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THE NOMINATION OF ADMIRAL JOHN C. 
AQUILINO, USN, FOR REAPPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE OF ADMIRAL AND TO BE COM-
MANDER, UNITED STATES INDO–PACIFIC 
COMMAND 

TUESDAY, MARCH 23, 2021 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC. 
The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:31 a.m. in Room 

SD–G50, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Senator Jack Reed 
(Chairman of the Committee) presiding. 

Committee Members present: Senators Reed, Shaheen, Gilli-
brand, Blumenthal, Hirono, Kaine, King, Warren, Peters, Manchin, 
Duckworth, Rosen, Kelly, Inhofe, Wicker, Fischer, Cotton, Rounds, 
Ernst, Tillis, Sullivan, Cramer, Scott, Blackburn, Hawley, and 
Tuberville. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR JACK REED 
Chairman REED. Let me call the hearing to order, and this morn-

ing the committee meets to consider the nomination of Admiral 
John Aquilino to be the next Commander of United States Indo-Pa-
cific Command, or INDOPACOM. Admiral, we thank you and your 
family for your willingness to serve in this important position. We 
welcome your wife, Laura, and your daughter, Jessica, along with 
your colleagues from the Pacific Fleet. Thank you very much. 

You have most recently served as the Commander of the U.S. Pa-
cific Fleet, an experience that will serve you well. 

The Indo-Pacific has emerged as the Department of Defense’s 
priority theater. As Admiral Davidson highlighted at his posture 
hearing earlier this month, the region will be home to two-thirds 
of the world’s population and generate two-thirds of the global 
economy in the next 10 years. Maintaining U.S. leadership in this 
consequential region will take a concerted, whole-of-government ef-
fort, but the U.S. Military, specifically INDOPACOM, will play a 
central role. 

Secretary Austin has appropriately labeled China as the ‘‘pacing 
threat’’ for the United States military. I agree with experts who 
have stated that China is a long-term challenge that must be 
‘‘managed’’ rather than ‘‘solved.’’ Part of managing our strategic 
competition with China and ensuring a free and open Indo-Pacific 
is the need to maintain a strong presence in the region and a cred-
ible conventional deterrent to military aggression. 
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For this reason, in last year’s National Defense Authorization 
Act, the committee created the Pacific Deterrence Initiative, or 
PDI. The PDI is intended to better focus Defense Department re-
sources on key military capabilities, reassure United States allies 
and partners, and send a strong signal to the Chinese Communist 
Party that we are committed to defending United States interests 
in the Indo-Pacific. Maintaining momentum behind the PDI will be 
a key focus of this committee as we begin work on this year’s Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. Admiral Aquilino, we look for-
ward to hearing your views on how the PDI can be used to bolster 
U.S. Military presence and conventional deterrence in the region. 

China and the United States have a shared goal of avoiding un-
necessary and costly armed conflict. Last week’s United States- 
China diplomatic meeting in Alaska was not without its challenges, 
but provided an important opportunity for us to engage China, ex-
press our concern with China’s conduct in the region and around 
the world, and reiterate our commitment to the region. We should 
look to build upon last week’s meeting by establishing more robust 
means of military-to-military communication, particularly to avoid 
miscalculation in a crisis. We should also seek greater cooperation 
with China when it is in our interest, including in areas like cli-
mate change, the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, and 
counterterrorism. 

Effectively managing our competition with China also requires 
that we continually invest in our relationship with allies and part-
ners. The last few weeks have demonstrated just how central these 
relationships are to the Biden administration’s approach to the re-
gion. On March 12, President Biden participated in the first-ever 
leader-level meeting with other members of the Quad—Japan, Aus-
tralia, and India. Just last week, Secretary of Defense Austin and 
Secretary of State Blinked held in-person meetings with their coun-
terparts in Japan and South Korea. Admiral Aquilino, we look for-
ward to your views on how these alliances and partnerships can be 
strengthened and how we can attract new partners across the re-
gion. 

Perhaps our most immediate security challenge in the region is 
North Korea. We must approach this challenge clear-eyed and in 
cooperation with our regional allies and partners, most notably 
Japan and South Korea, who are most directly threatened by Kim 
Jong-un’s belligerent behavior. While we maintain significant sanc-
tions pressure on North Korea, we must also pursue diplomacy 
with the goal of achieving a formal moratorium on nuclear and 
missile testing in the near-term. Admiral Aquilino, I would appre-
ciate your views on the regional threat posed by North Korea and 
the prospects for greater trilateral cooperation between the United 
States, Japan, and South Korea on missile defense and other 
issues. 

Admiral, if confirmed, you will lead INDOPACOM at an incred-
ibly consequential time, and we thank you again for your willing-
ness to serve. 

Now let me recognize the Ranking Member, Senator Inhofe. 
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STATEMENT OF SENATOR JAMES INHOFE 
Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral Aquilino, 

we are real pleased to have you, and moving into a position where 
you are certainly the person most qualified for that position. With 
over 1,150 carrier arrested landings and 5,000 hours of flying time, 
I think that you have spent a lot of time on the sea but also a lot 
of time in the air. I have to say that I may have twice the hours 
you have, but you have twice the miles I had. 

Secretary Austin and Deputy Secretary Hicks said China is the 
pacing threat for our military, and General Milley said the Pacific 
is the number one regional priority. We all understand this. This 
administration is saying the right things about pushing back on 
Chinese aggression, but the key indicator of whether or not we are 
serious about this competition with China will be what we do with 
the defense budget top line, the great growth. The words do not 
have real meaning. 

The top line of the defense budget and the amount of funding for 
the Pacific Deterrence Initiative will be the Biden administration’s 
first and most important message to China. What we do and do not 
do to deter China in the military domain will underride and deter-
mine the success or failure of diplomatic, economic, and informa-
tion efforts as well. Simply put, if you fail to invest in defense, and 
as a result fail to deter China’s use of military force in the Indo- 
Pacific, nothing you do in those areas will really matter. Admiral 
Aquilino, if confirmed as commander of INDOPACOM you would be 
on the front lines of the military competition with China. There 
must never come a day when the leaders of the Chinese Com-
munist Party decide today is the day they can achieve their goal 
by using military force. 

At the beginning of March, General McMaster told us that since 
the 1900s China has undertaken the largest peacetime military 
buildup in history. This ramp-up in the past decade, when China 
increased real purchasing power in the defense sector by $200 bil-
lion. Meanwhile, primarily during the Obama administration, 
America cut some $400 billion of purchasing power from our de-
fense spending. As China was quietly increasing investments in de-
fense, many United States leaders naively assumed when China 
joined the WTO [World Trade Organization] in 2001, that it was 
integrated in the global economy, somehow this would make the 
Chinese Communist Party (CCP) friendlier and more open to the 
West. I predicted it would not, and I was right. The result of that 
bad assumption is American military advantage and the credibility 
of our deterrence has eroded, and comes to erosion. 

So we have got a problem out there, and you are going to be 
right in the middle of that, and we are anxious to make some really 
good things happen. As General McMaster told us, Taiwan may 
represent the most dangerous flash point for war, and when Admi-
ral Davidson was asked what the most likely target of the Chinese 
military action would be in the next 5 to 10 years, he said, ‘‘I would 
say Taiwan is the first.’’ So we know where our problems are, we 
appreciate your service, and look forward to this hearing. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Inhofe. Now let me recog-

nize Senator Hirono to introduce the admiral. 
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Senator HIRONO. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and I 
very much appreciate your remarks and Ranking Member Inhofe’s 
remarks in recognizing the importance of the Indo-Pacific region. 

Our country faces an array of challenges and opportunities in the 
Indo-Pacific region, and AORs [area of responsibility] stretching 
from the west coast of the United States to the western border of 
India, and from the North Pole to Antarctica, covering about half 
of the Earth’s surface. 

At a time when we are confronting an increasingly aggressive 
China and looking to deepen our defense ties with allies in the 
Indo-Pacific, it is imperative we have an experienced leader at 
Indo-Pacific Command capable of meeting the urgency and sensi-
tivity of the moment. With this in mind, I would like to introduce 
and enthusiastically endorse today’s nominee, and, of course, wel-
come his family, Admiral John C. Aquilino, to serve as the next 
Commander of the United States Indo-Pacific Command. 

Admiral Aquilino’s 37 years of Navy service, highlighted by com-
mand of the U.S. Pacific Fleet and the U.S. Naval Forces Central 
Command, make him well suited for this new role. Since assuming 
command of the Navy’s Pacific Fleet in 2018, I have seen how the 
admiral and his leadership team at PACFLEET have worked to en-
sure the readiness of the fleet to protect the security of our nation. 
From his headquarters at Pearl Harbor, ‘‘Lung’’ Aquilino, as he is 
affectionately known to those under his command, has guided the 
140,000 sailors and civilians of the Pacific Fleet to meet challenges 
and opportunities presented. 

I have to admit, Lung is such an unusual nickname, and I had 
to ask how he got it. It was coined years ago by his fighter pilot 
buddies who thought his last name sounded like Aqualung, and 
with that the name Lung was born. 

Lung’s message of, quote, ‘‘deter, assure, compete, and win,’’ end 
quote, is the right message for INDOPACOM today. I have gotten 
to work with Admiral Aquilino during his time in Hawaii and know 
first-hand he believes in the power of working together to find 
whole-of-government solutions, the importance of our alliances and 
partnerships, and the imperative for a well-trained and postured 
force. 

I have appreciated the interactions Admiral Aquilino and I have 
had on issues of importance to Hawaii and the Pacific region, in-
cluding the strategically vital Red Hill Bulk Fuel Storage Facility. 
In operating the Red Hill Facility, the Navy has a critical responsi-
bility to protect Oahu’s drinking water and keep the community 
updated. The admiral knows the importance of transparent and 
open community engagement. 

Admiral Aquilino also has a personal appreciation of the signifi-
cance of Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard to our community. The ship-
yard is our largest industrial employer, with thousands of military 
and civilian workers who support our forces and broader in the Pa-
cific region to advance our strategic interest. Admiral Aquilino par-
ticipated in shipyard visits with Senator Kaine, former Senator 
Perdue, and me over the past 2 years. 

As evidenced throughout his years of service, Admiral Aquilino 
has demonstrated a deep understanding of Hawaii’s strategic im-
portance to our national security, and he advocates for capabilities 
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and nurtures relationships to help Hawaii fully realize its role in 
America’s continued access and influence in the Indo-Pacific. 

If you speak to those who serve in his command, you will find 
Admiral Aquilino has deep and abiding care for his sailors, civil-
ians, and their families, by working to instill an environment of 
dignity and purpose. This skill was evident in Admiral Aquilino’s 
actions after a gunman took the lives of Roldan Agustin and Vin-
cent Kapoi Jr., and seriously injured another man during the hor-
rific shooting at Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard on December 4, 
2019. Admiral Aquilino paid special care to the families of the vic-
tims and the shipyard community during this intense time of grief. 
A few months ago, he organized a memorial service marking the 
1-year anniversary of the tragic event, and installed a permanent 
memorial plaque to honor the lives and service of Mr. Augustin and 
Mr. Kapoi Jr. 

