June 21, 2016

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the
whole world knows that on June 12, a
gunman shot and killed 49 people and
wounded 53 more in the worst mass
shooting in modern American history,
but what they may not know is, there
has been at least 10 other mass shoot-
ing incidents in America since Orlando.
By mass shootings, I mean incidents
where at least four people were injured
or killed by gunfire.

Two of those mass shootings were in
Chicago, in my home State of Illinois.
On June 13, five men were shot in the
BEast Garfield Park neighborhood, and
on June 18, four people were shot in the
middle of the afternoon in the South
Shore neighborhood. Fortunately, none
of the victims in these two Chicago
mass shootings were fatally wounded,
but since the Orlando shooting, there
have been many other gunshot victims
in Chicago who have lost their lives.

Last Friday, Yvonne Nelson, a city
worker, was shot and Kkilled walking
out of a coffee shop on the South Side
in the middle of the afternoon. The
shooter was aiming for someone else in
an apparent gang dispute, but Ms. Nel-
son was shot in the chest and killed.
She was 49 years old, a member of the
New Life Covenant Church, and beloved
by friends and family. She was de-
scribed as a beautiful person, hard-
working, loving, kind. She was taken
from us last Friday.

Last Thursday, Denzel Thornton,
who worked for the Chicago Public
School System, was shot and killed
outside the entrance of McNair Ele-
mentary School in the South Austin
neighborhood shortly after noon. He
was 25 years old, a graduate of DePaul
University, and aspired to be a chef. He
was a promising young man with a
bright future ahead of him. He was
taken from us in the middle of the day
as the elementary school children
looked on.

This past weekend, 13 people were
shot and killed in Chicago, and at least
41 others were injured by gunfire. The
youngest shooting victim was only 3
years old.

So far this year, over 1,700 men,
women, and children have been wound-
ed or killed by gunfire in the city of
Chicago. I will keep the victims and
their families and loved ones in my
thoughts and prayers, but thoughts and
prayers are not enough. As lawmakers,
it is our responsibility to do everything
in our power to protect the people we
represent and to stop the killing in the
neighborhoods of America.

Last Friday, I visited the city of Chi-
cago and went to several different
spots to get a perspective on this gun
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violence and killing. I met for an hour
with the superintendent of police,
Eddie Johnson. He has 28 years on the
Chicago police force. This is man who
started as a patrolman. He understands
the violence on the streets. We talked
about so many different things.

They have identified 1,300 who they
suspect are most likely to be shooters
or victims. By and large, these are men
with a history of gun violence. Over
the Memorial Day weekend, approxi-
mately 66 people were shot in the city
of Chicago, and 80 percent of them
came from the list. So we have a finite
list of suspects whose names pop up
more often than not when it comes to
this gun violence. We talked about
ways to address it, and there are many
people thinking about how to deal with
it in the right way, in a constitutional
way but with a specific strategy to end
this gun violence.

The superintendent told me a story.
He said: You know, after you have been
a cop in Chicago for a while, you get
pretty tough. There aren’t many things
that make you emotional, but I do re-
member when there was a shooting in a
home and a grandmother was killed
and a toddler next to her was killed.
We arrested the 15-year-old.

The superintendent said: I looked in
his eyes, and I said: What were you
thinking to spray that gun into that
home and killing that grandmother
and that toddler, and he said that
young man looked him in the eye and
said: They shouldn’t have been there.
They should have known better.

The superintendent said:
crushed with that comment.

I talked to him about a visit I made
to the juvenile facility about 6 weeks
ago in Chicago to meet some of the
young people who were waiting to
stand trial. They had been charged
with adult crimes. They are in the ju-
venile facility being held until the date
of the trial. Some of them wait 1 year
to 2 years. They take on a life in this
juvenile center. There is a high school,
a gym, activities, and there is also
counseling. For many of these young
people, this is the first time ever that
someone with professional credentials
sat down with them and tried to figure
out what was going on in their minds
and why they would commit these
crimes of violence.

Afterward, I asked one of the coun-
selors: What kind of mental condition
do you find in these young people who
are engaged in this random violence?
He said they find everything—a spec-
trum of mental illness, from bipolar to
schizophrenia, to acute depression, and
on and on and on—but he said there is
one recurring finding: 92 percent of
these juveniles have a recurring issue.
I asked: What is it? He said that 92 per-
cent of them have either been the vic-
tims of or witnessed violent trauma.

