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Budget cuts also affect our jobs. I’m a sin-

gle parent with a child who goes to school. 
So if there are cuts, I might need assistance 
myself. 

We see the faces of our seniors, we see 
their homes, and we see how they live on a 
very limited income. Some legislators say 
it’s too much money and we can’t afford it. 
But if we don’t provide services, these people 
could literally die if we take away their life 
support. That’s what our services represent 
to the seniors who I work with: life support. 

Look, this isn’t about pointing fin-
gers and assessing blame on whose idea 
this was. Let’s figure out how to get it 
done, how to fix this. 

I can tell you, when I served on our 
finance committee in the State legisla-
ture in Wisconsin, I had the oppor-
tunity to serve on that for 6 years. I 
served on that 16-member committee 
when there were 12 Republicans and 4 
Democrats; I served on that committee 
when there were eight Republicans and 
eight Democrats; and I served on that 
committee and chaired it when there 
were 12 Democrats and 4 Republicans. 
I’ve been on pretty much every con-
figuration you can have. The way we 
did our budgeting was we would lit-
erally spend 3 days a week, 8 hours a 
day for 3 or 4 months just agonizing 
over every detail of the budget because 
it was important. Every single program 
we had, every single dollar we spent 
meant something to someone. We had 
to make sure that we were spending it 
in the most wise and efficient way pos-
sible. 

I’ve heard a lot about how Federal 
Government spends too much, how 
there’s waste, fraud, and abuse, but the 
sequester doesn’t address that. The se-
quester addresses these across-the- 
board, indiscriminate, irresponsible 
cuts we would never do when we were 
actually laying out the budgets we did 
back in our State of Wisconsin. 

I feel that these real cuts, these real 
effects that we’re going to see could be 
stopped, but the only way we can do 
that is to actually have that impact 
right here in this House of Representa-
tives. We need to get people to come 
back to the table. Stop the finger- 
pointing, stop the blaming, stop saying 
you’ll fix something a month later, 
maybe. 

I’ll tell you, last week when I was 
back in Wisconsin, I have heard more 
than 10 or 20 times that people have no 
confidence in Washington. How many 
times have we just kicked the can on 
the debt ceiling? How many times have 
we faced a deadline and the days before 
maybe started talking? Here we are 2 
days before these meat-ax cuts will 
take effect, and this House has done 
nothing. 

We need to take a much wiser ap-
proach to this. We need to make sure 
that we stop these cuts that are going 
to have real impacts to small business 
owners, to seniors, to parents with 
children who go to school, to health 
care for so many hundreds of thousands 
of people across this country, to the 
people who are going to medical 
school, to the people going to our uni-

versities, to the researchers, to every-
thing that we’ve heard of just in the 
last 45 minutes. From California, to 
Pennsylvania, to Florida, to Wisconsin, 
you’ve heard the real impacts of the se-
quester. Now it’s up to us, the House of 
Representatives, to act. Yet we 
haven’t. 

We’ve had our opportunities, and the 
Progressive Caucus and the Democrats 
have put forth real alternatives that 
will provide both cuts and revenue that 
will really deal with the amount of 
money that we have to face in the next 
2 days to take care of, and yet no one 
has come to the table. There’s no other 
plan in this room right now offered to 
deal with the sequester that we’re 
going to face in the next 48 hours. 

On behalf of the Progressive Caucus 
and our ability to talk today to the 
public, I hope you’ve heard the real im-
pact of the sequester. I hope you’ll con-
tact your Representatives, no matter 
where they are across the country. 
Email them, call them and tell them, 
Go get the job done. You’ve got 48 
hours to do that. I don’t want cuts to 
the schools that my kids go to. I don’t 
want my grandparent or my parent or 
my neighbor to lose their ability to get 
that Meals on Wheels. I don’t want my 
neighbor who is a small business owner 
who is trying to jump-start the econ-
omy to lose access to capital. 

