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been all around the world, and her so-
cial media was plastered with pictures
of her travels.

Her father, as any father would be, is
absolutely heartbroken by her death.

He said:

She was just everything. She was every-
thing to me. I know nobody’s perfect—but
from the time she was born, she had no
faults.

For the Brown family, the grief sur-
rounding LaQuita’s death comes on the
heels of LaQuita’s brother dying from a
hit-and-run driver 3 years ago. Her fa-
ther said that LaQuita helped him
through the grief. ‘“She saved me,”’ he
said. “‘I wouldn’t have made it through
that [without her].”

In 100 days into the year, we have had
100 mass shootings. It doesn’t happen
anywhere else in the world except in
the United States of America. We can’t
claim to be helpless, and we can’t
claim to have no solutions because, if
it only happens here and nowhere else,
then there must be something different
happening here. We can learn. We can
adapt.

It has now been 100 days since the
House of Representatives passed a uni-
versal background checks bill, a uni-
versal background checks bill that is
supported by 90 percent of Americans
and would have a significant downward
effect on the number of people who are
shot in this country.

We tend to pay attention as a nation
and as a body only when something
like Virginia Beach happens, when
there is a mass shooting of an epic
scale—when 5 or 10 or 20 people lose
their lives at one time. Yet, since the
House passed the universal background
checks bill, 10,000 people have been
shot and killed in America. That is a
stunning number.

There have been 10,000 people shot
and killed in America in just the 100
days since the House passed the uni-
versal background checks bill, but the
vast majority of these individuals were
not killed in mass shootings. Most of
these were suicides. Most of these were
individuals who had taken their own
lives with weapons. Others were acci-
dental shootings. Many of them were
homicides.

The grief and the pain that comes
with all of those is no different than
the grief that LaQuita Brown’s family
is feeling right now. We should care
about every single one of these deaths.

The reason I pegged this to the pas-
sage of the background checks bill is
that we know that background checks
save lives in States that have universal
background checks, meaning, if you
are getting a gun in a commercial sale,
you need to prove that you are not a
criminal or that you are not seriously
mentally ill. In the States that have
universal background checks, you have
fewer suicides, and you have fewer
homicides.

Connecticut is a perfect example.
The research shows that once we
passed our universal background
checks requirement—and we did it
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quite a number of years ago—we saw a
40-percent reduction in gun homicides
in our State. Similarly, when Missouri
went from having a universal back-
ground checks requirement to its not
having one, the State saw a 40-percent
increase in gun homicides.

Not every single one of these 10,000
deaths was preventable, but many of
them could have been. It is not that we
don’t know what to do, and it is not
that we don’t know what makes this
country different; it is just that we are
unwilling to take those steps.

Just this past weekend, 52 people
were shot in communities across this
country. There were 10 deaths from
gunshot wounds in Chicago alone.
These victims are just as worthy of re-
membering as the victims in Virginia
Beach or in Sandy Hook or in Park-
land.

REMEMBERING GWAIN BROWN

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, Gwain
Brown was 16 years old. He was a soph-
omore in high school in Chicago, IL,
and he was all hyped up to throw him-
self the biggest 16th birthday party
that his friends had ever seen. At the
end of April, he was going to throw
down. Yet, on April 1, he was standing
in front of a gas station when a gun-
man opened fire and hit Gwain in the
leg and the chest.

One of his basketball teammates
thought the initial news of Gwain’s
death was an April Fools’ joke as it
happened on April 1. So, when he heard
about it, he just went back to sleep.

His friends said Gwain was the life of
the party and was so energetic. ‘I was

. with him . . . a week ago, and for
that to happen in this time period, I'm
just in shock.”

At a vigil, his elementary school
principal read an excerpt of something
he had written well in school.

Gwain wrote: ‘I want to be a good
son, always be there for my mom and
always be there to take care of her.”

——

REMEMBERING JAYLIN ELLZEY

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, a cou-
ple weeks ago, Jaylin Ellzey was a
freshman at Fenger Academy High
School in Chicago. According to his
uncle, Jacob, he was an outgoing, kind-
hearted kid. He lived with his mother.
He had two sisters and three brothers.

Jaylin is not around anymore be-
cause he was one of those victims of
gun violence in the city of Chicago.

His uncle said:

Summer in the city, it’s just something
different. Other kids look forward to going
to summer camp. He was just trying to make
sure he lived another day.