When we think about PTSD—men
and women who take on the uniform of
the United States and go off to war and
who either hurt themselves or witness
violence that occurs on the battle-
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field—and they come home troubled
and needing counseling and help. By
and large, these folks are over the age
of 18, but now we are talking about
teenagers and adolescents having gone
through the same or similar experience
with violence. What impact does that
have on the human mind of an adoles-
cent? Are we dealing with some form of
post-traumatic stress disorder that
makes them so hardened and callused
that they don’t even appreciate the vi-
olence of their own lives and their own
acts? I think that is a very real con-
cern.

Let me quickly interject that strug-
gling with mental illness does not
mean you are going to be a violent
criminal at all. It is more likely that
you are going to be the victim of a
crime with your mental illness or men-
tal condition, but we have to take an
honest look at this aspect of what we
are dealing with when it comes to vio-
lence.

Friday night, I went to visit a
friend—a controversial friend, to some
a radical Catholic priest in Chicago but
from where I am standing, the man
who has given his life to a neighbor-
hood who desperately needs it. His
name is Mike Pfleger, and he is a
Catholic priest at St. Sabina in Chi-
cago. He had a peace march on Friday
night. Father Mike brought out 400
people—300 African American and 100
White and Hispanic. We had a rally and
at that rally mothers stood up and read
the names of those under the age of 20
who have been killed this year in the
city of Chicago. They read 150 names
ranging from 20 years of age to zero,
babies who were shot and killed.

There were a lot of tears that night
over the losses, and a reminder that
the statistics we read every single day
in a newspaper are real human lives
causing real human pain and suffering
to the families who survive. Then, Fa-
ther Mike rallied everybody and took
them out on a march through the
neighborhood there, trying to reclaim
one of the toughest, most challenging
areas in the city of Chicago.

So what are we going to do about it—
the U.S. Senate right here in Wash-
ington, DC? Last night, it was a dis-
appointment.

Many of us took to the floor to join
Senator MURPHY last week in his fili-
buster. He was the leader, and I give
him the credit for his steely determina-
tion to stand here—literally, stand
here for, I believe, 15 hours in a fili-
buster—to force the votes we had last
night. Senator MCCONNELL, the Repub-
lican leader, agreed to have those
votes, and after they were finished, all
four amendments were defeated. I am
sure many people across the country
said: What a waste of time that the
Senate would acknowledge the prob-
lem, yet not find a solution to move
forward. Well, I would add quickly that
we haven’t given up and we shouldn’t.
Senator SUSAN CoLLINS of Maine is
working on an amendment right now
relative to the question of whether a
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suspected terrorist should be able to
buy firearms in America. I think that
is a pretty clear question and answer.
Most Americans, 90 percent, say for
goodness’ sake, stop suspected terror-
ists from getting their hands on weap-
ons. Yet the Senate defeated Senator
FEINSTEIN’s effort last night to do just
that. I voted for it, but it didn’t get the
60 votes needed.

Senator COLLINS has picked up the
banner, and she is trying to put to-
gether a Dbipartisan measure. We
haven’t seen it in its entirety, but I en-
courage her, and I have tried by work-
ing with her to plug in some of the
gaps and answer some of the questions
about her approach. I hope she is suc-
cessful, and I hope a bipartisan meas-
ure emerges from the Senate and puts
pressure on the House of Representa-
tives. There is absolutely no excuse for
us not doing everything in our power to
keep semi-automatic weapons out of
the hands of suspected terrorists, con-
victed felons, and those who suffer
from serious mental instability.

How deadly are these weapons? There
is something called Snapchat, which I
am not an expert on by any means, but
it is a video that lasts about 10 sec-
onds. One of the victims at Pulse
nightclub in Orlando turned on her
Snapchat video as the firing started,
and in the span of 9 seconds, you can
count 17 rounds that were fired into the
crowd, one of which killed the woman
who was taking the video. That is the
kind of weapon this crazed man was
able to buy and take into a nightclub
and Kkill 49 innocent people and injure
more than 50.