You have to make that call because 
you’re our bosses. So, please, in the 
next 24 hours, reach out to us and tell 
your Member of Congress to get to 
work. Our job is to end the sequester. If 
we don’t, you’ll be watching, and you 
expect more of us. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 27, 2013. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 27, 2013 at 1:57 p.m.: 

Appointments: 
Joint Committee on Taxation. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SPEIER) for 30 minutes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I’d like to 
compliment the gentleman from Wis-

consin and the freshman Members who 
participated in the last hour for a job 
well done in underscoring what the se-
quester means to Americans across the 
country. 

I’m going to shift gears now as I’m 
joined by my good colleague from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN). We’re going to talk 
about gun violence. 

Those of us who’ve been victims of 
gun violence see horrific pictures in 
our minds over and over again. Mine 
was over 30 years ago, but I am still 
haunted by visuals of that day: my leg 
being blown up, my arm being blown 
up, and really thinking that I was 
going to die. 

When you look death in the eye, 
there’s a certain clarity that comes to 
you, a certain clarity about what’s im-
portant, a certain fearlessness to deal 
with issues that maybe you wouldn’t 
have dealt with under other cir-
cumstances. 

Now I am haunted by more recent 
events in Newtown. I’m haunted by the 
story told by Veronique Pozner about 
little Noah, her son. 

Little Noah was shot 11 times. A lit-
tle child was shot 11 times. She made a 
point of having an open casket at his 
funeral for one reason, because this is 
not just about numbers. This is about 
human beings. This is about visualizing 
what happens when someone is gunned 
down. 

She had an open casket, and she in-
vited the Governor of Connecticut to 
the funeral because she wanted the 
Governor to see this little cherub face. 
She said it’s not little angels going to 
Heaven. This little boy had his mouth 
blown off and his jaw gone and his hand 
gone. She wanted the Governor to re-
member that little face when legisla-
tion came to his desk. 

It’s time for all of us here in this 
House to stop thinking about numbers 
and start thinking about people. Yes, 
over 1,800 people have died since New-
town, and over 500 of them have been 
children. If we do nothing else but 
focus on the children in this country, 
that should call us to action. 

I’m going to talk about a child, a 
child from my district, an infant, a 3- 
month-old infant. This infant was 
named Izak Jimenez. He was just a lit-
tle tyke. His parents had come from 
the baby shower, had put him in his car 
seat, and the mother and the father 
with the 4-year-old child were in the 
front seat. 

b 1810 

It was mistaken identity. Gang mem-
bers—two young kids, 16 and 17 years of 
age—came and shot up their truck. 
They killed this little baby. They 
killed him. The parents were shot. The 
4-year-old was spared. They were 16- 
and 17-year-old kids. When they were 
found, they had extra handguns. 
They’re not legally allowed to have 
those handguns, but somehow they got 
them into their hands. 

We are not debating the Second 
Amendment when we talk about gun 
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violence prevention. The Second 
Amendment is secure. It’s even more 
secure since the Heller decision, when 
the Heller Court said: 

The Second Amendment guarantees every 
American the opportunity to have a gun for 
recreational purposes and to protect them-
selves in their homes, but having said that, 
it also provides government with the right to 
provide certain levels of regulation. 

So what are those certain levels of 
regulation? 

Why don’t we start with something 
really simple, really straightforward, 
and that is universal background 
checks. Don’t we want to make sure 
that people who go to gun dealers to 
buy guns legally have the right to buy 
the guns? That they’re not felons? That 
they’re not ex-felons? That they 
haven’t been charged and convicted of 
drug trafficking? That they haven’t 
been convicted of misdemeanor domes-
tic violence, or that they haven’t been 
adjudicated by a court as being men-
tally incompetent? Of course we do, 
and this number says it all. A 
Quinnipiac poll this month said that 92 
percent of Americans believe that we 
should have universal background 
checks. 

Why can’t we come together—Repub-
licans and Democrats, parents of small 
children and older children, people who 
have encountered on one level or an-
other gun violence—and say, certainly, 
we can do this; certainly, we can have 
universal background checks so that 
guns don’t get in the wrong hands, so 
that 16- and 17-year-old kids don’t get a 
hold of a gun and then shoot up an in-
nocent family? 

So what does Wayne LaPierre say 
about that? This is pretty interesting. 

