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Research, and staffed the Joint Steer-
ing Committee for Public Policy. Ear-
lier, Mr. Leshan had worked in govern-
ment relations at the Kennedy School
of Government at Harvard University,
and also at Duke University.

Through his contributions to public
policy, health, and privacy, Mr.
Leshan’s work has exemplified the best
of government service, and the impact
that such dedicated service can have
for the Nation as a whole.

I extend my warmest wishes to Mr.
Leshan in his new responsibilities at
Brown University, and on behalf of the
Congress and the country gratitude for
his outstanding service to NIH, Con-
gress, and the country.

NOT ALL GUNS ARE CREATED
EQUAL

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, in the late
1980s and early 1990s, crime statistics
indicated a growing threat posed by a
military-style semiautomatic assault
weapons in the hands of criminals. A
1994 report by the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives,
ATF, determined that while assault
weapons made up only 1 percent of the
guns in circulation in the TUnited
States at that time, they accounted for
up to 8 percent of the guns used in
crimes, ‘‘thus making them preferred
by criminals over law-abiding citizens
8 to 1.”” The ATF relied on data such as
this to support the establishment of a
federal ban on assault weapons. Such a
ban was enacted by Congress as part of
the 1994 Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act and was signed
into law by President Clinton.

Following the enactment of the as-
sault weapon ban, the National Insti-
tute of Justice, an agency within the
Department of Justice, conducted a
study that was mandated by Congress
on the short-term impact of the stat-
ute. The study found that crimes in-
volving assault weapons dropped 20 per-
cent in the year following enactment of
the law. Additional research by the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention found deaths caused by guns
dropped from 38,505 in 1994 to 29,573 in
2001.

Ten years after the assault weapons
ban was passed, Los Angeles Chief of
Police Bill Bratton said:

Since the assault weapons ban was passed
in 1994, we have seen a 66 percent decline in
the frequency of assault weapons use in
crime. Violent criminals love these weapons
because they give them far more firepower
than conventional weapons that greatly in-
creases their capacity to kill. We cannot
allow these weapons to get back into their
hands.

On May 8 of this year, two Fairfax
County police officers were shot to
death by an 18-year-old armed with
multiple guns, including an AK-47-
style assault rifle. Unfortunately, as-
sault rifles like the one reported in this
attack, as well as many other similar
assault weapons, are once again being
legally produced and sold as a result of
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the expiration of the assault weapons
ban.

In 1994, I voted to establish of the as-
sault weapons ban and 10 years later I
joined a bipartisan majority of the
Senate in voting to extend the ban for
another 10 years. Unfortunately, de-
spite the overwhelming support of the
law enforcement community, the ongo-
ing threat of terrorism, and the bipar-
tisan support in the Senate, neither
the President nor the majority’s con-
gressional leadership acted to protect
Americans from assault weapons like
the one used in the attack on the Fair-
fax County police station. As a result,
19 types of previously banned military-
style assault weapons are once again
on the streets and in the neighborhoods
of our cities and towns.

Congress must take up and pass com-
mon sense gun safety legislation to
help prevent such tragedies from occur-
ring in the future.

————

PASSAGE OF THE FISCAL YEAR
2007 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION BILL

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, first
and foremost, I want to thank the
members of the U.S. Armed Forces for
their service to our country. These
servicemen and women are performing
admirably under difficult cir-
cumstances all over the world. Our sol-
diers, sailors, airmen, and marines,
along with their families, are making
great sacrifices in service to our coun-
try. I am pleased to support a Defense
Department authorization bill that
will help these people who are serving
the country with such courage.

I supported a number of good provi-
sions in the Senate bill, such as the re-
jection of the President’s proposal to
increase TRICARE enrollment fees and
co-payments, increased funding for
training programs for our nation’s au-
thorized Weapons of Mass Destruction
Civil-Support Teams, and increased
funding for nonproliferation programs.
Another aspect of the bill that I
strongly support is the increased fund-
ing for force protection equipment. I
have heard from a number of Wiscon-
sinites over the years that they or
their deployed loved ones were fighting
for their country in Iraq without the
equipment they needed. This situation
is unconscionable, and my colleagues
and I have worked hard to address it.
The additional $950.5 million for force
protection equipment, including $559.8
million for additional up-armored
humvees and $100 million for counter-
IED vehicles, in this bill above what
was requested in the President’s pro-
posed budget further ensures that our
troops have the equipment they need
to perform their duties on the ground.

I am pleased that the Senate ap-
proved the Military Family Support
Act amendment that I offered with
Senator JEFFORDS. This amendment is
designed to assist military families
struggling with the long-term absence
of a family member. Under this legisla-
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tion, the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment is directed to administer a pilot
program authorizing Federal employ-
ees, who have been designated ‘‘care-
givers” by a member of the Armed
Forces, to use their earned leave time
in a more flexible manner while a fam-
ily member is deployed overseas. This
amendment also encourages the De-
partment of Labor to solicit private
businesses to voluntarily offer more ac-
commodating leave time to caregivers
affected by these deployments.

This bill also authorizes funding for a
provision I authored in last years’ De-
partment of Defense authorization bill
establishing the Civilian Linguist Re-
serve Corps, CLRC, pilot project. It be-
came very clear after the attacks of
September 11, 2001 that the U.S. Gov-
ernment has a dearth of critical lan-
guage skills. The 9/11 Commission re-
port documented the disastrous con-
sequences of this deficiency which, un-
fortunately, we still have not made
enough progress in addressing over 4
years after the 9/11 tragedy. I am
pleased that this bill included the
CLRC pilot project.

I am also pleased that I was able to
pass a Buy American Act reporting re-
quirement for the Department of De-
fense. This reporting requirement is
similar to the reporting requirement
that I have worked to enact for the
past 3 years through the appropriations
process and requires the Department of
Defense to report annually the dollar
value of any items purchased that were
manufactured outside of the United
States; an itemized list of all applica-
ble waivers granted with respect to
such items under the Buy American
Act; and a summary of the total pro-
curement funds spent by the federal
agency on goods manufactured in the
United States versus on goods manu-
factured overseas. Additionally, the
amendment requires the Department of
Defense to make this report publicly
available to the maximum extent pos-
sible. I will continue to work to ensure
a similar permanent reporting require-
ment is extended to all Federal agen-
cies.

I also authored successful amend-
ments to the bill that require the ad-
ministration to develop a comprehen-
sive strategy for establishing stability
and fighting terrorism in Somalia and
to study of the feasibility of estab-
lishing an United States regional com-
batant command for Africa. In addi-
tion, the bill includes an important
amendment I offered to strengthen the
Special Inspector General for Iraq.

Unfortunately, I was not able to get
other amendments of mine adopted. I
filed a straightforward amendment
that would have made life a little easi-
er for our servicemembers and their
families when they are called up to
duty or transferred. When this happens
now, servicemembers often face cel-
lular phone early termination fees or
the prospect of paying the monthly bill
for a cell phone they cannot use until
the end of their contract—up to 2
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