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bear arms, and will defend the right of 
law-abiding citizens to purchase, use 
and keep firearms, as well as to bear 
those arms and to transport those 
arms. I vigorously oppose all attempts 
to restrict the second amendment. I be-
lieve that any law, local, State, or Fed-
eral, that infringes upon a law-abiding 
citizen’s God-given right to bear an 
arm, a God-given right that’s supposed 
to be protected by the Constitution of 
the United States, any law, Federal, 
State or local that infringes upon those 
rights are unconstitutional, and I’ll 
fight to try to restore those rights that 
have been already put in place on all 
levels. 

Since 1975, the residents of Wash-
ington, DC have had their second 
amendment right to bear arms stolen 
from them by the District’s govern-
ment. Last year, in Heller v. DC, the 
DC Court of Appeals ruled that the gun 
ban in the District of Columbia vio-
lated an individual’s right to keep and 
bear arms that is protected by the Con-
stitution and the second amendment; 
thus, nullifying the gun ban that the 
District of Columbia put upon its citi-
zens. 

Upon appeal by the District of Co-
lumbia, the Supreme Court has decided 
to consider this very important second 
amendment constitutional case. The 
U.S. Supreme Court will consider the 
constitutionality of DC’s ban on hand-
gun ownership and self-defense by law- 
abiding residents in their own homes. 

The Court will first address the ques-
tion of whether the second amendment 
to the Constitution, as embodied in the 
Bill of Rights, protects an individual’s 
right to own a firearm and to protect 
themselves, or whether it is a right of 
the government. 

We already see that the government 
cannot protect citizens. In fact, the 
courts even ruled that the police do not 
have an obligation to protect a citizen 
anywhere. We only have that right our-
selves. If the Court agrees that it is an 
individual right, then they will deter-
mine if the District’s self-defense and 
handgun bans are constitutional or 
not. 

The Supreme Court has a historic op-
portunity to return to the original in-
tent and the meaning of the second 
amendment. The second amendment 
protects us. It’s a fundamental and an 
individual right of law-abiding citizens 
to own firearms for any lawful purpose. 
Further, any law infringing upon this 
freedom, including the ban on self-de-
fense and on handgun ownership, is un-
constitutional. 

Further, every study that’s been done 
has shown that gun control provides 
absolutely no benefit in curbing crime. 
Rather, these types of restrictions only 
leave law-abiding citizens more suscep-
tible to criminal attack. Other than 
law enforcement, only criminals have 
guns in the District of Columbia. 

In fact, it was interesting, the com-
munity of Morton Grove, Illinois 

passed a ban on handguns. And then in 
response to that, a city in Georgia, 
Kennesaw, Georgia, passed an ordi-
nance stating that every household 
should own a firearm. It was a very in-
teresting social experiment. 

And what happened? The crime rate 
in Morton Grove, Illinois skyrocketed. 
The crime rate in Kennesaw, Georgia 
plummeted. These bans do not protect 
anybody but a criminal. 

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit correctly 
ruled that DC statutes are unconstitu-
tional. I strongly believe that the rul-
ing should and will be upheld by the 
U.S. Supreme Court. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I 
thank the gentleman. I understand we 
have 3 minutes. I thank him for his 
elaboration on the importance of one of 
the critical elements of the Bill of 
Rights, the second amendment. I am 
just referring now to the gentlelady 
from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX), know-
ing that we only have 3 minutes left. 
Does she have further? I think she 
does. 

I yield her now such time as she may 
consume. 

Ms. FOXX. I thank the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

The comments Mr. BISHOP made a 
little bit ago reminded me, when we 
were talking about the second amend-
ment, that if you look again at the Bill 
of Rights, and you realize that every 
one of those issues, almost, was in re-
action to what had happened during 
the war for independence, and just 
prior to the war for independence, with 
the actions on the part of England to-
ward the United States. And I think 
that it is very important that we re-
member, again, the context in which 
those amendments were written, be-
cause the abuses of a national or Fed-
eral Government were very, very clear 
in the minds of the people of this coun-
try at the time that they worked on 
the Declaration of Independence, and 
they outlined their grievances there. 
And then, as they looked at the amend-
ments to the Constitution, they did not 
want soldiers billeted in their homes. 
They did want the right to assembly. 
They did want the right to freedom of 
speech. All of those things needed to be 
spelled out because of the abuses of 
power of the Federal Government. 

