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already—and see if we can come to an
agreement.

Seven or eight people at the meeting
all told the President that we will not
get a bill done unless he comes up with
pay-fors. He agreed. He said: I will. He
said: I will take some heat from some
of my fellow Republicans, but I will do
it. We will be waiting. We will be wait-

ing.

At the White House, I made it explic-
itly clear that in an effort to pay for
infrastructure, the administration
must not take the Tax Code and make
it any more regressive than it already
is. I prefer to make it more progres-
sive. To tell the wealthy that they are
getting a huge tax break and then to
tell the middle-class, working people
that they are paying for the bulk of
this is totally unfair and unacceptable
to this Member.

The President said he would come up
with pay-fors, but this morning I was
disappointed. I saw both the Acting
Chief of Staff, Mr. Mulvaney, and the
Wall Street Journal editorial board
mock the effort we are trying to make
to rebuild the Nation’s infrastructure.
Their criticism? Too much spending,
the deficit is too high, and we can’t
find revenue. Funny that we didn’t
hear those same criticisms when the
Republicans in Congress were jamming
through a partisan, unpaid-for $2 tril-
lion tax cut for the wealthiest of Amer-
icans. That doesn’t have to be paid for,
but our roads and bridges do. We are
willing to pay for both, although I am
not willing to pay for any big tax cuts
on the wealthy that didn’t pass with a
single Democratic vote. I hope, for the
good of the country and for the need of
infrastructure—we know when we build
infrastructure, America grows, and
jobs are created. So we hope Mr.
Mulvaney and the Wall Street Journal
editorial board will rethink their knee-
jerk partisan reactions.

Let’s face it. Mulvaney is different.
He was with the President. He sup-
ported the tax cuts. The Wall Street
Journal editorial board believes it is
OK to increase the deficit to reduce tax
cuts on the wealthy but not OK when
you are building infrastructure. Nine-
ty-five percent of all Americans don’t
agree with that. Let’s hope Donald
Trump doesn’t follow their ministra-
tions.

The bottom line is, we hope to hear
from the White House in several weeks,
one way or the other.

Mr. President, what are your pay-
fors? We want to know, and the Amer-
ican people want to know. Right now it
is the biggest barrier to preventing us
from getting an infrastructure bill.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. President, finally, on climate
change, over the past few months, I
have been asking Leader MCCONNELL
and my Republican colleagues three
simple questions on climate: Do they
agree that climate change is real; do
they believe it is caused by humans;
and do they believe we should take sig-
nificant action? It seems that after re-
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peating those questions over and over
again, we have finally gotten some re-
sults.

Yesterday the New York Times said
in an article that some Senate Repub-
licans, ‘“‘in a switch,” are starting to
cite climate change as the reason for
some of their policy suggestions, be
they support nuclear energy or carbon
capture research. That is a first.

The fact that we have been asking
our Republican colleagues the ques-
tion: Do you believe in climate change,
and now the fact that they feel com-
pelled to say yes, even though we don’t
agree with their solutions—which we
may not—is progress. It is not enough
progress, given that the globe is at
stake, but at least it is a step forward,
and we haven’t seen any steps come
out of our Republican friends in a long
time.

Hopefully, our Republican friends are
finally coming around to realizing that
climate change is real and caused by
humans. Maybe they are looking at
poll numbers and realizing that calling
climate change a hoax looks as crazy
as it sounds. Maybe they are seeing the
changes in their own States with the
climate. Whatever the reason, it is at
least a little bit of progress—and we
will have to take whatever little bit we
can get from our normally intransigent
Republican friends on this issue—and
we welcome it.

That said, the types of policies my
Republican colleagues talk about when
they talk about climate do a disservice
to the term ‘‘low-hanging fruit.” Of
course, I welcome smart and sensible
solutions from anywhere in this Cham-
ber, but there is a difference between
getting serious on climate change and
just mouthing the words or coming up
with solutions that don’t really solve
the problem.

Some of my colleagues have called
for funding for more research on car-
bon capture, and that is a good idea. It
should be part of any plan, but in the
face of an existential threat of our
time, if they support carbon capture
but don’t go bigger, don’t advocate
more solutions than that, they are not
doing close to enough of what we need.
We must go bolder. We must grapple
with the central challenge—reducing
carbon emissions as quickly as pos-
sible. The good news is, we can do that
with affordable and reliable tech-
nologies that exist today.