I am confident that after today’s hearing my colleagues will join 
me in supporting Admiral Aquilino’s nomination to lead 
INDOPACOM. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Hirono. 
Admiral, you are recognized for your opening statement. 

STATEMENT OF ADMIRAL JOHN C. AQUILINO, USN, FOR RE-
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE OF ADMIRAL AND TO BE 
COMMANDER, UNITED STATES INDO–PACIFIC COMMAND 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you very much, Senator Hirono, for 
that kind introduction. Congratulations on your selection as the 
chair of the Seapower Subcommittee. It has been my pleasure to 
work with you these past 3 years, and from all the sailors in the 
Pacific theater and their families I would like to thank you for your 
constant support. Thank you very much, ma’am. 

Thank you, Chairman Reed, Ranking Member Inhofe, and com-
mittee members for this opportunity to appear before you today. I 
am both honored and humbled to be here as the nominee to lead 
U.S. Indo-Pacific Command. It is a great responsibility. I am hon-
ored to President Biden’s nominee for this important position. 

I would also like to thank Secretary Austin, General Milley, Act-
ing Secretary Harker, and Admiral Gilday for their support and 
confidence. 

I would not be here today without the love and support of my 
family. My wife, Laura, and my oldest daughter, Jessica are here 
with me today, and my daughter, Lisa, was unable to attend from 
Los Angeles. Like every military family, they have endured many 
sacrifices and they tirelessly advocate for military members and 
their families. They set a tremendous example of service to our na-
tion, and I am proud of each of them. 

Also with me here today are members of my Navy family, and 
they are led by Fleet Master Chief Jim Honea. He is my right-hand 
man and he personally cares for over 140,000 Navy sailors and 
their families in the Pacific Fleet every day. 

I would be remiss if I did not highlight my constant admiration 
and respect for the men, women, civilians, and families of our joint 
force, who faithfully serve, many deployed as we speak to defend 
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our nation and protect our way of life. It has been my greatest 
privilege to have served alongside them for 37 years. 

The Indo-Pacific is the most consequential reason for America’s 
future and remains the priority theater for the United States. Re-
siding here are four of the five security challenges identified in the 
Department of Defense—China, Russia, North Korea, and violent 
extremist organizations. The Indo-Pacific region also experiences 
frequent natural and man-made disasters, the negative impacts of 
climate change, rapid population growth, drugs and human traf-
ficking, and, of course, disease and pandemics. 

Of all the threats we face, Secretary Austin was very clear when 
he stated, ‘‘China is our pacing threat.’’ To meet this challenge, it 
will take all elements of national power, working together and with 
a sense of urgency. Together with our allies and partners, our pro-
fessionally trained and lethal joint military force, postured forward 
will provide the deterrence required while enabling diplomacy from 
a position of strength to ensure peace, stability, and prosperity for 
all in the region. 

The Pacific Deterrence Initiative is a strong example of the effort 
required to compete and win. I thank the committee for your lead-
ership and your vision in establishing PDI. These efforts are 
foundational to ensuring a free and open Indo-Pacific. 

As the Interim National Security Strategic Guidance points out, 
America’s fate is intertwined with events beyond our shores. Global 
peace and prosperity depend on our presence in the Indo-Pacific. If 
confirmed for this great responsibility I look forward to working 
with this committee as we advance our shared national security ob-
jectives while continuing to serve alongside Indo-Pacific’s men and 
women to accomplish this important mission before us. 

Thanks, Chairman Reed, Ranking Member Inhofe, and to the 
committee. I look forward to your questions. 

Chairman REED. Thank you very much, sir. Let me point out, for 
the benefit of my colleagues, that if we get a quorum I will inter-
rupt. We have thousands of military nominations we would like to 
pass out of committee. Also since this is a hybrid hearing, we will 
not be following the early bird rule. Instead, we will handle the 
order of questions by seniority, alternating back and forth. This 
message is getting a little old but let me reiterate it. 

We will do the standard five-minute rounds. I ask my colleagues 
on the computers, and at their desk, to observe the 5 minutes. 
Then, for everyone to be heard, please mute your microphones if 
you are not speaking. 

Thank you very much, Admiral, for your testimony, for your dis-
tinguished service, and the service of your family. 

One of the most important aspects in any theater is joint 
warfighting operations. We fight as a team, not as individual plat-
forms or individual services. I know the Joint Staff and 
INDOPACOM have been working on joint operations, joint tech-
niques and models. COVID has interrupted that a bit. Can you give 
us kind of a status, from your perspective, of how we are doing in 
integrating our forces? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Thanks. So there are two initia-
tives. Admiral Davidson, along with the Joint Staff, is working on 
a joint warfighting concept. Those focus areas are designed to spe-
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cifically ensure that the joint force is integrated, that command and 
control that is required exists, and on top of that, from the Indo- 
Pacific position, it has the ability to also expand to our allies and 
partners. It is extremely important, and if confirmed, Senator, I 
will continue those efforts. They are that important. 

Chairman REED. Can you briefly prioritize what are the key ele-
ments? My notion would be if you cannot communicate effectively 
then you cannot do much. But your sense of what the priorities are, 
and are they budgeted in that order, or do we have to do some 
work collectively? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, the Pacific Defense Initiative I think 
is kind of the poster child for what the capabilities and things look 
like in prioritized order, and again, I thank the committee for that 
support. Those capabilities, as I see them, are force protection, 
there is the ability to command, control, and communicate in the 
mission partner environment, then there is the ability needed to 
train both with the joint force and our allies and partners, and that 
linkage between the ranges, from Guam to Hawaii to Alaska to the 
west coast of the United States, PMTEC, is absolutely required. 

Additionally, there is ISR capabilities needed. There are long- 
range joint integrated fires capabilities that are needed, and under-
pinning all of that is the need to be able to execute logistics across 
that great distance. 

Chairman REED. So we have a ways to go, frankly, to get to the 
point where you are satisfied. Is that fair? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, again, I think PDI is foundational, 
but it will take a longer-term sustained investment to be able to 
generate the deterrence required. 

Chairman REED. A final point on this issue. First of all, inte-
grating Army, Navy, and Air Force is tough. I would assume inte-
grating our allies is even more challenging because of obvious dif-
ferences in language and other equipment, et cetera. Is that fair? 

Admiral AQUILINO. That is absolutely fair, sir, but it is also ex-
tremely important. We operate with our allies and partners each 
and every day, so it is certainly not a hurdle we cannot get over, 
and it is critically important. 

Chairman REED. Thank you. You mentioned this has to be a 
whole-of-government effort, not just a military effort. Within our 
partners, particularly the Quad, are there issues that we can rally 
around, issues like climate change and other issues like that? Is 
that something that your State Department and colleagues are 
talking about? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, there are many areas where we cer-
tainly cooperate across a whole-of-government approach—economic, 
diplomatic, informational, legal, as well as military. All of those ef-
forts will be required to do the deterrence needed, and if confirmed 
I am certainly interested in working across the interagency to 
achieve that goal. 

Chairman REED. Thank you very much. Just a final question 
here. I think we have come to realize that we were overly opti-
mistic about China’s role in the world for several decades, when we 
saw it as simply an economic power that would come into the world 
stage with a benign, not malign, attitude, and that has changed. 
The danger today might be overestimating China, of not seeing 
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some of their vulnerabilities. Can you comment upon some of the 
shortcomings you see or some of the weaknesses that might not be 
explored? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. Certainly we have seen the 
largest military buildup by China. That does bring with it certain 
vulnerabilities, whether it be training, command and control and 
operations across a broader scale. Again, if confirmed, I will look 
through that lens to see where we can really have some effect to 
deter. 

Chairman REED. Thank you very much, Admiral. Before I turn 
it over to Senator Inhofe I am required to ask questions of the 
nominee, and I have been reminded by my staff to do so. Just like 
the master chief, I do what I am told. 

Have you adhered to applicable laws and regulations governing 
conflicts of interest? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Have you assumed any duties or taken any ac-

tions that would appear to presume the outcome of the confirma-
tion process? 

Admiral AQUILINO. No, sir. 
Chairman REED. Exercising our legislative and oversight respon-

sibility makes it important that this committee, its subcommittees, 
and other appropriate committees of Congress receives testimony, 
briefings, reports, records, and other information from the Execu-
tive branch on a timely basis. Do you agree, if confirmed, to appear 
and testify before this committee when requested? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Do you agree, when asked before this com-

mittee, to give your personal views, even if your views differ from 
the administration? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Do you agree to provide records, documents, 

and electronic communications in a timely manner when requested 
by this committee, its subcommittees, or other appropriate commit-
tees of Congress and to consult with the requestor regarding the 
basis or any good-faith delay or denial in providing such records? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Will you ensure that your staff complies with 

deadlines established by this committee for the production of re-
ports, records, and other information, including timely responding 
to hearing questions for the record? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Will you cooperate in providing witnesses and 

briefers in response to congressional requests? 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Will those witnesses and briefers be protected 

from reprisals for their testimony at briefings? 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Chairman REED. Thank you very much, Admiral. Senator Inhofe, 

please. 
Senator INHOFE. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Let me 

draw on your experiences as a fighter pilot. It has been concerning 
to me for quite some time the criticism of our F–35 that we hear, 
from a lot of people. I will not even mention the sources, but it is 
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something that really bothers me, when you stop and think about 
what we do not have in terms of fifth-generation fighters. Admiral 
Davidson’s testimony, and this is way back in March, to the House 
Armed Services Committee, he said that our adversaries are al-
ready developing or fielding fifth-generation fighters, that we know 
from our own gaming and emulations that fifth-generation fighters 
are a game-changer. 

Now as a fighter pilot, kind of explain why the F–35, as a fifth- 
generation fighter, is so critical to deterring, and, if necessary, de-
feating China’s uses of military force, and in your opinion, why it 
is important to the ability to fight and win inside the first and sec-
ond island chains. I can remember when we had the F–22, and we 
talked about the fact that it was a fifth-generation fighter. We 
started out we were going to have 700 of them. We ended up get-
ting 200. I remember that very well and the criticism that I had 
at that time, and we have had the same problems now. Yet now 
we know it is a different game now, because our competition has 
fifth-generation fighters. What are your thoughts on that? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. As you know, the Chi-
nese Communist Party has generated some capabilities in the re-
gion that are designed to keep us out. Some refer to those as A2/ 
AD, and when we talk about them we talk about operating in con-
tested space. Fifth-generation airplanes, and beyond, are required 
to be able to generate a lethal force and posture it in a place where 
it is needed to generate the deterrence that I mentioned. 

Senator INHOFE. Are your concerns like mine in terms of the at-
tacks on the F–35 and what our capacity would be if we became 
weak in that area? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, I would be concerned if we less-
ened our capacity of fifth-generation airplanes. I think they are 
needed to win. 