Back in 1999, after Columbine, Wayne 
LaPierre was really clear about uni-
versal background checks. He said: 

On behalf of the NRA, we think it’s reason-
able to provide mandatory instant criminal 
background checks for every sale at every 
gun show—no loopholes anywhere for any-
one. 

That’s what he said in 1999. 
Now, mind you, a recent poll by 

Frank Luntz—a Republican pollster— 
of just NRA members and non-NRA gun 
members, found that 74 percent of NRA 
members and 83 percent of gun owners 
support a universal background check. 
So did Wayne LaPierre in 1999. 

What is he saying today? 
Today, before Senator LEAHY, when 

asked, ‘‘You don’t support background 
checks in all instances at gun shows?’’ 
Mr. LaPierre responds, ‘‘We do not be-
cause the fact is the law right now is a 
failure the way it is working. None of 
it makes any sense in the real world.’’ 

I would submit to my good friend Mr. 
MORAN that this is the real world and 
that we are dealing with real people. I 
know that you would like to comment, 
from your perspective, on the state of 
gun violence and the lack of gun vio-
lence prevention in this country. 

Mr. MORAN. I thank the very distin-
guished gentlelady from California. 

Thank you for heroically sharing 
with us the horrific experience that 

you went through in your very early 
adulthood. That, understandably, con-
tinues to shape your view of gun vio-
lence. Hopefully, others will share that 
view without having to go through 
such a horrific experience, but thank 
you particularly for putting a face on 
the tragedy at Newtown and on the gun 
violence that we have experienced all 
too often in this country. 

I do think that the tragedy of 20 tiny, 
little children being blown to bits has 
changed the conversation and has 
changed the attitude of the American 
people, as evidenced by the 92 percent 
who understand that universal back-
ground checks are appropriate. In fact, 
more than three-quarters of NRA mem-
bers believe that to be the case, despite 
what Mr. LaPierre’s official position is. 
It would seem that, perhaps, he is more 
interested in representing the gun 
manufacturers than the members of 
the association. 

I also learned today, as many of us 
did, that the chair of our Judiciary 
Committee, out of concern for the in-
convenience that it may cause gun pur-
chasers, has decided that the Judiciary 
Committee is not going to be consid-
ering universal background checks. 

Ms. SPEIER. Will the gentleman 
yield on that point? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentlelady 
from California. 

Ms. SPEIER. I was unaware that he 
had made that statement today. 

In California, we have universal 
background checks. We have a uni-
versal background check for private 
sales in which you have to do it 
through a local gun dealer. Even with 
all of that burden, you might argue—if 
that’s what the Judiciary chairman is 
arguing—that 600,000 guns were pur-
chased last year in the State of Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. MORAN. I thank the gentlelady. 
I believe that California’s laws are 

far more sane than the laws of many 
other States, particularly the laws of 
my own State of Virginia. 

The situation we have today is that 
over 40 percent—almost half—of the 
guns purchased in this country don’t 
have to go through a background 
check; 6.6 million firearm sales oc-
curred at gun shows and through pri-
vate arrangements that didn’t have to 
go through a background check. That’s 
not even fair to the retail sellers, who 
have to require the background check 
and comply with the law. 

It’s almost as though you have two 
security lines at an airport—one in 
which you’re going to have to stand 
and have the machine go around and 
check for metal and so on and then an-
other line that you can just walk 
through without being checked. So 
which line would criminals choose? 

Ms. SPEIER. And how is that equal 
protection under the law? 

Mr. MORAN. It just doesn’t seem to 
make sense. 

This is a democracy. It would seem 
that we have some responsibility, re-
gardless of our own views, to be respon-

sive to the overwhelming opinion of 
the American people. 

I’d like to share with my dear friend 
and colleague another interesting fact, 
and that is that auto deaths fell to 
32,000 and that deaths from firearms, 
including suicides and accidents, are 
over 30,000. So they are roughly the 
same. The Centers for Disease Control 
estimates that by 2015 there will be sig-
nificantly more deaths from firearms 
than deaths from motor vehicles. It has 
already occurred in Virginia. We had 
875 reported firearm deaths in the last 
year compared to 728 motor vehicle 
deaths. 

