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Rest in peace, Deputy Pickett.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, on
March 5 and March 6, 2018, I was un-
avoidably detained attending to rep-
resentation duties, and I would like to
indicate how I would have voted had I
been present.

On rollcall vote No. 92, I would have
voted ‘‘aye.”

On rollcall vote No. 93, I would have
voted ‘“‘aye.”

On rollcall vote No. 94, I would have
voted ‘‘aye.”

On rollcall vote No. 95, H.R. 4607, the
Comprehensive Regulatory Review Act,
I would have voted ‘‘no.”

—————

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS PRIMARY SPON-
SOR OF H.R. 40 AND H.R. 1498

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that I may
hereafter be considered to be the pri-
mary sponsor of H.R. 40, the Commis-
sion to Study and Develop Reparation
Proposals for African-Americans Act,
and H.R. 1498, the End Racial Profiling
Act, bills originally introduced by Rep-
resentative Conyers of Michigan, for
the purposes of adding cosponsors and
requesting reprintings pursuant to
clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.

————
THE NICS FIX AND DACA

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
could not help, as I listened to the col-
loquy of my two friends, to recognize
that the key element is saving lives,
saving lives from the pillage and the
murderous acts that are done with
guns.

The NICS fix is crucial. The banning
bump stocks is crucial. The expanded
waiting period is crucial, and banning
of AR-15s.

But if we can move the issue of the
NICS fix, if we can move the issue of
expanded background checks, we can
lose the taint of not doing anything
since Las Vegas, not doing anything
since Sandy Hook, Mother Emanuel,
or, tragically, Florida. It is imperative
that we save lives.

Now, let me speak very clearly to
DACA.

I invite my ICE officers to stand with
me on Sunday in Houston and tell my
thousands of DACA young people that
they will not raid their homes, they
will not jeopardize their lives, and that
they are, in fact, statused individuals
who can go about their daily business.
Join me Sunday and announce it to
them.

And I ask ICE officers to join the
Members of Congress across the Na-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tion, because these young people are
scared to death, and I would ask that
we recognize that.

Mr. Speaker, I intend to honor the
late Council Member Larry Green with
a statement in the RECORD acknowl-
edging the very fact of his great leader-
ship and the fact that he has passed.

0 1200
WASTEFUL SPENDING

(Mr. GAETZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, we sure
find a lot of ways to waste money in
this town, but the EPA may have just
reached a new low. We are spending $5
million on a study to force-feed rats
lard and coconut oil until they are
morbidly obese, then we pump their en-
closures full of exhaust until they die.
Then the EPA measures the amount of
toxins in the fat cells of the rats as op-
posed to their skinny counterparts.

So we are borrowing money from the
next generation so that we can fat-
shame dead rats that we ourselves have
poisoned in the government.

I would invite my colleagues to join
me in fighting against this and so
much other wasteful spending that we
seem to find in Washington.

HONORING THE LIFE OF KERI
GALVAN

(Mr. KIHUEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KIHUEN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to remember the life of Keri
Galvan.

Keri attended the Route 91 music fes-
tival in Las Vegas on October 1. She
was a mother of three and a wife to her
husband, Justin Galvan. She worked as
a cocktail server at Mastro’s
Steakhouse, where she worked for al-
most a decade.

She was known by her friends as
supermom, and was always there for
anybody. Keri never forgot anybody’s
special occasion and constantly made
sure everybody was okay. She is re-
membered for being a devoted wife and
mother who put others before herself.

I would like to extend my condo-
lences to Keri Galvan’s family and
friends. Please know that the city of
Las Vegas, the State of Nevada, and
the whole country grieve with you.

———

AMERICAN DOLLARS FOR
AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE

(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I just introduced
legislation that would require all feder-
ally funded transportation and infra-
structure projects to use materials
made right here in America.
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The Buy America 2.0 Act would bol-
ster American manufacturing and cre-
ate quality, family-sustaining jobs
right here in our country. Democrats
have been long fighting for these poli-
cies, but this effort should be bipar-
tisan.