Why would we make that easy for
someone who is a suspected terrorist?
Does that really reflect what we feel in
America? I don’t think so. Ninety per-
cent of Americans think we should do
just the opposite and stop these sus-
pected terrorists from having easy ac-
cess.

There was an amendment offered yes-
terday by Senator CORNYN of Texas,
supported by the National Rifle Asso-
ciation. It did not pass. I voted against
it. It was not a valid approach to deal-
ing with this issue because Senator
CORNYN required, if a suspected ter-
rorist was going to buy a firearm, that
the burden was on the U.S. Govern-
ment to go to court if they challenged
their being on the terrorist list. The
burden was on the government, within
72 hours, to come up with a lawsuit, a
criminal action, to stop the person
from buying a firearm. If the same per-
son wanted to get on an airplane in the
State of Texas and was on a no-fly list,
they wouldn’t get on the airplane. It
wouldn’t be a question of the govern-
ment going to court to prove it. For
the safety of the other passengers, we
would keep the suspected terrorist off
the airplane. Why not when it comes to
semi-automatic weapons? Shouldn’t
the burden at least be in favor of secu-
rity and safety for the people of the
United States?

That is still an issue for us to re-
solve. Is Congress doing all it can to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

stop the daily toll of gun violence and
the involvement of guns with suspected
terrorists? Not even close. So many
shootings are preventable. They never
would have happened if our laws did a
better job Kkeeping guns out of the
hands of dangerous people. But too
many Members of Congress are too
afraid to stand up to the gun lobby.
They are afraid to vote for common-
sense reforms, supported by 90 percent
of the American people, for fear that
the NRA will come after them in the
next election.

Remember, the gun lobby fights laws
that make it harder for them to sell
guns. First and foremost, they are not
constitutional scholars. They are sell-
ers of firearms, and they want to sell
increasingly large volumes of their
product so they make more profits.
The National Rifle Association and gun
lobby groups are constantly working to
weaken laws on the books and prevent
any new laws that might prevent gun
sales. As a result, we have a ludicrous
set of loopholes in our laws that allows
criminals, the mentally ill, and even
suspected terrorists to buy guns. We
can’t let this continue. As lawmakers,
we have a responsibility to protect
Americans from gun violence. After
last night’s votes, it is clear we haven’t
done our job.

Last week, the American Medical As-
sociation declared in an official state-
ment that gun violence in America is
‘‘a public health crisis requiring a com-
prehensive public health response and
solution.” This was the first such dec-
laration that has been made by our Na-
tion’s largest medical association, and
I commend the AMA for their leader-
ship.

The numbers behind their decision
are staggering. Every year, almost
32,000 Americans are killed with guns.
On an average day in America, 297
Americans are shot, and 91 of those
shootings are fatal. Communities
across the Nation are affected by this
violence. In cities like Chicago, the
daily toll of these shootings is dev-
astating.

Last week, when I joined Senator
MURPHY and almost 40 other Demo-
cratic colleagues, we spoke out or tried
to speak out to get the Senate to de-
bate this issue—not just a quick
driveby vote of four amendments, take
it or leave it, but a meaningful debate
with real alternatives brought to the
floor. The filibuster lasted 15 hours and
caught the attention of the Nation.
Having been in this business for a
while, I can tell whether our activities
here are even noticed. They were. That
filibuster was noticed. People came up
to me and said: Thank goodness you
are finally going to say something, do
something, and vote on this issue of
ending gun violence.

Well, words are not enough, and the
votes last night are not enough. We
need to start with commonsense re-
form supported by the overwhelming
majority of Americans. Keeping fire-
arms out of the hands of suspected ter-
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rorists shouldn’t even be debated; it is
so obvious. We should prevent sus-
pected terrorists from buying guns and
make sure an FBI criminal background
check is conducted every time a gun is
sold.

There is no excuse for what is going
on now in Northern Indiana. Gun shows
take place there regularly. Guns are
sold in volume out of those gun shows
with no background checks on the buy-
ers. So the gangbangers of Chicago and
the others head over to Northern Indi-
ana—it is just across the border—fill
up their trunks with guns and bring
them into the city of Chicago.

