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1) Welcome   Letter  

“The  freedom  of  Speech  may  be  taken  away—and,  dumb  &  silent  we  may  be  led,  like                 
sheep,   to   the   Slaughter.”  

George   Washington  

Distinguished   Senators,  

 

The  Presiding  Officers  of  the  Senate  Floor  are  honored  to  receive  You  in  the  first                
meeting  of  the  117 th  edition  of  the  United  States  Congress.  We  want  to  give  a  warm  welcome                  
to   all   new   and   re-elected   Senators,   congratulations   on   your   achievement!   

The  Senate  Floor  is  awaiting  Your  participation  in  hearings  and  debates.  The  Chair,              
however,   wishes   to   propose   two   essential   topics   as   the   core   of   the   first   debate:  

(I)  There  is  a  great  polarization  among  states  regarding  the  Second  Amendment  of  our               
Constitution.  The  bearing  of  arms  has  become  a  controversial  topic  in  the  present  due  to  the                 
recurrent  gun-related  accidents  within  the  Nation.  It  is  imperative  for  the  Senate  to  create               
legislation  that  appeases  the  public  concern  without  disregarding  the  Constitutional  rights  of             
all   citizens.  

(II)  Moreover,  the  United  States,  being  the  strong  and  influential  nation  that  It  has               
always  been,  has  been  vulnerable  to  terrorist  attacks  that  resulted  in  an  outbreak  of               
xenophobia  within  the  federal  government  and  the  general  public.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Senate                 
to  create  laws  and  treaties  that  assure  National  Security  and  protect  the  freedoms  of  the                
United  States  citizens.  Immigration  to  the  US  is  not  a  new  subject  matter,  however,  the  issue                 
is  in  need  of  legislation  that  allows  economic  growth  and  aids  globalization  without              
compromising   the   integrity   of   the   Union.  

The  Chair  expects  both  parties  to  stand  by  their  principles  and  encourages  bipartisan              
compromises.  All  Senators  will  keep  their  Constitutional  right  to  deliberate  unless  otherwise             
is  agreed  according  to  Constitutional  procedures.  The  objective  of  this  first  meeting  is  to               
create  legislation  that  targets  both  issues  through  the  formulation  of  bills  that  will  be  voted  on                 
during   the   same   summit.   

Again,  be  all  welcome  to  the  first  meeting  of  the  117th  U.S.  Congress.  Good  luck  and                 
may   God   help   us!  

President   Santiago   Estrada  

President   Andrea   Cárdenas  
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2) Introduction   to   the   Senate  

a) History  

The  bicameral  Congress  comprises  two  houses  that  originated  from  the  "Great            
Compromise"  between  states  at  the  Constitutional  Convention  in  1787.  The  convention            
declared  that  all  members  from  the  House  of  Representatives  are  apportioned  according  to              
the  state's  population;  whereas  the  Senate  has  two  members  from  each  state.  It  is  a                
Constitutional   duty   to   ensure   that   all   states   have   equal   representation   within   the   Senate.  

Section  8  of  Article  I  of  the  United  States  Constitution  assigns  the  Senate  and  House                
equal  responsibility  for  declaring  war,  maintaining  the  armed  forces,  assessing  taxes,            
borrowing  money,  minting  currency,  regulating  commerce,  and  making  all  laws  necessary  for             
the  operation  of  the  government.  However,  Article  II  of  Section  2  grants  the  Senate  exclusive                
authority   to   advise   and   consent   on   treaties   and   nominations.  

The  Constitution  also  requires  all  Senators  to  be  at  least  30  years  of  age,  United  States                 
citizens,  and  residents  of  the  states  from  which  they  are  chosen: “No  Person  shall  be  a                 
Senator  who  shall  not  have  attained  to  the  Age  of  thirty  Years,  and  been  nine  Years  a  Citizen                   
of  the  United  States,  and  who  shall  not,  when  elected,  be  an  Inhabitant  of  that  State  for  which                   
he  shall  be  chosen.” (US  Const.  art.  I,  §  3).  When  the  Senate  was  created,  the  Constitution                  
also  declared  that  state  legislatures  would  choose  their  senators.  However,  in  the  1850s,              
corruption  and  political  infighting  broke  down  the  original  process  by  leaving  vacant  seats  for               
prolonged  periods  of  time.  In  1913,  reform  efforts  succeeded,  resulting  in  the  adoption  of  the                
Seventeenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  that  provided  for  direct  popular  election  of             
senators: “The  Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  be  composed  of  two  Senators  from  each                
State,   elected   by   the   people”    (US   Const.   amend.   XVII.).  

At  first,  the  Senate  conducted  its  legislative  business  in  secret  and  closed-doors             
sessions.  Senators  were  expected  to  act  principally  as  an  advisory  council  to  the  president,               
and  as  a  body  that  perfected  legislation  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  amendments.               
Nevertheless,  the  first  visitors’  gallery  opened  in  1795  due  to  public  pressure.  When  the               
federal  government  moved  from  Philadelphia  to  the  newly  created  District  of  Columbia,  in              
1800,   both   the   House   of   Representatives   and   Senate   chambers   had   their   own   public   galleries.  

Between  the  1830s  and  early  1850s,  the  Senate  tackled  the  issues  of  federal  authority               
versus  states'  rights,  and  the  spread  of  slavery  into  the  territories.  Strong  efforts  to  achieve  an                 
agreement  failed,  and  the  nation  split  apart  in  a  bloody  Civil  War.  In  1861,  members  from  the                  
South  resigned  from  the  Senate  as  their  states  got  into  war,  which  led  the  Republican  party  to                  
become  the  majority  of  a  considerably  reduced  Senate.  Following  the  war,  senators  who              
wanted  to  reconstruct  the  states  of  the  south  were  in  constant  dispute  with  President  Andrew                
Johnson.  The  conflict  of  interests  would  not  stop  until  the  impeachment  trial  of  President               
Johnson,   where   the   president   was   spared   from   removal   by   a   single   vote.  
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A  series  of  weak  presidents  followed  Johnson  throughout  the  rest  of  the  19th  century,               
making  the  Senate  the  strongest  branch  of  the  federal  government.  Some  Senators  argued  that               
executive  power  should  be  subordinate  to  legislative  power,  which  makes  the  president's  only              
role  to  be  enforcing  laws  passed  by  Congress.  In  the  early  20th  century  a  shift  of  powers                  
occurred  due  to  the  strong  presidencies  of  Theodore  Roosevelt  and  Woodrow  Wilson,  who              
challenged  the  dominance  of  the  Senate.  Nevertheless,  the  Senate  dealt  a  major  blow  at  the                
end  of  Wilson’s  presidency  by  rejecting  the  Treaty  of  Versailles,  which  ended  World  War  I                
and   created   the   League   of   Nations.  

In  the  depths  of  the  Great  Depression  of  the  1930s,  the  Senate  reacted  enthusiastically               
to  President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt’s New  Deal  program ,  which  would  help  the  recovery  of               
the  national  economy.  The  unprecedented  explosion  of  legislative  activity  completely           
reformed  the  scope  of  the  federal  government.  However,  in  1937,  the  Senate  broke  ties  with                
President  Roosevelt  because  of  the Judicial  Procedure  Reform  Bill  of  1937 ,  commonly             
known  as  the  proposal  to  "pack"  the  Supreme  Court.  Strong  isolationist  emotions  limited              
Roosevelt's  international  policy.  Then,  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  in  1941  caused  a  sudden               
change   in   public   opinion,   and   the   senators   joined   the   war   effort.  

The  Cold  War  generated  an  increase  in  legislation  regarding  national  security,  the             
national  defense  program,  foreign  aid,  and  military  assistance  to  allies.  During  the  1950s  the               
Senate  engaged  in  sharp  debates  over  civil  rights  policies,  which  stimulated  lengthy             
filibusters,  but  which  eventually  resulted  in  the  passage  of  the  landmark  Civil  Rights  Act  of                
1964  and  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965.  The  Senate  also  divided  over  American  involvement  in                
the  war  in  Vietnam.  Senate  concern  over  increased  presidential  powers  in  foreign  affairs  led               
to  the  passage  of  the  War  Powers  Act  of  1973,  requiring  Congressional  notification  and               
approval   whenever   American   troops   are   sent   into   combat.  