We have waited far too long to ad-
dress the climate crisis in a serious
way. We now need to act in a way that
matches the urgency and scale of this
challenge. My Republican colleagues
on the other side of the aisle mocked
the Green New Deal, but the growing
youth movement leading the fight for
the Green New Deal understands some-
thing that I think most Americans do:
We must think big, bold, and fast, and
that we can create jobs and economic
opportunity for working families in
this transition. We welcome the glim-
mer, the little, small green sprouts of
progress, whatever we can get.
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Our Republican friends are starting
to answer our pointed questions on cli-
mate change, but now the next step is,
they have to think bigger and talk to
the leader about pursuing real legisla-
tion instead of just partisan stunts.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs-
SIDY). The Senator from OKklahoma.

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

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

NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President,
every President since 1952 has signed a
national declaration declaring a Na-
tional Day of Prayer. It is bipartisan
cooperation to recognize people who
pray and who set aside time to spend
time with God and pray for the Nation.
Quite frankly, for us as a party and as
a body and as a nation, it is a good
thing to pause.

This year, on May 2, with the theme
“Love One Another,” we will again
have a National Day of Prayer. There
is not a requirement for Americans to
pray. There is not a requirement for
people to direct themselves to pray by
a certain method at a certain location.
It is just a call to the Nation to say
that we have great needs as a country.

As we watch the attacks on syna-
gogues in our country, as we watch
bombings of Christians in Sri Lanka,
gun battles that have erupted in
churches in the United States, mosques
that have been attacked, people of
faith being targeted simply because of
their faith, it is reasonable for us as a
nation to pause and say ‘How are we
doing?”’ as this year’s theme is ‘‘Love
One Another.”

We as a nation have a long history of
prayer. Hanging in the Rotunda in this
Capitol Building is a painting called
the Embarkation of the Pilgrims. That
painting depicts the beginning of
America. It has been hanging in that
same spot in the Rotunda since 1843.
The painting is simply of a group of
people on a deck of a ship leaving out
from Europe and huddled around an
open Bible and praying. The painting
was designed and created to depict how
America began in the 1600s—people on
the deck of a ship, around an open
Bible, praying.

That is still something I would en-
courage Americans of faith to stop and
do, and it is still one of the most hum-
bling experiences that I experience
each time someone from my State of
Oklahoma catches me, as someone did
this morning, and says: Every day, my
wife and I pray for you.

It is not a terrible thing to do as a
nation—to love and pray for each other
and for the future direction of our
country.

If I can model for the Nation for just
a moment in my own way and encour-
age the Nation on our National Day of
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Prayer to pause and pray, I would sim-
ply say this:

Let us pray as a nation.

Father, guide us. We need Your help.
The controversy, the division in our
Nation, the anger, the struggle. Help us
to be able to love one another. Help us
to be able to see each other as You
have created us and to respect You,
Your wisdom, and Your guidance. Fa-
ther, we admit that we do not know as
much as You, so we need Your help. We
need Your insight.

For our first responders and our mili-
tary scattered around this Nation and
around the world, we pray for Your
protection for them. We pray that You
would give them insight to help them
to represent us well.

For members of our State Depart-
ment, members in our government who
are scattered around the Earth, mem-
bers of our intelligence community and
others who serve us every day, God,
would You guide them and would You
protect them in their tasks and give
them the insight they need.

For Federal employees who serve our
Nation each day and for members of
our Nation who are finding ways to
serve each other in our communities,
would You help us this day to love one
another and to be able to set the tone
for a world that is watching us as a na-
tion.

Help us represent well, You, who You
have called us to be as individuals.

In the Name of Jesus, I pray. Amen.

CONTRABAND CELL PHONES IN PRISON

Mr. President, on Facebook, a post-
ing was made not long ago, and it was
sent to a correctional facility in OKkla-
homa, and this was the posting, simply
a question: “How do I contact the facil-
ity regarding your inmates that sex of-
fenders have a cell phone in your pris-
on and they are having contact with
children on social media?”’

An inmate who is a sex offender with
a cell phone in a prison in Oklahoma
contacting children should give a chill
to all of us. I wish that were the only
example. Just in Oklahoma last year,
7,618 cell phones that were contraband
cell phones were picked up in Okla-
homa prisons—just last year, 7,518 con-
traband cell phones.

This is within the correctional facil-
ity. This is from one of the facilities.
That table is 12 feet long, and in many
spots, the cell phones are stacked up 10
deep on this picture. These were all
taken from inside the prison. Do you
want to know what that looks like for
the whole State and how that is gath-
ered? The picture would look like this.
This is the gathering of cell phones
from my State, from correctional fa-
cilities across the State.