American infrastructure projects
should start supporting American
workers. This is a wonderful oppor-

tunity to create millions of jobs right
here at home while investing in crit-
ical infrastructure needs that have
been long neglected.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all Mem-
bers of this House, both Democrats and
Republicans, to cosponsor my Buy
America 2.0 Act. Let’s put the Amer-
ican people back to work.

————
NO HELP FOR DREAMERS

(Mr. NORCROSS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, March
5, the President’s self-imposed dead-
line, has come and gone, and there is
still no solution for Dreamers.

We know them as Dreamers. The
President knows them as human bar-
gaining chips. They make up the fabric
of our country. They sit next to our
children in classes. They are our neigh-
bors, our friends, and our families.

I am here to tell a story about my
family, one you may not know.

My son joined the Army and was sta-
tioned in South Korea, where he met a
lovely young lady. He finally and she
finally got together, and they were
married and stationed at Fort Hood,
Texas, together, where my grand-
daughter was born. It was a very proud
day.

Later that same year, I got a call in
the middle of the night from my son,
who was crying, saying that his wife
was going to be deported. I said: De-
ported where?

Apparently, some misfiled paperwork
had shown up. My daughter-in-law is a
Dreamer. She served our country and
would give her life up.

Pass the Dream Act now so the cur-
rent generation of Dreamers can obtain
the same thing as my daughter-in-law
did.

——

THE SECOND AMENDMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GALLEGO) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RASKIN).

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to bring the good news to Congress
about where we are on the gun violence
debate because I know there have been
a lot of accusations flying back and
forth. I want us to look for the com-
mon ground. I want to bring the good
news today.
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The good news is that we actually
have an overwhelming policy consensus
in America as to what we need to do
about gun violence, and we have an
overwhelming—indeed, a unanimous—
judicial consensus about what is con-
stitutional to do.

I want us to focus on that, and then
that will allow us to isolate what the
problem is in dislodging the paralysis
in Washington today. But let’s start
with the overwhelming policy con-
sensus that has emerged in the wake of
a sequence of massacres, and it is
enough to invoke their names to re-
mind people of the bloodshed that is
engulfing our society in Parkland,
Florida; in San Bernardino, California;
in Las Vegas; in Texas; at Virginia
Tech; at Sandy Hook in Newtown, Con-
necticut; and so on. In the wake of all
these massacres, America is demanding
action.

But here is the good news. Everybody
has agreed. As close to a unanimous
agreement as you are ever going to find
in the United States of America has
emerged: 97 percent of the American
people favor a universal criminal and
mental background check on all fire-
arm purchases in America.

That is the overwhelming majority of
Democrats, the overwhelming majority
of Republicans, the overwhelming ma-
jority of Independents, the over-
whelming majority of gun owners, and
the overwhelming majority of non-gun
owners. Almost everyone in America,
97 out of 100 people—and if you take
the margin of error, it might be 99 out
of 100 people—agree that firearms
should not be sold without a back-
ground check so that criminals, gang
members, and terrorists can’t go to a
gun show and acquire a weapon of war
and then use it in our schools, in our
movie theaters, in our churches, and in
the public square.

So we have got virtually unanimous
public consensus on that. Every public
opinion poll is showing the same thing,
except the numbers continue to go up.

Now, some people will say in re-
sponse to this: Aha, but the Second
Amendment won’t allow us to do any-
thing.

There are a lot of people in this de-
bate who are now wrapping themselves
in the flag of the Second Amendment
and saying that the Second Amend-
ment prohibits us from implementing
this overwhelming public mandate for
a universal criminal and mental back-
ground check; but they are wrong, and
we know that they are wrong.

The Supreme Court, in 2008, in the
District of Columbia v. Heller case, in-
terpreted the Second Amendment de-
finitively for us, at least sufficiently
for us to understand that a background
check is perfectly constitutional.