Irregularities  of  Nixon’s  presidential  campaign  in  1972  led  to  a  Senate  investigation             
chaired  by  Senator  Sam  Ervin  of  North  Carolina.  Evidence  gathered  by  Ervin's  committee              
resulted  in  the  resignation  of  Richard  Nixon  as  president.  Thereafter,  the  Senate  has  striven  to                
maintain  a  balance  with  the  presidency,  supporting  presidential  initiatives  while  maintaining            
vigilant   oversight   over   the   operations   of   the   executive   branch.  
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b) Current   Events  

Currently,  the  Senate  maintains  its  Constitutional  rights  and  duties,  suffering  minor            
changes.  Among  the  subject  matters  prone  to  adjustment,  the  number  and  objective  of              
committees  are  the  most  vulnerable.  As  of  now,  there  are  17  Senate  committees,  with  70                
subcommittees.  The  committees  are  not invariable  but  subject  to  change  with  each  new              
Congress  in  order  to  achieve  efficient  legislation.  Each  committee  manages  a  policy  area,  and               
the  subcommittees  take  on  more  specialized  policy  areas.  The  most  important  committees  of              
the  116 th  Congress  are  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  Armed  Services  Committee,  and  the              
Appropriations   Committee.  

The  term  of  current  Senators  is  six  years  each,  overlapping  in  three  groups  that  allow                
the  change  of  one-third  of  the  seats  every  two  years.  This  procedure  allows  the  Senate  to                 
continue  their  ideas,  disregarding  the  shifting  political  overview.  Consequently,  Senators  are            
divided  into  three classes .  Class  II  Senators  are  the  closest  to  expiration;  their  term  ends  on                 
January  3,  2021.  It  is  important  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  there  is  no  Constitutional  limit  to                  
the   number   of   terms   a   Senator   may   serve.   

The  Senate  elections  take  place  on  the  first  Tuesday  after  the  first  Monday  of               
November  in  even-numbered  years. Election  Day  coincides  with  elections  for  the  House  of              
Representatives.  Senators  are  elected  by  their  states  as  a  whole.  The  Constitution  allows  each               
state   to   decide   the   legislation   under   which   Senators   are   elected.   

In  45  states,  a  primary  election  is  held  first  for  the  Republican  and  Democratic  parties                
with  the  general  election  following  a  few  months  later.  In  most  of  these  states,  the  nominee                 
may  receive  only  a  plurality,  while  in  some  states,  a  runoff  is  required  if  no  majority  was                  
achieved.  In  the  general  election,  the  winner  is  the  candidate  who  receives  a  plurality  of  the                 
popular   vote.   However,   in   5   states,   different   methods   are   used:  

In  Georgia,  a  runoff  between  the  top  two  candidates  occurs  if  the  plurality              
winner   in   the   general   election   does   not   also   win   a   majority  

In  Washington,  California,  and  Louisiana,  a  nonpartisan  blanket  primary  is           
held  in  which  all  candidates  participate  in  a  single  primary  regardless  of  party              
affiliation  and  the  top  two  candidates  in  terms  of  votes  received  at  the  primary               
election  advance  to  the  general  election,  where  the  winner  is  the  candidate  with  the               
greater   number   of   votes.  

In  Maine,  following  two  ballot  initiatives  in  2016  and  2018,  respectively,  to             
establish  and  maintain  instant-runoff  voting  (IRV),  known  in  that  state  as            
"ranked-choice  voting",  the  state  uses  IRV  to  nominate  and  elect  candidates  for             
federal   offices,   including   the   Senate.  

Moreover,  current  politics  consider  Senators  to  be  more  influential  than  the  members             
of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Among  the  reasons,  the  fact  that  the  number  of  Senators  is                 
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considerably  lower,  the  term  they  serve  is  longer,  their  constituencies  are  larger,  they  sit  on                
more  committees,  and  they  have  more  staff  are  the  most  important  ones.  In  addition,  a  lot                 
more  Senators  have  been  nominees  for  the  presidency  than  representatives.  Three  senators             
(Warren  Harding,  John  F.  Kennedy,  and  Barack  Obama)  have  been  elected  president  while              
serving  in  the  Senate,  while  only  one  Representative  (James  Garfield)  has  been  elected              
president   while   serving   in   the   House.  

The  Constitution  grants  the  United  States  Congress  the  sole  power  to  create             
legislation  that  suits  the  needs  and  interests  of  the  US  citizens.  However,  there  are  some                
major  powers  and  functions  that  discern  the  Senate  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  these               
are:  

● Impeachment:  The  Constitution  grants  the  House  of  Representatives  the  power           
to  impeach  a  government  official,  serving  the  role  of  prosecutor.  The  Senate,             
on  the  other  hand,  “has  the  sole  power  to  conduct  impeachment  trials,  serving              
as   jury   and   judge.”    (Senate.gov,   n.d.).  

● Nominations: According  to  the  Constitution,  the  president  "shall  nominate,          
and  by  and  with  the  Advice  and  Consent  of  the  Senate,  shall  appoint              
Ambassadors,  other  public  Ministers  and  Consuls,  Judges  of  the  Supreme           
Court,  and  all  other  Officers  of  the  United  States…  (Article  2,  Section  2)."  The               
Senate  has  the  power  to  check  and  approve  or  reject  presidential  appointees  to              
executive   and   judicial   branch   posts.  

● Treaties:  “The  Constitution  gives  the  Senate  the  power  to  approve,  by  a             
two-thirds  vote,  treaties  made  by  the  executive  branch.  [...]  The  Senate  may             
also   amend   a   treaty   or   adopt   changes   to   a   treaty.”   (Senate.gov,   n.d.).  

Today’s  United  States  politics  are  polarized  and  divided.  Ideas  have  been  radicalized             
and  it  reflects  on  the  Senate.  Some  events  have  shown  how  Republican  Senators  oppose  the                
major  leader  of  the  Executive  branch,  President  Donald  Trump,  which  results  in  the              
termination  of Trump’s  National  Emergency  and  the  passing  of  the War  Powers  Resolution .              
The  divided  GOP  has  given  a  political  advantage  to  Democrat  Senators  that  want  to  create                
liberal  legislation.  Such  a  phenomenon  has  led  some  people  to  believe  that  the  political               
parties  of  the  United  States  do  not  follow  a  common  goal  but  several  interests  that                
accommodate   each   member   according   to   where   they   lie   on   the   political   spectrum.  
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c) Pronouncements   on   the   Subjects  

i) Subject   A:    Revision   to   the   Second   Amendment  

Throughout  the  last  decade,  gun-related  accidents  have  increased  along  the  Nation.  It             
is  clear  that  the  United  States  of  America  has  an  issue  regarding  the  creation  of  efficient                 
legislation  that  regulates  the  purchase,  use,  and  distribution  of  firearms.  Some  legislation  has              
been  passed  by  the  Senate,  including  the Assault  Weapons  Ban  of  2013 ,  which  “prohibits  the                
sale  of  military-style  assault  weapons  and  high-capacity  ammunition  magazines”          
(Blu menthal,  n.d.) .  The  Republican  majority  government  has  mostly  rejected  any           
propositions  made  by  Democrats  and  independent  parties  as  well  as  the  general  public.              
“Bipartisan  compromise  amendment  on  background  checks  was  effectively  blocked,  despite           
the  fact  that  90  percent  of  the  American  people  support  such  a  measure.”  (Blu menthal,  n.d.),                
says  Richard  Blumenthal,  Senator  of  Connecticut.  The  Republican  Party  refuses  to  accept  any              
bill  that  targets  gun  control  in  any  way.  The  public  and  Democrat  pressure,  reporters  say,  is                 
overwhelming   for   the   Majority   government.  

