May 14, 2018

put on gloves and a mask. He realized
that this substance was fentanyl,
which, by the way, is 50 times more
powerful than heroin. He booked them
and took them down to the station.
While he was down at the station, he
looked at his shirt and he saw a couple
of flecks of something, a few white
flecks on his shirt. So, as anybody
might do, he reached over with his
hand, like this, and just brushed these
flecks off his shirt. Unfortunately, the
flecks were fentanyl. Three flecks
touched his skin. He immediately
overdosed. He was unconscious on the
floor. He was given Narcan not once,
not twice, but four times. He was taken
to the hospital and finally woke up at
the hospital. He is a big guy, by the
way, and is in good shape. That shows
how powerful and deadly these drugs
are.

That is a danger our police officers
are running into every day. His police
chief said he would probably have not
made it if they had not been there, be-
cause he had overdosed right there in
the police station, but they had gotten
him to the emergency room. Think if
he had gone home after not having
brushed off those flecks and had
hugged his kids. That is what our po-
lice officers go through every single
day.

The incredibly dangerous nature of
these drugs threatens not only police
officers, of course, but other first re-
sponders who come into contact with
these deadly substances. It also threat-
ens the K-9 sniffing dogs, the drug
sniffing dogs, that come into contact
with it. That is one reason we have to
pass the STOP Act, by the way, and do
other things that law enforcement
strongly supports to stop some of this
poison from coming into our commu-
nities.

Law enforcement officers share an
unbreakable bond. In response to the
tragic deaths of Officers Morelli and
Joering, the police community and the
people of Central Ohio—frankly, across
the Nation—have stepped up in big
ways to support and assist these two
families with a beautiful parade in
downtown Columbus and a lot of sup-
port for the kids. That is exactly the
way it should be.

We hold these families up in prayer,
like those 26 officers remembered in
Akron, like the Morellis and the
Joernings. We take a moment this
week to reflect on the sacrifices police
officers and their families make on a
daily basis for all of us.

I am honored to be here on the floor
this evening to thank these police offi-
cers and their families. I look forward
to seeing them here in Washington this
week and in letting them know that, in
this Chamber, in this Congress, and in
this country, we appreciate what they
do, that we are grateful for their serv-
ice, and that we understand their sac-
rifices.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.
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WELL WISHES FOR HARRY REID AND FIRST LADY
MELANIA TRUMP

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
first, I recently heard that my dear
friend Harry Reid has just gotten out
of an operation to treat pancreatic can-
cer. I have spoken to his family, and it
seems that everything went very well
with the operation. The doctors say
pancreatic cancer is not a great thing,
but given that the operation couldn’t
have gone much better, we are all pray-
ing for Harry’s speedy recovery. Harry
is a fighter literally and figuratively. I
know he is going to approach his recov-
ery with the same energy and tenacity
and resolve that defined his public life.
We all send our prayers to him. We also
wish a speedy recovery to the First
Lady, who underwent a medical proce-
dure today as well.

TRADE WITH CHINA

Madam President, an area in which
the President and I have mostly agreed
is on trade with China. I have given
him a pat on the back for his stance so
far. I have praised the administration
vocally and forcefully for its efforts in
addressing China’s intellectual prop-
erty theft and extortion—its unwilling-
ness to let our best products be sold in
their country, in their huge market,
unless we give them our family jewels,
that of how we do things, of how we in-
vent things.

The President was right, and so many
of us breathed a sigh of relief when he
started an investigation into China’s
theft of our intellectual property. The
administration was right to threaten
tariffs and investment restrictions to
get China to the negotiating table. Its
reaction to what happened with the re-
cent telecom company ZTE shows that
when you are tough with China, it real-
ly reacts.

China is rapacious about trade, par-
ticularly about intellectual property.
To gain access to China’s markets,
American companies are forced by Chi-
na’s Government into deals in which
they must turn over their most valu-
able job-creating intellectual property
to Chinese competitors. China’s state-
backed companies try to steal intellec-
tual property from American compa-
nies outright. It is wrong and is anath-
ema to the American way.