His uncle, Jacob, began tearing up as
he recalled his favorite memory of
Jaylin as a small child. Whenever
Jaylin and his brother would come stay
with their uncle, they would take a
bath, and then they would nestle
amongst the pillows and the blankets,
waiting for their uncle to blast them
with hot air from a blow dryer.
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‘““He was just a lovable kid surviving
his environment,”” said his uncle. ‘““‘And
he knew about family. Family was al-
ways instilled in him.”

Since my life was changed in Decem-
ber of 2012, when 20 first graders were
killed in Sandy Hook, I have tried to
come down to the floor every couple
weeks and tell the stories of victims of
gun violence in this country to try to
put some personality behind the 10,000
lives that have been lost in the last 100
days, and I told you about 5 of the vic-
tims this morning.

Our inaction is complicity. There are
tough things, and then there are easy
things. I get it that there are some
anti-gun violence measures that I
would support that are just too hot for
some Republican Members, but I don’t
care what State you are from, 97 per-
cent of your constituents, 80 percent of
your constituents—the vast majority
of your constituents—support expand-
ing background checks to make sure
that if you buy a gun online or you buy
a gun at a gun show, you have to go
through a 5-minute background check.

All of our constituents, no matter
whether we represent a blue State or a
red State, support extreme risk protec-
tion orders—the idea that you should
be able to go to court when somebody
is on the verge of lashing out against
someone else or going to hurt them-
selves and take away their guns, at
least temporarily. These are things
that are not controversial anywhere,
except for here, that we could pass.

Since the House passed the back-
ground check bill—by the way, with bi-
partisan support—10,000 people have
died, but there have been 109 mass
shootings. Thirty-one States have had
a mass shooting; 166 kids have been
killed or injured; 175 teenagers have
been killed or injured.

I am on the floor today to send my
heartfelt condolences to the families in
Virginia Beach who continue to mourn
yet another mass shooting. I express,
as I always do, my condolences to the
families of gun violence throughout
this country. Eighty to ninety people
lose their life every day from a gunshot
wound.

I am also here today to ask my col-
leagues to think about why we con-
tinue to refuse to have a debate on a
piece of legislation that the House
passed 100 days ago in a bipartisan
fashion.

Even if you don’t love the version of
the background checks bill that the
House passed, bring your own version
to the floor—bring a different bill that
will address the epidemic of gun vio-
lence in this country. All I ask is that
you don’t do nothing; that you stop
your absolute silence in the face of this
epidemic of slaughter.

Let the Senate be the Senate. I heard
there was a time some years ago when
the U.S. Senate actually debated legis-
lation. I have read in the history books
that this is supposedly the greatest de-
liberative body in the world. We are
doing no deliberation here. Bill after
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bill passes the House of Representa-
tives. None of them come before the
Senate for a vote—no healthcare bills,
no immigration bills, no anti-gun vio-
lence bills.

I get it that the bills that pass the
House probably can’t pass a Repub-
lican-led Senate, but why are we not
even trying? Who is in charge here?
The special interests who want nothing
to happen, the gun lobby, the health
insurance companies or are we in
charge? We are the ones who were
elected. We are the Members of the
U.S. Senate. We could choose to have
these debates, hash out our differences,
and see if there is a proposal that 60 of
us could agree on that would do some-
thing about this unacceptable level of
gun violence that plagues this Nation
on a daily basis.

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. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

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

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

——
TARIFFS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, yes-
terday on the floor I said I don’t be-
lieve President Trump will follow
through on his threat to impose tariffs
on Mexico. Why? First, because the
President has a tendency for bluster.
There are many examples of the Presi-
dent taking a maximalist position be-
fore eventually backing off and an-
nouncing some different solution. Nine
times out of ten, after a few months,
everyone realizes that the so-called so-
lution isn’t real and doesn’t work, but
the President needs a way out of his
bluster. That may well be true with the
tariff issue.

Second, most Senate Republicans op-
pose the President’s idea of slapping
tariffs on Mexico. They know how that
could destabilize our economy and
Mexico’s and that it could actually
make the migration problem worse.

Publicly, the President has continued
the tough talk on tariffs with Mexico—
he responded to my statement on the
floor with a tweet last night—but ulti-
mately I continue to believe he will
back off. That has been his MO. When
he does, I would urge him to consider a
real solution to the border problem,
not some fake solution that he and the
Mexicans announce, and then it does
nothing—they don’t follow through, it
doesn’t have effect, whatever.

Here is a commonsense policy that
will actually reduce the problems at
the border: Many of the migrants that
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arrive at our southern border are flee-
ing untenable situations—gang vio-
lence, drug cartels, corruption, domes-
tic abuse, economic depravity. If you
are starving, if you are worried that
your child will be mugged, if you are
worried that your daughter will be
raped, you ain’t staying there. The
governments of those countries have
failed to provide safety or security for
people living within their borders in
Nicaragua, in Honduras, and in El Sal-
vador. Their citizens—or some of
them—feel compelled to embark on a
dangerous 1,000-mile journey on foot
rather than stay put because staying
put is even worse for them.