Some  governmental  institutions  also  request  the  Senate  to  take  action  on  the  bills  the               
House  of  Representa tives  has  already  passed.  The  United  States  Conference  of  Mayors  wrote              
a  formal  letter  addressed  to  the  Senate’s  Majority  Leader  Mitch  McConnell  where  they              
stated:  “On  behalf  of  The  United  States  Conference  of  Mayors,  we  urge  you  to  immediately                
call  the  Senate  back  to  Washington  to  take  action  on  bipartisan  gun  safety  legislation.”               
(Burns,  2019) ,  referring  to  the H.R.  8:  Bipartisan  Background  Checks  Act  of  2019 and  the                
H.R.  1112  Bipartisan  Background  Checks  Act .  The  bills  targeted  person-to-person  firearm            
transfers  unless  a  background  check  can  be  conducted  and  the  minimum  amount  of  time               
firearms  dealers  must  wait  for  a  response  from  the  background  check  system  before  the  sale                
can  proceed,  respectively.  Neither  of  both  bills  have  been  scheduled  by  McConnell,  “It’s  Sen.               
McConnell’s  decision  to  make  the  United  States  Senate  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  the              
Trump  administration,”  Durbin  said.  “It’s  a  shame.  We  used  to  be  a  separate  institution”.  The                
Senate  has  not  taken  action  on  either  bill  since  they  were  passed  by  the  House  of                 
Representatives   in   February   2019.  

Majority  Senators  from  Iowa  and  Tennessee  openly  oppose  any  change  or  regulation             
that  could  be  done  to  the  Second  Amendment.  “Our  efforts  to  prevent  future  tragedies  must                
focus  on  enforcing  current  gun  laws,  community  engagement,  and  advancing  mental  health             
treatment,”  says  Senator  Joni  Ernst  on  his  official  webpage.  “I  do  not  believe  stricter  gun                
control  for  law-abiding  citizens  is  the  solution”.  The  same  Senator  successfully  reversed  the              
previous  administration’s  efforts  to  ban  M855  ammunition,  which,  he  says  “[are]  used  for              
legitimate  purposes  like  target  shooting  and  hunting.” (Ernst,  n.d.).  Furthermore,  Senator           
Lamar  Alexander  openly  opposed  the  United  Nations’  Arms  Trade  Treaty ,  arguing  th at  it              
“violates  the  Second  Amendment  rights  of  Tennesseans  and  all  Americans”.  Sen.  Alexander             
also  protests  against  the assault-weapons  ban  saying  that  it  “clearly  infringes  on  Second              
Amendment  rights”.  However,  he  does  support  amendments  that  “would  have  strengthened            
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federal  prosecution  under  existing  gun  laws  and  helped  ‘keep  guns  out  of  the  hands  of                
criminals   and   those   a   court   has   decided   are   dangerously   mentally   ill.’”(Alexander,   n.d.).  

The  divided  Republican  Party  has  some  members  who  “have  spoken  in  favor  of              
red-flag laws,  which  would  allow  family  members  or  law  enforcement  to  limit  a  person's               
access  to  firearms  if  they  are  deemed  a  potential  threat  to  the  public.”  (Wu,  2019).  However,                 
opposed  principles  from  the  same  party  can  be  seen  in  the  lapse  of The  Violent  Crime  Control                  
and  Law  Enforcement  Act  of  1994 .  This  legislation,  among  other  things,  banned  the              
manufacture  and  sale  to  civilians  of  assault-style  weapons  and  certain  ‘large-capacity’            
ammunition  magazines  for  guns.  The  United  States  Congress  has  made  several  attempts  to              
pass  new  bans  on  assault-style  weapons,  but  the  legislation  has  picked  up  little  traction  in  the                 
Republican-controlled  Senate.  Because  of  these  conflicting  actions,  the  Democratic  Party  has            
struggled  to  create  an  effective  strategy  to  achieve  bipartisan  comprises,  leaving  a  void  of               
uncertainty   within   legislators.  

The  Democratic-led  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  has  voted            
to  approve  three  measures:  “the  red-flag  bill,  a  ban  of  high-capacity  ammunition  magazines,              
and  legislation  to  prohibit  people  convicted  of  violent  hate  crime  misdemeanors  from             
possessing  firearms.”  (Morgan,  2019).  Mass  shootings  in  Texas  and  Ohio  awoke  public             
debate  regarding  gun  safety.  Some  stimulate  that  this  legislation  comes  from  said  incident.              
“The  bills  are  part  of  a  coordinated  strategy  between  House  and  Senate  Democrats  to  put                
pressure  on  Senate  Republican  leader  Mitch  McConnell  to  allow  a  vote  on  gun-related  bills               
including  universal  background  check  legislation  that  passed  the  House  in  February”            
(Morgan,  2019).  President  Trump  and  Republican  leaders  from  the  House  of  Representatives             
and  the  Senate  met  at  the  White  House  following  these  events.  However,  the  House               
Republican  whip  Steve  Scalise,  said  that  he  did  not  know  if  Trump  and  the  Congress  would                 
come   to   an   agreement   concerning   gun   legislation.  

 

ii) Subject   B:    Revision   to   the   Immigration   Laws  

Although  immigration,  both  legal  and  illegal,  has  been  an  ongoing  discussion  for  the              
last  century  and  many  bills  have  been  passed,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America  has                  
not  made  many  advancements  in  the  last  years,  despite  the  general  public’s  appeals  to  change.                
Currently,  security  around  the  United  States-Mexico  border  is  increased  and  the  number  of              
immigrants   accepted   into   the   country   has   lowered   significantly   between   2018   and   2019.   

The  latest  bill  approved  by  the  Senate  was  the  Comprehensive  Immigration  Reform             
Bill,  introduced  by  a  bipartisan  group  of  Senators  colloquially  known  as  the  “Gang  of  Eight,”                
consisting  of  Democrats  Michael  Bennet  from  Colorado,  Richard  Durbin  from  Illinois,            
Robert  Menendez  from  New  Jersey  and  Charles  Schumer  from  New  York,  and  Republicans              
Jeff  Flake  from  Arizona,  Lindsey  Graham  from  South  Carolina,  John  McCain  also  from              
Arizona,  and  Marco  Rubio  from  Florida.  This  group  advocated  for  the  distribution  of  11               
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million  Visas  to  undocumented  immigrants  in  their  reform  bill,  while  also  incrementing             
border  security  and  assuring  jobs  for  the  non-immigrants.  The  bill  passed  the  Senate  but  did                
not  pass  the  House  of  Representatives.  One  of  the  eight,  Michael  Bennet  states  on  his  official                 
webpage  that  he  “knows  our  broken  immigration  system  hobbles  our  economy…  He  is              
fighting  the  commonsense  solutions  that  reflect  two  bedrock  American  values:  we  are  a              
nation   that   respects   the   rule   of   law,   and   we   are   a   nation   of   immigrants.”   (Bennet,   n.d.)  

On  May  15 th ,  2019,  several  Republican  Senators  met  with  Jared  Kushner  and  Stephen              
Miller,  White  House  Senior  Advisors,  to  discuss  Kushner’s  immigration  plan,  which  proposes             
the  incrementation  of  physical  barriers  to  increase  border  security  and  the  gradual  transition              
to  legal  immigration  systems  similar  to  Canada’s,  New  Zealand’s  and  Australia’s.  The             
Republicans  were  reportedly  “underwhelmed”  (CNN,  2019)  with  the  plan,  South  Carolina            
Senator   Lindsey   Graham   claiming   the   “plan   is   not   designed   to   become   law.”   (Graham,   2019)  

Although  many  Republican  Senators,  such  as  Charles  Grassley  (Iowa),  Thom  Tillis            
(North  Carolina),  and  David  Perdue  (Georgia)  back  President  Trump’s  proposal  to  give             
citizenship  to  1.8  million  “Dreamers,”  immigrants  that  came  to  the  United  States  as  children,               
to  fund  the  wall  and  to  stop  “chain  immigration,”  namely  family  immigration,  a  significant               
amount  support  the  already  existing  legal  immigration  laws.  Senator  James  Lankford,  a             
Republican  from  Oklahoma,  confessed  he  is  “fine  leaving  the  numbers  where  they  are.”              
(Lankford,  2018)  Fourteen  Republican  Senators,  among  them  Ted  Cruz  (Texas),  Susan            
Collins  (Maine),  and  John  Kennedy  (Louisiana)  refused  to  vote  for  Trump’s  proposal,  as  they               
did  not  agree  with  the  lack  of  prioritization  for  border  security  and  the  “amnesty”  for                
unauthorized   immigrants.  