The police department in the city of
Chicago has confiscated one crime gun
per hour for every day this year, and
we still have a huge backlog of guns
that are floating through the commu-
nity in the hands of those who have no
business owning or using a gun. The
Chicago Police Department is trying to
keep up with this wave of firearms
flooding our city. They have con-
fiscated more guns than the cities of
New York and Los Angeles combined,
and they still can’t keep up with it.

There is no excuse for the gun show
loophole. We should have serious,
meaningful background checks of ev-
eryone purchasing firearms. The con-
scientious, self-respecting gun owners
of America agree with this. They went
through a background check to buy
their guns. They think people should
do that as well to avoid selling guns to
the wrong people.

We must never forget our obligation
to do everything we can to keep Amer-
ica safe. Our first obligation is to pro-
vide for the common defense, promote
the general welfare, and insure domes-
tic tranquility in the United States. If
that is our obligation, there is much
more that needs to be done—Kkeeping
America safe from gun violence.

Thousands of Americans are shot and
killed each year in shootings that
could have been prevented. There are
steps we can take that are consistent
with our Constitution. With our tradi-
tion of supporting hunting, sports
shooting, guns for self-defense, we can
still take meaningful steps to avoid
tragic death, and we shouldn’t be
afraid to do that.

I am not going to quit on this issue,
and many of my colleagues will not ei-
ther. I ask the American people, don’t
quit and don’t get discouraged. Keep
speaking out for commonsense reforms
as the American Medical Association
did last week. When people ask me
what they can do, I say: In our demo-
cratic form of government, it is very
basic. It is called an election. If this
issue of gun safety means something to
you, ask that Member of Congress or
the congressional candidate, that Sen-
ator or the Senatorial candidate, where
they stand. If it is important enough,
make your vote follow the answer. Join
us and stand together. We can beat
back the gun lobby and start saving
lives and protecting the innocent
across America. We can do this, and we
must.
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Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

COMPROMISE GUN LEGISLATION

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I come to
the floor today to announce my sup-
port and my hope that all of us will
support the bipartisan compromise
that will be proffered this afternoon by
Senator COLLINS, myself, Senator
HEITKAMP, and others on the Demo-
cratic side to actually put something
on the floor that is not designed to fail
but is designed to pass.

Many of us have been concerned that
we use lists that actually mean some-
thing. We believe that somebody who is
not allowed to fly, somebody who is on
the no-fly list, should not be allowed to
purchase a weapon but that those peo-
ple who find themselves in that posi-
tion should be afforded due process pro-
tections as well, as is necessary under
the Constitution.

The problem with the broader watch
list that there was an amendment on
last night is it is a broad watch list
with more than a million people. There
are bits and pieces of information from
many of our intelligence agencies. It
isn’t really designed for this purpose.
So what we have done with this com-
promise piece of legislation is taken
the no-fly list, as well as what is called
the selectee list, which is a slightly
broader list of those who are allowed to
fly but are retained for additional
screening. These are defined lists,
much smaller, and affect a much small-
er group of Americans.

If you find yourself on these lists,
then the Attorney General would have
the ability to block that gun purchase,
but you would be given robust due
process protections as well, where you
could challenge it. The presumption of
innocence would be there, and it would
be the government’s job to actually
prove that you belong on that list and
should be denied the purchase of a
weapon. If the government could not
prove their case, the government would
actually pay the attorney’s fees as
well. So there are strong, robust due
process protections here as well.

But this is simply based on the prin-
ciple that if you are denied the right to
fly, it stands to reason that, without
additional checks, you should not be
able to purchase a weapon.

That is what this compromise piece
of legislation is all about. A lot will be
said outside of this body—that it is in-
tended for other purposes—but I would
encourage everyone to look at the leg-
islation we are offering this afternoon.
It has bipartisan support—unlike most
of what has been put forward so far—
and it has growing support as well.
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We actually believe we ought to put
something on the floor that will pass,
not just protect one party or the other
in terms of an election coming up. We
want to actually have an impact on the
situation.

With that, I urge support for the bi-
partisan compromise we are going to
offer this afternoon.