In the Heller case, the Supreme
Court first divided over the question of
whether or not the Second Amendment
confers a collective militia-based right
or an individual right. Four Justices
said that the text of the Second
Amendment means that you only have
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a right to a firearm in connection with
militia service, which today we would
call National Guard service.

You will recall the language of the
Second Amendment is: “A well regu-
lated militia, being necessary to the
security of a free state, the right of the
people to keep and bear arms, shall not
be infringed.”

Four Justices suggested that your
right to bear and keep an arm is teth-
ered to service in the militia. But that
view lost. Five Justices took the indi-
vidual rights view that the so-called
prefatory clause just announces the
purpose of the Second Amendment, but
it defines an individual right.

But nine Justices, the entire Su-
preme Court, agreed that, whether the
right was collective or individual in
nature, that right is subject to reason-
able regulation by Congress and by the
States. Of course, that has got to be
right. Every right, all fundamental
rights, are subject to reasonable regu-
lation by the government.

Think about the First Amendment,
which guarantees the right of free
speech. It gives you the right to go out
and march in front of the White House,
but does it give you the right to march
in front of the White House at 2 o’clock
in the morning with bullhorns and to
wake up the President’s family? Of
course not.

The First Amendment is conditioned
on reasonable time, place, and manner
restrictions the Supreme Court held in
a case called Ward v. Rock Against
Racism, where the Court said it was
perfectly fine for New York City to
turn the sound down when they have a
concert in Central Park because there
are other social activities taking place.

The Second Amendment is the exact
same way, said the Supreme Court.
You have the right to possess a hand-
gun for self-defense. You have a right
to possess a rifle for purposes of hunt-
ing and recreation. You don’t have a
right to a machine gun. There is no
constitutional right to carry a sawed-
off shotgun.

There is no constitutional right to
carry weapons of war in public places.
There is no right to carry a firearm in
public buildings, said Justice Scalia,
into public schools and into the U.S.
Congress. There is no constitutional
right for that, and there is certainly no
constitutional right for anybody to ac-
cess a weapon without passing through
the regulatory screen that the govern-
ment sets up.

That is the common sense of the
American people, too. Thomas Paine,
who wrote the pamphlet ‘“‘Common
Sense,” said that common sense is es-
sential in a democracy because it is the
sense that we have in common. The
sense that we have in common today
about guns that we need a universal
criminal and mental background check
is something that is nearly unani-
mously held, and it is something that
clearly passes constitutional muster
according to the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion in the District of Columbia v.
Heller in 2008.
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So we have got a public policy con-
sensus, a popular consensus, and a con-
stitutional juridical consensus about
the right thing to do and the constitu-
tional thing to do. Yet what do we have
here in Congress? We have got paral-
ysis. We have got absolute inaction in
defiance of the public will.

Why? Nobody really says. The GOP
leaders, Mr. Speaker, simply refuse to
bring a universal background check
bill to the floor of Congress. They
won’t even permit a hearing in the
House Judiciary Committee about it,
despite the fact that that is what ev-
erybody wants and that is what the
times demand right now.

Why? Have we become a failed state?
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Are we unable to govern?

Does democracy not work anymore?

Is that what we are saying?

I hope not. I hope we have not be-
come a failed State. I hope we are able
to address the public safety needs of
the people. I hope we are able to ad-
dress the democratic will of the Amer-
ican public. I hope we are able to effec-
tuate the majority will of Congress, be-
cause we know that, forced to a vote, a
majority of Congress would support
this.

So what is going on?

Well, James Madison, in Federalist
Paper No. 10, predicted it well when he
talked about the problem of faction. He
talked about a minority of people ani-
mated by some passion or some com-
mon interest that goes against the
rights of the rest of the public and
against the common good, against the
general interest of the people.

But our institutions have got to be
set up to legislate over the demands of
one small faction, the 2 or 3 percent of
the people who don’t want to see a uni-
versal background check because they
spread the mythology that any gun
safety regulation will lead to a confis-
cation of people’s firearms, which is ut-
terly absurd and ridiculous and demon-
strably false.