Meanwhile,  several  Democratic  Senators  are  firmly  against  President  Trump’s  ideals.           
California  Senator  Kamala  Harris,  a  child  of  immigrants  herself,  is  fighting  to  reinstate              
DACA,  allow  the  11  million  unauthorized  immigrants  to  receive  proper  documentation,  and             
reunite  families,  as  well  as  increase  oversight  to  government  agencies  in  charge  of  monitoring               
immigration.  Independent  Senator  Bernie  Sanders  of  Vermont  claims  to  “stop  all  construction             
of  the  racist  and  ineffective  wall”  and  “overturn  President  Trump’s  racist  and  disgusting              
Muslim   ban,”   (Sanders,   n.d.)   if   he   becomes   president,   as   well   as   reinstate   DACA.   
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3) Subject   A:    Revision   to   the   Second   Amendment  

a) Introduction  

“ A  well  regulated  Militia,  being  necessary  to  the  security  of  a  free  State,  the  right  of                 
the   people   to   keep   and   bear   Arms,   shall   not   be   infringed. ”  

U.S.   Const.   amend.   II  

The  Second  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution,  passed  in  1789  and  ratified              
in  1791,  is  also  known  as  the Right  to  Bear  Arm s.  The  language  it  uses  has  created  extensive                   
debate  regarding  the  Amendment's  objective.  Some  argue  that  the  Amendment's  phrase  "the             
right  of  the  people  to  keep  and  bear  Arms"  is  an  explicit  demonstration  of  an  individual                 
constitutional  right.  Under  this  individual  right  theory ,  it  can  be  said  that  the  United  States                
Constitution  restricts  legislative  bodies  from  prohibiting  firearm  possession.  Contrarily,  some           
scholars  point  out  that  the  initial  language,  "a  well  regulated  Militia",  intends  to  restrict               
Congress  from  legislating  away  a  state's  right  to  self-defense,  said  theory  is  called  the               
collective  rights  theory.  According  to  this  theory,  the  Second  Amendment  declares  that             
citizens  do  not  possess  the  individual  right  to  possess  firearms  and  that  legislative  bodies               
have  the  authority  to  regulate  guns  without  the  implication  of  a  Constitutional  right.  The               
debate  continues  nowadays  among  scholars.  The  United  States  government,  however,           
recognizes  the  individual  right  theory,  with  the  Supreme  Court  Ruling  in  favor  of  the               
possession   of   arms   by   individuals   on   multiple   occasions.  

 

b) History  

The  original  intention  of  the  Second  Amendment  of  the  constitution,  according  to             
today’s  analyst,  scholars,  and  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  of  Justice,  is  to  defend  the                
individual  liberty  of  self-defense.  Said  right  is  to  be  protected  through  the  allowance  of  the                
US  citizens  to bear  arms .  The  professor  of  Constitutional  Law  of  the  University  of               
California,  Los  Angeles  (UCLA),  Adam  Winkler,  said  in  an  interview  that  “back  in  the               
founding  era,  the  framers  were  concerned  about  self-defense  in  terms  of  armed  state  militias,               
made  up  of  common  citizens  who  would  prevent  federal  overreach”,  which  shows  that  the               
founding  fathers  concerned  that  the  constitution  granted  too  much  power  to  the  Federal              
Government.  Similarly,  Principal  Attorney  Alan  Gura  stated  that  the  right  was  created  to              
“enable  people  to  protect  themselves  both  against  criminal  private  violence  as  well  as  the               
right  of  people  to  protect  themselves  against  some  encroachment  upon  their  liberties  by  a               
tyrant”.  The  objective  of  the right  to  bear  arms ,  some  say,  has  switched  from  seeking                
protection  threatened  by  the  federal  government  to  each  individual  defending  against            
criminals.  Under  these  declarations,  one  can  assure  that  the  purpose  of  the  Second              
Amendment   is   noble   and,   thus,   should   not   be   removed   from   the   Constitution.  
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i) Background  

Before  the  United  States  achieved  independence  from  the  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain,             
the  Union  was  ruled  under  British  law.  The  English  Bill  of  Rights  of  1689  included  that                 
“ Protestants  may  have  arms  for  their  defence  suitable  to  their  conditions  and  as  allowed  by                
law”.  This  was  the  original  legislation  that  inspired  the  First  Congress  to  create  the  Second                
Amendment  and  include  it  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  of  the  United  States.  However,  said  right  was                  
not  respected  by  the  British.  During  the  time  of  the  revolution,  there  were  various  instances                
where  the  British  disarmed  Americans  to  prevent  them  from  revolting.  The  framers  were              
perturbed by  the  British  actions  and  so  they  resisted  the  king,  resulting  in  the  American                
Revolution.  

After  the  revolution,  each  independent  state  had  created  its  own  constitution  that             
assured  the  liberty  of  its  citizens.  For  instance,  the  Pennsylvania  Constitution  of  1776  was               
known  for  its  Article  XIII,  which  stated  as  follows:  “ That  the  people  have  a  right  to  bear                  
arms  for  the  defence  of  themselves  and  the  state;  and  as  standing  armies  in  the  time  of  peace                   
are  dangerous  to  liberty,  they  ought  not  to  be  kept  up;  And  that  the  military  should  be  kept                   
under  strict  subordination  to,  and  governed  by,  the  civil  power” .  This  is  the  first  time  that  the                  
term  “bear  arms”  is  used,  terminology  that  would  remain  on  the  Constitution  of  the  United                
States.  A  year  later,  Vermont’s  Constitution  is  created,  including  an  almost  equal  statement  on               
Chapter  1,  Section  XVIII: “That  the  people  have  a  right  to  bear  arms  for  the  defence  of  the                   
themselves  and  the  State;  and  as  standing  armies,  in  the  time  of  peace,  are  dangerous  to                 
liberty,  they  ought  not  to  be  kept  up;  and  that  the  military  should  be  kept  under  strict                  
subordination  to,  and  governed  by,  the  civil  power” .  The  inclusion  of  these  articles  on  each                
state’s  constitutions  would  highly  influence  the  First  Congress  to  add  it  to  the  US  Magna                
Carta.  

ii) Following   Events   of   The   Second   Amendment  

After  the  revolution  and  during  the  First  Congress,  the  framers  decided  to  create  the               
first  ten  amendments  to  the  Constitution.  These  amendments  were  called  the  United  States              
Bill  of  Rights  and  it  guaranteed  personal  rights  and  freedoms  as  well  as  clear  limitations  on                 
the  government's  power  in  judicial  and  other  proceedings.  Among  the  different  Bill  of  Rights               
proposed  by  the  various  states,  the  only  shared  provisions  were  the  right  religious  freedom               
and  the  right  to  arms.  Following  this  event,  the  interpretation  of  the  Second  Amendment  had                
been  mostly  vague  until  the  Supreme  Court  interfered  and  set  several  official  interpretations.              
Said   interpretations   have   been   demonstrated   in   four   major   cases.  

United  States  v.  Cruikshank  (1876):  Originally,  the  Second  Amendment  only           
applied  to  the  federal  government;  therefore,  the  states  were  to  regulate  the  purchase,              
sale,  and  use  of  weapons  as  they  saw fit .  “Even  though  there  is  evidence  that  shows                 
that  the  Privileges  or  Immunities  Clause  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  was  designed             
to  protect  the  right  of  individuals  to  keep  and  bear  arms  from  infringement  by  the                
states,  the  Supreme  Court  rejected  this  interpretation  in  United  States  v.  Cruikshank             
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(1876).”  (Lund  and  Winkler,  n.d.).  The  Court  stated  that  the  Second  Amendment  “has              
no   other   effect   than   to   restrict   the   powers   of   the   national   government.”   

