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The sense of frustration and anger felt by so 

many African Americans, especially young Af-
rican Americans, is understandable. There re-
main great inequities in the functioning of our 
criminal justice system, inequities which are 
also still found in housing, finance, employ-
ment, and electoral politics. History suggests 
that the reduction of these inequities come 
only after sustained, unremitting public protest, 
unified community resistance and economic, 
legal and political action. The progress we 
have made as a nation in securing equality 
and social justice has been uneven and inter-
mittent. There have been periods of backlash 
and backsliding but over the years the end re-
sult has been slow, but relentless progress in 
repealing and reversing legal, social and eco-
nomic injustices. 

The question before us now is how best to 
protect our youth, how to end violence, includ-
ing police violence in our community. Times 
like this bring to the surface powerful emotions 
and the temptation to lose faith in our still too 
often imperfect democratic process. Peoples 
of nations around the world which either have 
never established democratic institutions and 
processes or have given up on perfecting 
them have paid a horrible, and unnecessary, 
price. Now is a time to make our laws and law 
enforcement work for our community, not 
against our community. Now is the time for us 
to redouble our determination to reform and 
strengthen our system of laws and law en-
forcement, not to abandon it for a brief mo-
ment of street rage. 
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CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 1, 2014 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, the Ferguson Grand Jury’s deci-
sion not to indict Officer Darren Wilson for the 
August 9th shooting of unarmed teenager Mi-
chael Brown is a grave injustice. This decision 
plays into the deeply painful narrative, held in 
the hearts of many African Americans, that the 
lives of young black men are not valued in this 
country. While this notion may seem hard to 
believe for some, it is a reality for many mi-
norities, as we continually see our justice sys-
tem betray us. Most disturbing about the death 
of Michael Brown is the chilling fact that he is 
not the first unarmed African American man to 
die at the hands of police officers who were 
not held accountable for their actions. When I 
think of Michael Brown, I think of Edward Gar-
ner, Anthony Baez, Amadou Diallo, Anthony 
Lee, and Oscar Grant. I think of the futures 
that could have been, and the pain and suf-
fering brought to their families. How many 
more lives will we lose before deciding to 
bring about meaningful change? 

As the proud mother of a black man and 
grandmother to three grandsons, I cannot 
imagine the depth of the wound left in the 
hearts of Lesley McSpadden and Michael 
Brown Sr. As a Member of Congress who rep-
resents a predominantly minority community 
similar to Ferguson, I mourn for the societal 
ills faced by my constituents, the people of 
Ferguson and communities of color around the 
country. I share in their sense of hurt and 

anger. Our charge now is to harness that 
anger into constructive change, initiating dia-
logue with our community members, our elect-
ed officials, and our police departments, to en-
sure that there are no more senseless trage-
dies. 

We are never wrong for heralding the call 
for justice. However, it is time for us to evalu-
ate our methods for sounding that call. Rev. 
Dr. Martin Luther King once said: ‘‘we must 
accept finite disappointment, but never lose in-
finite hope.’’ At a time when it may seem easy 
to retreat to our respective corners, we should 
instead seek understanding and acceptance 
from one another, by working together to se-
cure a better future for our sons. 
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CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 1, 2014 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, first, let 
me thank Congressmen JEFFRIES and 
HORSFORD for hosting this important Special 
Order. I appreciate your leadership in orga-
nizing these important discussions. 

We stand here tonight, once again, to talk 
about the ongoing and systematic failure of 
our justice system. I am deeply disappointed 
at last week’s decision by the grand jury in 
Ferguson to not indict Officer Darren Wilson. 
I share the feelings of frustration, anger and 
disappointment by the recent decision. 

And the protests that have spread across 
the country are a testament to that frustration 
and anger. 

How many more deaths like Trayvon Martin, 
Eric Garner, Oscar Grant—one of my constitu-
ents—Michael Brown, and Tamir Rice will be 
tolerated until America decides that black lives 
matter? How many more jail beds will be filled 
by black and brown men and boys until we re-
alize America has a deep and long rooted sys-
tematic problem that must to be addressed? 
The killing of Michael Brown has, once again, 
confronted us with the systematic issues of 
racism and injustice that are endemic in our 
society. 

