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But what we have done is to provide 

for jobs. Then we have said to the men 
and women of the United States mili-
tary, we believe in you, providing for 
more benefits, more quality of life sup-
port for their family, more 
posttraumatic stress disorder coun-
seling, providing for counseling of ci-
vilians that might have suffered a vio-
lent act on a military base such as 
those in Fort Hood—and an amend-
ment that I offered will support it— 
provided opportunities for small busi-
nesses to do business with the Defense 
Department. 

To stand up for justice, to stand up 
for a young man by the name of Ensign 
Provo who lost his life because of his 
sexual orientation and the ugliness of 
hate, I believe we did the right thing in 
eliminating Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, be-
cause the men and women in the 
United States military are well aware 
of what justice is all about. They are 
well aware of what political 
grandstanding is all about. They are 
well aware that this amendment will 
only move forward after we have scru-
tinized your opinion. 

Thank you to the men and women 
who are courageous enough to send us 
home, along with my own vote, to say 
to those who are an American in need 
that we believe in you and have fought 
for you. 

I close by thanking my beloved mom 
and acknowledging that her teaching 
gave me the grounding to be able to 
say that all men and women are cre-
ated equal. She is no longer here, but I 
truly believe teachings of our mothers 
and fathers have always brought us to 
the higher calling of being able to help 
all people. 

On behalf of myself, my brother and 
our extended family, we are grateful to 
all who expressed their concerns. I just 
believe, with all seriousness, that what 
we must do is continue to help people 
to make their lives better and to 
change America for the best. 

I think we have got the best con-
stitutional institution of democracy 
the world has ever seen, and that is the 
United States Congress. As we dis-
agree, we still uphold this flag and the 
Constitution of the United States of 
America. We have now been sent home 
with a great amount of bounty for the 
American people and those who are in 
need, and we have gone home to say 
thank you to the men and women in 
the United States military and to ac-
knowledge and to appreciate and to 
honor those who have fallen in battle. 

May God bless you as God blesses 
America. 
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VACATING 5-MINUTE SPECIAL 
ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the 5-minute Special Order 
speech in favor of the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is hereby va-
cated. 

There was no objection. 

f 

b 1700 

THE WEEK AT A GLANCE IN 
CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been quite a week. We’ve heard friends 
across the aisle get up and talk about 
how we’ve ‘‘expanded civil rights in the 
military.’’ And I appreciate the fact 
that friends believe they did a wonder-
fully noble thing for the military, just 
as they would probably think they did 
a wonderfully noble thing to expand 
civil rights in courts martial that 
occur in the military. But the fact is, 
under our United States Constitution, 
that so many people want to keep re-
ferring to when it’s convenient, it an-
ticipates that there will be different 
rights afforded in different areas, one 
of which is in our United States mili-
tary. 

The purpose of the military is not to 
be some socially engineered experi-
ment. It is to do one thing, and that is 
to protect our homeland, protect our 
way of life. For that reason, the Con-
stitution anticipated that Congress, 
under its authority to create courts, 
could set up military commissions, 
could set up and pass the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice, which gave the 
military an entirely different type of 
structure when it comes to processing 
their rights and adjudicating different 
aspects of military life. Because to do 
otherwise, to give everyone in the mili-
tary, as I was for 4 years, the same 
rights that are afforded in a civilian 
court means that you can destroy the 
function of the military because so 
often the military doesn’t have time to 
do all of the same things a civilian 
court does. That’s why the UCMJ was 
created, that’s why it’s constitutional, 
and that’s why we needed some forum 
like that for our military. 

It is always an honor to get to speak 
in this hallowed Hall, but hopefully we 
can cast some light on what it means 
to be in the military because, for ex-
ample, if you are suspected and there is 
probable cause to believe that a mili-
tary member has committed a crime, 
then it can be pursued as an article 15, 
nonjudicial punishment. And as we saw 
with the outrageous pursuit of an arti-
cle 15 against three valiant service-
members, they had the right to choose 
not to accept the nonjudicial punish-
ment that could have forced them into 
restriction, extra duty, taken away 
pay, dropped them in rank. Instead of 
having that forced on them, they were 
afforded their right, under the UCMJ, 
to say I’m not going to accept this; I 

want to go to trial in a court martial. 
That’s what occurred, and all three 
were acquitted—fortunately and appro-
priately. But that’s one of the ways. 

Another way is the commander, at 
different levels of command, can order 
a court martial be convened. A court 
will be convened, and a military judge 
is appointed. And if it is the com-
manding general of a facility, he can 
order a general court martial, the high-
est level court martial under the 
UCMJ. And at that general court mar-
tial, you can have a dishonorable dis-
charge—and it depends on the crime as 
to how serious the punishment could 
be—but it could be as serious as a dis-
honorable discharge and even life in 
prison. So it’s a very serious matter. 

But whereas during the days when I 
was a prosecutor, an attorney, a judge, 
a chief justice, when there was a jury 
selection in a civil court, you randomly 
sent out notices and randomly brought 
people in, and then you went through a 
jury qualification with all of those and 
called out those who did not meet the 
requirements of the law to be a juror in 
a particular case. And then once the 
jury panel was qualified, they were 
brought before the parties of a par-
ticular case and they went through 
what we in Texas call voir dire, but 
most of the country calls voir dire—it’s 
just the way we talk in Texas. But dur-
ing voir dire, the attorneys have the 
opportunity to ask questions of the 
jury panel so that they can determine 
whether or not there are people who 
can be struck for cause, and to also 
allow them to exercise what are called 
peremptory strikes so they can go 
through—and in Texas, you can have as 
many as 10 strikes in the right cases— 
to strike them for any reason as long 
as it was not prohibited by the Con-
stitution, strike people for no reason. 

In the military, if a commanding 
general convenes a court martial, it 
means he has signed off ordering that 
that servicemember be prosecuted. So 
he’s the convening authority for the 
court martial. He has ordered that this 
person be prosecuted, so he is satisfied 
in his mind, he thinks this guy ought 
to be prosecuted, brought to justice. 
And then that same authority gets to 
pick the people who will be on the jury. 
And the attorney for the defendant in 
the military will have no rights to pe-
remptory challenges as you would in 
the civilian court. They would have no 
right to try to determine who he would 
like to strike for peremptory reasons. 

It’s a very difficult process for a de-
fendant or defense attorney. There are 
cases in which someone can get life in 
prison in the military and may only 
have five members handpicked by the 
commanding general to be on the jury. 
Now, why would that be allowed? That 
probably just really infuriates some 
who are so concerned about civil rights 
and they will say, well, that’s not fair. 
But what they don’t understand is, in 
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