United  States  v.  Miller  (1939):  In  1939,  gangster  Jack  Miller  was  caught             
transporting  an  unregistered  sawed-off  shotgun  across  state  lines,  violating  the           
National  Firearms  Act  of  1934.  Miller  argued  that  the  Second  Amendment  secured  his              
right  to  said  weapon,  thus,  accusing  the  Act  of  unconstitutional  intentions.  “After  the              
U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Arkansas  agreed  with  Miller,  the  case               
was  appealed  directly  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which  reversed  the  district  court”             
(Acosta,  2019).  On  its  ruling,  the  Supreme  Court  concluded  that  “[i]n  the  absence  of               
any  evidence  tending  to  show  that  possession  or  use  of  a  [sawed-off]  shotgun  .  .  .  has                  
some  reasonable  relationship  to  the  preservation  or  efficiency  of  a  well-regulated            
militia,  we  cannot  say  that  the  Second  Amendment  guarantees  the  right  to  keep  and               
bear  such  an  instrument.”  307  U.S.  at  178.  The  Court  concluded  that  the  district               
court   erred   in   holding   the   National   Firearms   Act   provisions   unconstitutional.  

District  of  Columbia  v.  Heller  (2008) :  It  can  be  said  that  District  of  Columbia               
v.  Heller  is  one  of  the  most  important  cases  regarding  the  Second  Amendment.  This               
became  the  first  time  that  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  ruled  that  the  Constitution               
grants  “an  individual  right  to  possess  a  firearm  for  traditionally  lawful  purposes  such              
as  self-defense.”  (Acosta,  2019).  Moreover,  in  a  5-4  decision,  challenged  the            
constitutionality  of  two  provisions  from  the  District  of  Columbia.  One  of  which  was  a               
handgun  ban  that  had  lasted  for  32  years  and  another  one  that  prohibited  rendering  a                
firearm  operational  when  at  home,  thus,  the  weapon  had  to  be  disabled  or              
trigger-locked.  The  case’s  aftermath  left  some  issues  unanswered,  “including  whether           
the  Second  Amendment  restricts  state  regulation  of  firearms,  and  the  standard  for             
evaluating  the  constitutionality  of  other  laws  and  regulations  that  impact  the  Second             
Amendment  right”  (Acosta,  2019).  Further  litigation  is  needed  in  order  to  solve  said              
issues.  In  D.C  v.  Heller,  the  Supreme  Court  declared  that  “the  language  and  history  of                
the  Second  Amendment  showed  that  it  protects  a  private  right  of  individuals  to  have               
arms  for  their  own  defense,  not  a  right  of  the  states  to  maintain  a  militia.”  (Lund  and                  
Winkler,   n.d.).  

McDonald  v.  City  of  Chicago  (2010):  Constitutional  rights  do  not           
automatically  apply  to  the  state  nor  local  governments.  However,  the  McDonald  case             
led  the  Supreme  Court  to  rule  that  the  Second  Amendment  rights,  as  well  as  almost  all                 
amendments  within  the  Bill  of  Rights,  are  applicable  to  states  and  municipalities             
through  the  Fourteenth  Amendment.  The  plaintiff  of  this  case  directly  challenged  the             
constitutionality  of  some  gun  regulations  of  the  city  of  Chicago,  especially  the             
“handgun  ban,  which  prohibited  handgun  possession  by  almost  all  private  citizens.”            
(LII  /  Legal  Information  Institute,  n.d.).  As  in  D.C  v.  Heller,  a  5-4  decision  ruled  that,                 
in  fact,  Chicago  had  unconstitutional  legislation.  The  Court,  according  to  the            
intentions  of  the  framers  and  ratifiers  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  declared  that             
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“the  Second  Amendment  applies  to  the  states  through  the  incorporation  doctrine.”            
(LII  /  Legal  Information  Institute,  n.d.).  Nonetheless,  the  Supreme  Court  did  not             
achieve  a  consensus  regarding  the  clause  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  that  integrates             
the  fundamental  right  to keep  and  bear  arms  for  the  purpose  of  self-defense, some               
looking  at  the  Due  Process  Clause  while  others  argued  that  the  Immunities  Clause              
should  justify  incorporation.  Moreover,  the  Supreme  Court  ruled  that  the  “14th            
Amendment's  due  process  clause  [states]  ‘ no  state  can  deprive  a  citizen  of  life,  liberty,               
or  property  without  due  process  of  law,’  did  incorporate  the  2nd  Amendment  into  the               
states  under  the  reasoning  that  the  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms  for  self-defense  is                
fundamental  to  the  nation's  scheme  of  ordered  liberty,”  (Gura  and  Wydra,  2018)  said              
Dr.  Kim  Kutz  Elliott  after  an  interview  with  lawyer  Alan  Gura  and  Supreme  Court               
Litigator  Elizabeth  Wydra.  Even  though  McDonald  v.  Chicago  was  a  case  focused  on              
guns,   it   also   targeted   the   issue   concerning   whether   states   can   restrict   citizens'   liberty.   

 

c) Current   Situation  

According  to  the  non-profit  organization  Gun  Violence  Archive  (GVA),  2019  was  the             
worst  year  regarding  mass  shootings  in  the  United  States.  417  mass  shootings  were  recorded               
by  the  organization  and  a  total  of  15381  gun-related  deaths  occurred  (including  homicides,              
suicides,  and  accidents).  The  public  has  expressed  its  unconformity  with  the  inaction  of  the               
legislative  bodies  of  the  nation,  especially  the  Senate,  who  has  refused  to  debate  bills  passed                
by  the  House  of  Representatives.  Following  GVA’s  data,  from  2016  to  the  present  day  (first                
month  of  2020),  there  have  been  1510  mass  shootings  that  have  resulted  in  the  death  of  more                  
than  a  thousand  people.  Several  Democratic  Senators  and  presidential  candidates  have  shown             
their  disturbance  with  the  obstruction  of  gun  regulation  bills  from  the  GOP-led  Senate  and               
executive   body.  

Minority  Senate  Whip  Dick  Durbin  says  that  it  is  “McConnell’s  decision  to  make  the               
United  States  Senate  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  the  Trump  administration,”  expressing  his             
belief  that  the  White  House  and  the  Senate  stopped  working  as  separate  institutions.  Durbin’s               
allegations  have  been  indirectly  reinforced  by  Republican  Senator  Johnny  Isakson’s  various            
statements  regarding  gun  control  and  regulation:  “We’ll  vote  on  it,  but  it  needs  to  be                
something  the  president  will  sign.”  Such  statements  concern  the  distribution  of  power  the              
United  States  currently  has.  Some  Senators  believe  that  the  behavior  of  the  Senate  is               
unconstitutional,   still,   there   is   little   anyone   can   do.   

The  Gun  Violence  Organization  warns  the  Senate  that,  if  no  action  is  taken,  the               
number  of  mass  shootings  and  mass  killings  will  only  rise.  The  country  remembers  with               
horror  the  2017  mass  shooting  in  Las  Vegas,  where  59  people  were  killed  during  a  festival.                 
Such  statistics  were  not  matched  by  either  of  the  deadliest  mass  shootings  of  2019:  the                
Virginia  Beach  Shooting  (12  dead)  nor  the  El  Paso  Shooting  (22  dead).  Nevertheless,  it  is  not                 
a  motive  to  stop  legislation  that  protects  the  United  States  citizen’s  right  to  live.  Regarding                
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this  issue,  presidential  candidate  and  former  US-Vice  President  Joe  Biden  made  a  call              
requesting  tighter  regulations.  “Mr.  Biden's  plans  include  a  ban  on  the  manufacture  and  sale               
of  assault  weapons  and  mandatory  background  checks  for  all  gun  sales.”  (BBC  News,  2019).               
Similarly,  Senator  and  presidential  candidate  Elizabeth  Warren  expressed  the  need  that  the             
country  has  for universal  background  checks ,  outlining  a  plan  that  includes  legislative  and              
executive   actions,   which   will,   according   to   the   Senator,   “reduce   gun   deaths   by   80%”.   