In a recently published op-ed in The Wash-
ington Post, Stacy Patton writes: ‘‘Black Amer-
ica has again been reminded that its children 
are not worthy of being alive—in part because 
they are not seen as children at all, but as 
menacing threats to white lives.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough. 
Disparity and inequality continue at every 

level of our society—a legacy born in the suf-
fering of the Middle Passage, nurtured through 
slavery and preserved with Jim Crow. Today, 
we see this in the form of things like repres-
sive voter ID laws, economic inequality, and 
mass incarceration. 

The African American poverty rate of 27.2 
percent is more than two and half times the 
poverty rate of white Americans. The 10.9 per-
cent unemployment rate among African Amer-
ican is nearly twice the national average. 

These statistics paint a clear picture of in-
equality in America yet we continue to ignore 
these disparities. This cannot continue. 

To quote Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. ‘‘Law 
and order exist for the purpose of establishing 
justice and when they fail in this purpose they 

become the dangerously structured dams that 
block the flow of social progress.’’ 

Mr. Speaker—the only way we can remove 
the dam is by addressing the deep and long- 
rooted structures that continue to dispropor-
tionately affect people of color. 

And Congress is the body in which to do it. 
We were sent to Washington by our constitu-
ents to address the issues facing our nation— 
let’s start working on the structural and racial 
biases that pervade our institutions. 

I applaud the President for calling for a 
$263 million spending package to reform po-
lice departments. But much more work re-
mains to done. 

We have a duty to pick up the banner car-
ried by Rosa Parks, Martin Luther King, and 
Medger Evers, to ensure that our children and 
our children’s children can live in a world free 
of ignorance, discrimination and racism. 

That is why we must pass legislation that 
will require the Department of Justice to sup-
port training programs for police departments 
to reduce racial bias and profiling. We need 
legislation and funding programs that focuses 
on diversity hiring and retention of officers in 
communities that need them the most. We 
need to pass legislation like H.R. 5478, the 
Stop Militarizing Law Enforcement Act, of 
which I am a proud cosponsor. 

As a nation, we have made progress 
against racism but we are backsliding. 

We are losing the prize that our forefathers 
and mothers fought, bled and died to obtain 
and preserve. We must stand together— 
stronger than ever—to raise our voices, march 
in the streets, and cast our ballots demanding 
change. The soul of our nation is at stake. 

The American dream of equality, freedom, 
liberty, justice and life for all can and should 
be more than just words. It should be a prom-
ise to all Americans, regardless of the color of 
their skin or where they were born. 

It should mean that for every mother or fa-
ther, regardless of their race or socio-eco-
nomic status, that they can look across the 
dinner table from their son or daughter and 
know that they can and will have a better life 
than their parents. That they will be protected 
and judged equally under the law. That their 
son or daughter will be at the table again to-
morrow night. 

A world where justice for all is fulfilled. 
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UNITED STATES-ISRAEL STRA-
TEGIC PARTNERSHIP ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 3, 2014 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to support S. 2673, the U.S.-Israel 
Strategic Partnership Act of 2014. 

I rise to reiterate my support of our strategic 
ally, and the only true democracy in the Mid-
dle East, Israel. 

I want to applaud my colleagues in the 
House and Senate for passing this legislation. 
It is vital that Israel and the U.S. continue to 
protect our shared values including our com-
mitment to liberty, equality and religious free-
dom. 

I am pleased to offer my support to the leg-
islation that shares technology, prioritizes 
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trade, exchanges information and intelligence 
and expands the Iron Dome. 

Israel’s security should be our first priority 
but this includes more than just weapons fund-
ing. 

It requires joint-cooperation with the Israeli 
government and the Israeli people. 

When Israel’s national interests are pro-
tected, the United States’ national security is 
enhanced. 