Senator INHOFE. Mm-hmm. Okay. As General McMaster told this 
committee, and this is a quote, ‘‘Taiwan may represent the most 
dangerous flash point for war.’’ He went on to say because of that 
very real threat, quote, ‘‘it is immensely important to keep forward- 
positioned capable forces in the Indo-Pacific.’’ 

So, Admiral, I have been co-chairman of the Taiwan Caucus for 
quite a while and I have been concerned that a Chinese invasion 
of Taiwan would represent the hardest test from United States 
military response time. Can you talk about why the U.S. forward- 
positioning forces are so important, and what do you mean by for-
ward-positioning, and where do the forces need to be? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I agree with General 
McMaster’s discussion on the most dangerous concern is that of a 
military force against Taiwan. To combat that, the forward posture 
west of the International Date Line is how Admiral Davidson de-
scribes it, and I concur with that. Forces positioned to be able to 
respond quickly, and not just our forces, those forces combined with 
the international community, with our allies and partners, those 
nations with common values, those two things would position us 
very strongly for the deterrence required. 

Senator INHOFE. Okay, good. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Inhofe. Now let me recognize Sen-

ator Shaheen. 
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Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Admiral Aqui-
lino, congratulations on your nomination and thank you very much 
for your service to this country. 

I am a big supporter of the legislation that was signed into law 
in 2017, the Women, Peace, and Security Act. It was legislation 
that I sponsored, and I think having a government-wide strategy 
to include women in all aspects of our security decisions is very im-
portant. 

Implementation at DoD is underway, and, in fact, 
USINDOPACOM has played a really important role implementing 
the legislation, hosting the first gender insecurity cooperation 
course in January of 2020. USINCOPACOM also hosted two oper-
ational gender advisor courses to train personnel to serve as advi-
sors. Can you talk about why you think it is important to have this 
kind of legislation and how you would continue the work that Ad-
miral Davidson has begun? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Thanks. Again, this is one of 
our asymmetric advantages, the Women, Peace, and Security Ini-
tiative. Admiral Davidson took it extremely seriously and he imple-
mented his own program aligned with the larger program, that 
really stepped out in the form of the example you mentioned. Those 
have events are even more broad than that. If I am confirmed, 
ma’am, I would continue those efforts and work to expand them. 
It helps for other nations to understand and align with the values 
that we believe in, human rights, and it is a great initiative. If con-
firmed, I would certainly continue that. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Well, thank you. When you talk about the 
asymmetric advantage that it gives us, can you describe that a lit-
tle better? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I would say it is a focus. When we think of 
a member of the military sitting in front of you, that the entire 
focus is military, but it is not. There are cultural aspects. There is 
sharing of values. There is education, training, schooling. All those 
things are resident in the military lines of effort. So that is why 
I view them as asymmetric. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thanks very much. Much of the discussion 
today, and in this committee, when we are talking about 
INDOPACOM, has focused on China. But, in fact, Russia continues 
to also engage in malign activities in the region. We saw General 
Austin, when he was in India last week, talking about India’s 
planned purchase of Russia’s S–400 defense system, which is a con-
cern for us because of the insights that it gives Russia into our 
technology. 

Can you talk about how we balance still getting along with our 
allies and the efforts that Russia has underway, and in particular, 
do you have any thoughts about India and the S–400 and what we 
can do there to address that? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. As Senator Hirono identified, 
half the globe encompassed in the Indo-Pacific. Seventeen hundred 
miles of Russian coastline in that region. So we watch and we will 
continue to compete with Russia in the Pacific. 

That said, India is really a terrific partner, and as we have seen 
from the recent Quad discussions, I think the importance of India 
and the rest of the nations in the Quad will increase. 
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We are at a balance, however. India has had a long-standing re-
lationship with the Russians for security cooperation and for mili-
tary equipment. So we will have to work through this, and one of 
the ways we can do that, again, if confirmed, I would work to con-
tinue to encourage India to look at and consider United States 
equipment. Number one, it is the best. Number two, it generates 
interoperability and makes it easier to work together, and I think 
we should encourage India to do that through all the elements of 
national power and see where that goes. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Should we sanction India if they acquire the 
S–400? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Ma’am, I think I would leave that to the pol-
icymakers to determine if that is a path. I think we certainly 
should understand where we are with India, and I think poten-
tially the encouragement angle in providing alternatives might be 
a better approach. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you, and I am almost out of time, but 
I just wanted to raise one other issue with you, and that is the 
mysterious brain injuries that have come to be known as the Ha-
vana Syndrome, which have affected our diplomats and other per-
sonnel, not just in Cuba but also in China. Are you aware of the 
challenges around these injuries, and can I just urge you to take 
the attacks seriously and respond if you have any personnel that 
you come in contact with who say that they have been harmed by 
these kinds of attacks? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. I am aware. I will certainly 
treat it seriously, if confirmed, and the care and welfare of our 
servicemembers, their families, to include the diplomatic corps, is 
certainly of interest, and I will keep an eye on that, if confirmed, 
and make recommendations as we see what the causes might be. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Shaheen. Senator Wicker, 
please. 

Senator WICKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, let’s talk 
about the size of our fleet and the capability. I want to quote Admi-
ral Davidson earlier this month, before this Committee, when 
asked about the gap between the Chinese and United States naval 
forces. He said, ‘‘If we don’t make changes in our posture forward, 
the Chinese will have greater capacity than us.’’ 

Given what you know about China’s rapid naval buildup and pro-
jected growth, do you believe our naval forces still present a cred-
ible deterrent to Chinese aggression in the region today, and what 
do you say to that projected 5 years from now, sir? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. From my current seat I 
would to highlight that the United States Navy is the most power-
ful, greatest navy on the planet, still, despite numbers. That said, 
as you have highlighted, the Chinese are increasing their capability 
and capacity and closing that gap. 

So I would like to thank CNO Gilday for his efforts in identifying 
the 30-year shipbuilding plan that identifies the need for a larger, 
more lethal, networked and ready force to be able to compete today, 
as you have highlighted. 

Senator WICKER. Do you support that plan, advanced by Gilday? 
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Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator WICKER. Do you agree with the statement by Admiral 

Davidson a few days ago? 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator WICKER. Let’s ask then about carriers specifically. What 

kind of carrier presence is needed in the Western Pacific, and does 
the Navy have enough carriers to support those needs? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, currently the Navy is in alignment 
with the law of the land of 11 carriers. As you know, today’s carrier 
strike groups are a tremendous form of deterrence, and that is 
globally against all competitors. You see that by the continued re-
quests for additional carrier deployments, and I believe we need to 
have persistent presence by all of the joint forces, to include carrier 
strike groups west of the International Date Line. 

Senator WICKER. Well, okay. We have complied with the law of 
the land at 11, but is that enough, though? Just tell us. We need 
to know. We can change the law of the land if we get up enough 
votes. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. I think currently that the size of 
that force is correct, unless additional challenges show themselves. 

Senator WICKER. Tell us about the Ford. There have certainly 
been some hiccups and slips. But where is that program now, and 
what do you think about that vessel going forward? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I am supportive of the Ford. We 
took a lot of great, new technologies. We have put them into that 
carrier. It is the first of the class, and if you go back through his-
tory you will find we have challenges when we go first of a class. 
I am confident that the Navy will overcome all of those challenges, 
and I know my counterpart of the East Coast is working to get 
Ford deployed as soon as possible. 

Senator WICKER. Have they pretty much already overcome most 
of those challenges or are there still—you say ‘‘will.’’ I might have 
expected you to say that we have overcome those challenges. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. I would argue almost all of 
those have been completed. All but two of the weapons elevators 
are repaired, as I understand it, and we are certainly through all 
those technological challenges. The next thing you should see will 
be Ford deployed. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
Admiral AQUILINO. I am providing this insert for the record respecting my com-

mitment to keep the Committee apprised of information that impacts the accuracy 
of testimony. During my 23 March testimony, I stated on page 29 of the attached 
transcript that my understanding was that all but two of USS Gerald R. Ford’s 
weapons elevators were repaired and that the next thing you should see will be 
Ford deployed. I should have said that all but two of the weapons elevators turned 
over to Ford’s crew were operational. There are four remaining elevators that have 
not yet been turned over. The next scheduled event is Ford’s shock trials this sum-
mer. 

Senator WICKER. Lastly, I joined Senator Inhofe in stressing the 
United States’ friendship and support for Taiwan. Would you like 
to see greater official coordination between our military and that 
of Taiwan, and if so, what measures do you think could be taken 
in the near future to strengthen this critical partnership? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I think our operations and 
efforts through all of those training exercises are currently in ac-
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cordance with the Taiwan Relations Act, the three communiques 
and the six assurances, which is the current policies. Should we 
choose to change those policies we could have a conversation on 
what might be expanded as it applies today. 

Senator WICKER. But you are declining to give your opinion as 
to whether you would like to see greater cooperation between our 
military and Taiwan. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Sir, we do many things with Taiwan, again, 
under those current policy guidelines. We do exercises. For the 
Navy it is called Blue Sea. We do have interactions that contribute 
to the defense of Taiwan. 

Senator WICKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Wicker. Now via Webex, 

Senator Gillibrand. 
Senator GILLIBRAND. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, I want 

to discuss further INDOPACOM’s utility with addressing some of 
the human rights and humanitarian challenges in the region. As 
we all know here, our competition with China will also include a 
competition of values, and I believe this is a great opportunity to 
connect with our allies in showcasing our values, to support human 
rights and human security. 

What changes do you foresee making to INDOPACOM’s humani-
tarian role while also ensuring our work coalesces with that being 
done by Australia, New Zealand, and others? While we have a 
number of key allies in the region, some more reluctant in this 
space than others. How will you use INDOPACOM’s influence in 
the region to improve coordination with reluctant allies? Last, in 
the case of countries like Myanmar where a democratic backsliding 
is clearly occurring and where there are complex security dynam-
ics, how would you work with our allies to approach this issue, as 
INDOPACOM’s commander? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I think you highlighted, 
again, the key advantage that the United States has in the region, 
and that is our relationships with our allies and partners, all of 
those based on our values. Like-minded nations continue to work 
together, and as you described, humanitarian assistance and then 
response to natural disasters is something that we monitor, track, 
maintain every day, whether they be earthquakes, eruptions, 
tsunamis. 

There are many examples in history of those things that we have 
done. I think back to the tsunami in Banda Aceh, Indonesia in 
2004, when the USS Lincoln showed up on the scene to rescue and 
administer support to thousands of Indonesians. We are prepared 
to do that every day. As you know, the region hosts the Ring of 
Fire, and is prevalent to those events. Continued engagement with 
those allies and partners, and as soon as they need help we are 
prepared to respond. If confirmed, I will continue to ensure that we 
are ready to do that with our allies and partners. 

