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Officer Jimenez, Dr. O’Neal, and Ms. 

Less were all doing work that mattered 
and mattered greatly. All three were 
dedicated to helping others—Officer Ji-
menez as a protector, Dr. O’Neal and 
Ms. Less as healers. 

Their deaths have left their friends 
and families, the Chicago Police De-
partment, and all of the city of Chicago 
stunned and grieving. There is never— 
never—a good time to lose a family 
member to violence but to lose them 
during the holiday season seems espe-
cially cruel. Our hearts go out to Offi-
cer Jimenez’s family and to the O’Neal 
and Less families. 

Officer Jimenez was the second Chi-
cago police officer killed in the line of 
duty this year. Last February, the day 
before Valentine’s Day, District Com-
mander Paul Bauer was fatally shot in 
downtown Chicago. Gun violence 
against police officers is not just a 
problem in the city of Chicago; it is a 
problem across America. It is getting 
worse. 

We all remember the horrific ambush 
of Dallas police officers in July 2016. 
Five officers were killed and nine oth-
ers were injured by a sniper. Since 
then, 132 police officers have been shot 
and killed in the line of duty in cities 
and towns across our country. These 
are intentional shootings. They are not 
accidents. 

We have seen intentional killings at 
churches, synagogues, schools, and as 
we have learned so painfully in the city 
of Chicago, hospitals. We are seeing an 
increase in shootings in these loca-
tions. 

In 2016, U.S. hospitals spent $1.1 bil-
lion to try to make their hospital 
grounds safer. Think about that: more 
than $1 billion—not to cure an illness, 
not to alleviate suffering but to protect 
the patients and professionals at hos-
pitals across America from this hor-
rific gun violence that shook the city 
of Chicago last week. Imagine if that $1 
billion would have been spent on heal-
ing and keeping people healthy. 

Chicago Cardinal Blase Cupich was 
the main celebrant at Officer Jimenez’s 
funeral. I want to read part of what he 
told the mourners who filled Our Lady 
of Guadalupe. He said of those in law 
enforcement: 

Every day they get up, leave their homes 
and family to watch out for us. 

I think that maybe the best way that we 
can console each other and also express our 
gratitude for the sacrifice that has been 
given in the death of Officer Jimenez is as 
citizens, remember that law enforcement 
wants us all to live together, to watch out 
for each other, care for each other, and then 
maybe we will make their jobs easier. 

He added: 
And maybe, there will not be another 

death of an officer because all of us are tak-
ing responsibility for watching out for one 
another. 

It is not unusual for the people of 
Chicago to rightfully say to me, their 
U.S. Senator: What are you going to do 
about this? What are you going to do to 
reduce gun violence in the United 
States? 

Does the Second Amendment to the 
Constitution create this burden on us 
today, where we have to accept wanton 
gun violence as part of someone’s con-
stitutional right? Of course not. Those 
who misuse guns, those who do not 
store them or use them properly and 
legally should be held accountable. 
Why then can’t we pass basic legisla-
tion in this Congress? Why can’t we 
pass a bill to keep guns out of the 
hands of people who are unqualified to 
own them or people who are unstable 
and should never be given a gun? Why 
can’t we make certain that weapons 
that are military weapons, that have 
little or no application when it comes 
to sport or hunting, are not sold to ev-
eryone, right and left, in the United 
States? 

I heard recently, there were 11 mil-
lion AR–15s—a military-style weapon— 
that are circulating in the United 
States of America. Does anyone, in 
their wildest imagination, think that 
is what the Founding Fathers had in 
mind when they talked about the right 
to bear arms; that people would have 
these deadly military weapons and 
they would be used so often? 

I will be very candid with you, hav-
ing served in the House and served in 
the Senate for a number of years, the 
prospects of passing meaningful gun 
safety legislation are minimal. There 
are two things that can make a dif-
ference. For one, if the police and law 
enforcement officers across the United 
States stood as one and demanded of 
Congress there be gun safety measures 
to make their lives safer, it would be 
happen. Law enforcement could be the 
inspiration and the political motiva-
tion for Congress to act. 

Secondly, I know thousands of law- 
abiding gun owners in the State of Illi-
nois. I grew up in a family—my family 
and others—where owning a firearm 
was considered part of life. It was what 
people did so they could go hunting in 
a proper way, a legal way. If those le-
gitimate gun owners—sportsmen, hunt-
ers, and those who keep them for self- 
defense—would step up and say we need 
to draw clear lines for those who abuse 
firearms and those who are using them 
to kill innocent people, that, too, could 
make a difference. Think of that. If the 
law enforcement community and gun 
owners who accept responsibility for 
that firearm came together and de-
manded Congress pass measures to 
keep guns out of the hands of those 
who kill our policemen, threaten our 
law enforcement officers, and hurt in-
nocent people like the doctor and this 
pharmacy resident, it would make a 
significant difference. 