Yet, that tiny group of people, that
tiny faction, has been allowed in this
Congress to control the public agenda
and to dictate to everybody else, when
we have tens of thousands, and soon, on
Saturday, March 24th, hundreds of
thousands of young people marching
for the most elementary rights of life
in a civil society.

And what is that?

The right to security and safety—the
whole reason we have got a social con-
tract. If you read your Thomas Hobbes,
you read your John Locke, you read
your Jean-Jacques Rousseau, the whole
basis of civil society is that we will be
safer entering into the social contract
than we would be if we stuck it out in
the state of nature, which John Locke
and Thomas Hobbes described as a war
of all against all, where life is nasty,
poor, brutish, and short.

So we are asking for the leadership in
Congress simply to act. Let us bring
this bill to the floor of Congress, and
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stop with the distractions and the de-
flections and the diversions. They can
bring up 50 other things. The people of
America know, with our common
sense, that we need a universal crimi-
nal and mental background check for
everyone.

Mr. Speaker, I would love it if some-
one could explain why that legislation
is not allowed to see the light of day on
the floor of the House with not even a
hearing or a vote in the House Judici-
ary Committee. This is a public emer-
gency. The young people of America,
beginning with the heroic kids, the sur-
vivors in Parkland, Florida, will not
let us off the hook.

One of them was asked the question:
Well, why suddenly have you unleashed
this revolution across the country
against one minor faction control of all
of Congress? Why did it happen now,
but it didn’t happen back at Sandy
Hook?

One of the young leaders said: ‘At
Sandy Hook, they assassinated first
graders with an AR-15 at pointblank
range; but in Parkland, Florida, they
assassinated high school students. We
are more educated and we have a voice
and we know how social media works.”

There is no putting the genie back in
the bottle. There is going to be no
avoiding this question. At the very
least, we must have a vote on a uni-
versal criminal and mental background
check for all firearm purchases in the
United States of America. The people
want it. The Supreme Court has made
it clear that such legislation is con-
stitutional.

In Maryland, in 2013, we passed not
only fingerprint licensing and uni-
versal background checks, we passed a
ban on military-style assault weapons,
a ban on high-capacity magazines.
These are bans that are, again, favored
by more than two-thirds of the Amer-
ican people.

It was challenged in Federal district
court in Maryland and it was upheld
against Second Amendment attack.
They appealed to the Fourth Circuit of
Appeals. It was upheld against Second
Amendment attack. They went to the
Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court
let it stand.

So within the Fourth Circuit Court
of Appeals, within our circuit, we have
already got all of the legislation
upheld as constitutional, which some
people are saying you can’t do because
of the Second Amendment.

Stop hiding behind the Second
Amendment. Stop hiding behind it. The
Second Amendment is just like every
other amendment. You can pass a rea-
sonable regulation, as long as you
don’t destroy the underlying right
itself.

Nobody is trying to take away any-
one’s handgun for self-defense. No one
is trying to take away anyone’s rifle
for hunting and recreational purposes.
But you don’t need an AR-15 in order
to go hunting. Any real hunter will tell
you.

You certainly don’t need to allow the
sale of firearms in the United States of
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America to criminals and terrorists
and gang members in order to support
the Second Amendment. That is ludi-
crous. It is absurd. We should stop
spreading that propaganda. I think it is
just so important that we get this mes-
sage out to the American public.

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to say that, for 242 years, when-
ever and wherever America’s freedom
has been threatened, we called in the
Marines.

A Marine Corps infantry platoon is
trained to close with and destroy the
enemy by firearm and maneuver. That
is what we do. That is our purpose. Ma-
rines kick in the door and kill the bad
guys. Period. I know because that is
what I had to do in Iraq. My platoon
fought door-to-door against deadly in-
surgents. For this mission, the Marine
Corps issued me an M-16 A4.