Senator GILLIBRAND. Thank you. Admiral, as you mentioned in 
your statement prior to the hearing, it is the commander’s respon-
sibility to set a culture that prevents sexual harassment and sexual 
assault, and you referenced the array of tools in the commander’s 
toolkit to carry out this duty. 
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Wouldn’t you agree that a skillful commander should be able to 
accomplish this mission without convening authority? After all, a 
very small percentage, approximately 3 percent of commanders 
ever need to invoke convening authority or have the responsibility 
to invoke convening authority and are still required to create a cul-
ture that is inhospitable to harassment and assault. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, we rely on our commanders every 
day to ensure that they take care of their personnel. The sanctity 
of the chain of command is critical to ensure that military oper-
ations can be executed. It is also critical to ensure that the unit is 
prepared and ready. There is certainly no place in our military for 
sexual harassment, discrimination, or any other form that makes 
us ineffective. 

I know the Secretary of Defense is executing an independent 
study. If confirmed, I would certainly like to see the results of that 
study. But I am open to any options that it identifies that would 
make us more effective in this role. 

Senator GILLIBRAND. Well, obviously that 90-day commission will 
provide some guidance on this issue. But with regard to your view, 
given that 97 percent of commanders do not have convening au-
thority for general court martials, do you agree it is not necessary 
to maintain good order and discipline? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Ma’am—Senator, I would have to look at that 
a little more deeply and understand the percentages that you iden-
tified. The convening authority still runs through the chain of com-
mand, as I am aware, but like I said, I would be certainly open to 
anything that does more and is more effective at taking care of our 
servicemembers and their families. 

Senator GILLIBRAND. Well, just for clarity, convening authority 
for general courts martial is for 06’s and above, and obviously you 
have lower-ranking commanders more junior to 06’s and above, and 
they have to maintain good order and discipline within their unit, 
for each level of command, before you get to a colonel and above. 
Do you agree with that? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator GILLIBRAND. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you very much, Senator Gillibrand, and 

now via Webex, Senator Fischer. 
Senator FISCHER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Ad-

miral. It is good to see you again today. 
One of the issues that you and I spoke about when we met last 

week was the evolving dynamic between India and China. The 
deadly skirmishes between Indian and Chinese troops underscored 
the high level of tension along the border, and China has made no 
secret of its ambition to encircle India with military and economic 
influence. 

As INDOPACOM commander, how would you approach this dy-
namic, and what do you see as the future of the United States- 
India military cooperation? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. The work with India, 
the Quad, as well as all the allies and partners in the region con-
tinues to be the strength, and it highlights our ability to ensure 
that the entire force, the entire region understands the cooperation 



15 

and the alignment with international norms, standards, rules, and 
laws. 

The work, or the effort that India has taken on to protect their 
northern border I think is noteworthy. The fact that the PRC has 
decided to instigate that skirmish on the northern border is note-
worthy to all of us. So the strength of multilateral operations with-
in India and with all allies and partners is certainly a mechanism 
to add to our deterrence in the region. 

Senator FISCHER. You know, you spoke about the [inaudible] of 
international laws by China along the border with that skirmish. 
We also see their island-building campaign in the South China Sea 
and their use of the debt trap diplomacy that they have elsewhere. 

What do you believe are China’s goals with regard to this border 
region in India? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. I think the goals are to 
supplant United States security leadership in the region, overall, 
whether they be in the South China Sea or on the northern border 
of India and generate a change to the international rules beyond 
what the nations all agree to, under the 1982 UNCLOS [United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea] treaty, and ultimately 
to change those rules to the benefit of the PRC. 

Ultimately, it would change the view of the region from those 
who believe in a free and open Indo-Pacific to those that might 
want a more authoritarian might-equals-right closed Indo-Pacific. 

Senator FISCHER. If I could ask you more about the islands in the 
South China Sea. The President of China, in 2015, stated, quote, 
‘‘Relevant construction activity that China is undertaking does not 
target or impact any country, and there is no intention to milita-
rize,’’ end quote. Would you agree that this is a false statement, 
that it has been proven false? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, I would. It has certainly been 
evident to me that when we listen to the words that come from the 
PRC we have to look at not just words, and listen to words, we 
have to look at deeds. Your example of the islands in the South 
China Sea are probably the best examples. All of those islands 
have been militarized, whether it be with missiles, jammers, but it 
is in exact opposition to what has been said. 

Senator FISCHER. What capabilities and projections of power has 
China gained from those facilities that they have constructed? 

Admiral AQUILINO. It certainly expands the footprint, and we 
talked before about contested space. It makes it easier for the PRC 
to be able to operate further from their coast — 

Senator FISCHER. Do you think the United States should con-
tinue the Freedom of Navigation missions in and around these dis-
puted territories that they have? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator FISCHER. I am sorry. Did you say yes, you would support 

that? 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator FISCHER. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Fischer. Now via Webex, 

Senator Hirono. 
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Senator HIRONO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, I ask the 
following two initial questions of all nominees who come before any 
of the committees on which I serve, so here are the questions. 

Since you became a legal adult, have you ever made unwanted 
requests for sexual favors or committed any verbal or physical har-
assment or assault of a sexual nature? 

Admiral AQUILINO. No, Senator. 
Senator HIRONO. Have you ever faced discipline or entered into 

a settlement related to this kind of conduct? 
Admiral AQUILINO. No, Senator. 
Senator HIRONO. Admiral, it was a pleasure and a privilege to 

introduce you today to the committee. President Biden and Secre-
taries Lincoln and Austin have taken several steps in recent weeks 
to engage with our partners and allies in the Indo-Pacific. In par-
ticular, I want to highlight the President’s call with our Quad al-
lies—Australia, Japan, and India. If confirmed, what steps will you 
take in your new role to strengthen our partnerships with the 
Quad nations? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator, and thanks very much 
for the kind introduction again. 

As you heard me state many times, the allies and partners that 
we have are clearly an asymmetric advantage, as the PRC has, I 
would argue, only one ally or partner, and that is North Korea. So 
we would continue to work towards increased multilateral oper-
ations, if I am concerned. Again, the Quad we talked about would 
be an example of only one of those. We do many things with the 
ASEAN nations. We do things with our Japanese counterparts and 
our Korean counterparts in the form of missile defense, and I 
think, again, if confirmed, we would continue to expand those ef-
forts and operations to work together on a broader scale. 

Senator HIRONO. Admiral, I know that we have a very important 
partnership with South Korea, but they are not part of the Quad. 
I am a little bit curious and concerned that they are not, but can 
you assure me that they are definitely in the mix of the relation-
ships that you consider very important in that part of the world? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Certainly one of five treaty al-
lies in the region. Our relationship with South Korea, they are a 
linchpin as part of the alliance. Their capabilities, the equipment 
that they have, we are extremely interoperable. There is currently 
an exercise that is going on right now, that we continue to train 
and build readiness with the South Koreans. As it applies to the 
Quad, that would have to be discussions with the other three mem-
bers to determine if they would like to pull those in. If not, there 
are many other opportunities to generate additional multilateral 
events with the South Koreans. 

Senator HIRONO. I know that you are aware that many of us are 
very concerned about the issue of sexual assault and harassment 
in the military, and I just want to note that we will continue to 
focus on this, and we are, of course, aware of the DoD Sexual As-
sault Commission, and I would certainly hope that you will pay 
much attention to the recommendations made by the commission, 
because the issue of sexual harassment and assault continues to 
plague our military. I know that Senator Gillibrand also questioned 
you about that. 
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Regarding the PDI, Admiral Davidson’s new PDI report called for 
significant increases in spending across all lines of the PDI effort. 
Do you believe the increase in spending proposed in Admiral 
Davidson’s PDI is sufficient to deter our adversaries in the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. As I have looked at PDI, Admi-
ral Davidson’s strategic, very thoughtful approach, aligned with 
this committee, has identified the foundational capabilities needed 
to do deterrence, and it would have to be sustained to ensure that 
we can execute this on a longer term. 

Senator HIRONO. Admiral Davidson listed the Aegis Guam De-
fense System, GDS, as his top priority in the PDI, but similar 
Aegis Ashore facilities in Romania and Japan have had delays and 
been over budget. With that, do you believe the cost and time esti-
mates for deploying of GDS are accurate, and will GDS also be 
your number one priority in this region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, it certainly would be a top priority— 
170,000 United States citizens on Guam, over 20,000 
servicemembers that force protection is absolutely required for. I 
am not aware of the different cost comparisons of the overrun, but 
if confirmed I will certainly look into that, ma’am, and determine. 
It is not the first one we have put in, so I would hope there would 
be some learning, and the ability to stay on cost and schedule 
would be easier. 

Senator HIRONO. Thank you, and I realize I think I am running 
out of time, but I am very concerned about our missile defense 
structure. So I will continue to work with you, should you be con-
firmed, of course. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Hirono. Senator Cotton, 

please. 
Senator COTTON. Admiral, thanks for your appearance, thanks 

for your service, and congratulations on your nomination. I want to 
talk a little bit more about Taiwan, and I want to very much get 
your professional military advice. Taiwan is a very vibrant democ-
racy—a very vibrant democracy—and we respect our democratic 
partners like Taiwan. 

But I want to hear from you about why Taiwan is so critical from 
a military and strategic standpoint. Why would Beijing so desire to 
have Taiwan annexed to the mainland, and how would it com-
plicate your military planning if Beijing did invade and annex Tai-
wan? Strictly from a military and strategic standpoint. I do not 
want to talk about protecting Taiwanese democracy. I am clear on 
that and I know you are as well. From a military and strategic 
standpoint, why is it so important to Beijing that they annex Tai-
wan? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. As you know, they view it 
as their number one priority. The rejuvenation of the Chinese Com-
munist Party is at stake, very critical as they look at the problem. 
From a military standpoint, the strategic location of where it is, as 
it applies to the potential impact of two-thirds of the world’s trade, 
certainly a critical concern. 

Additionally, the status of the United States as a partner with 
our allies and partners also is at stake, should we have a conflict 
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in Taiwan. So those two reasons are really the strategic main con-
cerns that I would see. 

Senator COTTON. What would it mean for the PLA’s [People’s 
Liberation Army] enhanced capabilities if they were able to turn 
Taiwan essentially into a military base, if they were able to base 
aircraft and ships on the island if Taiwan, much like you discussed 
earlier with those islands they have got in the South China Sea. 
What advantage would that give to them? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, certainly it would extend their 
reach. It would extend the contested environment. It would threat-
en our allies and partners—think the Philippines, and it extends 
their reach initially away from their coast and to challenge the en-
tire region, all allies and partners and friends. 

Senator COTTON. You spoke earlier about continuing Freedom of 
Navigation Operations in the South China Sea, despite those mili-
tarized, manmade islands. If Taiwan were annexed to the mainland 
and the PLA navy were based there, would you be able to continue 
Freedom of Navigation Operations in the South China Sea, or is 
the fact that Taiwan sits right at the top of the South China Sea 
significantly impede those operations? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, we would still execute those oper-
ations. It certainly would be at greater risk. 