Until that happens, we will come and 
make speeches on the floor of the Sen-
ate. We will issue press releases. We 
will attend funerals. We will offer our 
thoughts and our prayers, but I think 
it is time for more. I think it is time 
for this Nation to step up and do some-
thing significant, to not just stop and 
demand that we bring an end to gun vi-
olence in Chicago and other cities but 

make this a safer world for our chil-
dren. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-
TON). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
G20 SUMMIT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this 
weekend President Trump will head to 
Argentina for the G20 summit, where 
he is expected to meet with President 
Xi of China to discuss our trading rela-
tionship. 

Now, I have opposed the President on 
most things. That is hardly a secret. 
But we agree—we actually agree—on 
the issue of China. In fact, I agree more 
with President Trump’s views on China 
than I did with either President Bush 
or Obama, and I have been supportive 
of the administration’s aggressive 
course of action on China. 

China must be made to understand 
that we are dead serious about chang-
ing its behavior on trade: to allow for-
eign companies to compete in its mar-
kets, to end illegal dumping of cheap 
goods into our markets, and, most im-
portantly, to end the abusive practice 
of technology transfers and trade espi-
onage that threatens our intellectual 
property and know-how. These things 
don’t just threaten our intellectual 
property, an abstract concept. They 
threaten good-paying jobs—millions of 
them—and wealth, billions and tril-
lions of dollars that China has stolen, 
literally and figuratively, through its 
unfair practices. 

When we have a good product, you 
can’t sell it in China unless you trans-
fer the technology, but they sell tons 
of things here. 

My father-in-law—my late father-in- 
law—a New York City cabdriver, some-
times said: We are not Uncle Sam; we 
are Uncle Sap. 

Well, in the case of China, that has 
been the case for too long, and Presi-
dent Trump, to his credit, is beginning 
to reverse that. Yet despite an initial 
wave of tariffs, China has not offered 
meaningful concessions on any of the 
items I have mentioned. 

Ambassador Lighthizer recently put 
out a report concluding that China is 
still rapaciously stealing American in-
tellectual property. In fact, the number 
of Chinese state-sponsored cyber at-
tacks has been rising. So we need to 
stay the course until China feels the 
heat. 

That is why I was deeply disturbed— 
very disturbed—to read this morning in 
the New York Times that President 
Trump and his advisers—at least some 
of them—are already considering back-
ing down on further action against 
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China in order to reach an agreement 
at the G20. 

Let me be clear to the President. 
Backing off on China for some quick 
handshake agreement without sub-
stantive—real, deep, substantive—com-
mitments, will be seen as a victory by 
no one. It will be seen as capitulation. 
It will be seen as weak to cave on tar-
iffs this early before China starts to 
feel the real pressure and come to a 
real, deep, and long-lasting agreement 
that is worth having. 

So, Mr. President, don’t back down 
on China. American jobs and American 
wealth are at stake. You have headed 
out on a correct course, but you have 
to follow through. All too often this 
administration starts out doing some-
thing and then backs off. It cannot 
happen. 

I am worried—deeply worried—be-
cause I love America and I want us to 
be No. 1 economically, as well as in 
every other way. I fear that Trump’s 
eagerness to make a deal—any deal, 
just like he did with North Korea in 
Singapore—will be devastating to the 
long-term interests of the United 
States. Now that we are finally putting 
the screws to China, we cannot relent 
for the sake of a photo-op at the G20. 

Yes, our actions will cause some 
pain, but in the long term, there is 
much more gain than pain. If we ever 
needed to do something, it is now. I 
don’t agree with treating Canada or 
Europe the same as China. That is for 
sure. But China is a different, different 
breed of economic cat, and they are 
robbing us, stealing from us, doing ev-
erything they can to become No. 1 eco-
nomically at our expense, not in a fair 
competitive way but in a way that is 
one-sided. 

So today, I will be sending a letter to 
President Trump with some colleagues 
laying out this position, saying to the 
President: Please, don’t back off on 
China. American jobs and American 
wealth depend on it. 

YEMEN 
Mr. President, later this morning, 

the Senate will receive a classified all- 
Senators briefing from Secretaries 
Pompeo and Mattis on the conflict in 
Yemen, Saudi Arabia’s role in that 
conflict, and the recent murder of U.S. 
resident and Washington Post contrib-
utor Jamal Khashoggi. This is an im-
portant and timely briefing, but there 
is a gaping hole. 

I am concerned and disappointed that 
President Trump has reportedly forbid-
den CIA Director Haspel from attend-
ing today’s briefing. Without her pres-
ence at the briefing, there will be no 
one from our intelligence community. 

Director Haspel has heard the Turk-
ish audiotape of the murder, and her 
Agency has also reportedly made con-
clusions about the role of various 
Saudi leaders. Members of this body 
have a right to hear from Director 
Haspel. No offense to Secretary Mattis 
and Secretary Pompeo, but it was the 
CIA that had jurisdiction to find out 
what exactly happened, and, according 

to press reports, they did. Now Con-
gress is not going to get the briefing. 

