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“I pray our Heavenly Father may as-
suage the anguish of your bereave-
ment, and leave you only the cherished
memory of the loved and lost, and the
solemn pride that must be yours to
have laid so costly a sacrifice upon the
altar of freedom.

‘“Yours, very sincerely and respect-
fully, Abraham Lincoln.”

——————

SUPPORTING RIGHT-TO-CARRY
LAWS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
today the House will consider H.R. 822,
a long overdue measure to ensure that
States recognize the concealed weap-
ons permits issued by other States.

This very simple measure has un-
leashed a firestorm of protests from
the political left. I noted one polemi-
cist, who obviously has not read the
Constitution, wax eloquently of the
constitutional violation of States’
rights enshrined in the 10th Amend-
ment. What nonsense. Article IV of the
Constitution could not possibly be
more clear: “‘Full faith and credit shall
be given in each State to the public
acts, records and judicial proceedings
of every other State. And the Congress
may, by general laws, prescribe the
manner in which such acts, records,
and proceedings shall be proved, and
the effect thereof.”

It is precisely this article that re-
quires one State to recognize driver’s
licenses or birth certificates or arrest
warrants issued by another State.
Without it, we are not a Union but
merely a loose confederation.

Well, then we’re told this is dan-
gerous and risky to allow honest and
law-abiding citizens to exercise their
lawfully issued permits in other States.
Upon what basis do they make this
claim? Certainly not upon any empir-
ical data.

The impact of right-to-carry laws,
that is, laws that require the issuance
of a concealed weapon permit to any
law-abiding citizen, has been studied
extensively, and the vast preponder-
ance find that crime rates have fallen
in those States after they’ve adopted
such laws. No credible study has ever
found that the enactment of such laws
has produced an increase in crimes or
suicides or accidental deaths.

Overall, States with right-to-carry
laws have 22 percent lower violent
crime rates, 30 percent lower murder
rates, 46 percent lower robbery rates,
and 12 percent lower aggravated as-
sault rates as compared to the rest of
the country. Indeed, right-to-carry
laws have been so successful that no
State has ever rescinded one.

So, if the left can’t make a rational
case on constitutional grounds or on
empirical grounds, what is the prob-
lem? I suspect it comes down to what
Ronald Reagan once called this ir-
reconcilable conflict between those
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who believe in the sanctity of indi-
vidual freedom and those who believe
in the supremacy of the State.

Years ago, I had the honor to work
for the legendary chief of the Los An-
geles Police Department, Ed Davis.
During his 8% years as chief of the
LAPD, crime dropped in Los Angeles
even while, during the same period
across the rest of the Nation, it was
ballooning by more than 50 percent.
Chief Davis founded Neighborhood
Watch. He was an ardent opponent of
laws that restrict ownership of fire-
arms by honest citizens. His successful
philosophy was predicated on the prin-
ciple that, as he put it: “It’s not the re-
sponsibility of the police department
to enforce the law. That is the job of
every citizen. The police department is
there to help.”
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As citizens, we’re an integral part of
the laws that we enact. That doesn’t
mean we act as vigilantes, but it does
mean that each of us has an inalienable
right to defend ourselves and our fami-
lies from violent predators with what-
ever force is necessary. And if we see a
child being molested or a woman being
robbed or an old man being beaten, we
have a moral responsibility to inter-
vene to the extent that we can.

A concealed weapon in the hands of
honest and law-abiding citizens makes
us all safer. Simply knowing that there
are responsible citizens among us capa-
ble of responding with force is itself a
powerful deterrent to crime. That’s the
well-documented experience of every
State with a right-to-carry law. But a
society in which honest and law-abid-
ing citizens are disarmed by their gov-
ernment is a society in which the gun-
man is King.

This is a truth that ought to be self-
evident, but it is lost at the altar of
the authoritarian left, which seems to
concentrate all power in government at
the expense of the people. Perhaps the
best test of the self-evident nature of
that truth is illustrated in a full-page
newspaper ad I once saw that offered a
cut-out sign, which in 150-point type
said: ‘““There are no guns in this
house.” The caption under it asked,
“Would you post this sign in your front
window?”’

————
THE STOCK ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to urge and implore my
colleagues to support the STOCK Act,
the Stop Trading on Congressional
Knowledge Act, and I ask also that
Speaker BOEHNER bring this bill to the
floor for a vote immediately.

On Sunday night on CBS, their news
program ‘60 Minutes’ highlighted the
potential problem of insider trading on
Capitol Hill. Unlike all other Ameri-
cans and investors, Members of Con-
gress and their staff are not held le-

H7631

gally responsible for profiting from
nonpublic information they gain from
their official position serving the pub-
lic. This is absolutely outrageous and
strikes at the heart of the democracy.