Senator COTTON. Then speaking about the point you made about 
our allies, if you were sitting in a treaty partners capital, con-
ducting military planning, say Tokyo or Seoul, or for that matter 
sitting in any Southern Asian capital and thinking the United 
States might support you in the face of Chinese aggression, if we 
stood idly by while China invaded Taiwan and annexed it to the 
mainland, how would you feel? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, that was my second point. It cer-
tainly would impact the credibility of the United States as a part-
ner in the region. 

Senator COTTON. Thank you. Last week, Admiral Davidson testi-
fied that he thinks the PLA may have the capability to effectively 
invade Taiwan in as soon as 6 years, maybe less. Do you agree 
with that view? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, there are many numbers out there. 
I know Admiral Davidson said 6 years. You have to ask him where 
he made that assessment. There are spans from today to 2045. My 
opinion is this problem is much closer to us than most think, and 
we have to take this on, put those deterrence capabilities like PDI 
in place, in the near term and with urgency. 

Senator COTTON. I share that view. It is not a 2045, it is not a 
2030 problem. I suspect it may not even be a 2026 problem. 

From a military planning point of view, what is the best time of 
year, given light, weather, and sea conditions, for the PLA to 
launch an invasion of Taiwan? Is it the middle part of the spring? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir, that is certainly a better time as it 
applies to sea state and environmentals. 

Senator COTTON. Do you recall when the Sochi Winter Olympics 
ended in 2014? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Senator COTTON. February 23rd. Do you recall when Russia in-

vaded Crimea? 
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Admiral AQUILINO. I do not have the date, Senator. I apologize. 
Senator COTTON. February 27th, 4 days later. The Beijing Winter 

Olympics end February 23rd of next year. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Cotton. Senator Kaine, 

please. 
Senator KAINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair, and Admiral Aquilino, 

congratulations on the nomination. I enjoyed our conversation. I 
enjoyed visiting you in Hawaii last year with Senator Hirono. 

Senator Hirono was asking you questions about the Quad, and 
I have been very interested in this since we started to hear about 
it at this committee a number of years ago. I was intrigued that 
the first-ever head of nation meeting of the Quad was about vac-
cines, and even though most of the discussion about the Quad has 
been in the armed services hearing, this first big initiative with the 
heads of states was about funding vaccine development in India, 
that could be used to vaccinate the Indian population but also 
could be used to produce vaccines that could be used throughout 
the region. That made me want to get your perspective on, if we 
are thinking about our national security challenges in the 
INDOPACOM, how much of our thoughts should be about a whole- 
of-government approach rather than just an armed services ap-
proach? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. We need to engage with every 
aspect of national power to be able to compete against the PLA. So 
whether it be diplomacy, whether it be scientific, whether it be in-
formational, every aspect has an ability to generate deterrence, ex-
tend the cooperation with our allies and partners, and that is one 
example. From the military perspective this last year, the Quad, or 
in the form of India, Japan, the United States, and Australia, exe-
cuted Exercise Malabar. So the cooperation of those nations cur-
rently has and needs to expand across all elements of national 
power. 

Senator KAINE. I have always said to witnesses here about the 
Quad is that if the Big 12 can have ten teams, and the Big 10 and 
A 10 can have 14 teams each, there is no reason a Quad cannot 
have more than four nations. So I would encourage us to always 
broaden our reach in that way. 

Missile attacks on United States Forces in Iraq over the past 
year have shown a level of precision that our forces have not expe-
rienced during much of the early years of the global war on terror, 
and so the attacks display both accurate and devastation but also 
the vulnerabilities of our systems to defend against them. Any con-
flict in PACOM is guaranteed to see a widespread use, in my view, 
of precision guided missiles against both bases and ships. Do you 
think there is adequate attention paid in current budgeting for 
medium- and long-range air defense weapons? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I think the Pacific Deterrence Initia-
tive has identified a need that you just articulated, to ensure that 
we can protect our force. It is combined with not just missiles but 
the ability to integrate and the ability to command and control 
them, as well as tie those with our allies and partners. It would 
give us a broad ability to protect and defend all of our citizens, and 
sailors, soldiers, airmen, Coast Guardsman, and Marines. 
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Senator KAINE. Thank you for that. The Navy is in the early 
stages of replacing the F–18 Super Hornet with a program called 
Next Generation Air Defense, which I guess goes by two acronyms, 
NGAD or F/A–XX. Where do you see gaps emerging in our current 
fleet structure of F–18s and F–35s that have to be addressed by a 
new platform like the NGAD? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. The capabilities that are 
needed against this competitor need to be more technologically ad-
vanced. To Senator Inhofe’s questions, the need for fifth-generation 
aircraft has been identified and is needed to enter and operate in 
those contested spaces. NGAD or F/A–XX I think is our next step 
to advance the technology and provide even more capability to be 
able to operate in those contested spaces. It is very important, and 
the Navy is currently working on the development of the air wing 
of the future. So think of those carrier strike groups we talked 
about before being even more lethal, being able to enter and oper-
ated in those contested spaces. It is critical to the deterrence need-
ed. 

Senator KAINE. Do you have a sense of the timeline for when 
NGAD may come online in the INDOPACOM? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I do not have a sense of that exact 
date. I think they are looking at IOC in 2030 or 2031. 

Senator KAINE. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Kaine. Now let me recog-

nize, via Webex, Senator Rounds. 
Senator ROUNDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, first of all 

let me just say thank you very much for your service and your fam-
ily’s service to our country. I appreciated the discussion that we 
had last week and believe that you are the right person at this 
time, in this critical position. 

A couple of thoughts. Number one, I want to go back and visit 
just a second an issue that Senator Hirono brought up, and that 
is Guam. We did not really get into it, but would you talk with us 
a little bit about just how critical Guam is in terms of any of our 
strategies with regard to this AOR. Right now, part of the discus-
sion has been how do you defend Guam, what are the options avail-
able? I know that Admiral Davidson had recommended, and Con-
gress did not agree last year, with the funding for the GDS, the 
Guam Defense System. 

But I would like your thoughts on it as well, because it seems 
to me that without that in place we leave, as you indicated, lit-
erally thousands of our own military men and women at risk. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. Guam, as we all can 
agree, I think, is an incredibly strategic location in the Indo-Pacific. 
It is west of the International Date Line, the ability to host over 
20,000 of our U.S. Forces to be able to respond if needed, and the 
force protection for those servicemembers, families, as well as the 
170,000 U.S. citizens is critical. 

Admiral Davidson highlighted the need for 360-degree coverage. 
He also highlighted the need for those systems to be in place by 
2025. It goes back to our point of near term and with a sense of 
urgency. 

So I certainly believe we need that capability, and if confirmed 
I look forward to working with you to ensure we can get it in place. 
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Senator ROUNDS. Thank you. I agree, and I think as Senator Cot-
ton indicated in his remarks most certainly time is of the essence, 
and we cannot simply sit back and just say this is just something 
that we can put off for another day. 

An area that I think is going to continue to be an item of discus-
sion I think in your AOR, just like in any other place in the world, 
the DoD’s cyber strategy, which was published in December of 
2018, charges DoD to defend forward, shape the day-to-day com-
petition, and prepare for war. We have experienced highly sophisti-
cated attacks within the cyber domain from the lines of both Rus-
sia and China in the past, and most recently we have seen some 
other capabilities, with the most recent attacks on business and 
some of our governmental entities as well. 

Can you discuss how you view this threat from the perspective 
of the INDOPACOM, and how you would approach it through the 
lenses of strategy, operations, and exercises? What exercises are 
you doing, and how do you fill this in? I mean, when we talk about 
the issues of cyber it is the least expensive part of defense, and yet 
it impacts all of the other domains—air, land, sea, and space. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. As we have seen, many of 
our competitors are operating at the level short of war through the 
cyberspace domain that you identified. It is critically important. In 
many cases it is an indicator of follow-on events that we might see. 
If confirmed, I think our focus needs to be on, number one, the 
strongest defense possible to ensure that those competitors are un-
able to take advantage of that space, and combined with that it is 
important that we have those same conversations with our allies 
and partners so that they are just as defended and we do not pro-
vide an alternative path for anyone to enter in our cyber domain. 

Senator ROUNDS. Thank you. One last item that I just wanted 
to bring up that I think, when we talk about fifth-generation air-
craft and the need for more of them, and particularly right now we 
are talking about those that could be used within the carrier-based 
fleet that we have got. But we have also got the B–21 coming on-
line and will probably be operational well before the next-gen fight-
er systems will be available. The B–21, which would be based in 
safe bases, South Dakota and Texas, is the knock-down-the-door 
type of a system which basically will slow down our adversaries 
who think that they may very well be safe from a carrier-based op-
eration because of their land-based defense systems that they have 
in place, specifically China. 

Could you talk a little bit about the integrated need and capabili-
ties that the B–21 would bring in the Indo-Pacific region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. I just want to highlight before 
it was a specific Navy question that I answered, but that said it 
will obviously take the entire joint force to be able to compete. 
Again, as it applies to where might be the best place I would love 
to see the results of the Secretary’s posture review, that global pos-
ture review, and if confirmed, to see what does that mean and how 
does it impact the Indo-Pacific. 

Senator ROUNDS. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Rounds. Let me recognize, 

via Webex, Senator King. 
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Senator KING. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to follow up on 
Senator Rounds’ questions, Admiral. I can guarantee you that at 
this very moment, hundreds, if not thousands of very smart soft-
ware engineers and hackers are in China, attempting to figure out 
how to compromise our command and control systems, our IRS sys-
tems, our force projection software. I cannot stress more to you the 
urgency of being prepared for this. All of our preparations, all of 
our money, all of our systems are useless if we cannot communicate 
with them or, on the other hand, if they are rendered inert by a 
cyberattack. 

So I hope that you will see this as an extremely high priority. 
You should be having people trying to hack your own systems to 
determine how safe they really are. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. It truly is important, and 
the word ‘‘urgency’’ I use frequently as it applies to all aspects of 
the missions assigned, additionally in cyberspace. We actually have 
cyber aggressor teams that execute the role that you just described, 
and I believe it is worthwhile to ensure we expand those tests, if 
you will, into all of our operations and exercises. Sir, and if con-
firmed, I will continue to do that. 

Senator KING. Thank you. One of the things that worries me are 
the continuing friction, if you will, in the South China Sea and the 
potential for an accident, for an accidental conflict. Do we have mil- 
to-mil communications established with the Chinese, a kind of red 
phone, where you and your counterpart in China can have direct 
communication if there is, for example, a Chinese fighter jet flies 
too close or actually clips a destroyer in the South China Sea on 
a Freedom of Navigation mission? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. I do not have a direct 
communication with my counterpart. I know Admiral Davidson has 
advocated for that ability at his level, and I know the chairman 
does have a connection that he can utilize. If confirmed, I would 
continue to advocate for that connection to ensure there is an abil-
ity to de-escalate if there were an event, and the ability to not let 
it go out of control. I think that communication mechanism could 
be effective if that connection was with someone who had decision- 
making authority. 