Four-star Gen. Keith Alexander, Re-
tired, has said that China’s theft of in-
tellectual property has been the
‘“‘greatest transfer of wealth in his-
tory.” That just eats at me. It eats at
me. That is American jobs; that is
American wealth, American innova-
tion, of which we are all so proud,
being stolen—there is no other word—
by China, and it hurts us.

There is one example that hits home
to me. I was in Albany this morning.
One of our biggest employers is GE,
which makes steam turbines. GE em-
ploys thousands of people in good-pay-
ing jobs. It is one of the big manufac-
turing sites left in Schenectady. A few
years back, it signed one of these 5149s.
China wouldn’t let it sell the turbines
in China, and it is a huge market. So it
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signed one of these things to make
them in China—a 5149 with a Chinese
company that clearly the government’s
tentacles are in.

It is great for GE’s CEO. I liked him,
and he was my friend, but I so objected
to what he did here. GE makes good
profits on those sales because it gets an
exclusive contract on the right to sell
for a few years, but then China will
have stolen the amazing GE technology
that allows its turbines to be the best
in the world, to spin fast without over-
heating, and those jobs are gone. That
story can be repeated over and over
and over again.

So I thought, good for President
Trump for finally getting serious about
this calamity. I noted that my views
on China and how we deal with it eco-
nomically are closer to President
Trump’s than to President Bush’s or
President Obama’s, both of whom I
thought were far too soft. He acknowl-
edged that in a little note he sent to
me because he saw it in one of the
newspapers he reads. Yet, now, dis-
appointingly—maybe not surpris-
ingly—President Trump is backing off.
Over the weekend, we saw two incred-
ible examples of the President doing a
180 on China.

First, Axios reported that the Presi-
dent is on the verge of a deal that
would have China accelerate its pur-
chases of U.S. goods, in the name of re-
ducing our trade deficit with China, in
exchange for our dropping the 301 tar-
iffs that have been proposed to stop
China from stealing our intellectual
property specifically.

Secondly and amazingly enough,
when he finally took some strong ac-
tion against China—his Commerce De-
partment—the President backed off. He
tweeted that he and President Xi are
working together to give the massive
Chinese phone company ZTE a way to
get back into business fast because
there had been ‘‘too many jobs in
China lost.” What about jobs in Amer-
ica, Mr. President? What about the
millions of jobs that are lost because of
what China has done?

The President was referring to the
fact that ZTE had accepted a fine for
selling its products in violation of U.S.
sanctions against Iran and North Korea
and could be further restricted by a
pending FCC proposal to ban U.S.
telecom companies that receive Fed-
eral funds from purchasing mobile
equipment or services from companies
like ZTE. Why? Because ZTE poses a
national security threat to U.S. com-
munication networks. This President,
who prides himself on keeping us se-
cure, is going to let ZTE continue to do
this despite what the experts say?

Why on HBarth would President
Trump promise to help a Chinese
telecom company that has flouted U.S.
sanctions and whose trade practices
are a risk to our national security? The
thing that will move China most is
taking tough action against actors like
ZTE, but even before it is implemented
the President backs off. Why on Earth
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would the President retreat from
cracking down on intellectual property
theft—the thing China fears most, the
thing that has hurt us the most and
will hurt us even more in the future—
losing millions, if not tens of millions,
of American jobs in exchange for a few
purchases of U.S. goods in the short
term? That is a bad, lopsided deal if
there ever was one. It would be like
trading away your star player for the
last-round draft pick. If President
Trump makes that deal, President Xi
of China will have made a fool of the
President and will have shown that he
does not know how to cut a deal.

President Trump bemoans ‘‘too many
jobs in China lost.” What about Amer-
ican jobs? What about job losses associ-
ated with the theft of intellectual prop-
erty from China and ZTE, in par-
ticular? What happened to ‘‘America
First”’? Being soft on trade puts China
first. What happened to ‘‘Make Amer-
ica Great Again”? That is how the
President campaigned. That is, in good
part, how he got elected, but, once
again, the President talks the talk but
refuses—is unable, is afraid—to walk
the walk, and, once again, a foreign
leader could well be playing our Presi-
dent for a chump.