The  Senate’s  Minority  Leader  Charles  E.  Schumer,  together  with  Senator  Richard            
Blumenthal,  is  pushing  Majority  Leader  Mitch  McConnell  to  bring  to  the  Senate  floor  the               
bills  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  regarding  universal  background  checks.  In  fact,              
during  a  Senate  hearing  and  debate  in  November  2019,  Senator  Blumenthal  received  the              
tragic  news  that  a  school  shooting  was  taking  place  in  Santa  Clara  as  he  was  giving  his                  
speech  about  gun  regulation.  This  led  him  to  finish  by  saying,  “How  can  we  turn  the  other                  
way,  how  can  we  refuse  to  see  that  shooting  in  real-time,  demanding  our  attention,  requiring                
our  action?  We  are  complicit  if  we  fail  to  act.  It  is  not  just  a  political  responsibility,  it  is  a                     
moral  imperative”.  The  Senator’s  intervention  was  followed  by  Christopher  Murphy’s  call  for             
the  H.R  8  bill  to  pass  via  unanimous  consent.  The  bill,  also  referred  to  as  B ipartisan                 
Background  Checks  Act  of  2019,  “prohibits  a  firearm  transfer  between  private  parties  unless  a               
licensed  gun  dealer,  manufacturer,  or  importer  first  takes  possession  of  the  firearm  to  conduct               
a  background  check.”  (Khan,  2019).  Shockingly,  Murphy’s  motion  to  pass  the  bill  was              
immediately  blocked  by  the  Republican  Senator  Cindy  Hyde-Smith  of  Mississippi,  who            
argued  that  "legislation  that  would  affect  the  rights  of  American  citizens  under  the  2nd               
Amendment  should  not  be  fast-tracked  by  the  Senate."  There  is  a  debate  on  whether  Senator                
Hyde-Smith  was  acting  as  a  filibuster  or  not.  Important  issues  do  need  a  debate;  however,  the                 
bill  in  question  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  with  a  240-90  supermajority  in                
February   of   the   same   year.  

After  two  mass  shootings  in  Dayton,  Ohio  and  El  Paso,  Texas,  Ohio  Democratic              
Senator  Sherrod  Brown  said,  “I  hope  that  Sen.  McConnell  would  bring  the  Senate  back               
tomorrow  and  pass  the  background  check  bill  and  send  it  to  the  President.  The  President  must                 
sign  it.  Period,”  statement  that  was  widely  supported  by  Democratic  members  of  both  the               
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives.  Immediately  after  the  tragedy  unrolled,  the  House              
Democratic  Speaker  Nancy  Pelosi  said  that  legislation  needed  to  pass  in  the  Senate  and               
“[Republicans]  must  stop  their  outrageous  obstruction  and  join  the  House  to  put  an  end  to  the                 
horror  and  bloodshed  that  gun  violence  inflicts  every  day  in  America.”  The  statement  was               
glorified  and  praised  by  Democrats.  Following  the  Democratic  allegations,  Senator  Kamala            
Harris  of  California  and  Senator  Elizabeth  Warren  of  Massachusetts  did  not  hesitate  to              
express  their  unconformity  with  the  GOP  leadership  in  the  Senate.  Senator  Warren  claimed              
that  “Americans  shouldn't  have  to  live  in  fear  that  if  [they]  just  walk  down  the  street  they                  
won't  make  it  home  alive.”  Presidential  candidate  and  Senator  Bernie  Sanders  said  that  the               
Senate  needs  to  be  brought  back  into  session  to  pass  HR  8.  According  to  Sanders,  "That's  a                  
first   step   to   addressing   our   serious   gun   violence   epidemic."  
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Apart  from  the  HR  8  Bipartisan  Background  Checks  Act  of  2019,  there  are  other  bills                
that  have  also  been  debated  and  passed  by  the  Democratic-led  House  of  Representatives  but               
have  not  been  addressed  by  the  Senate.  The  HR  1112  Bipartisan  Background  Checks  Act  is                
one  of  the  most  important  of  them.  Said  bill  “would  extend  to  at  least  10  days  the  amount  of                    
time  firearms  dealers  must  wait  for  a  response  from  the  background  check  system  before  the                
sale  can  proceed.” (Wu,  2019).  According  to  Democratic  leaders,  this  could  prevent  shootings              
and  reduce  the  risk  at  which  some  Americans  are  daily  subjected.  Moreover,  the  so-called               
red-flag  laws  have  been  discussed  by  Republicans  and  Democrats  alike.  So  far,  there  is  no                
bill  regarding  this  subject.  Similarly,  an  assault  weapon  ban  like  th e  one  stated  in  the Violent                 
Crime  Control  and  Law  Enforcement  Act  of  1994,  w hich  “banned  the  manufacture  and  sale  to                
civilians  of  assault-style  weapons  and  certain  ‘large-capacity’  ammunition  magazines  for           
guns,”  (Wu,  2019)  and  expired  in  2004,  has  not  gained  much  attention  from  the               
Republican-led   Senate   though   the   House   has   attempted   to   renew   it.  

 

d) QARMAS  

1. What   are   the   major   problems   that   not   legislating   gun   regulations   can   generate?  

2. According  to  your  character’s  position,  why  is  current  legislation  regarding           
gun-control   inefficient   and/or   ineffective?  

3. What  role  does  public  opinion  play  on  the  creation  of  legislation  within  the              
Senate?   Can   it   be   detrimental   or   prejudicial   for   the   Nation?  

4. How  has  the  interpretation  of  the  Second  Amendment  evolved  through  time?            
How   is   it   currently   interpreted   according   to   your   character’s   opinion?  

5. What  strategy  or  actions  does  your  character  need  to  do  in  order  to  achieve               
his/her   goals   regarding   the   passage   of   bills   and   the   creation   of   legislation?  

6. Has  your  character  participated  in  the  creation  of  laws  related  to  the  Second              
Amendment?   If   so,   which   ones   and   what   were   their   outcomes?  

7. What  is  the  difference  between  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons?  How              
does   this   affect   the   legislation   process?  

8. What  is  the  current  situation  surrounding  the  Second  Amendment?  What           
important  pronunciations  have  been  done  by  judges,  Representatives,         
Senators,   and   the   general   public?   

9. Has  your  character  made  any  significant  contributions  and/or  pronunciations          
regarding   shootings,   active   shooters,   or   other   related   topics?  

 

 



16  

4) Subject   B:    Revision   to   the   Immigration   Laws  

a) Introduction  

As  of  2018,  13.7%  of  the  population  of  the  United  States  of  America,  or               
approximately  44  million  individuals,  is  comprised  of  immigrants  and  their  children,            
according  to  the  Migration  Policy  Institute.  The  majority  of  legal  immigrants  originate  from              
Asia,  while  the  unauthorized  emanate  from  Mexico  and  Central  America.  This  polarizing             
issue  has  been  the  topic  of  various  discussions  over  the  course  of  the  years,  sprouting                
controversy   and   disputes.  

Legal  immigrants  are  allowed  to  apply  to  one  of  five  Visas:  family-based,             
employment,  adoption,  or  diversity  Visas.  Foreigners  must  be  sponsored  by  a  United  States              
citizen  or  possessor  of  a  green  card  (a  Lawful  Permanent  Resident)  and  must  be  over  the  age                  
of  21.  The  aspirants  must  either  be  an  immediate  relative,  such  as  a  spouse,  child,  or  parent,                  
or  of  family  preference,  which  include  a  more  distant  relationship.  The  immediate  relative              
Visas  are  not  limited  each  fiscal  year  while  the  family  preference  ones  are.  It  must  be                 
acknowledged  that  Lawful  Permanent  Residents  can  only  sponsor  a  spouse  or  unmarried             
child.   