Senator KING. I appreciate your interest in pursuing that. I think 
it could be critically important. 

Law of the Sea, you mentioned what the Chinese are doing in 
the South China Sea in terms of planes. The Russians are doing 
similar things in the Arctic. Do you believe it is in the national in-
terest for this country to enter into the Law of the Sea treaty? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, I do. 
Senator KING. I have asked every flag officer that has appeared 

before this committee that question, just pretty much regularly for 
the last 8 years, and I have never gotten a negative answer. Why 
do you think it is important that we be part of this treaty struc-
ture? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, there are really two main reasons. 
Number one, as the group gets together it would be certainly bene-
ficial if we had a seat at the table when there were discussions oc-
curring as it applied to potential adjustments and the interpreta-
tions of those international laws. The second reason, it puts us in 
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an increased position of credibility. We adhere to the UNCLOS 
treaty in our operations, and it would make our position much 
stronger if we were signators. 

Senator KING. I appreciate that, Admiral, and hope to persuade 
my colleagues of those arguments, indeed. 

I mentioned the urgency of the cyber threat. I think another ur-
gent concern is vulnerability to hypersonics. Do you see that as an 
issue that we really need to be accelerating our defensive, not only 
our hypersonic capacity but our ability to defend against 
hypersonic attacks, particularly since forward-deployed carrier 
strike groups, for example, are part of the essence of our deter-
rence. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, absolutely. It is the next step. 
It is capabilities that our competitors are pursuing, and I see we 
need to pursue both offensive capability in the form of hypersonics 
and defensive capabilities. 

Senator KING. Thank you, Admiral. I appreciate your answers 
and look forward to voting for your confirmation. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator King. Senator Ernst, 
please. 

Senator ERNST. Thank you, Mr. Chair, and Admiral, thank you 
very much for being here today and for your willingness to con-
tinue to serve our great country. To your wife, as well, Laura, wel-
come. It is good to have you here, Jessica, as well, and to your 
Fleet Master Chief. You always need a battle buddy when you 
come to Capitol Hill. So thank you all for what you do for the men 
and women that serve within your fleet, and to those that will be 
serving upon confirmation in the Indo-Pacific Command as well. 

So we have talked a number of issues today, and my colleagues 
have highlighted a lot of issues. All of these are nesting together 
quite well. I am going to dive in a little bit more, just a bit on 
China. But last week we did discuss some of the major influencers 
in the region, of course China, but then we also see the Russian 
influence, we see the Iranian influence, and North Korea as well. 

So what are your thoughts on the Iranian influence first, within 
INDOPACOM? We are seeing them work alongside North Korea in 
logistical areas such as munitions. Is this alarming to you, and 
what other threats or concerns might you have with the Iranians 
engaging in the INDOPACOM AOR? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. Certainly contributions in 
the form of energy support that exceed the UN Security Council 
resolutions is concerning. Again, providing capability that we 
would be concerned about in the form of technology transfer, 
whether it be missile technologies, nuclear capabilities. All those 
would negatively impact the region and negatively impact all of the 
allies and partners. 

Senator ERNST. So it is definitely something that we need to 
keep an eye on. Correct? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, ma’am. 
Senator ERNST. Thank you, Admiral, and as well, we have talked 

about China and why it is important then that we have interoper-
ability capabilities with our regional partners and our allies. Some 
of the things we have mentioned today, Senator Kaine brought up 



24 

missile defense. Others have talked about humanitarian assistance. 
Are there other capabilities, whether it is hard infrastructure or 
munitions, things of that nature, or other soft capabilities that we 
can work on as well with our partners that would enhance our 
partnership in that region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, and again, the capabilities are 
across the spectrum. It is critical that we have allies and partners 
to support, whether it be logistics, whether it be access, whether 
it be combined interoperability in the form of operations. Every as-
pect of it is important. I do not think there is one piece that you 
can leave out and be effective and be able to generate the deter-
rence needed. 

Senator ERNST. One of the soft capabilities that China does tend 
to offer, or benefits that China offers to a number of those countries 
in that region is training capabilities. They offer that assistance to 
many of our partners. Can you stress to us how important the 
IMET program is? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Again, it is one of those addi-
tional areas beyond operations and exercises that allow us to con-
nect and get to that access, training, and improvement of our allies 
and partners. General Rudd supports all of the components cur-
rently, and in many cases he is the lead effort as it applies to being 
able to get access and get in and train our allies and partners. So 
it is extremely important. We have got to continue IMET, and if 
confirmed, I will continue to stress that. 

Senator ERNST. Fantastic. As part of those training opportunities 
as well and other types of capabilities operating in the gray zone 
are our special operations forces. Can you describe what role you 
would see our SOF playing in the INDOPACOM command area of 
authority, and what role that they might have in pushing back 
against China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, the SOF team plays an important 
role across all aspects in the entire spectrum. Currently, their lead-
ing role is in the information space, as a part of Joint Task Force 
Indo-Pacific, currently located in Singapore. So while they touch 
every aspect of the spectrum, they are leading a role in a couple 
of different places. 

Senator ERNST. Thank you. My time is expiring so I will stop 
there, but Admiral, thanks once again for stepping up to this nomi-
nation, and I look forward to confirming you. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Chair. 

Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Ernst. Let me recognize, 
via Webex, Senator Warren. 

Senator WARREN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Admiral Aqui-
lino, thank you for being here today. Congratulations on your nomi-
nation. 

So the Indo-Pacific represents the most consequential and chal-
lenging region of the world for the United States and our national 
security, and as Commander of U.S. Indo-Pacific Command you 
will be responsible for overseeing U.S. Forces in the region. One of 
your top priorities will be contending with China and its growing 
influence, both regionally and globally. 

Earlier this month, Admiral Philip Davidson, the current Com-
mander if INDOPACOM, testified that the greatest danger to the 
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United States is the erosion of conventional deterrence against 
China. He warned that without credible, conventional deterrence, 
China may be emboldened to take action and supplant United 
States interests in the region. 

Do you agree with Admiral Davidson that the erosion of conven-
tional deterrence is the greatest danger to the United States in the 
region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator WARREN. So Admiral Davidson also warned that China 

was on course to double their nuclear stockpile this decade, and he 
agreed with a claim by one of my colleagues that if China quad-
rupled their nuclear stockpile they could, quote, ‘‘have nuclear 
overmatch against the United States.’’ Now I want to look into the 
numbers on this. Last year’s report on China’s military power 
shows that their stockpile of operational nuclear warheads is only 
in the low 200s, far fewer than the approximately 3,800 in the 
United States’ active stockpile. 

So, Admiral, are you aware of any evidence that suggests that 
China intends to quadruple its nuclear stockpile in this decade? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I think what I would say is there 
are many opinions on what those numbers are. I think the num-
bers you quoted are accurate with regard to today. What I would 
say is we see China increasing at a rate that is faster than anyone 
previously believed, their nuclear stockpile. So while I cannot di-
rectly, at this point, understand their intent or what their end tar-
get is, they are increasing. If you were to look at what they have 
done with their conventional force, I would see no reason why I 
would expect anything other than to have them continue to in-
crease their nuclear capabilities and aspirations. 

Senator WARREN. So let me just ask that from maybe a different 
point of view. I understand what you are saying, and I appreciate 
it, but even if they did quadruple their stockpile, China would still 
have fewer warheads than the United States has currently de-
ployed. Is that right? 

Admiral AQUILINO. If it were to quadruple today, that would be 
accurate. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator WARREN. Okay. So from your perspective, as the Com-
mander of Pacific Fleet and the incoming INDOPACOM Com-
mander, would you agree that credible, conventional deterrents are 
still the best way of protecting United States interests in the Indo- 
Pacific region and avoiding a conflict with China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. That conventional deterrents to 
avoid crisis or conflict is certainly the main effort, as I would see 
it, if confirmed. 

Senator WARREN. Okay. Thank you, Admiral. I appreciate your 
comments on this. China presents the greatest geopolitical chal-
lenge to the United States since the end of World War II, and it 
is critical that we face this challenge with clear eyes. Distorting the 
threat to justify building more nuclear weapons at home is not a 
recipe for success here. 

So I look forward to your confirmation and I look forward to 
working with you to advance areas of shared interest. Thank you 
very much. Thank you for being with us today. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Warren. Let me recognize 
Senator Tillis, please. 

Senator TILLIS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Admiral, con-
gratulations to you and to your family and your team for your nom-
ination. I would like to start just by asking a general question. 
About a week ago, maybe a week and a half ago we got an update 
from NORTHCOM [United States Northern Command] and 
SOUTHCOM [United States Southern Command] on China’s en-
gagement, primarily in Latin and South America. Can you give me 
a quick rundown within your area, or your future area of responsi-
bility in terms of China’s relationships, say, today, as compared to 
5 or 10 years ago, ostensibly economic or non-military engagement, 
but we all know there is a military dimension to almost everything 
that China does. So just a quick rundown of the areas of greatest 
concern. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. I spoke to Admiral Faller last 
week, after he testified. I think the main point that comes out is 
China is a global problem. When you talk about their areas of in-
fluence and what does it mean globally, there are economic efforts 
that are underway by China across the globe. There are military 
efforts underway, and, you know, it furthers their reach. It would 
allow access, logistic support in time of crisis. So all of those things 
are a bit concerning, and for allies and partners across the globe, 
they have to understand what that means. 

Senator TILLIS. Thank you. A number of my colleagues have cov-
ered the fifth-generation F–22, F–35, the importance of those pro-
grams. The one question I had, I think with General Berger, there 
is some thought in the future of the Marine Corps force design of 
reducing squadrons from 16 to 10 aircraft, I think. What is the ra-
tionale behind that, and what impact could that possibly have in 
your area of operation? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I think General Berger, in 
his former position as the Commander of Marine Forces Pacific, he 
got a front-line view of the main concern for the next generation, 
if you will. I appreciate his efforts to restructure, to take on ad-
justed mission sets, and to ensure that his forces are contributing 
to deterrence. 

I would like to highlight that all of the service chiefs are on 
board with the same set of concerns. So I appreciate and admire 
the work done by CNO Gilday, by Chief C.Q. Brown, by General 
McConville, and by General Clarke. 

Senator TILLIS. Actually I may have time for two questions. The 
360 missile defense system in Guam has been raised, as the top 
unfunded priority. Do we have our priorities in order? Do we just 
simply have the resources to do it? In your opinion, why is it that 
we have this unfunded priority, and what should we do about it? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I think Admiral Davidson 
and I highlighted the right priority order as needed to 
foundationally begin to identify and show that credible deterrence 
that is needed inside, or west of the International Date Line. There 
are a variety of opinions that there may be a better system, that 
there is an integrated air missile defense problem vice just a bal-
listic missile defense problem. So I think those are the different 
competition voices. 
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What I believe is there is a need in the near term to defend 
against all of those threats, from a 360-degree standpoint, and if 
that answer is Aegis, I am absolutely supportive. If there is a bet-
ter answer that can be delivered in the near term, I would be ready 
to listen to that, if confirmed. But that is how I see it. 