Mr. Speaker, I have visited Israel almost a 
dozen times and each time I visit I am re-
minded of the challenges faced by Israelis 
every day. 

The Israeli people face these challenges 
with confidence and self-assurance because 
they know they are an ally of the United 
States. 
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ACHIEVING A BETTER LIFE 
EXPERIENCE ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. XAVIER BECERRA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 3, 2014 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, It’s a laudable 
and worthy goal to incentivize savings and en-
sure that families of individuals with disabilities 
have access to the resources they need. But 
Congress has a responsibility to ensure that 
limited resources benefit those who need the 
help the most. Unfortunately, this bill is yet an-
other example of an upside-down tax code 
that provides the greatest benefits to those of 
greatest means, not to middle class families 
living paycheck to paycheck. 

Additionally, as AARP has noted in the at-
tached letter, ‘‘establishing the ABLE program 
should not be achieved by tapping into Medi-
care savings.’’ Using Medicare savings to off-
set non-health related programs sets a dan-
gerous precedent. While there are elements to 
this bill that both sides can agree on, this bill 
takes one step forward and two steps back. 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION 
OF RETIRED PEOPLE, 

December 3, 2014. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: As the largest non-

profit, nonpartisan organization rep-
resenting the interests of Americans age 50 
and older and their families, AARP urges 
you to reject using Medicare savings as an 
offset to pay for non-healthcare programs, 
including the cost of the Achieving a Better 
Life Experience (ABLE) Act of 2014. 

AARP has consistently advocated against 
using permanent reductions in Medicare to 
pay for other unrelated government spend-
ing. While we agree it is important to help 
individuals with disabilities maintain 
health, independence, and quality of life, we 
oppose using Medicare savings to finance tax 
expenditures or other non-healthcare pro-
grams. 

The ABLE Act establishes tax-exempt sav-
ings plans for persons with disabilities, mak-
ing it much easier for them and their fami-
lies to save for future expenses. Although 
ABLE accounts are only available for indi-
viduals under the age of 26, the savings ac-
crued will help with living expenses as the 
person ages. This is especially important be-
cause at ages 50–64, adults with disabilities 
are less than half as likely to be employed as 
those without disabilities. 

However, establishing the ABLE program 
should not be achieved by tapping into Medi-

care savings. This is especially true at a 
time when Medicare faces its own long term 
funding needs, and when Congress will short-
ly need to find savings to pay for either per-
manent Medicare SGR reform or another 
temporary ‘‘doc fix’’ in 2015. We urge you to 
remove Medicare offsets from the ABLE Act. 

Sincerely, 
NANCY A. LEAMOND, 
Executive Vice President, 

State & National Group. 
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TAX INCREASE PREVENTION ACT 
OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, December 3, 2014 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, as Ranking 
Member of the House Budget Committee, it is 
abundantly clear to me that what our country 
needs most right now—and what we really 
should be voting on today—is comprehensive, 
pro-growth tax reform that encourages invest-
ment at home, drives job creation and delivers 
broadly shared prosperity to all Americans. 

Instead, we are voting to retroactively ex-
tend a group of over 50, mostly business-re-
lated, temporary tax provisions that expired at 
the end of last year—until the end of this year. 
Which is now about four weeks away. 

That’s what today’s legislation does. It retro-
actively takes these 50-odd expired provisions 
back to the beginning of the year, and then 
extends them forward for the next four weeks, 
at which point they will expire again and we’ll 
be right back to square one. 

Let me be clear: I support a number of 
these expiring provisions—like the R&D Tax 
Credit—and think they should be made per-
manent as part of comprehensive tax reform. 
And there are additional steps I think we 
should be taking—like extending the Health 
Care Tax Credit for trade-displaced workers 
and older workers whose pensions have been 
taken over by the PBGC. And ending the 
egregious practice of so-called corporate in-
versions once and for all. 

I am reluctantly supporting this bill because, 
without it, many individuals and businesses 
would see an effective tax increase. 