Now, with regard to motor vehicles, 
we have acted proactively in the form 
of seatbelt laws; we have improved 
safety standards for the manufacturers 
of the vehicles that are made in this 
country and for the vehicles that are 
sold in this country; we have harsher 
penalties for drunk driving, as well as 
having mandatory driver training 
classes. They’ve worked, and they’ve 
saved lives. 

b 1820 

Why can’t we do it with firearms? It 
seems wholly consistent with the ap-
propriate way, the way that the Amer-
ican people want us to respond to a 
problem, and this is more than a prob-
lem. This is an extraordinary situation 
that demands action by this body. 

So I would hope that regardless of 
the views of the chair of the Judiciary 
Committee, even of many of the Mem-
bers, some of whom have an A rating 
from the NRA, that we would be re-
sponsive to the overwhelming majority 
of the American people, and even NRA 
members, and act responsibly. 

In Virginia, we are one of the three 
States that are the principal source for 
trafficking of guns. Florida and Geor-
gia are the other two. People go in of-
tentimes with straw purchasers, and 
they buy large quantities of guns. They 
put them in the trunk of their car and 
drive to a street corner in an urban 
area, and they sell them. And invari-
ably they end up in criminal activity, 
oftentimes causing the deaths of peo-
ple, many innocent people such as you 
observed earlier, Ms. SPEIER. 

I want to thank the Congresswoman. 
She is a leader on this fight. It is a ter-
ribly important battle. We can’t let it 
go. Time is not on our side. Time is on 
the side of the NRA. That’s why invari-
ably they have prevailed previously. 
We can’t let that happen today. We 
can’t let that happen now. The Amer-
ican people deserve more, and certainly 
the families of those very young vic-
tims at Newtown, Connecticut, deserve 
action on our part. I thank the gentle-
lady from California. You’re a wonder-
ful leader. Thank you for your courage 
and your leadership. 

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentleman 
from Virginia for his articulate com-
mentary about this issue. 

You know, the time has come for all 
of us to stop quaking in our boots be-
cause the NRA leadership has spoken. 
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You know, I’ve spoken to a number of 
my Republican colleagues over the last 
few weeks, and they are without any 
kind of rational reason for why they 
can’t support one thing or another. 
Their beliefs have become so molded by 
what the leadership of the NRA says. 
Now the NRA leadership isn’t reflect-
ing the NRA membership, and that’s 
what we’ve got to remember. The NRA 
membership supports universal back-
ground checks. 

Let me share with you what Wayne 
LaPierre recently said, actually in a 
speech over the weekend, to continue 
to promote what I would call paranoia 
and fearmongering. He was talking 
about universal background checks, 
and he said: 

It’s aimed at registering your guns. And 
when another tragic opportunity presents 
itself, that registry will be used to confiscate 
your guns. 

The American people know that’s not 
true. A tragic opportunity, that’s what 
he calls that horrific incident in New-
town, Connecticut. Opportunity? He 
has lost all sense of reality. 

We owe it to every American to do 
something rational around gun vio-
lence prevention. And I am not going 
to stand here and be cowed by NRA 
leadership and not do what’s right. And 
oh, yes, I have already gotten plenty of 
threatening Facebook pronounce-
ments. I don’t care. I owe it to Noah 
Pozner. I owe it to little Izak. I owe it 
to Gabby Giffords. I owe it to 32 Ameri-
cans every day who get killed because 
of gun violence. 

So let’s move on and talk a little bit 
about an internal NRA memo. This 
memo lists national organizations with 
supposed antigun policies. Well, it’s 
really kind of interesting when you 
look at this. This is the enemies list 
that the NRA has developed. There are 
lots of organizations and people’s 
names on it. We just highlighted a few 
here. 

The American Association of Retired 
Persons is on their enemies list. You’ve 
got to be kidding me. 

Hallmark Cards. Now, I had to look 
long and hard to find out why Hall-
mark Cards would be on the enemies 
list for the National Rifle Association. 
I guess 20 years ago they contributed 
to an initiative to try and prevent a 
mandatory conceal and carry in a 
State, and that put them on the en-
emies list. 