Senator TILLIS. One other question on the F–35 program. Several 
of our allies are participating in that program. We understand the 
military significance of it. But to what extent has that engagement 
been helpful, from a diplomatic perspective? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, it is always helpful when our allies 
and partners are operating with the same stuff we are. It abso-
lutely makes us more interoperable. It opens up opportunities for 
logistic sites, supply cooperation, and other events like that, that 
just continue to expand our relationship and make us more effec-
tive in operations. 

Senator TILLIS. Thank you, Admiral. Mr. Chair, if I had more 
time I would ask the admiral if the Aqualung nickname was in-
spired by the breathing apparatus or the Jethro Tull album, but I 
will leave that for the record. Thank you. 

Chairman REED. Thank you very much, Senator Tillis. Let me 
now recognize Senator Peters. 

Senator PETERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, thank you 
for your service. Good to see you here with us today. 

Admiral, the Marine Corps has been implementing its Force De-
sign 2030 plan to support operations as a lighter, much more ma-
neuverable force, as you are well aware. For example, they have 
talked about divestment of tanks in favor of joint light tactical ve-
hicle equipped with some long-range precision munitions. Have you 
been monitoring the Marine Corps’ progress, and if so, what are 
your thoughts about this approach? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. Commandant Berger is ex-
tremely thoughtful, as the former head of the Marine Corps in the 
Pacific, he has seen first-hand. I think his structure and approach 
is correct. It will really help to generate deterrence that we con-
tinue to talk about today, in the form of whether it be surface-to- 
air capability, anti-ship capability, and the ability to expand the 
competitive space from a land domain into a mostly maritime do-
main. 

So his site picture is correct, and hopefully he can keep that plan 
on track. It would be better, under the sense of urgency needed to 
deliver sooner rather than later. 

Senator PETERS. Very good, Admiral. Thank you. When Admiral 
Davidson appeared here 2 weeks ago, I questioned him on a strat-
egy focused heavily on conventional deterrence would fare against 
China’s three-pronged strategy of unrestricted warfare, given that 
its efforts are undertaken below the threshold of armed conflict. I 
think this also applies to our partnerships. The type and caliber of 
security systems we are providing should certainly reflect our mu-
tual threats that we all have. 

So my question is, to what extent do you believe our security as-
sistance should include cybersecurity assistance or measures to en-
hance resiliency against information warfare? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, it should absolutely include it. First, 
a strong defense against the cyber problems that exist. Without a 
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doubt, resiliency—and I would go one step further, the potential for 
reconstitution. 

Senator PETERS. Admiral, on March 4th, Admiral Davidson intro-
duced his investment plan of needed capabilities for INDOPACOM, 
and this plan includes over $2 billion for space-based radars. As 
you know, the Chinese are rapidly launching ISR satellites to bet-
ter monitor the INDOPACOM, and last week they launched an-
other trip of Yaogan-31 satellites. I think this is the third launch 
since January 29th of this year. 

It is clear that we must improve our capability and capacity to 
monitor the region from space, and there are certainly a number 
of innovative commercial companies out there, such as Orbital Ef-
fects, of Ann Arbor, Michigan, which is quickly launching radar 
satellites with the necessary capabilities, and quite frankly, they 
are doing it at a fraction of the cost of traditional government ef-
forts to address national security threats. 

Admiral, do you support the use of these capabilities to more 
quickly and cost-effectively address this challenge? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. You highlighted the extreme 
build-up in the space domain, and that is certainly concerning. Any 
ability to increase capability, capacity, resiliency in the space do-
main would be of benefit, and if confirmed, I would support that. 

Senator PETERS. Right. Admiral, the Department of Defense is 
currently developing a training program to enable servicemembers 
and civilian employees to better understand and better identify for-
eign malign influence campaigns and cyber exploitation, generally, 
as it is targeting members and their families. So my question to 
you, sir, is to what extent have you contended with these issues at 
the Pacific Fleet, and how will you inform your approach to 
INDOPACOM personnel related to this issue? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, my team reviews my profile in the 
cyber domain, and over the past 6 months they have removed over 
250 false sites that are claiming to be me. I think that gets to the 
indication that this is a persistent threat, as was mentioned before, 
low cost, and we have to be on our game. We have to understand 
what it means and continue to defend against it. 

Senator PETERS. Thank you, Admiral. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Peters. Let me recognize 

Senator Scott, please. 
Senator SCOTT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Admiral, 

for your service. I had the opportunity to serve in the Navy and 
it was a great experience. They did not pay me much, though. Of 
course, I was 18 and I had no experience too. They shouldn’t have. 

Do you believe that it is clear that we have got to prevent Com-
munist China from controlling Taiwan, that it would be a strategic 
necessity for the United States to make sure Taiwan remains not 
controlled by Communist China, and the loss of Taiwan would dev-
astate our ability to counter the aggressive actions of Communist 
China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Again, the policy identifies that 
through the Taiwan Relations Act we support the defense of Tai-
wan. Three communiques and six assurances. It would negatively 
impact our standing in the region if that were to happen, and it 
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would challenge the rest of our allies and partners in the U.S., neg-
atively impacting our ability to operate freely in that area. 

Senator SCOTT. When you look at what Communist China has 
done with Hong Kong, why haven’t they been even more aggressive 
with Taiwan, do you think? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I do not know how to answer that one, Sen-
ator, judging from intent. I think what I would articulate is we 
have seen aggressive actions earlier than we anticipated, whether 
it be on the Indian border or whether it be in Hong Kong or wheth-
er it be against the Uyghurs. We have seen things that I do not 
think we expected, and that is why I continue to talk about a sense 
of urgency. We ought to be prepared today. 

Senator SCOTT. I introduced the Taiwan Invasion Prevention Act 
to end the United States strategic ambiguity about Taiwan. I be-
lieve it is time for the United States to say clearly that we will not, 
absolutely not allow Communist China to invade and subdue Tai-
wan, and that both Taiwan and the United States need to invest 
in the resources, weapons, training, and strategic dialogue to en-
sure that Xi understands that he has nothing to gain from using 
force against Taiwan. 

It is not calling for their independence, only that we need to meet 
the threat that Xi has announced through his aggressive actions. 
What are your thoughts on this? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, the current policies have been able 
to keep the status quo in place now for a number of years. I would 
be open to, and hope to be, if confirmed, included in any conversa-
tions should we decide to change or adjust that policy. We would 
have to ensure we understand the risk and be extremely thoughtful 
if we were to go down that path. 

Senator SCOTT. What else do you think we need to do to make 
sure that Xi doesn’t decide to invade Taiwan? What should we be 
doing that we are not doing right now? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I think an increase in our forward 
deterrent posture, as identified by Admiral Davidson in the Pacific 
Deterrence Initiative is a great first start. But capable, lethal 
forces west of the Date Line, to be able to respond on extremely 
short notice, combined with synchronization with our allies and 
partners to ensure that all understand that that is not within the 
best interests of anyone in the theater. 

Senator SCOTT. Do you think we have the right resources so Tai-
wan will not get overwhelmed by the coercive acts of Communist 
China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I am really encouraged by the ac-
tions of Taiwan in accordance with the Taiwan Defense Act with 
regard to the capabilities that they are purchasing, with regard to 
the indigenous capabilities that they are pursuing, all for the de-
fense of where they live, and that has to continue. 

Senator SCOTT. Do you think Japan is doing enough to get pre-
pared for the aggressive actions that Communist China clearly is 
threatening for the region, to the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Japan is the cornerstone of the 
alliance in the region. I think they have watched all of the events 
you and I talked about a few minutes ago, and they understand 
what does that translate as it applies to them. If you were to think 
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of the Senkaku Islands, I believe that they are concerned. I am ex-
tremely happy with the interoperability, coordination, and relation-
ship we have with the Japanese. I think it is a strong, as I said, 
cornerstone to the foundation in executing deterrence in the region. 

Senator SCOTT. Thanks for your service. Thanks, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Scott. Senator Manchin, 

please. 
Senator MANCHIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, 

Admiral, and first of all, thank you for your service, and I want to 
thank your family for supporting your service. I know it is a family 
event and an affair. 

Sir, one of Admiral Davidson’s top priorities is a mission partner 
environment that would serve as a common platform for our part-
ners in the Pacific to work collaboratively in a cyber domain. Do 
you share the urgency of promoting greater interoperability of the 
cyber operations with our allies and partners in the Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, absolutely. The mission partner en-
vironment generates synchronization, the ability to command and 
control beyond just the cyber domain. So think ISR, think coordina-
tion operations of planning, all the way to execution. It is abso-
lutely critical. 

Senator MANCHIN. Have you had to coordinate with Cyber Com-
mand in your past? Have you worked with them in the past? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, at the Pac Fleet level I have a sup-
port organization in cyber, but I do not personally coordinate di-
rectly with Cyber Command. That is Admiral Davidson’s role. If 
confirmed, I certainly would. 

Senator MANCHIN. Our current major ballistic missile defense as-
sets in the INDOPACOM include Thaad in South Korean and 
Guam, Aegis systems in service with United States naval assets in 
the Pacific and the Japanese navy, and Patriot missile capability 
in South Korea and Japan. With Japan’s uncertainty on Aegis 
Ashore construction, we are at an even greater disadvantage to 
sustaining a credible military deterrence against our competitors. 

So where do you assess the greater vulnerability exists when it 
comes to missile defense in the Pacific, and how do you plan to fix 
these? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, the missile defense concern is 
throughout the theater. 

Senator MANCHIN. Sure. I think mostly with Japan pulling back 
because of public support, pulling out of the Aegis. Where do you 
see—that troubled me, being the great ally that they have been, all 
of a sudden public opinion, and they pull out of the defense that 
I think is needed for their own country. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Again, I think what they have 
done is they decided to relook at whether Aegis Ashore is the right 
answer. They certainly are partnered with us in the form of their 
Aegis destroyers. I think we have a shared responsibility and re-
quirement to protect forces in Japan, and I look forward, if con-
firmed, to work with the Japanese to try to get to the right answer 
for them. 

Senator MANCHIN. Are you aware of any assistance being offered 
by INDOPACOM to provide community engagement in Japan to 
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help relieve or ease the public concerns, at this point in time? If 
not, it might be a good position for you to take on that one. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. I am unaware in my current 
seat. If confirmed, I would look to work with the Missile Defense 
Agency to ensure—and I would be surprised if Admiral Davidson 
was not having those conversations with his counterparts. 