These are not evil people. The Presi-
dent would like to make them all out
to be drug dealers or criminals. Most of
them are poor people who are trying to
escape the dangers created by the prob-
lems of gang violence, economic hard-
ship, social oligarchy.

We Democrats have crafted legisla-
tion that would help address the prob-
lems in those three Central American
countries that are causing the mi-
grants to flee in the first place.

First, we would allow asylum seekers
to apply for asylum within their own
countries. That thousand-mile trek
across Mexico is dangerous. It is often
expensive. You have to pay a coyote or
buy off drug dealers or other criminals.
Let them apply in Honduras, in El Sal-
vador, in Guatemala and not amass at
the border. Second, we provide signifi-
cant security assistance to Central
American countries to build their ca-
pacity, crack down on the gangs and
drug cartels and human trafficking
that is endemic in those countries, and
we would increase the number of immi-
gration judges and personnel to reduce
the current backlog of cases at the bor-
der.

These policies make eminent sense,
and unlike the President’s plan to im-
pose tariffs on Mexico, our proposals do
not threaten the U.S. economy. We
would urge our Republican colleagues
to join us in this commonsense solu-
tion.

When the President inevitably re-
treats from his tariff threat—which
may be as soon as this afternoon—we
should proceed on these commonsense
policies, not some fake thing that
sounds good in an announcement and
then goes away like we have seen over
and over again when the President con-
ducts foreign policy—North Korea
being one of the most notorious exam-
ples.

Over the past year, the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia, despite some positive do-
mestic reforms, has too often acted
like a brute in the Middle East rather
than a stabilizing force.

I understand that Saudi Arabia wor-
ries about Iran. I share those concerns
about the Iranian Government, but the
Saudis have all too often reacted in the
wrong way. In Yemen, the Saudis are
fighting a proxy war that has resulted
in untold human suffering and the
slaughter of innocents of many chil-
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dren. Internally, the Saudi Govern-
ment has conducted a widespread cam-
paign of political repression, including
the imprisonment of women’s rights
campaigners. We all know how the
Saudis were responsible for the vicious
torture and chilling murder of a jour-
nalist and American resident Jamal
Khashoggi.

Despite these gross violations of
international norms and values, the
Trump administration has just cozied
up with Crown Prince Muhammad bin
Salman and offered almost no criti-
cism.

We have just learned, according to
reports, that the Trump administra-
tion approved seven transfers of Amer-
ican nuclear technology to the Saudis,
including two after Khashoggi’s mur-
der. Now the administration is using
its favorite tool, claiming emergency
powers to justify another 22 arms sales
to the Saudis and others, including pre-
cision-guided munitions for Saudi’s op-
erations in Yemen.

Has the Trump administration lost
all perspective when it comes to Saudi
Arabia—providing excuses and cover
for the brutal murder of a journalist
and American resident, aiding and
arming the Saudis in a human rights
tragedy in Yemen, which will only
come back to hurt him in the long run.
What are we doing here?

Congress has already voted, in bipar-
tisan majorities, to unwind America’s
involvement in Yemen, which, of
course, the President vetoed, and now
we ought to vote to disapprove these
arms sales.

The chairman of the Appropriations
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations,
Senator GRAHAM, urged by our ranking
member of Foreign Relations and our
leader on this issue, Senator MENEN-
DEZ, has thankfully announced the bi-
partisan effort to do just that. I strong-
ly support that effort.

Let me say, my Republican friends,
over the last years of the Obama ad-
ministration, bitterly complained
about the way President Obama used
Executive authority. The amount of
Executive authority used by President
Obama could fit in a thimble compared
to the abuse of Executive authority by
President Trump. Yet it seems, in the
past, our Republican colleagues who so
criticized Obama for much less have
been totally silent when President
Trump abuses Executive authority, but
now maybe there are some green
shoots.

Maybe some of our Republican col-
leagues in the Senate are waking up to
the idea that in America we have a
three-branch government, not a one-
branch government, and maybe some of
our Republican colleagues are recog-
nizing that and beginning to act—the
possible green shoots. Two instances;
one is tariffs. Our Republicans don’t
like these tariffs. Will they have the
guts, if the President implements
them, to oppose the President? We will
see.

Now, on Saudi arms sales, a number
of Senate Republicans are beginning to
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