President Trump’s latest about-face
on trade policy will not make America
great again; it will make China great
again. The next generation of electric
vehicles, telecom hardware, advanced
aviation technology, and renewable en-
ergy should be made in America, not
China. It will not happen if we allow
China to continue to extort and steal
our intellectual property and Kknow-
how, if we allow China to sell goods
here at will but not allow us to sell our
best products over there. Walking away
from the negotiating table with any-
thing less than an enforceable and
verifiable commitment to protect our
intellectual property would be a cata-
strophic failure and again show that
President Xi has clearly outplayed
President Trump. I pray that doesn’t
happen because we care about jobs for
America.

OIL PRICES

Mr. President, finally, on oil prices,
few things matter more to the average
consumer than the price of a gallon of
gasoline. When gas prices go through
the roof, it eats away at a family’s in-
come, leaving less to cover the cost of
everything else—groceries, medicines,
tuition, summer vacation.

Recent data suggests that gas prices
are about to spike this summer, the re-
sult of the actions and inactions of the
Trump administration. As gas prices
head toward $3 a gallon, the U.S. En-
ergy Information Administration esti-
mates that the average family could
expect to pay $200 more this summer’s
driving season than last year.

Part of the reason is, President
Trump triggered greater uncertainty
and increased instability in the Middle
East when he pulled out of the Iran
deal and is about to levy additional
sanctions on the oil-producing nation.
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Another part of the reason is, OPEC
has decided to cut oil production.
President Trump has tweeted that
OPEC’s decision ‘“‘will not be accept-
ed.” We are waiting to see some action
that will help America’s motorists.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORAN). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Scudder nomi-
nation?

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER), the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
LANKFORD), the Senator from TUtah
(Mr. LEE), and the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), and the Senator from Flor-
ida (Mr. NELSON) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOHNSON). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 90,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 92 Ex.]

YEAS—90
Alexander Gardner Perdue
Baldwin Gillibrand Peters
Barrasso Grassley Portman
Bennet Harris Reed
Blumenthal Hassan Risch
Booker Hatch Roberts
Boozman Heinrich Rounds
Brown Heitkamp Rubio
Burr Hirono Sanders
Cantwell Hoeven Sasse
Capito Hyde-Smith Schatz
Cardin Inhofe Schumer
Carper Isakson Scott
Casey Johnson Shaheen
Cassidy Jones Shelby
Collins Kaine Smith
Coons Kennedy Stabenow
Corker King Sullivan
Cornyn Klobuchar Tester
Cortez Masto Leahy Thune
Cotton Markey Tillis
Crapo McCaskill Toomey
Daines McConnell Udall
Donnelly Menendez Van Hollen
Durbin Merkley Warner
Enzi Moran Warren
Ernst Murkowski Whitehouse
Feinstein Murphy Wicker
Fischer Murray Wyden
Flake Paul Young
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NOT VOTING—10

Blunt Heller McCain
Cruz Lankford Nelson
Duckworth Lee

Graham Manchin

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

———
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will resume consideration of the
follow nomination, which the clerk
will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Amy J. St. Eve,
of Illinois, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the Seventh Circuit.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the St. Eve nomination?

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER), the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
LANKFORD), the Senator from TUtah
(Mr. LEE), and the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH)
and the Senator from West Virginia
(Mr. MANCHIN) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PERDUE). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 91,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 93 Ex.]

YEAS—91
Alexander Feinstein Merkley
Baldwin Fischer Moran
Barrasso Flake Murkowski
Bennet Gardner Murphy
Blumenthal Gillibrand Murray
Booker Grassley Nelson
Boozman Harris Paul
Brown Hassan Perdue
Burr Hatch Peters
Cantwell Heinrich Portman
Capito Heitkamp Reed
Cardin Hirono Risch
Carper Hoeven Roberts
Casey Hyde-Smith Rounds
Cassidy Inhofe Rubio
Collins Isakson Sanders
Coons Johnson Sasse
Corker Jones Schatz
Cornyn Kaine Schumer
Cortez Masto Kennedy Scott
Cotton King Shaheen
Crapo Klobuchar Shelby
Daines Leahy Smith
Donnelly Markey Stabenow
Durbin McCaskill Sullivan
Enzi McConnell Tester
Ernst Menendez Thune
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