Mr. President, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FLAKE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

UNITED KINGDOM AND THE
EUROPEAN UNION

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, on Sep-
tember 2, 1939, the House of Commons
convened to debate whether to declare
war on Germany for having invaded
Poland. Prime Minister Neville
Chamberland seemed ambivalent and
didn’t immediately call for a declara-
tion. Clement Atlee, the Labor Party
leader was absent that day. When his
deputy rose and declared that he would
‘“‘speak for Labor,” Conservative MP
Leo Amery famously yelled from
across the floor: ‘“‘Speak for England!”

I am here today to speak for Eng-
land, for Great Britain, indeed for all of
the United Kingdom. This Thursday,
June 23, the British people will answer
a momentous question: Should the
United Kingdom remain a member of
the European Union or leave the Euro-
pean Union?

I have not stated nor will I state
today a position on this question. The
British people alone should decide
their policy toward the Continent.
What I will defend is their sovereign
right as a people to decide this ques-
tion free of external influences, foreign
threats, and hysterical fear-mongering.

The ‘‘great and the good,” the
Davoisie elite, are united in horror at
the prospect of a British exit from the
EU. According to these Eurocrats, if
the British people choose to leave the
EU, then the people must be punished.
Some have called for immediate tax in-
creases and budget cuts should the
“Leave” campaign win. Business lead-
ers threaten to move jobs out of Brit-
ain and to the Continent. Many econo-
mists speculate that recession is the
best possible outcome, with depression
the more likely outcome.

Most disappointing of all, foreign
governments have made egregious
threats of retaliation in trade, finan-
cial matters, and other economic mat-
ters, both to punish the British people
for exercising their sovereign right of
self-government and to intimidate the
other peoples of Europe from doing the
same. I would say the only thing they
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aren’t predicting is war and pes-
tilence—but they are. Indeed, one lead-
ing Hurocrat said a British exit could
mean ‘‘the end of Western civiliza-
tion.”

If the Davoisie elite were doing even
a passable job of governing their own
countries, perhaps their unsolicited ad-
vice might be heeded. But let’s face it.
Europe is beset by its own problems,
not the least caused by the democracy
deficit in the European Union. With no
coordination or democratic account-
ability, the Eurocrats last summer al-
lowed migrants to overrun their con-
tinent. Most of these migrants lack the
job skills and education to contribute
meaningfully to European economies.
Some migrants went on rampaging
crime sprees, and terrorists infiltrated
the migrant flows to enter France and
commit the Paris attacks. Meanwhile,
the migrant flow continues across the
Mediterranean, with hundreds dying en
route. What is the Eurocrats’ policy?
“If you survive the trip, you can stay.”
How is that moral? How is that wise?

The economies of Europe aren’t much
better. Many countries are trapped be-
neath unpayable mountains of debt,
saddled with austerity plans merely to
make the next repayment and avoid de-
fault. Unemployment is high, and for
young people it is rampant and chron-
ic. Growth is negligible. In fact, the
only continent with lower growth than
Europe is Antarctica.

I am amazed, maybe even a little
amused, that despite these and other
manifest failures, the Eurocrats pre-
sume to lecture the British people. Per-
haps they hope ‘“‘Project Fear’ will suf-
ficiently intimidate the Brits into vot-
ing for ““‘Remain.” After all, if the EU
loses Great Britain, Europe will lose
350 million pounds a week, and it will
lose a dumping ground for a quarter
million migrants a year. The stakes
are pretty high for Brussels.

But that doesn’t justify their fla-
grant interference with Britain’s do-
mestic politics. Since the Davoisie
elite are threatening to punish the
Brits if they leave the EU, let me say
in response that the American people
will stand with our British cousins no
matter what they decide. If the Con-
tinent dares to retaliate against Brit-
ain, I will do everything in my power
to defend and strengthen the Anglo-
American alliance that built so much
of the modern world and on which it
still depends.

The Eurocrats may want to pressure
Britain, but perhaps they might recall
that Britain is not the only land where
pressure can be brought to bear. On my
last trip to Europe, I heard from many
political and business leaders who were
eager—desperate, even—to consum-
mate the Transatlantic Trade and In-
vestment Partnership. The Paris and
Brussels attacks vividly reminded us
that the small continental countries
depend heavily on American intel-
ligence to support their counterterror-
ism efforts. Of course, need anyone be
reminded which NATO country under-
writes the independence and security of
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