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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 Okla-
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, 
7,518 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 

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. 

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 
2005—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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worked with the UK Government to be 
able to study cell phones in prisons, 
came to a decision about the best way 
to jam those signals, and, in 2012, the 
UK passed a piece of legislation to get 
this resolved. 

So this has been studied in labs; it 
has been studied in New Zealand; it has 
been studied in the UK; and all we are 
hearing is it needs to be studied more 
here. 

My suggestion is simple. Let’s jam 
cell phones in prisons for the protec-
tion of our guards, our families, and to 
block criminal activity operating from 
inside our prisons. We know how to do 
this. We have the technology to do 
this. This body needs to address it in 
law and make sure it gets resolved in 
the days ahead. I look forward to pass-
ing that and not doing one more study 
to delay action on it. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 
30 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
NOMINATION OF STEPHEN MOORE 

Ms. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

I think it is fair to say that most 
Americans didn’t wake up this morning 
thinking about the role the Federal Re-
serve plays in their lives. The people 
we represent are focused on putting in 
an honest day’s work, taking care of 
their families, and gradually climbing 
the economic ladder. The Fed is fo-
cused on making sure our economy is 
giving them every opportunity to do 
just that—or at least it is supposed to 
be. 

The Fed’s mission is to keep employ-
ment high, prices stable, and our finan-
cial system in good working order. 
When it succeeds, we see the full poten-
tial of the American economy, the 
greatest force for prosperity the world 
has ever known. When it fails, ordinary 
people can wind up losing their jobs, 
their homes, and their savings. 

Even though most Americans don’t 
know their names or think about their 
work, the seven members of the Fed-
eral Reserve Board of Governors, nomi-
nated by the President and confirmed 
by Congress, have an important job to 
do. 

The Fed is not supposed to be a place 
for politics. It is not a job for politi-
cians. It is a job for the most accom-
plished and thoughtful economists and 
financial experts we have—men and 
women who truly understand not just 
what makes an economy work on 
paper, but what makes our economy 
truly work for working Americans. 

Through his choice of nominees for 
this position, a President demonstrates 
whether he understands the impor-
tance of a functioning financial system 
and respects the American people, who 
rely on the Fed to keep our economy 
on solid footing. Through our consider-

ation of those nominees, we here in the 
Senate do the same—which brings me 
to the President’s latest choice for this 
position: Stephen Moore. 

Let’s be clear about who Mr. Moore 
is. He is not a professor of economics at 
a prestigious university. He has won no 
prizes for his intellectual scholarship. 
In fact, he has never authored or coau-
thored a single peer-reviewed article or 
journal ever. 

While some have suggested it might 
not be a bad thing to have a range of 
experience on the Federal Reserve 
Board, it is unclear what experience 
Mr. Moore has that would contribute a 
useful perspective. He has never run a 
bank or a business of any size. In fact, 
he has barely any experience in the pri-
vate sector at all. No, Stephen Moore is 
a political operative and a pundit. 
There is nothing wrong with that, per 
se, but the fact is that President 
Trump picked him not because of any-
thing he has accomplished in business 
or in the study of economics but rather 
because of what Mr. Moore believes—or 
at least what he goes on TV and says 
he believes. 

As we try to decide who Mr. Moore is 
and whether he is, in fact, suitable for 
a job that has never before been held 
by someone with his total lack of 
qualifications, we might start by tak-
ing a look at the opinions he has 
shared over the decades he spent doing 
little else but sharing his opinions. For 
example, nearly all economists agree 
that empowering women to participate 
fully and equally in the workforce 
would result in huge gains for our 
economy. In fact, earlier this decade, a 
McKinsey analysis found that the in-
creased number of women entering the 
workforce between 1970 and 2011 ac-
counted for roughly a quarter of the 
gains in GDP achieved over that time 
period. 

This McKinsey study noted: 
Still, the full potential of women in the 

workforce has yet to be tapped. As the U.S. 
struggles to sustain historic GDP growth 
rates, it is critically important to bring 
more women into the workforce and fully de-
ploy high-skill women to drive productivity 
improvement. 