Meanwhile,  Immigrants  in  seek  of  employment  are  categorized  in  and  apply  to  one  of               
five  divisions,  depending  on  their  qualifications.  The  first  category,  E1,  is  for  “Priority              
Workers  and  Persons  of  Extraordinary  Ability,”  including  those  with  exceptional  capabilities            
in  the  fields  of  science,  art,  business,  athletics  and  education,  professors  and  researchers,  and               
managers  and  executives.  The  above  individuals  must  exhibit  extensive  documentation           
solidifying  their  claims.  E2  includes  “Professionals  Holding  Advanced  Degrees  and  Persons            
of  Exceptional  Ability,”  for  which  professionals  that  possess  a  degree  above  a  bachelorettes              
or  a  bachelorettes  along  with  over  five  years  in  the  field,  and  professionals  with  a  degree                 
significantly  above  average  in  the  areas  of  science,  business,  and  art  apply.  E3  candidates  are                
“Skilled  Workers,  Professionals,  and  Unskilled  Workers.”  Skilled  workers  are  those  whose            
jobs  require  a  minimum  of  two  years  of  training  while  unskilled  workers  do  not  meet  the                 
above  criteria.  Professionals  must  hold  a  job  that  requires  at  least  a  bachelorette  degree,  or  a                 
foreign  equivalent.  The  fourth  and  fifth  categories  apply  to  special  immigrants  — those            
without   labor   certifications — and   foreign   capital   investors,   respectively.  

Adoption  Visas  are  also  available  and  must  be  applied  for  in  the  opportunity  of  a                
couple  adopting  a  foreign  child  and  bringing  them  to  the  United  States.  The  final  option  is  the                  
diversity  Visa,  commonly  known  as  the  Green  Card  Lottery,  a  random  process  in  which               
55,000  Green  Cards  are  distributed  annually.  The  process  is  free  and  the  candidates  must  be                
of  good  health,  have  no  criminal  background,  have  a  high  school  education  and  two  years  in                 
the  workforce,  and  be  born  in  one  of  the  eligible  countries,  which  include  Brazil,  Canada,                
mainland  China,  Colombia,  Mexico,  South  Korea,  the  United  Kingdom  (with  the  exception             
of   Northern   Ireland),   and   several   others.   
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Although  77%  of  immigrants  enter  the  country  legally,  a  significant  portion  of  them              
do  not.  These  unauthorized  immigrants  have  been  the  subject  of  continuous  debate  and  have               
sprouted  several  legislations.  In  2012,  former  President  Barack  Obama  introduced  the            
Deferred  Action  for  Childhood  Arrivals  (DACA)  program,  in  which  children  who  illegally             
immigrated  to  the  United  States  would  be  permitted  to  stay.  In  order  to  be  eligible,  the                 
candidate  must  be  at  least  15  years  old  and  have  entered  the  country  before  the  age  of  16.                   
Additionally,  they  must  be  enrolled  in  school  and  have  a  high  school  diploma,  and  have                
committed  no  felonies  or  significant  misdemeanors.  Currently,  DACA  is  no  longer  accepting             
new  candidates,  only  allowing  renewals.  Those  under  the  protection  of  DACA  are  given              
permission  to  reside  in  the  United  States  and  can  apply  for  a  work  permit,  that  may  open  the                   
doors   for   health   and   other   benefits.  

Unauthorized  immigrants  that  do  not  qualify  for  DACA  would  typically  face            
deportation.  Immigrants  discovered  to  have  forged  nonexistent  documents  will  be  deported            
under  the  order  of  expedited  removal  without  a  hearing.  These  individuals  are  held  in               
Immigration  and  Customs  Enforcement  (ICE)  detention  centers  and  transported  on  account  of             
the  government  to  their  home  country.  They  do  have  an  opportunity  to  leave  on  their  own                 
account,  known  as  a  voluntary  departure,  or  file  a  complaint  to  the  Department  of  Homeland                
Security,  as  well  as  apply  for  a  Green  Card  on  the  basis  of  a  family  petition  or  asylum.                   
Immigrants  who  entered  the  country  legally  but  were  found  to  be  threats  to  public  safety,  to                 
be   involved   in   criminal   acts,   or   to   be   violating   their   Visa   agreements   will   also   be   deported.  

The  Department  of  Homeland  Security  (DHS)  is  committed  to  preventing  immigrants            
from  even  entering  the  United  States  using  illegal  means,  stating:  “DHS  is  taking  action  to                
disrupt   cartels,   smugglers,   and   nefarious   actors.”   (DHS,   2020)  

 

b) History  

Historically,  the  United  States  has  faced  high  numbers  of  immigrants  from  across  the              
world.  1890  holds  the  highest  percentage  of  immigrants,  along  the  American  population,             
14.8%,  although,  during  that  time  period,  that  only  stood  for  9.2  million  immigrants.  The               
lowest  percentage  recorded  was  in  1970,  during  which  4.7%,  or  9.6  million  people,  of  the                
population   were   immigrants.  

In  1917,  Congress  passed  the  Immigration  Act,  which  required  literacy  tests  for  all              
immigrants  over  the  age  of  16;  these  tests  were  often  manipulated  by  the  officials  performing                
them.  Said  act  prohibited  immigrants  from  the  “Asian  Barred  Zone,”  which  included  all              
Asian  countries  with  the  exception  of  the  Philippines — a  US  colony —  and  Japan,  whose              
government  had  already  agreed  to  limit  immigration  in  the  Gentleman’s  Agreement  of  1907.              
China  was  also  among  the  unincluded  countries,  due  to  the  Chinese  Exclusion  Act  of  1882                
which  already  banned  its  citizens.  The  immigrants  that  were  allowed;  however,  faced  higher              
taxes.  
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Three  years  later,  Vermont  Senator,  William  P.  Dillingham,  attempted  to  pass  a  bill              
that  limited  immigration  to  3%  of  the  foreign-born  of  each  nationality  based  on  the  1910                
census,  leaving  the  number  of  Visas  at  350,000.  President  Wilson  vetoed  the  bill.              
Nevertheless,  it  passed  a  year  later  when  newly-elected  President  Warren  Harding  called  a              
special  session  with  the  purpose  of  approving  the  legislation.  In  1922,  the  bill  was  renewed                
for  two  more  years,  then  it  was  modified  in  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924.  This  act  banned                  
Japanese  immigrants,  directly  violating  the  Gentleman’s  Agreement.  Additionally,  it  lowered           
the  quota  to  2%  of  the  foreign-born,  using  the  1890  census.  The  1924  Act  was  revised  in                  
1952  in  an  Act  commonly  known  as  the  McCarran-Walter  Act.  Although  many  Democrats,              
led  by  New  York  Congressman  Emanuel  Celler,  supported  the  liberalization  of  the  system,              
allowing  more  immigrants  and  reducing  the  favoring  on  western  Europeans,  most  party             
members  disagreed.  Senator  Pat  McCarran  from  Nevada  and  Congressman  Francis  Walter            
from  Pennsylvania,  who  feared  communist  infiltration  via  immigration,  supported  further           
limiting  the  quota,  reducing  it  to  ⅙  of  a  percent.  85%  of  the  Visas  were  granted  to  north  and                    
western  Europeans.  President  Truman  vetoed  the  bill  but  it  had  enough  support  in  Congress               
to   pass.   

The  next  major  immigration  act  was  the  Hart-Celler  Act  of  1965.  Along  with              
abolishing  the  quota  system,  it  prioritized  uniting  families,  namely  ones  with  one  member              
already  in  the  United  States.  Although  the  act  increased  overall  immigration,  it  limited              
northern  and  western  European  immigrants  to  120,000  starting  in  1968.  This  system             
restricted  employer  and  distant  family-based  immigrants  but  not  close  family  ones,  a  system              
similar   to   the   one   used   currently.  

 

c) Current   Situation  

In  spite  of  the  ongoing  controversy  in  regards  to  illegal  and  legal  immigration,  the               
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  have  not  come  to  any  agreement  on  any  bills.  The  latest                 
attempt  was  in  2013  when  a  bipartisan  group  of  senators  known  as  the  “Gang  of  Eight”                 
brought  the  Comprehensive  Immigration  Reform  Bill  to  the  Senate.  This  bill  fought  to  grant               
legal  status  to  11  million  undocumented  immigrants  and  protect  the  due  process,  as  well  as                
increase  border  security  and  aid  non-migrant  workers  with  getting  jobs.  The  bill  passed  the               
Senate  with  68  votes  in  favor  and  32  against.  Unfortunately,  it  did  not  pass  the  House  of                  
Representatives.   

