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support a ban on the sale and posses-
sion of high-capacity magazines. There 
are 57 percent who support an assault 
weapons ban, and 56 percent say that 
stricter gun laws would reduce gun-re-
lated deaths. 

We have a difficult issue which is not 
going to be solved overnight, and no-
body thinks that it will. Yet the Amer-
ican people are demanding that we 
have the courage to stand up to the 
NRA and finally take some action that 
will move us in the right direction. Let 
me just suggest some of the ways I be-
lieve we should go forward in a bipar-
tisan way. 

Once again, the American people be-
lieve and I believe in universal back-
ground checks. That means, among 
other things, ending the so-called gun 
show loophole, because background 
checks don’t mean anything if some-
body can go to a gun show or on the 
internet and buy weapons without un-
dergoing any background check. Over-
whelmingly, the American people say 
that before somebody is able to pur-
chase a gun, we need to know: Is the 
person a killer? Is he a person who has 
engaged in domestic violence? Is he 
somebody who has a history of mental 
health problems? If that is the case, 
that person should not be buying a gun. 

I think serious gun safety legislation 
must include addressing the so-called 
straw man purchases. This is a provi-
sion by which people can legally go to 
gun shops, buy the weapons that they 
want, but then they are going to sell 
those weapons or distribute those 
weapons to people who should not be 
owning those weapons and who could 
not have purchased those weapons on 
their own. I have indicated it is my 
view that we should ban assault weap-
ons in this country—weapons that are 
designed for no other purpose but to 
kill human beings. 

Furthermore, I think it is clear that 
we are a nation that is facing a mental 
health crisis. I know that in my of-
fice—and I expect in the offices of 
other Senators—we get calls all of the 
time from people who say: I am worried 
about my husband. I am worried about 
my brother. He is at his wits end. I 
don’t know what he is going to do to 
himself or what he is going to do to 
somebody else. We have been searching 
for mental health treatment, but we 
cannot find anything that is available 
now or that we can afford. 

I believe we should be moving for-
ward to pass legislation which says 
that Americans who suffer today from 
mental health crises should be able to 
get the mental healthcare they need 
now, not 2 months from now, because 2 
months from now may be too late. 

We also need to address the fact that, 
every year, women are being killed by 
their husbands or their boyfriends and 
that if somebody is a stalker, if some-
body is convicted of domestic violence, 
if somebody is under a restraining 
order, we should be clear that that per-
son should not be owning a gun. This is 
just some of what I think needs to be 
done. 

We are at a moment when the Amer-
ican people have had it up to here. 
They do not want to turn on their TVs 
tomorrow or next week or next month 
and see the horrible, unspeakable 
things that we have seen in schools 
throughout this country. 

At this particular moment in his-
tory, I hope that in a bipartisan way 
we can come together and do what the 
American people want us to do, which 
is to pass commonsense gun safety leg-
islation that is supported by the over-
whelming majority of the American 
people. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

NET NEUTRALITY 
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I would 

like to speak on behalf of my constitu-
ents and the tens of millions of Ameri-
cans who rely on a free and open inter-
net. 

Make no mistake, we are locked in a 
historic battle to preserve the core 
principles of competition, innovation, 
and consumer choice that have made 
the internet the world’s greatest plat-
form for commerce and communica-
tions; a historic battle to restore the 
hallmark of American innovation and 
democratization; a historic battle to 
protect America’s innovation incu-
bator and job generator—a battle for 
net neutrality. 

In December, the Trump FCC, the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
eliminated net neutrality. These rules 
prevented your internet service pro-
vider—Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, and 
Charter—from indiscriminately charg-
ing more for internet fast lanes or 
slowing down or even blocking certain 
websites entirely, the very rules that 
allow inventors, entrepreneurs, and 
small businesses, the lifeblood of the 
American economy, to connect to the 
internet. 

The reason why is simple. The Trump 
administration sides with the rich and 
the powerful first and consistently puts 
everyday American lives last. We have 
seen them wage an all-out assault on 
healthcare, on climate change, and now 
on net neutrality, but today the inter-
net is fighting back, and we have a 
powerful tool at our disposal that will 
allow the average consumer to have 
their voices heard right here on the 
floor of the U.S. Senate. 

Today I am officially introducing a 
CRA—Congressional Review Act—reso-
lution that will fully restore net neu-
trality. The entire Senate Democratic 
caucus is now standing with the mil-
lions of Americans who want to reverse 
the FCC’s partisan actions and restore 
net neutrality. 

Net neutrality is not and should not 
be a partisan issue. I thank Senator 
SUSAN COLLINS for supporting my CRA, 
and I encourage other Republican col-
leagues to stand with all of us who sup-
port net neutrality. We are just one 
vote away in the Senate from restoring 
net neutrality. There will be a vote 
right here on the floor of the Senate 
sometime this spring. The clock is 
ticking. We just need a simple major-
ity for passage, and that is just one 
more vote. 