When I first came to Congress and
sat down with the author of this bill
originally, Congressman Baird, and he
started explaining to me what this was
about, I, as most Americans, was
shocked to believe it wasn’t already a
bill. Why would you allow the breach of
trust of the American public to believe
that their Member of Congress could
potentially be trading on information
to enrich themselves? It’s not the point
of, is it happening? The point is if the
potential lies there.

At the heart of every relationship is
trust. If the trust is violated, every-
thing that comes after that is a moot
point. And this might be the greatest
understatement ever: the American
public is understandably frustrated
with all the bickering and gridlock

here. They don’t trust institutions,
they don’t trust their banker, they
don’t trust corporations, and they

don’t trust Congress. If you thought we
couldn’t go any lower than a 9 percent
approval rating, just have the people
who watch 60 Minutes” vote now and
see where they’re at.

This legislation is a very big step in
the right direction. It’s about restoring
the faith and trust in Congress and the
work of democracy. Ronald Reagan was
right. We’ve heard about President
Reagan several times today. Trust but
verify. That’s what this piece of legis-
lation is about. We want to work with
Speaker BOEHNER and get this bill
moving. And let me tell you, it’s very
simple on what it does. The bill would
prohibit insider trading on Capitol Hill.
It will remove loopholes and any confu-
sion about what’s right, wrong, legal or
illegal. No insider trading by Members
of Congress and their staff, period. If
you do it, you break the law and you
will be held accountable. It’s common
sense.

The STOCK Act would prohibit Mem-
bers of Congress and Congressional
staff from using nonpublic information
obtained through their official duties
for personal gain in the stocks in the
commodities markets. It would also
prohibit private individuals and firms
who attempt to mine such information
from public officials to use it for in-
sider trading. Specifically, the bill is
simple and short and says this: It re-
quires that the SEC and the CFTC
write rules that ban using congres-
sional, nonpublic information to make
trades. It changes the House ethics
rules to specifically ban Members and
staff from using nonpublic information
to make trades. It changes House dis-
closure rules to require Members and
staff who already file financial disclo-
sures to disclose trades of $1,000 or
more in a timely fashion, in addition to
the annual disclosures. And it requires
political intelligence firms to register
like lobbyists. These are the people
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who come to the Hill and use their con-
nections to talk to people, try and un-
derstand what piece of legislation is
moving, what’s the potential for a po-
tential government contract, and then
they go back and sell the information
that’s given to investors.

That breach of trust, that potential
to undermine our financial systems, is
a cancer on the system. It weighs on
the American public’s trust of their fi-
nance, of corporations, of Congress and
undermines the democracy. These peo-
ple can still come here but register just
like lobbyists.

Let’s make sure that transparency
and the disinfectant of sunshine shines
on this. There is no room in this insti-
tution for even the perception of
wrongdoing. Every Member of Congress
must be held to a higher standard. It
doesn’t infringe upon their rights to le-
gally trade, it doesn’t infringe upon
their rights—their American rights—to
work hard, be smart, make good in-
vestments, and profit from that. What
it does prohibit is an unfair playing
field that penalizes those that play by
the rules. And like so many of my col-
leagues and millions of middle class
Americans, I myself am a public school
teacher. I spent 24 years in the Na-
tional Guard. I tried to do what was
right by my family and my neighbors.
I tried to play by the rules, with the
great understanding that the American
Dream was you play by the rules, you
work hard, and you will benefit from
that.

This piece of legislation ensures that
the American people know that we, as
their representatives in this sacred
House of the people, are playing by the
exact same rules, not worrying about
enriching ourselves, not worrying
about gaming the system, and making
sure that their needs are put first. And
as I said, it’s not whether it happens or
not, it’s whether the perception is
there. I urge my colleagues and Speak-
er BOEHNER, move this to the floor and
let’s vote for it.

————

THE HOLOCAUST RAIL JUSTICE
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TURNER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TURNER of New York. Mr.
Speaker, the tragedy of the Holocaust
is etched deep within our minds. All of
us have heard the stories of human ex-
periments, tortures, and mass execu-
tion. As the entrance to the Holocaust
Museum here in Washington says,
“Never again,” and others have said,
“Never forget.”

Sadly, we were provided with a pow-
erful reminder this past week in my
district that anti-Semitism is very
much in our midsts. Seventy-three
years later to the day, the events of
Kristallnacht, the ‘night of broken
glass,” were replayed in my district.
Cars were burned and anti-Semitic
scrawlings left on property.