During  President  Trump’s  mandate,  he  has  passed  three  executive  orders.  The  first             
one  was  the  order  to  build  a  wall  and  end  the  “catch  and  release”  practice,  which  is  when                   
border  security  detains  illegal  immigrants  yet  lets  them  stay  in  the  United  States  while  they                
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await  their  hearing.  The  second  bill  increased  the  categories  for  deportation  while  the  final               
order  banned  nationals  from  Iran,  Iraq,  Libya,  Somalia,  Sudan,  and  Yemen  for  90  days;               
Syrian  refugees  for  an  undefined  period  of  time,  and  suspended  the  US  refugee  program  for                
120  days.  In  spite  of  the  controversy  the  third  bill  caused,  which  took  it  to  the  Supreme  Court,                   
the   executive   order   passed.   

Additionally,  during  Trump’s  presidency,  border  control  increased  in  order  to  prevent            
narcotics  and  illegal  immigration.  This  took  shape  in  the  wall  covering  the  border  between               
the  United  States  and  Mexico  and  the  increase  in  the  Department  of  Homeland  Security               
investigators  for  family  fraud  and  child  smuggling.  In  2019,  US  Customs  and  Border  Patrol               
detained  over  810,000  illegal  immigrants  and  Immigration  and  Customs  Enforcement           
deported  over  250,000.  Furthermore,  the  United  States  made  Asylum  Cooperation           
Agreements  with  Guatemala,  El  Salvador,  and  Honduras  to  send  refugees  to  their  countries  as               
long   as   the   country   they   were   being   sent   to   was   not   their   country   of   origin.  

Current  legislation  for  refugees  states  the  President,  in  cooperation  with  Congress,            
decides  the  number  of  refugees  allowed  that  fiscal  year.  According  to  the  American              
Immigration  Council,  a  refugee  is  “a  person  who  is  unable  or  unwilling  to  return  to  his  or  her                   
home  country  because  of  a  well-founded  fear  of  prosecution  due  to  race,  membership  in  a                
particular  social  group,  political  opinion,  religion,  or  national  origin.”  (AIC,  2020)  Of  these              
individuals  who  enter  the  United  States,  46.5%  of  them  are  from  Africa,  16.9%  from  East  and                 
South  Asia,  16.1%  from  Europe,  and  4.2%  from  Latin  America  and  the  Caribbean.  These               
must  pass  security  and  then  be  interviewed  by  members  of  the  Citizenship  and  Immigration               
Services   (part   of   the   DHS)   in   order   to   be   able   to   settle   in   the   US.  

Most  immigrants  reside  in  California,  Texas,  Florida,  New  York  and  New  Jersey.             
Each  state,  even  though  immigration  is  considered  a  federal  issue,  has  its  own  policies.  For                
example,  in  California,  immigrants  can  possess  a  driver’s  license  and  other  benefits  while              
unprovoked  questioning  by  the  police  is  allowed  in  Arizona.  In  2018,  the  Department  of               
Justice  filed  a  lawsuit  against  the  state  of  California  for  interfering  with  “Federal  Immigration               
Authorities.”  

 

d) QARMAS  

1. What   are   the   advantages   and   disadvantages   of   legal   immigration?  

2. What   is   your   character’s   stance   on   immigration   overall?  

3. Has  your  character  participated  in  the  creation  of  laws  related  to  immigration?             
If   so,   which   ones   and   what   were   their   outcomes?  

4. Is  the  state  your  character  represents,  as  a  whole,  in  favor  of  or  against               
immigration?  
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5. Is  your  character  in  favor  or  against  quota  limits  based  on  the  immigrant’s              
country   of   origin?  

6. Does  your  character  believe  immigrants  from  certain  countries  should  be           
permanently   or   temporarily   banned   from   entering   the   country?  

7. How  has  your  character  reacted  to  immigration  waves  caused  by  health  or             
economic   crises?  

8. What  is  your  character’s  opinion  on  chain  immigration  (individuals          
immigrating  because  their  family  member  is  already  residing  in  the  United            
States)?  

9. What   is   your   character’s   view   on   the   future   of   DACA?  
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6) Glossary  

Filibuster :  Term  used  to  refer  to  the  attempt  or  person  to  attempts  to  delay  Senate                
action   by   using   the   right   to   deliberate.    (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Amendment : A  proposal  to  alter  the  text  of  a  pending  bill  or  another  measure  by                
striking   out   some   of   it,   by   inserting   new   language,   or   both.   (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Cloture : The  only  legitimate  method  by  which  a  filibuster  can  be  overcome.  Cloture              
may  limit  the  time  a  bill  is  debated  if  three-fifths  of  the  Senate  votes  in  favor.  (United  States                   
Senate,   n.d.).  

Majority  Leader :  Senator  chosen  at  the  beginning  of  the  Congress  to  represent  and              
be  the  speaker  of  the  Leading  Party  (as  of  today,  the  Republican  Party). (United  States                
Senate,   n.d.).  

Minority  Leader :  Senator  chosen  at  the  beginning  of  the  Congress  to  represent  and              
be  the  speaker  of  the  minority  party  (as  of  today,  the  Democratic  Party). (United  States                
Senate,   n.d.).  

Majority  Whip : The  official  of  the  leading  party  who  ensures  that  the  Senate              
members  of  the  party  vote  according  to  the  party  ideas,  rather  than  according  to  individual                
thoughts.   (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Minority  Whip : The  official  of  the  minority  party  who  ensures  that  the  Senate              
members  of  the  party  vote  according  to  the  party  ideas,  rather  than  according  to  individual                
thoughts.   (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Class :  Division  of  the  Senators  that  allow  one-third  of  the  seats  to  face  elections  every                
two   years   while   respecting   the   six-year   term   of   Senators.    (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Legislation :  “The  main  function  of  Congress;  is  the  multi-step  process  of  making             
laws.”    (United   States   Senate,   n.d.).  

Framers :  Visionaries  who  helped  craft  and  design  the  United  States  Constitution.            
(Stone   and   Marshall,   2011).  

Immigration: The  process  of  going  to  live  permanently  in  another  country.  (Oxford,             
n.d.)  

Deferred  Action  for  Childhood  Arrivals  (DACA): A  US  immigration  policy  that            
grants  citizenship  to  those  who  arrived  at  the  country  before  the  age  of  16,  among  other                 
requirements.   (Immigrant   Legal   Resource   Center,   n.d.)  

Department  of  Homeland  Security  (DHS): A  department  of  the  US  government            
that  specializes  in  protecting  the  country  from  the  threats  they  face.  (Department  of              
Homeland   Security,   n.d.)  
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7) Senators   Present   in   the   Meeting  

The  following  is  the  list  of  senators  elected  to  participate  in  the  hearing  and  debate  of                 
bills   regarding   The   Second   Amendment   and   Immigration   Laws.  

Senator Party State  

1. Alexander,   Lamar Republican Tennessee  

2. Sanders,   Bernard Independent Vermont  

3. Harris,   Kamala Democrat California  

4. Warren,   Elizabeth Democrat Massachusetts  

5. McConnell,   Mitch Republican Kentucky  

6. Thune,   John Republican South   Dakota  

7. Barrasso,   John  Republican Wyoming  

8. Blunt,   Roy Republican Missouri  

9. Ernst,   Joni Republican Iowa  

10. Reed,   Jack Democrat Rhode   Island  

11. Leahy,   Patric   J. Democrat Vermont  

12. Risch,   James   E. Republican Idaho  

13. Menendez,   Robert Democrat New   Jersey  

14. Burr,   Richard Republican North   Carolina  

15. Inhofe,   James Republican Oklahoma  

16. Warner,   Mark   R. Democrat Virginia  

17. Wicker,   Roger   F. Republican Mississippi  

18. Johnson,   Ron Republican Wisconsin  

19. Klobuchar,   Amy Democrat Minnesota  

20. Lindsey,   Graham Republican South   Carolina  

21. Feinstein,   Dianne  Democrat California  

22. Schumer,   Charles   E. Democrat New   York  

23. Coons,   Christopher   A. Democrat Delaware  

24. Manchin,   Joe   III Democrat West   Virginia  

25. Collins,   Susan   M. Republican Maine  

 