Now, we have not seen that very 
much in our 200-plus-year history since 
the Constitution was adopted. But it’s 
very important that we put it into the 
historical context that it was in at the 
time, and understand, again, that 
under the rule of the British Govern-
ment, they didn’t have those rights and 
those rights could be very easily 
abused. Thank you for giving me the 
opportunity to add that to the com-
ments that I had made earlier. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Is 
there any time remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WELCH of Vermont). 30 seconds. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. In the 
concluding 30 seconds, I again thank 
the gentleman from Utah and the 
gentlelady for her comments as well. 
And as we continue this elaboration, 
education on the Bill of Rights and the 
overall Constitution, I hearken back to 
the gentleman’s comments from Texas 
and the gentleman from Georgia, that 
we should all ask the seminal and basic 
question for whatever we do here in 
this Congress and of course in the Pres-
idential election that is coming up as 
well when they make all the promises 
to us across the country. Is what 
they’re proposing to do, is it in the 
Constitution? 

f 

STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE OF THE 
NATION OF TURKEY 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, as the global 
war on terror continues, it is more im-
portant than ever that our Nation se-
cures strategic partners in fighting the 
scourge of radical Islamic terrorism. 
The nation of Turkey is just such an 
ally. It has proven to be a committed 
ally in the fight for freedom and de-
mocracy. Turkey has worked side by 
side with the United States to make 
strides in our struggle against the 
forces of terror. 

Turkey is also a nation that is in the 
midst of a tremendous political and 
economic transformation. Its economy 
has seen almost unprecedented eco-
nomic growth in recent years, and is a 
shining example of the power of the 
market to spur investment, raise living 
standards and promote stability. 

During Turkish President Abdullah 
Gul’s visit to Washington this month, I 
had the privilege to meet with him and 
hear his speech to the American Turk-
ish Council about the economic and 
democratic promise his nation holds. 
He told the story of Turkey’s remark-
able growth and reforms over the past 
few years. Turkey’s successes are a 
story of the power of freedom, democ-
racy and economic growth. 

Turkey is an important ally that will 
play a strategic role in the future 
peace and prosperity of a volatile re-
gion. It is more important than ever 
that we hear the voices of Turkish 
leaders and understand their visions 
for Turkey’s future. 
SPEECH DELIVERED BY H.E. ABDULLAH GŰL, 

PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF TURKEY, ON 
JANUARY 9, 2008 
Distinguished guests, ladies and gentle-

men, it is a pleasure for me to address such 
a distinguished audience. 

At the outset, I would like to thank Amer-
ican-Turkish Council for providing me with 
such an opportunity. 

I would also like to thank the Council and 
its members for their invaluable contribu-
tions for advancing the economic and com-
mercial ties between Turkey and the United 
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States. I expect ATC to continue its efforts 
in this regard. 

Turkey and the United States have been 
enjoying a robust partnership of a strategic 
nature. This solidarity is important not only 
for our two nations. It is also important for 
preserving peace, security and stability in a 
wide geography. 

Yesterday, in the White House, President 
Bush and I have confirmed our commitment 
to consolidate this valuable relationship. 

Ladies and gentlemen, since the end of the 
Cold War, Turkish-American relations have 
been undergoing a transformation in line 
with changing global dynamics. Within this 
context, it is crucial that our trade and eco-
nomic relations should be elevated to the 
level of our political and military ties. 

Although our trade volume increased from 
$6.3 billion to $11 billion in 2006, these figures 
are still far from reflecting the potential of 
our two countries. Already numerous busi-
ness relations exist between our two nations. 
But there is a vast and still growing oppor-
tunity for so many more. 

As members of the business and invest-
ment community, your contributions to this 
goal will be invaluable. 

Today, I will briefly dwell on Turkey’s Eu-
ropean Union bid, recent economic trans-
formation, the near-term outlook for the 
Turkish economy and Turkey’s main focus 
areas for the coming years. 

I would like to start with Turkey’s rela-
tions with the European Union. Turkey’s ac-
cession process is critically important for us. 

We are fully committed to doing all that 
takes to become an EU member because we 
believe the steps required are in themselves 
beneficial to Turkey. 

Turkey’s reform efforts are poised to re-
gain momentum. The Program for Align-
ment with the European Acquis’’ envisages 
the completion of our harmonization process 
by 2013. We appreciate the continued strong 
support of the U.S. Administrations for our 
E.U. bid. 

Thanks to economic and political reforms 
of the past few years, the Turkish economy 
has experienced its fastest sustained growth 
in more than 80 years. 

Despite the recent slowdown, the medium 
outlook for growth remains strong. Turkey 
is already the 6th largest economy in Europe 
and 17th in the world. Our GDP was about 
half a trillion U.S. Dollars in 2007. 

The target is to make Turkey the world’s 
11th largest economy by the year 2023. For-
eign direct investments have averaged to a 
mere one billion US dollars per year during 
the 1980–2002 period. This figure has jumped 
to 10 billion in 2005, 20 billion in 2006, and 
around 20 billion US dollars last year. 

The United States ranks fourth among the 
countries that invest in Turkey. In 2006, 
American companies invested approximately 
five billion Dollars in Turkey. An increase in 
this figure in the coming years will allow 
American companies to make use of Tur-
key’s potential. 