Today we know the consequences of
inaction. It was as true then as it is
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today. We know that hatred is out
there, and we are all too familiar with
its ability to spread like a cancer. Ten
million people died at the hands of the
Nazis, including 6 million Jews. This
indiscriminate murder is beyond com-
prehension. It is unfathomable. And
while Hitler and his Nazi henchmen co-
ordinated this horrific event, they were
not alone, and others who aided, abet-
ted, and profited from this crime
should be held accountable.

This morning, I will be joining my
colleague, ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, chair-
man of the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, who is holding a hearing on
two important pieces of legislation
which would make and hold account-
able those entities that aided in the
Holocaust. The Holocaust Rail Justice
Act would make the French-owned rail
company, SNCF, which transported
Jews in appalling conditions from
France to Germany, liable for damages.

I am proud to be a cosponsor of this
bill. For a generation, Holocaust vic-
tims and survivors have been denied
justice through a legal loophole bar-
ring lawsuits against sovereign enti-
ties. The rail company, SNCF, has hid-
den behind this legal veil as a way to
escape liability, even though SNCF’s
trains, tracks, and employees were
used.

There’s no excuse for any person or
entity that played any role in the Hol-
ocaust. The Nuremberg trials made
clear that it is not enough that ‘“‘we
were following orders.” It is not
enough today to say that SNCF did not
engineer the atrocities. SNCF facili-
tated it, and they should be held ac-
countable for their part.
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Chairman ROS-LEHTINEN has intro-
duced another measure which will en-
able Holocaust survivors and heirs and
beneficiaries of Holocaust victims to
obtain compensation for insurance
policies which were taken by Nazi-run
governments. This bill would provide a
legal forum for victims to have their
claims heard—which is small com-
pensation for the atrocities of the Hol-
ocaust—so that the words ‘‘never
again’ are more than just words.

———————

NAMING NEW FEDERAL COURT-
HOUSE IN BUFFALO FOR ROBERT
H. JACKSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. HIGGINS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, on No-
vember 28 a new Federal courthouse
will open in western New York. Lo-
cated on historic Niagara Square in
Buffalo’s central business district, the
10-story structure will be home to the
United States Court for the Western
District of New York.

The striking profile of the court-
house is a reminder that Buffalo’s fu-
ture is connected to its unique archi-
tectural heritage. As we draw inspira-
tion for our future from this impressive
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building, I can think of no name more
fitting to grace it than one from our
past, that of western New York’s only
Supreme Court Justice, Robert H.
Jackson.

Jackson was born and raised near
Jamestown, New York. He spent the
first 42 years of his life in western New
York and for a time lived on Johnson
Park, which is in the shadow of the
new courthouse, and he practiced law
at the historic Ellicott Square Building
in downtown Buffalo. He was a promi-
nent local attorney, and in 1934, Presi-
dent Roosevelt called him to public
service in Washington.

After stints as Assistant Attorney
General for Tax and Antitrust, Jackson
was appointed U.S. Solicitor General.
He personally argued more than 30
cases before the Supreme Court on
which he would later sit. Louis Bran-
deis, who was a Supreme Court Justice
at the time, said of Jackson that he
was so good he ‘‘should be Solicitor
General for life.”” But Jackson was
soon tapped to head the Justice De-
partment as United States Attorney
General. He was instrumental in help-
ing President Roosevelt formulate
America’s national security policies as
the United States headed toward inevi-
table involvement in World War II.

In 1941 Roosevelt appointed Jackson
to the United States Supreme Court.
He remains to this day the only Su-
preme Court Justice from western New
York. He served on the Court for 13
terms and took part in several impor-
tant decisions, none bigger than the
landmark Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation, which prohibited segregation.

Justice Jackson was known on the
Court for personally authoring
thoughtful and compelling opinions.
The leading constitutional scholar
Laurence Tribe called Jackson ‘‘the
most piercingly eloquent writer ever to
serve on the United States Supreme
Court.”

In 1945 President Truman asked
Jackson to take a leave from the Court
to serve as the United States Chief
Prosecutor at the International Mili-
tary Tribunal, the Nuremberg Trials.
Jackson was the chief prosecutor of the
Nazi war criminals and was responsible
for achieving consensus among the al-
lies on the design and implementation
of the trials. Some believe that the
year Jackson spent away from the
Court cost him a chance of being ele-
vated to Chief Justice, but Jackson ar-
gued that Nuremberg was the most im-
portant work of his life.

True to his western New York roots,
immediately upon returning from Eu-
rope, Jackson took a train to Buffalo
to address the University of Buffalo’s
centennial. He spoke eloquently of the
subjects of war, international law, and
the need for countries to work together
for peace.

Robert Jackson died in 1954 and is
buried at Maple Grove Cemetery in
Frewsburg, New York, not far from his
childhood home. The Federal Judges
and the United States Attorney of the



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-07T11:24:54-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