That is why so many of us in Wash-
ington are focused on empowering 
women to find jobs and build careers, 
to balance the responsibilities of work 
and family, and to participate in the 
economy on equal footing with men. 

Mr. Moore apparently disagrees. He 
believes and has written that ‘‘the 
male needs to be breadwinner of the 
family.’’ When it comes to pay dis-
crimination, Mr. Moore was uncon-
cerned with the fact that, on average, 
women were earning 77 cents on the 
dollar compared to men. In fact, just 5 
years ago, he warned that raising wom-
en’s pay ‘‘could be disruptive to family 
stability.’’ 

Perhaps Mr. Moore should read the 
McKinsey study. After all, it was pro-
duced for the Wall Street Journal, 
where he is a frequent commentator 
and used to serve on the editorial 

board, so I am sure he could get a copy 
of it. But the more Mr. Moore’s public 
statements are examined, the more it 
becomes clear that his views on women 
and the economy might have less to do 
with the economy and more to do with 
women. 

Here is just one example. Mr. Moore 
apparently believes that efforts to ad-
dress sexual harassment and assault on 
college campuses are quote ‘‘draining 
all the fun out of college life.’’ 

He goes on to elaborate: 
Colleges are places for rabble-rousing. For 

men to lose their boyhood innocence. To do 
stupid things. To stay out way too late 
drinking. To chase skirts. (At the University 
of Illinois we used to say that the best thing 
about Sunday nights was sleeping alone.) It’s 
all a time-tested rite of passage into adult-
hood. And the women seemed to survive just 
fine. If they were so oppressed and offended 
by drunken, lustful frat boys, why is it that 
on Friday nights they showed up in droves in 
tight skirts to the keg parties? 

This is the sort of thing a college 
freshman writes on his Facebook page 
that comes back to haunt him in his 
first round of job interviews. Mr. Moore 
chose to put those words in a news-
paper column, underneath his name, at 
the age of 40. 

Then again, anyone familiar with his 
record wouldn’t be surprised to learn 
that Mr. Moore doesn’t take sexual as-
sault seriously. CNN recently un-
earthed that years earlier he had 
mocked the Violence Against Women 
Act as ‘‘objectionable pork’’ and re-
ferred to a program designed to pro-
mote gender quality in education as 
‘‘vile.’’ 

So in addition to ‘‘chasing skirts’’ on 
college campuses, Mr. Moore seems to 
believe that women’s equality is ruin-
ing another favorite pastime—sports. 
He wrote that ‘‘co-ed sports is doing ir-
reparable harm to the psyche of Amer-
ica’s little boys,’’ and he mused about 
urging his young son to assault a kin-
dergartner named Kate Lynn just be-
cause she was a better soccer player. 

In another bit of sports commentary, 
Mr. Moore wrote: 

Here’s the rule change I propose: No more 
women refs, no more women announcers, no 
women beer vendors, no women anything. 
There is, of course, an exception to this rule. 
Women are permitted to participate, if and 
only if, they look like Bonnie Bernstein. The 
fact that Bonnie knows nothing about bas-
ketball is entirely irrelevant. 

At the time Mr. Moore wrote this, 
Bonnie Bernstein was a prominent 
journalist and ESPN analyst, and he 
was a 42-year-old married man. But 
that didn’t stop him from further un-
derscoring his creepy affections for Ms. 
Bernstein, adding that she should be 
required to wear a halter top on the 
air. ‘‘If Bonnie were President of the 
United States,’’ wrote this adult male 
in a national publication about a com-
plete stranger, ‘‘she’d be a Babe-raham 
Lincoln.’’ Perhaps that is why Mr. 
Moore has also said that powerful men 
should never meet alone with women, 
because they might wind up being ac-
cused of sexual harassment. Maybe it is 
a rule he should follow. Frankly, if I 
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