The challenge that we have is—for all
of us—how do we stop these cell phones
from getting inside the prison? That is
a corruption issue, and sometimes it is
a perimeter issue. It will be wrapped in
duct tape and thrown over the fence. It
will be slipped through at some point.
A guard or someone who works inside
the prison will be paid off to deliver it
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and drop it in a certain spot. The result
of it is the same: contact with people
on the outside—contact that leads to
dramatic effects. It is not only contact
with people outside, like these preda-
tors who are sex offenders reaching out
to children from inside the prison, but
over and over again there are con-
sequences.

We have the consequences of individ-
uals—for instance, white-collar crimi-
nals who are continuing to run their
companies. There was the famous occa-
sion of the person known as the
Pharma Bro, who bought out pharma-
ceutical companies, drove out competi-
tion, jacked up the prices, and ended up
going to Federal prison, but even from
prison he was able to get access to a
cell phone and continue running his
pharmacy operation from inside the
prison.

There was an occasion not long ago
in Oklahoma where an individual who
was a murderer and, while he was in
the State penitentiary, used cell
phones to direct others to distribute
methamphetamine for him across all of
Northeastern Oklahoma. He was run-
ning a meth ring with his cell phone
from inside the prison.

There was a prison facility, Lee Cor-
rectional Institution, where there was
a mass riot that broke out inside the
facility. In that riot seven inmates
were killed and 17 others were injured.
This happened in South Carolina.
Afterward the South Carolina Depart-
ment of Corrections director blamed
cell phones for fueling the deadliest
prison riot they had in South Carolina.

In another case, back in an OKla-
homa prison, many of those charged
within the prison have gang ties—MS-
13, Crips, Indian Brotherhood, Uni-
versal Aryan Brotherhood, Irish Mob.
Records show that those individuals
had access to cell phones and were run-
ning their gangs outside the prison
from inside the prison. We have one in-
dividual who is serving 20 years in pris-
on for robbery and assault with a dan-
gerous weapon and drug manufacturing
and who used his cell phone to control
the methamphetamine distribution and
transactions outside the prison.

We have a RICO case in the Northern
District of Oklahoma right now, which
is racketeering, which is happening
from large numbers of cell phones in an
Aryan Brotherhood gang, a White su-
premacist group that is operating a
drug ring outside the prison and co-
ordinating their work and operation in-
side the prison.

This is not unique to Oklahoma. This
is happening in prisons all over the
country. We can go to one after an-
other after another.

The two issues that have to be ad-
dressed are stopping the flow within,
but the second, more obvious question
that I hear from people when I raise
this issue is this: Why can’t the prisons
just jam the cell phones?

That is a great question. Federal law
does not allow State prisons to jam the
cell phones.
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Why don’t we change that law?

That is another great question, and it
should have been answered by this
body a long time ago. But communica-
tions companies and cell phone com-
pany lobbyists overwhelmed this body
and pushed back and said: Let’s study
the issue.

For years the cell phone lobby has
come to Members of Congress and said:
We totally agree with you that this is
a problem. Let’s study it.

I have met personally now for several
years with the leadership of the FCC,
which has jurisdiction over this, and
said ‘‘Let’s resolve this issue about
prison cell phones,” and every year
when I meet with FCC folks, they say
“We are studying it.”” At the same
time, meth rings and sexual predators
are operating inside our prisons. ‘“We
are studying it.”

I waited patiently until the last
study just came out. The summary of
the last study that just came out on
cell phones in prisons and jamming
them—the study basically came back
and said: We need more study on this
issue. That was the result of the study.

One of the prisons got permission and
a waiver to test a cell phone jammer in
their prison with what is called a
microjammer; they can put a jammer
to block the cell phone coverage in one
particular housing unit. They came
back with the results of that from one
individual State prison and said it was
successful. The cell phone companies
responded by saying: Hey, we wish you
would have included us in that study.
We should have been involved in that
study. We need to do another study on
top of your study to make sure it is all
correct. Study after study after study
is done when this is what is happening
in our prisons.

So let me just bring this up to the
cell phone industry: You do not want
your company name attached to
pedophiles in prisons who are con-
tacting children outside the prison,
waiting until they are released. You do
not want your company name attached
to a meth ring being operated inside a
prison because you wanted to study the
issue more. You do not want your com-
pany name attached to a prison riot
where they directly linked the access
to cell phones as leading up to that
riot.

Every one of the major cell phone
companies in the United States has
done lab testing of jammers in their
labs. This is not something that needs
to be studied again. They all know the
results.

What is worse, if you go back to
2006—New Zealand had already seen
this issue arising in 2005. New Zealand
worked with all of the cell phone com-
panies in their country, and guess
what. They studied it and implemented
a policy to start jamming cell phones
in their prisons in the following years.
The cell phone companies overseas
have already studied this in New Zea-
land.

Let’s take it to the UK in 2012. In
2011, all of the cell phone companies
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