The boom in FDI inflows is no accident. It 
reflects the improvement in Turkey’s busi-
ness climate and its growth potential. In 
World Bank’s ‘‘Doing Business Survey’’, Tur-
key has jumped from 91st to 57th place. Tur-
key’s main focus areas over the coming 
years will be: 

(1) implementing the social security re-
form and introducing a universal health in-
surance scheme, 

(2) streamlining and liberalizing the en-
ergy sector, while ensuring supply security, 

(3) accelerating privatization with key 
companies on the agenda, 

(4) enhancing the labor market and miti-
gating the financial and non-financial costs 
on registered employment, 

(5) fighting effectively against the infor-
mality, 

(6) improving the intermediation role of 
the financial sector. 

I believe, undertaking these reforms will 
pave the way for a more competitive and 
more efficient business environment in Tur-
key. I would also like to remind you that the 
economic and political reform process in 
Turkey have gone hand in hand. I am con-
fident that they will proceed hand in hand. 

Ladies and gentlemen, a few years ago, we 
only had a road map. Today, we have results. 

Turkey has made significant progress in 
achieving economic and financial stability 
over the past few years. We are committed to 
preserving the gains and building on the suc-
cess. Turkey is a land of opportunities and 
we are open for business. 

I firmly believe that Turkey provides 
ample opportunities to reach out to Eurasia 
and the Middle East. Both Turkish and 
American private sector entities should con-
sider joint investment and business opportu-
nities that they can successfully embark 
upon in different regions. 

Turkey’s close historic, cultural and social 
ties with the Balkans, South Caucasus and 
the Central Asia could provide comparative 
advantages to these joint ventures. 

Cooperation on energy will bring a new 
strategic dimension to our bilateral rela-
tions. Such cooperation will also help in fur-
ther deepening of Turkish-American rela-
tions. 

To the extent American companies invest 
in technology in Turkey, their contributions 
for peace and stability in the region will 
grow. 

Turkey has a flourishing economy. As 
Turkish economy grows, the opportunities it 
presents grow as well. I trust that business-
men such as yourselves will seize these op-
portunities, thereby enabling our economic 
and trade relations to develop further and 
for our bilateral ties to become even closer. 

Thank you. 

f 
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THE STATE OF THE ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. WALZ) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, in coming today on the first day 
back in this new session, the second 
session of the 110th Congress, I wanted 
to take a little bit of time to reflect on 
some of the changes that happened in 
this Congress but also more impor-
tantly to look towards the future and 
look at the priorities that this new 
Congress is bringing. 

It’s very apparent that myself and 
my 43 Democratic colleagues were 
brought to this House, the reason we 
were sent here was to change the way 
business has been done. It wasn’t about 
maintaining a status quo. It wasn’t 
about talking about issues that weren’t 
relevant to their lives. It was very ap-
parent that at least in my district of 
southern Minnesota that they chose to 
send a schoolteacher without political 

experience to Congress to speak about 
those issues that were most on their 
minds, to talk about the issues of eco-
nomic equality, to talk about the 
issues of true national security, to talk 
about the issues that were going to im-
pact their children for generations to 
come. 

And in doing so, they sent several 
loud and clear messages to us. And I 
think first and foremost, as I’m joined 
with some of my other freshman Demo-
cratic colleagues, it was very apparent 
to many of us that we were sent here to 
talk about those issues in a manner 
that was about effectiveness. It was 
not about ideology. It was not about 
espousing to have a firm belief or the 
firm understanding that we had all the 
answers. The belief was to work to-
gether, to work with the experts, to 
work with local elected officials and 
come up with some of the most press-
ing solutions. 

And I think many of us understood 
during our campaigns and the time 
that we’ve been here in Congress, it’s 
not surprising to anyone, and my col-
leagues tonight will talk about these 
things, they didn’t need to see a poll to 
understand that Americans were be-
coming very nervous with the state of 
the economy. 

They were told over and over and 
over again by this administration that 
they were living in the best economy 
America had ever seen, and they would 
quote facts and figures like the gross 
domestic product and things like that. 
And when I would talk to my constitu-
ents in southern Minnesota, they 
would come up with something that 
was very insightful. They would say, I 
don’t know. It’s very possible that the 
GDP is growing, but that’s not filling 
my gas tank; and, I don’t know about 
you, but college is becoming more ex-
pensive; and, I’m concerned about heat-
ing oil prices this fall; and, I’m con-
cerned that what’s happening with the 
economy is not moving any closer to 
addressing those issues that I care 
most about. 

They were concerned about the loss 
of their jobs. They were continuously 
told that this global economy and 
these trade agreements that we were 
working on would grow these wonder-
ful jobs, wonderful prosperity, and 
what they continued to hear in the 
news was global corporations making 
record profits as we saw real wages for 
working Americans sink. 

They were told that this great awak-
ening of the global economy would be 
so helpful to them, and then they 
would open up their gas bills for heat-
ing and find out that they were having 
trouble making ends meet. They were 
told that this great global economy 
would bring a lasting prosperity to 
them, and they were receiving lay-off 
notices or many of the other ills that 
had come with it. 
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