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According to Department of Justice 
data, the proportion of these assault 
weapons used in crime fell more than 
65 percent since the ban took effect. 
And these statistics are backed up by 
report from the Brady Campaign. 

The analysis in the Brady study was 
performed by Gerald Nunziato, who for 
eight years served as the Special Agent 
in Charge of ATF’s National Tracing 
Center—a man who know first hand 
what these numbers means. 

The study found two key things: 
First: ‘‘Assault weapons banned by 

name in the Federal Assault Weapons 
Act have declined significantly as a 
percentage of guns ATF has traced to 
crime, and in absolute number of 
traces, since the Act was passed. Had 
this decline not occurred, thousands 
more of these banned assault weapons 
would likely have been traced to crime 
over the last 10 years.’’ 

In other words, the assault weapons 
legislation signed into law ten years 
ago successfully dried up the use of 
banned assault weapons in crime. Sec-
ond, arguments have arisen that de-
spite this evidence, the ban has not 
really worked because gun manufactur-
ers would simply produce copycat guns 
that have the same killing power as as-
sault weapons, and use these guns in 
crime across the country. I agree that 
gun manufacturers have tried every-
thing they could to circumvent the ban 
and this concern is something that 
may need to be addressed. But let’s 
look at what the Brady study said 
about this issue. 

Second: ‘‘The gun industry’s efforts 
to evade the Federal Assault Weapons 
Act through the sale of ‘copycat’ guns 
has not substantially undercut the 
positive effect of the statute in reduc-
ing the incidence of assault weapons 
among crime guns.’’ 

In other words, even though deter-
mined gun manufacturers tried to 
evade the ban, they were not successful 
and copycat guns did not replace 
banned guns in equal numbers, at least 
when traced to crimes. 

In many cases, and when dealing 
with many issues, I continue to find 
that what is most compelling is not 
just the statistics, but rather the real 
people affected by the policies we de-
bate. It’s those men, women and chil-
dren that are the reason most of us 
come to work everyday. I’m here today 
to talk about this issues because of the 
devastating effect these guns can have 
on families in our neighborhoods, office 
buildings, street corners or school-
houses across the country. I have said 
before that this issue really came home 
to me on July 1, 1993, just over 11 years 
ago, when Gian Luigi Ferri walked into 
101 California Street in San Francisco 
carrying two high-capacity TEC–DC9 
assault pistols capable of holding 30- or 
50-bullet magazines. Within minutes, 
Ferri had murdered eight people and 
six others were wounded. His victims 
were not soldiers or even enforcement 
officers. These people doing everyday 
jobs in an everyday place. A place for-

ever tainted by the bloodshed caused 
by one man and his assault weapons. 

And 101 California was just one of 
many shootings by grievance killers, 
discontented employees or even school-
children—shooting that shows us that 
nobody is safe when these guns are in 
the hands of the wrong people. Yet five 
months ago, the federal ban on assault 
weapons expired, and once again new 
guns like the TEC–DC9 are allowed on 
our streets. The ban expired despite 
overwhelming public support to renew 
it—71 percent of all Americans support 
renewing the assault weapons ban, as 
do 64 percent of people in homes with a 
gun. And it expired despite over-
whelming support from law enforce-
ment and civic organizations—nearly 
every major law enforcement and civic 
organization has supported a renewal, 
including the Fraternal Order of Po-
lice, the Chiefs of Police, the U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors, the National Asso-
ciation of Counties, and the list goes 
on and on. 

Sadly, the ban expired despite the 
stated public support of President 
George W. Bush and former Attorney 
General John Ashcroft and despite the 
support of a majority of United States 
Senators—52 of us voted to renew this 
ban just this past March. Despite all of 
this support, this past September the 
American people were lift unprotected 
and made less safe. And make no mis-
take—when the ban expired the guns 
began to flow. And when the guns 
began to flow the safety of our commu-
nities was put in jeopardy. 

One advertisement that ran in gun 
magazines is from ArmaLite, a com-
pany that makes post-ban rifles. 
ArmaLite offered a coupon for a free 
flash suppressor for anyone who bought 
one of their guns before the ban expired 
so that, once the ban expired, the gun 
could be modified to its pre-ban con-
figuration. 

The ad even states that, ‘‘It is not 
legal to install this on a post ban rifle 
until the assault weapons ban sunsets.’’ 

This is the kind of thing we can con-
tinue to expect—companies once again 
producing deadly assault weapons, high 
capacity clips, and dangerous acces-
sories we worked so hard to stop al-
most ten years ago. 

The original assault weapons ban was 
passed before September 11, 2001, with 
focus on the use of these military 
weapons by street criminals and gangs. 
But in the intervening years we have 
come to appreciate the significance of 
the threat posed by foreign terrorists. 
We know that al Qa’ida and other shad-
owy terrorist groups may plan to at-
tack us here, at home, using these very 
weapons. A training manual found in 
Afghanistan made clear that al Oa’ida 
has seen the threat posed by these 
weapons. In fact, some of these guns 
are the very ones being used against 
our men and women in uniform in Af-
ghanistan and in Iraq. 

Simply put—these weapons are not 
just a law enforcement problem. They 
are a homeland security and counter-

terrorism problem. We need to take ac-
tion to ensure that AK–47s and other 
such assault weapons cannot simply be 
purchased by a terrorist operative in 
preparation for an attack in the United 
States. 

I am deeply disappointed that despite 
support of the American people, sup-
port of the Congress, and stated sup-
port of the President, the assault weap-
ons ban was allowed to expire this past 
fall. 

It is past time to stand up to the 
NRA and instead listen to law enforce-
ment all across the nation who know 
that this ban makes sense and saves 
lives. It is past time to listen to the 
studies that show that crime with as-
sault weapons of all kinds has de-
creased by as much as 65 percent since 
the ban took effect almost ten years 
ago. 

The bottom line is that across this 
nation everybody knows this ban 
should be law. Law enforcement, may-
ors, cities, counties, three former 
Presidents, and even George W. Bush 
himself have said the ban should be re-
newed. 

This time I hope, for the safety of all 
Americans, President Bush, Majority 
Leader FRIST and Speaker HASTERT 
will help re-enact this important legis-
lation. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 141. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 18, 
setting forth the congressional budget for 
the United States Government for fiscal year 
2006 and including the appropriate budgetary 
levels for fiscal years 2005 and 2007 through 
2010; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 142. Mr. GREGG proposed an amend-
ment to the concurrent resolution S. Con. 
Res. 18, supra. 

SA 143. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. DODD, Mr. 
AKAKA, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. BAUCUS, and Ms. 
CANTWELL) proposed an amendment to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 18, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 141. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 18, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States 
Government for fiscal year 2006 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2005 and 2007 
through 2010; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 17, line 16, increase the amount by 
$1,479,000,000. 

On page 17, line 17, increase the amount by 
$354,960,000. 

On page 17, line 21, increase the amount by 
$1,094,460,000. 

On page 17, line 25, increase the amount by 
$29,580,000. 

On page 24, line 16, decrease the amount by 
$1,479,000,000. 

On page 24, line 17, decrease the amount by 
$354,960,000. 
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