The YWCA, the Young Women’s 
Christian Association; the Anti-Defa-
mation League, and many other Jewish 
organizations, I might add; the League 
of Women Voters, the organization pro-
moting all of the smart voting that 
goes on in this country, all of the op-
portunities for all of us to be able to 
access our legislators. And then the 
American Federation of Teachers and 
the National Education Association. 
These people, these organizations, 
can’t all be wrong. But the NRA has 
put them on their enemies list. 

Let me give you some other names 
you might find kind of interesting. 

These are celebrities, not organiza-
tions, but they include the likes of ac-
tress Lauren Bacall, Tony Bennett. 
Tony Bennett is on their enemies list. 
Is this taking us back to the McCarthy 
era? Sean Connery is on the enemies 
list. Michael Douglas, Billy Crystal, 
Kathie Lee Gifford, Leonard Nimoy, 
Mary Tyler Moore, John McEnroe, and 
Barry Manilow. 

Now, come on. In this country, we 
would create a list, an organization 
would create a list of enemies because 
they support gun violence prevention? 

Mr. Speaker, I’m dumbfounded by 
what goes on here from time to time. 
I’m particularly dumbfounded by the 
inability of this Congress and this 
House to stand up to the NRA leader-
ship and stand up for America. 

I’m going to close, Mr. Speaker, by 
memorializing two people in California 
that died yesterday, two Santa Cruz 
police officers in the line of duty, doing 
their job, going to a home to determine 
whether or not there had been some do-
mestic altercation. Elizabeth Butler 
was a 10-year veteran with the Santa 
Cruz Police Department. Loran Baker, 
known as Butch, was a 28-year veteran 
of the Santa Cruz Police Department. 
It’s a small town. It’s a comfortable 
town. It’s a loving town. It’s an easy-
going town. There are only 90 officers 
on their police force. They have never 
had a shooting death of a police officer 
in the history of that city. But yester-
day, they lost two of them, by a man 
who had body armor on, loaded down 
with guns, who had been convicted in 
Oregon of a sex offense of sorts, and 
who had a gun and did not have a con-
ceal permit. He comes down to Cali-
fornia with his gun—shouldn’t have 
had a gun because at that point he was 
an ex-felon—shoots two Santa Cruz po-
lice officers. Between them, they have 
five children. 

Let’s do it for the children of this 
country. Let’s do it for law enforce-
ment in this country. Let’s do it for all 
of us so we can go to the mall and we 
can go to church and we can go to 
school and not be in fear of being 
mowed down by violence 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of ill-
ness. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, February 28, 2013, at 9 a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

533. A letter from the Under Secretary, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the Stra-
tegic and Critical Materials 2013 Report on 
Stockpile Requirements; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

534. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 
(Wayne County, PA, et al.) [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2013-0002] received February 20, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

535. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations (Hali-
fax County, NC, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2013-0002] received February 20, 2013, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

536. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 
(Duval County, FL, et al.) [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2013-0002] received February 20, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

537. A letter from the President and CEO, 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s 2011 annual report 
regarding the activities and expenditures of 
the independent production service; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

538. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report on the Developmental Dis-
abilities Programs for Fiscal Years 2009-2010, 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 15005 Public Law 106- 
402, section 105; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

539. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting an extension of the 
waiver of the restrictions contained in Sec-
tion 907 of the FREEDOM Support Act of 
1992, pursuant to Public Law 107-115; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

540. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-647, ‘‘Consumer 
Protection Act of 2012’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

541. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-643, ‘‘Autono-
mous Vehicle Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

542. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-644, ‘‘New and 
Used Tire Dealer License Act of 2012’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

543. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-645, ‘‘Department 
of Parks and Recreation Fee-based Use Per-
mit Authority Amendment Act of 2012’’; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

544. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-646, ‘‘Pre-litiga-
tion Discovery of Insurance Coverage 
Amendment Act of 2012’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

545. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 19-631, ‘‘Public Ve-
hicle-for-Hire Innovation Amendment Act of 
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