When we take that vote, every one of 
my colleagues will have to answer the 
simple question: Whose side are you 
on? Do you stand with hard-working 
American families for whom the inter-
net is essential or do you stand with 
the Big Money corporate interests and 
their army of lobbyists? We should all 
be on the right side of history. 

Millennials are motivated. Momen-
tum is building. Citizens are joining to-
gether demonstrating, writing letters, 
calling their Members of Congress, and 
taking this message to social media. 
They are joined by groups that include 
Fight for the Future, Demand 
Progress, Free Press, the Center for 
Digital Technology, the Center for 
Media Justice, Color of Change, Com-
mon Cause, Consumers Union, Engine, 
the National Hispanic Media Coalition, 
the Open Technology Institute, Public 
Knowledge, and many others out across 
the country that are organizing right 
now as part of an effort that is going to 
bring millions of voices into the offices 
of every Senator and every House 
Member in our country. 

This fight is not limited to the Halls 
of Congress. We are seeing a historic 
groundswell of activity at the State 
and local level. The Governors in Ha-
waii, New Jersey, Vermont, Montana, 
and New York have issued executive 
orders promoting net neutrality. 

State legislatures in more than half 
of the United States are currently con-
sidering net neutrality legislation. 
Just today, 76 mayors across the Na-
tion signed a letter opposing net neu-
trality repeal, and 23 State attorneys 
general have filed suit to reinstate the 
rule, and we plan to stand by them 
throughout this entire battle, in the 
court and out here on the floor of Con-
gress. 

We cannot let net neutrality be an-
other example of Congress disregarding 
public opinion and putting donor inter-
ests first. Net neutrality is our 21st 
century right, and we will fight to pro-
tect it. In fact, 83 percent of all Ameri-
cans in polling say they want to pro-
tect net neutrality. By the way, that is 
pretty much every millennial, because 
for millennials, the internet is like ox-
ygen. I will say that if you are 35 years 
old or younger, the poll is at pretty 
close to 100 percent. 

I can see all the pages nodding their 
heads as I am speaking. They know no 
life without a device that they are car-
rying around. This is the world in 
which we are living, and they do not 
want to have any discrimination intro-
duce itself into the relationship they 
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have between the internet and their 
ability to control their own lives. That 
is what the battle is all about, those 
nodding heads of the pages in the well 
of the Senate. Those are the people 
who are going to be making a dif-
ference, the millennials, the generation 
Z young people who want this to be 
open for entrepreneurial activity and 
for democracy. 

GUN VIOLENCE 
Mr. President, I also want to speak 

for a few moments about the epidemic 
of gun violence in our country. Almost 
2 weeks ago, a 19-year-old armed with 
an AR–15 semiautomatic rifle entered 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas High 
School in Parkland, FL, and killed 14 
students and 3 teachers, and 14 others 
were injured. Time and again, we have 
seen this tragedy play out and time 
and again we are seeing Congress fail 
to act. 

Each year we lose 33,000 American 
lives due to gun violence. In instances 
of disease, illness, natural disaster, 
this level of widespread death would be 
met with immediate and meaningful 
action by Congress. Yet we continually 
abdicate our moral responsibility when 
it comes to gun violence prevention. 
We don’t have to accept this epidemic 
of gun violence in our country. It is not 
preordained. It is preventable. 

So what should Congress do? 
First, we should allow public health 

researchers to study the causes of gun 
violence so they can find solutions to 
this public health crisis. Right now, 
zero dollars are spent at the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention on 
gun violence prevention research. That 
is because since 1996, an appropriations 
rider has prohibited the Centers for 
Disease Control from advocating or 
promoting gun control. 

Just last week, Secretary of Health 
and Human Services Alex Azar said he 
would not let the rider impede the 
CDC’s research into the causes of gun 
violence. So there is no reason now not 
to fully fund this critical research 
agenda. 

I have introduced legislation to fund 
research into the causes and preven-
tion of gun violence. My bill now has 32 
cosponsors in the Senate. I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
cosponsor this commonsense bill. It is 
long past time that we treat gun vio-
lence like the public health emergency 
it is, but we must also keep guns out of 
the hands of those who should not have 
them. 

Currently, anyone can use a handgun 
in America—whether it is the gun’s 
owner, a thief, or, tragically, a young 
child, but it doesn’t have to be this 
way. Technology exists now that can 
authorize handgun use only by its 
owner. In the 21st century, we have to 
use advances in technology to our ad-
vantage, and we can save lives by using 
it. 

