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longer be able to live with that re-
markable man, no longer be able to
love him and hug him.

So I ask this body to remember those
like Rick Eagan who put their lives be-
fore themselves, work hard to make
our country a better place to live,
work, and raise a family. And I ask
that the Lord allow Commissioner
Rick Eagan to be in His hands, and
may my dear friend and my commu-
nity rest in peace.

————
MULTIPLE SALES REPORTING

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, last
week the ATF announced the results of
the first 8 months of its Multiple Sales
Reporting program, or MSR, for semi-
automatic rifles. The numbers prove
the MSR is already an invaluable tool
in fighting gun trafficking along the
southwest border. There were more
than 3,000 reports accounting for the
purchase of 7,300 rifles between Texas,
New Mexico, Arizona, and California.
These reports resulted in more than 120
criminal investigations; and, subse-
quently, 256 cases involving 100 defend-
ants have been recommended for pros-
ecution. The ATF also reported a de-
cline in large volume rifle purchases,
indicating that traffickers are altering
their criminal activity due to the new
reporting requirement.

The MSR program was created to
counteract the dangerous trafficking of
guns along our border with Mexico.

These guns fuel the cartels’ war in
Mexico, destabilizing our southern
neighbor and third-largest trading

partner. According to ATF data, 70 per-
cent of the firearms recovered and
traced from drug cartel crimes in Mex-
ico originated in the United States.

So in light of the positive impact the
MSR has had, what is the House voting
to do just this week? That’s right, re-
peal the measure. A policy rider in the
Commerce, Justice, and Science 2013
appropriations bill would cut off fund-
ing for reporting the sale of multiple
semiautomatic rifles. Yes, this House
will vote to block funding that is suc-
cessfully removing semiautomatic ri-
fles from the underground gun trade.
These are the guns that endanger
Americans along the border and fuel an
all-out war in a neighboring country.
Ending the MSR requirement is not
about protecting anyone’s rights.

Reporting the sale of multiple semi-
automatic rifles does not infringe on
Second Amendment rights. In fact, a
similar Multiple Sales Reporting re-
quirement has been in place for hand-
guns for over 20 years. The necessary
paperwork takes gun dealers 12 min-
utes to complete, but can give law en-
forcement crucial intelligence on straw
purchased rifles.

A George Bush-appointed Federal
judge upheld the MSR requirement,
finding that it did not disturb the bal-
ance between regulation and a gun
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owner’s right to privacy. So the gun
lobby has now turned to cutting its
funding because why allow programs
successfully fighting gun trafficking to
continue undisturbed? This has become
an all-too-familiar event for the ATF,
which has operated under temporary
leadership since 2006 due to blocked
confirmation in the Senate. But it’s be-
yond just that administration.

According to The Washington Post,
in 2010, the ATF had the same number
of agents it had in 1970 while the FBI
has grown by 50 percent and the DEA
by 233 percent. Gun ownership records
are kept on paper because the NRA has
successfully lobbied against funding
computerized records.

With recordkeeping from the fifties
and funding from the seventies, it’s no
wonder law enforcement struggles in
2012. So maybe it’s not surprising the
MSR program would encounter such
heated opposition. An effective inves-
tigative tool for law enforcement with
only a negligible effect on gun dealers,
that would be evidence of regulatory
solutions that can work for everyone—
the dealers, the buyers, and, most im-
portantly, the public. And that’s ex-
actly what the gun lobby doesn’t want.

If commonsense solutions like Mul-
tiple Sales Reporting can stand, what’s
next? Requiring background checks for
sales at gun shows, which 69 percent of
NRA members support? Denying people
on the terrorist watch list the right to
buy a gun?

To the gun lobby, there’s nothing
scarier than common sense winning
out. So this week, let’s scare them.
Let’s win one for common sense. Let’s
keep reporting the sale of multiple
semiautomatic rifles like we do with
handguns. Let’s allow the ATF to con-
tinue making progress against dan-
gerous gun trafficking on our south-
west border. Let’s make a choice that’s
best for law enforcement, our security,
and for common sense.

——
GOP AGENDA: SHREDDING THE
SAFETY NET WHILE PRO-

TECTING DEFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row this body will vote on a Republican
budget bill that is nothing short of rep-
rehensible. Once again, my friends on
the other side of the aisle are insisting
that the poor and working-class fami-
lies continue to suffer and struggle be-
cause heaven forbid we should ask the
Department of Defense to do its share
to meet our fiscal challenges.

You can’t walk into this Chamber,
Mr. Speaker, without hearing a self-
serving and self-righteous lecture from
a Member of the majority about fiscal
responsibility. But when they say,
Let’s cut spending, what they really
mean is, Let’s shred the safety net.

So their bill puts a giant bull’s-eye
on the programs that struggling fami-
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lies need to keep their heads above
water, especially in this tough econ-
omy. Under their bill, fewer women
will get breast cancer screenings, fewer
poor children will get meals at school
or access to health care, and 1.7 million
fewer seniors will get Meals on Wheels
and other home-based services. They
are willing to cut Medicare child abuse
prevention and consumer financial pro-
tection, and they want to push 1.8 mil-
lion people off the food stamp pro-
gram—a, program, by the way, that my
family needed to survive when I was a
single working mom more than 40
years ago. I don’t know what we would
have done without food stamps.

But guess which part of the Federal
Government—which bloated, well-fed
bureaucracy—continues to get lavish
support from the majority? That’s
right—the Pentagon, the military in-
dustrial complex. Even though the se-
quester is supposed to apply across the
board, the majority wants to exempt
defense and make domestic programs
absorb all the cuts. That’s the way
they do business. They pinch pennies
on the very real human needs of the
American people. They nickel and dime
hardworking families who deserve a
fair shot and need a hand up.

For 10% years, Mr. Speaker, we’ve
been at war. And between Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, the American people are out
$1.3 trillion—that’s trillion, with a T,
Mr. Speaker—$1.3 trillion wasted on a
policy that is killing our people, hurt-
ing our national security, and under-
mining our standing in the world.

For pennies on the dollar, we could
replace permanent warfare with a
SMART Security platform that will
keep our country safe by focusing on
development, diplomacy, and invest-
ment in humanitarian needs in the de-
veloping world. And we’d have plenty
left over—plenty—to shore up the safe-
ty net, fund antipoverty programs, and
restore the American Dream.

If we’re serious about reducing the
deficit, then progressives are willing to
talk, but there has to be a shared sac-
rifice. There has to be a balanced ap-
proach. We won’t take it out on our
most vulnerable people, not when we’re
waging a failed war that is our biggest
ticket item, not when we continue to
throw billions of dollars at Cold War
aircraft and weapons systems that are
serving absolutely no purpose.

0 1040

And not when we continue to main-
tain a nuclear arsenal that’s enough to
destroy civilization several times over.
Targeting social services while giving
defense and war spending a free pass is
not fiscal responsibility. It’s ideolog-
ical warfare.

Let’s get our priorities straight. It’s
time to cut defense spending, Mr.
Speaker. It’s time to bring our troops
home. And it’s time to reinvest in the
American people. And the time is now.
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