much of America, ‘‘the talk.” It is a
ritual that plays out in Black and
Brown households across our Nation
every day as parents teach their young
children about the special dangers they
face from law enforcement.

As a father, to hear that is heart-
breaking. As someone who has long
worked with and on behalf of law en-
forcement and who has deep respect for
the bravery and integrity of so many
who wear the uniform, it is a call to ac-
tion.

First, in the months since the Mi-
chael Brown shooting, I have pressed
for greater deployment of body-worn
cameras to police departments across
the country, an idea that the President
has now endorsed. Cameras are not a
panacea, but they are a first step on a
path to greater accountability and
transparency.

Second, since cameras alone will not
bridge the chasm of mistrust between
many communities of color and the po-
lice there to protect them, we must in-
vest in 21st century police depart-
ments.

Effective policing requires mutual re-
spect between the public and the police
and a renewed emphasis on community
policing strategies. Diversifying police
forces so that they are more reflective
of the communities they patrol and im-
proving the training of officers to re-
duce the likelihood of violent con-
frontations are essential. This cannot
be accomplished overnight, however,
and generations of injustice have left
deep scars.

So the third leg of any law enforce-
ment reform agenda must be enhanced
oversight by the Department of Jus-
tice, which has a long record of work-
ing with State and local police agen-
cies to modernize and improve prac-
tices and behavior.

Justice Department intervention, as
in the recent release of a report detail-
ing excessive use of force by Cleveland
Police, can be instrumental in over-
coming opposition to reform. And I
know that Attorney General Holder’s
successor will make this a priority.

We ask a lot from our police, who
have a difficult and often dangerous
job, and we grant them enormous
power, including the right to take a
life under certain circumstances. It is
not only proper that we insist this
power is used impartially and as a last
resort. It is fundamental to a just soci-
ety.
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