That is why I used the opportunity to 
introduce smart gun legislation that 
will require all handguns manufactured 
in the United States to be personalized 

for operation only by the authorized 
user. That means, unless you are au-
thorized by fingerprint or other tech-
nology, you will not be able to fire that 
handgun. If we can do it for an iPhone, 
we should be able to do it for a hand-
gun so that if a child gets ahold of a 
gun, if it is not their thumb, they can-
not fire it. If someone steals a gun 
from a home, it will not work because 
it will not be their thumb that is on 
the barrel of that gun. That is ulti-
mately a way to reduce dramatically 
the amount of harm we see in our 
country. 

We must also ban these military- 
style assault weapons like the AR–15, 
which are the guns of choice for those 
who seek to inflict mass casualties on 
civilians. These are weapons that be-
long in combat, not in our commu-
nities. 

We must also pass legislation to en-
sure that all gun purchases include a 
background check. In fact, 97 percent 
of all Americans now support expanded 
background checks—97 percent of all 
Americans. No one should be able to 
purchase a gun through Facebook or 
Instagram without a background 
check. Instagram should not mean 
‘‘Instagun,’’ with no background check. 
That is crazy. That is crazy. You can 
go on Instagram and buy a gun without 
a background check. That is crazy in 
America in 2018. 

We have the capacity to quickly do 
background checks to be able to find 
out whether somebody should be able 
to purchase a gun. It is crazy not to 
have that kind of a system put in 
place. 

If you can buy a gun on Instagram, 
we should be able to check online 
whether or not that person, in fact, 
should be allowed legally to purchase 
the gun. 

Let’s close the gun show loophole, as 
well as the one that allows someone on 
the terrorist watch list to purchase a 
weapon. Let’s close the loophole that 
allows domestic abusers to buy guns. 
Let’s close the loophole that allows 
straw purchasers to buy guns and flood 
our streets with them. Let’s ban bump 
stocks. Let’s repeal the Protection of 
Lawful Commerce in Arms Act, or 
PLCAA, and take away the gun manu-
facturers’ immunity from civil liabil-
ity. These are sensible steps. 

What is not sensible is hoping that 
thoughts and prayers will prevent the 
next shooting. This generation of 
young people recognize this truth, and 
that is why they are leading this chil-
dren’s crusade. They are picking up 
microphones and raising their voices. 
They are saying enough is enough. It is 
my hope that this might just be the 
movement that pushes Republican 
leaders, once and for all, to take action 
on gun violence and make the NRA 
stand for ‘‘not relevant anymore’’ in 
American politics. This is the time for 
that to take place on the Senate floor. 

This generation of young people is 
rising up, and they are demanding that 
we protect this country from the 

scourge of gun violence. Like genera-
tions past, this one is making the 
change they want to see in our society. 

So, to them, let me say: I hear you. 
I am with you, and I will fight with you 
to ensure that not one more student 
has to endure what you did, not one 
more person has to be damaged because 
we did not put the laws on the books 
that should have been there to prevent 
this harm from occurring. I will fight 
with you to ensure that this does not 
happen in one more school in our coun-
try. 

That is our challenge. That is the 
goal we should set. That is what should 
be the agenda here on the floor of the 
Senate in 2018. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
NO-FLY LIST GUN LEGISLATION 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of bipartisan legisla-
tion aimed at ensuring that those indi-
viduals who are on the Department of 
Homeland Security’s no-fly list are 
likewise not able to have access to 
guns. I just met with several of the stu-
dents from the shooting at the school 
in Florida and heard the very compel-
ling case they have made to take this 
issue seriously and do what we can on 
a commonsense basis to make it more 
difficult for those who shouldn’t have 
guns to have guns. 

Regardless of what happened in Flor-
ida these past couple of weeks, this is 
a measure we should have taken before. 
It has been brought to the floor of the 
Senate, and it has received majority 
support here. I think it is simply com-
mon sense that someone who is not 
permitted to fly in this country and is 
considered by the Federal Government 
to be a potential threat to national se-
curity should not be allowed to pur-
chase a firearm. 

The no-fly list and the selectee list 
that we are talking about is composed 
of those who are not allowed to fly. 
With the selectee list, it is those who 
require additional screening. These are 
both narrowly tailored, defined, tar-
geted lists. 

This restriction would affect just a 
small number of people, all of whom 
would be afforded due process under 
the Constitution. Those who find them-
selves on either of these lists would 
have the authority to challenge that 
designation, and the onus would be on 
the government, not the individual; the 
onus would be on the government to 
justify the classification and to prove 
that they should not be allowed to pur-
chase a firearm. These are strong, ro-
bust, due process protections that 
would make sure that these restric-
tions are constitutionally sound. 

This bill also adds another layer of 
safety for citizens from those who 
would do us harm, ensuring that any-
one who has been denied the right to 
fly cannot purchase a weapon without 
at least undergoing additional scru-
tiny. It simply stands to reason that if 
we fear that someone may use our com-
mercial airlines as a weapon or to 
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