The M-16 is a weapon designed with
exquisite precision for the singular
purpose of killing as many people as
possible in the shortest amount of
time. It is not for deer hunting. It is
for killing people.

The original M-16 was relentlessly re-
fined to take enemy lives in combat.
But you might know the version avail-
able in stores called an AR-15. Repub-
licans and their bosses at the NRA be-
lieve almost anyone should be able to
carry this weapon of war. That is right.
Republicans honestly believe that this
killing machine has a place in our com-
munities. They think that a weapon
very similar to one I carried in Al
Anbar belongs on the streets of Phoe-
nix.

That is idiotic, and I will explain
why.

Republicans aren’t just ignoring the
voices of the thousands of victims.
They are also denying basic physics.
Because a round from an AR-15 is larg-
er and leaves the muzzle traveling fast-
er, it will impact the body without
about three times more energy than a
bullet from a handgun.

Surgeons treating the Parkland vic-
tims described organs that looked like
“‘overripe melons smashed by a sledge-
hammer.” They talk about exit wounds
as big as oranges. They recount open-
ing bodies of these children, hoping to
stem the bleeding, and discovering
that, as one doctor put it, ‘‘there was
nothing left to repair.”

And here is the thing: that is not an
unexpected outcome. Delivering fatal
wounds that no surgeon can fix is the
whole point of these weapons. That is
precisely why they were given to us in
combat.

The AR-15 also has a standard maga-
zine of 30 rounds. Those 30 rounds are
necessary if you are putting down sup-
pressive fire or engaging insurgents.
They are not very useful when you are
hunting deer.

Mr. Speaker, I can confidently say
that if you need more than a handful of
shots to put down the deer, you are
probably the problem, not the weapon.

In addition, the AR-15 has a signifi-
cantly faster effective rate of fire than
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a bolt-action hunting rifle or a hand-
gun. That means you can shoot more
people in less time. That means police
officers responding to the scene of a
shooting will be outgunned and out-
matched. That means more children
will die in the classrooms before help
can arrive.

I went through literally thousands of
hours of training to become a marine.
It was arduous and grueling. I was
taught how to clean and care for my
weapon. I had to pass a rigorous
marksmanship test. I was only armed
after I earned the privilege and respon-
sibility for that weapon.

In contrast, my Republican friends
think anyone should be able to walk
into a sporting goods store anywhere in
America and walk out with an AR-15.

When children are slaughtered in
their classrooms, we respond with
thoughts and prayers instead of smart-
er policies or stronger laws. We are
asked to simply accept this bloodshed
as an unavoidable fact of American
life.

Not anymore.

How about this? Let’s reform our
background check system. Let’s ban
assault rifles and keep weapons of war
out of our communities. Then, if people
are truly desperate to fire those types
of weapons, they can do what I did: go
to www.marines.mil and enlist.

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Lasky, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 294. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
2700 Cullen Boulevard in Pearland, Texas, as
the “Endy Nddiobong Ekpanya Post Office
Building”.

H.R. 452. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
324 West Saint Louis Street in Pacific, Mis-
souri, as the ‘‘Specialist Jeffrey L. White, Jr.
Post Office”.

H.R. 1207. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 306 River Street in Tilden, Texas, as the
“Tilden Veterans Post Office”.

H.R. 1208. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 9155 Schaefer Road, Converse, Texas, as
the ‘“‘Converse Veterans Post Office Build-
ing”.

H.R. 1858. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 4514 Williamson Trail in Liberty, Pennsyl-
vania, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Ryan Scott
Ostrom Post Office”.

H.R. 1988. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1730 18th Street in Bakersfield, California,
as the ‘“Merle Haggard Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 2254. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 2635 Napa Street in Vallejo, California, as
the ‘“‘Janet Capello Post Office Building’.

H.R. 2302. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 259 Nassau Street, Suite 2 in Princeton,
New Jersey, as the ‘“Dr. John F. Nash, Jr.
Post Office”.
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