But Mr. Speaker, at some point, we’re going 
to have to stop kicking the can down the road. 
From my perspective, that moment can’t come 
soon enough. 
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THE STATUS OF THE TERRI-
TORIES OF JUDEA AND SAMARIA 
ACCORDING TO INTERNATIONAL 
LAW 

HON. STEVE STOCKMAN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, December 4, 2014 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
would like to convey to the House important 
information regarding the legality of the pres-
ence of the State of Israel in Judea and Sa-
maria under international law. Due to the 
unique and sui generis historic and legal cir-
cumstances of Israel’s presence in Judea and 
Samaria, this presence cannot be considered 

to be an occupation. Moreover, provisions of 
the 1949 Fourth Geneva Convention, regard-
ing transfer of populations, cannot be consid-
ered applicable, and were never intended to 
apply to the type of settlement activity carried 
out by Israel in Judea and Samaria. According 
to international law, Israelis have the lawful 
right to settle in Judea and Samaria, and con-
sequently, the establishment of settlements 
cannot in and of itself be considered to be ille-
gal. The following is an excerpt from the 2012 
Levy Commission Report on the Legal Status 
of Building in Judea and Samaria that deals 
with international law. The full report can be 
viewed in its entirety at http://regavim.org.il/en/ 
levy-report-translated-into-english/. 
THE STATUS OF THE TERRITORIES OF JUDEA 

AND SAMARIA ACCORDING TO INTERNATIONAL 
LAW 
3. In light of the different approaches in re-

gard to the status of the State of Israel and 
its activities in Judea and Samaria, any ex-
amination of the issue of land and settle-
ment thereon requires, first and foremost, 
clarification of the issue of the status of the 
territory according to international law. 

Some take the view that the answer to the 
issue of settlements is a simple one inas-
much as it is prohibited according to inter-
national law. That is the view of Peace Now 
(see the letter from Hagit Ofran from 2 April 
2010); B’tselem (see the letter from its Execu-
tive Director Jessica Montell from 29 March 
2012, and its pamphlet Land Grab: Israel’s 
Settlement Policy in the West Bank, pub-
lished May 2002); Yesh Din and the Associa-
tion for Civil Rights in Israel (ACRI) (see the 
letter from Attorney Tamar Feldman from 
19 April 2012); and Adalah (see the letter 
from attorney Fatma Alaju from 12 June 
2012). 

The approach taken by these organizations 
is a reflection of the position taken by the 
Palestinian leadership and some in the inter-
national community, who view Israel’s sta-
tus as that of a ‘‘military occupier,’’ and the 
settlement endeavor as an entirely illegal 
phenomenon. This approach denies any 
Israeli or Jewish right to these territories. 
To sum up, they claim that the territories of 
Judea and Samaria are ‘‘occupied territory’’ 
as defined by international law in that they 
were captured from the Kingdom of Jordan 
in 1967. Consequently, according to this ap-
proach, the provisions of international law 
regarding the matter of occupation apply to 
Israel as a military occupier, i.e. Regula-
tions concerning the Laws and Customs of 
War on Land. The Hague, 18 October 1907, 
which govern the relationship between the 
occupier, the occupied territory, and the 
Fourth Geneva Convention Relative to the 
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of 
War. Geneva, 12 August (1949). 

According to the Hague Regulations, the 
occupying power, while concerning himself 
with the occupier’s security needs, is re-
quired to care for the needs of the civilian 
population until the occupation is termi-
nated. According to these regulations, it is 
forbidden in principle to seize personal prop-
erty, although the occupying power has the 
right to enjoy all the advantages derivable 
from the use of the property of the occupied 
state, and public property that is not pri-
vately owned without changing its fixed na-
ture. Moreover, according to this approach, 
Article 49 of the Fourth Geneva Convention 
prohibits the transfer of parts of the occu-
pying power’s own civilian population into 
the territory it occupies. Accordingly, in 
their view, the establishment of settlements 
carried out by Israel is in violation of this 
article, even without addressing the type or 
status of the land upon which they are built. 
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