What is the White House trying to 
hide? 

Well, we all know that President 
Trump seems to favor the Crown 
Prince to an extent that he will look 
the other way at the greatest of trans-
gressions, but it is even a further step 
down the road of darkness, lack of sun-
light to prevent the CIA from giving us 
their conclusions. 

Members of this body have a right to 
hear from Director Haspel, and her ab-
sence today speaks volumes—vol-
umes—about the White House’s inten-
tion for congressional oversight in 
Saudi Arabia. 

President Trump has gone to extraor-
dinary lengths to avoid criticizing the 
Crown Prince and the Saudis for the 
Khashoggi murder, drawing grotesque 
moral equivalencies and controverting 
well-known facts to avoid placing 
blame. It seems so similar to what he 
has been doing with Putin and Russia, 
looking the other way for reasons that 
don’t serve America’s interests or secu-
rity. 

It has been a shameful abdication of 
moral leadership from the President. It 
must give comfort to autocrats every-
where: Go ahead. Behave despicably, 
and the United States, at minimum, 
will look the other way and may even 
pat you on the back. 

We have strength for a lot of reasons. 
We have a strong military. We have a 
great economy. We have a wonderful 
people. But one of the reasons we have 
strength is that we have been the shin-
ing city on the hill. We have been the 
country that has guided doing the 
right thing in morality and has tried to 
spread that around the world. 

Donald Trump is taking a giant step 
backwards, and that is not just an ab-
stract concept or something that would 
be a nice thing to do. It hurts economi-
cally, militarily, and security-wise 
when we don’t maintain being that 
shining city on the hill. 

So Leader MCCONNELL has rightly 
called the Saudi murder operation ‘‘ab-
horrent.’’ I hope he agrees with me 
that Director Haspel should be made 
available to Congress on this issue. I 
would ask him to join with me in ask-
ing her to come in the same kind of 
closed, SCIF, intelligence-protecting 
session. 

Relatedly, possibly as early as this 
afternoon, we expect to have a vote in 
relation to the Lee-Sanders Yemen War 
Powers Resolution. Even though they 
are not here at the moment, I want to 
applaud the sponsors for their steadfast 
commitment to this important issue. I 
will support their resolution once 
again. 

The conflict in Yemen, exacerbated 
by Saudi Arabia’s intervention and its 
reckless tactics, must be brought to an 
end. The Yemeni people have endured 
unending suffering. The United States 
should once again be the moral leader 
and lead the diplomatic efforts to re-
solve the conflict. 

NOMINATION OF THOMAS FARR 
Mr. President, late this afternoon, 

the Senate will likely vote on whether 
to consider the nomination of Thomas 
Farr for the Eastern District of North 
Carolina. I have spoken repeatedly— 
last week, this week—on the floor 
about what an absolute disgrace it is to 
have his nomination before us. What a 
further disgrace it would be if our Re-
publican colleagues march in lockstep 
approving this awful nomination. 

Mr. Farr has been chief cook and bot-
tle washer with North Carolina’s invid-
ious and despicable efforts to prevent 
people, particularly minorities, from 
voting. 

Generations of Americans have agi-
tated, protested, marched, and even 
died trying to expand the right to vote, 
regardless of race or gender. Our sol-
diers, when they are fighting overseas, 
some of them making the ultimate sac-
rifice, are defending democracy and the 
right to vote, among other things. For 
the Senate in 2018 to elevate a man to 
the Federal bench who has worked to 
limit the franchise and gain the elec-
toral system would be a black mark on 
this body—a black mark on this body. 

Adding insult to jury, this is a judi-
cial district that is 27 percent African 
American. Two African Americans, 
both women, were nominated in the 
past. The Republican Senators from 
North Carolina blocked them with the 
blue slip, a practice that the leader has 
abolished with Chairman GRASSLEY, 
which is a shame in itself. But now to 
elevate this man to the bench is an in-
sult to African Americans and all 
Americans—all Americans. 

It is amazing to me, utterly amaz-
ing—and you see a lot of things around 
here that you don’t believe these 
days—that the Republican majority is 
moving forward with this nomination. 
I hope my colleagues on the Republican 
side, even at this late hour, take time 
to study his career. I believe they will 
find that he is unworthy of the Federal 
bench, and I hope at least a brave few 
will join with Democrats this after-
noon to reject this awful, awful nomi-
nation. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

RUSSIA AND UKRAINE 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I have 

two topics. I want to talk in a moment 
or two about National Adoption 
Month, but before I do that, I want to 
talk just a minute about Russia’s con-
tinued outrageous behavior in Ukraine 
and the most recent incident where 
Russia has manufactured another crisis 
in order to take advantage of whatever 
situation they think the moment is 
ripe for. Clearly this has been allowed 
to go on for too long. 
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