Senator MANCHIN. Okay, and speaking of Admiral Davidson, 
back in 2018, during his confirmation hearing, China was already 
capable of controlling the South China Sea and any scenario short 
of war with the United States. Here we are 3 years later, and we 
have heard repeated testimony that China has increased its naval 
forces, its coast guard and other paramilitary forces. 

So what is stopping them right now from exercising their capa-
bility whenever they feel like it, of controlling the South China 
Sea? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The U.S. Joint Forces in the region, Senator, 
the partner nations? 

Senator MANCHIN. We are strong there. We have not done any-
thing to deter it. They have taken these little outcrops and made 
them into major military bases. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yeah, I would somewhat disagree with that 
we have not taken any action. I think if you looked at the events 
we have executed over the past couple of years—and I will speak 
from my role as the Pacific Fleet Commander, multiple dual-carrier 
strike group operations in the South China Sea, the most FONs 
and Taiwan Strait transits that have been executed in recent 
years, multiple bilateral and multilateral operations with our part-
ners and allies, all in the South China Sea I think would highlight 
that we can and will continue to operate there. 

Senator MANCHIN. I did not mean that in a detrimental way. I 
meant that in saying that they have taken small outcrops and con-
tinually enlarge those into a military confine, if you will. We, or no 
one else, seem to be able to stop that or prevent that or took any 
actions before they got to the size they are now and to the oper-
ability they are. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. We certainly have not changed 
their desire nor intent nor ability to execute the largest military 
build-up we have seen in a while. 

Senator MANCHIN. So is it safe to say that basically unless we 
are going to have a major presence, as you just outlined, in the 
South China Sea, then they will have total control of that? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think that credible forward presence, again, 
not just the United States but with allies and partners, is the best 
deterrent option to ensure that we can keep that space free and 
open. 

Senator MANCHIN. Thank you, sir, and I look forward to your 
confirmation and look forward to voting for you. 

Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Manchin. Now let me rec-
ognize, via Webex, Senator Blackburn. 

Senator BLACKBURN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you so 
much for allowing [audio malfunction] for being generous with your 
time. We appreciate that and appreciate your service to our coun-
try. 
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I want to talk with you just a little bit about China and our Chi-
nese counterparts. You know that some deterrence and the Pacific 
Deterrence Initiative, these are things that are important to me, 
and our diplomats had a contentious encounter last week in Alas-
ka. Beijing’s Foreign Affairs Chief, Director Yang, this was his 
statement: ‘‘The United States does not have the qualification to 
say that it wants to speak to China from a position of strength.’’ 
If Congress fully funds the Pacific Deterrence Initiative at the lev-
els proposed in Admiral Davidson’s assessment, and listening to 
you this morning it sounds as if you are in complete agreement 
with that, talk to us about how we communicate that we believe 
we hold that position of strength in communicating with Beijing. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. I think what you de-
scribed is what competition looks like in the future. Actions that 
we would take to ensure credible deterrence, the desire to not have 
conflict by the actions and operations that we execute and under-
standing that there are things that we will do that our competitor 
will not find very good for them. So I think we have to be ready 
and have to understand what does that competition space look like 
and continue to execute those things that will allow us to keep the 
status quo. 

Senator BLACKBURN. Well, and I think probably, too, that you 
would agree that keeping these budgetary top lines that are going 
to give you what you need should be a priority as we look at our 
INDOPACOM initiatives. 

Let me ask you this. Okay, when you look at PDI, combined com-
mand, control networks, and the mission partner environment, in 
relation to interoperability and the needs of our regional security 
partners, and we look at this through the lens of cyber, through the 
lens of technology, tell me what concerns you about China’s aggres-
siveness in this great power competition when it comes to tech-
nology, to hardware, to setting standards, to infrastructure, to their 
cyber capabilities. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. So the key with the mission 
partner environment is that it absolutely must be cyber secure. We 
would not benefit from allowing the PLA to be able to infiltrate 
that network. So all the benefits that it provides, for interoper-
ability, for command and control, for resilience and reassurance, 
the concern would be the cybersecurity of that environment, and it 
would have to be top on the list of priorities as it were developed. 

Senator BLACKBURN. Well, in that regard what about the 
vulnerabilities that are associated with cloud computing and inte-
grated systems? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. So those technological ad-
vances, I think while they identify vulnerabilities also have oppor-
tunities. So as we shift and take advantage of those things, again, 
we have to make sure that they are cybersecure and unable to be 
infiltrated. 

Senator BLACKBURN. Thank you. Just a quick yes or no from you. 
Should we be increasing our bilateral participation in exercises 
with Taiwan? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, we should continue to execute those 
things that we do with Taiwan, and should there be a policy shift, 
again, if confirmed, I hope to be in those conversations, we do exer-
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cise with Taiwan, we have visits with Taiwan, we have consulta-
tions. All of those are contributing to Taiwan’s defense. 

Senator BLACKBURN. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator. Let me now recognize Sen-

ator Duckworth via Webex. 
Senator DUCKWORTH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral Aqui-

lino, I appreciate our call last week and I am glad we were able 
to discuss some of the biggest challenges that you face if you are 
confirmed, including improving our logistics capabilities and capac-
ity in the INDOPACOM region. 

In addition to agreeing that our logistics enterprise is absolutely 
foundational for having a combat-credible deterrent, I feel that we 
were very much on the same page about the need to strengthen our 
partners with the various nations in the region. You and I have 
both heard our regional partners say that they want a greater 
United States presence in the Indo-Pacific so that they have alter-
natives to the Communist PRC when it comes to trading and secu-
rity partners. But the tragic murders of eight people in Atlanta last 
week, six of them of East Asian descent, highlighted a disturbing 
trend of an increasing violence and hate towards Asians and Asian 
Americans in this country, particularly those of East Asian descent. 

Regardless of the stated motive for last week’s shooting, there is 
no arguing that cities across the country are reporting a drastic in-
crease in violent crimes and discrimination targeting members of 
the AAPI community. It is also not hard to see a correlation be-
tween the stark rise an anti-Asian bigotry and our former Com-
mander-in-Chief, Donald Trump, blatantly using hateful and racist 
language, such as calling the coronavirus the ‘‘Kung Flu’’ or the 
‘‘Chinese virus,’’ long after such terminology has been deemed inap-
propriate and harmful. 

Shockingly, Trump spread such bigotry despite the FBI pro-
ducing a report, as early as March 2020, that included a clear and 
chilling assessment. I quote, ‘‘Hate crime incidents against Asian 
Americans likely will surge across the United States due to the 
spread of coronavirus disease, endangering Asian American com-
munities.’’ Just last week, Gallup released a poll that found, over 
the past year, the percentage of Americans who consider China to 
be the United States’ greatest enemy today rose from 22 percent 
in February 2020 and 45 percent when measured last month. 

Let me be clear. There is a difference between expressing opposi-
tion to the Communist Chinese government’s aggressive economic 
and military practices, which I absolutely support opposing them, 
and ignorantly blaming Asian people, especially those of East 
Asian descent, for the coronavirus pandemic. Blaming the AAPI 
community for a public health crisis is racist and wrong, and I am 
increasingly concerned that it will hurt our relationship with our 
partners in the Indo-Pacific region. 

Admiral Aquilino, when American leaders make racist state-
ments about Asians, and American citizens participated in anti- 
Asian hate, how does it harm the United States’ credibility and 
reputation in the Indo-Pacific region? Please make sure to address 
how such bigotry and racist violence undermines our relationships 
with our allies and partners who may already be facing challenges 
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in defending our presence in their respective nation states as views 
and attitudes towards the U.S. evolve with the younger generation. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. To your first point, and 
you and I have had this conversation, professionals talk logistics, 
so all of our efforts in the region are underpinned, and the relation-
ships with our partners and allies will certainly be required to help 
us set up this enabling network and support our logistics issues. 
So thanks for that. 

To your second point, what I owe, and what we all owe our in-
credibly brave servicemembers is a safe, comfortable place where 
they can work and execute the oath that they have taken. So there 
is no place in our ranks for any type of discrimination. Whether it 
be against Asians, whether it be race, creed, color, you name it, it 
is just completely unacceptable, it degrades from our readiness, 
and, if confirmed, I can tell you it will not be tolerated. 

Senator DUCKWORTH. So how does the rise in hate crimes against 
Asian Americans and hateful rhetoric at the top ranks of govern-
ment, and the absolute lack of representation at the very top ranks 
of the Biden administration of AAPIs in secretarial positions or 
higher levels, affect our relationships in the INDOPACOM region? 
I mean, you are going to be going in there trying to make alliances 
with folks in the INDOPACOM region, and yet we have Asians 
being shot down, and we have even Members of Congress targeting 
Asian Americans with hate rhetoric. How does that affect your job, 
trying to develop relationships in the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, our relations in the region are crit-
ical. I have and will continue to say that. As a diverse military, we 
continue to ensure that our values are understood. I believe our al-
lies and partners understand that when they talk with us that we 
speak from a position of shared values. As I said, if confirmed, I 
will do everything possible to ensure none of that discrimination is 
a part of how the Indo-Pacific operates. 

Senator DUCKWORTH. Thank you. I have every confidence in your 
commitment to diversity, Admiral, and you have shown that in 
your service and you have shown that in your conversations with 
me, and I thank you for continuing to be a leader, both in the mili-
tary but also when it comes to diversity in that military that we 
both love. Thank you. 

I yield back, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Duckworth. Senator 

Hawley, please. 
Senator HAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, good to 

see you. I appreciated our conversations, and congratulations on 
your nomination. 

I want to start by revisiting something that you and I talked 
about at some length when we visited, which is the situation in 
Taiwan. Both Deputy Secretary Hicks and Admiral Davidson have 
testified that the United States should maintain the ability to de-
feat a fait accompli scenario in Taiwan. Do you agree with that? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator HAWLEY. Do you think the Department should also 

prioritize preparations for a Taiwan scenario so that we will be 
able to deter China from attacking Taiwan, should they attempt to 
do so? 
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Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. That credible deterrence for-
ward is absolutely required with the correct forces, the right mag-
nitude of forces, and the readiness of those forces. 

Senator HAWLEY. Very good. The Deputy Secretary and Admiral 
Davidson have also testified that a strategy of denial is essential 
for deterring Chinese aggression. Secretary Austin said the same 
thing to me in response to a question that I had for him for the 
record. Do you agree with that, that a strategy of denial is essen-
tial for deterring China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. 
Senator HAWLEY. Let me ask you about a question that you were 

posed earlier by one of my colleagues. You were asked about the 
importance of conventional deterrence in the Indo-Pacific. But I 
just want to get clear on your views here. The necessary of conven-
tional deterrence, which I think we agree on, does not mean that 
nuclear deterrence has any less of a role, doesn’t it? I mean, 
wouldn’t you agree that our nuclear deterrent provides a critical 
backstop to our conventional deterrent, and that both are necessary 
to be able to effectively deter China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, absolutely. If I gave that im-
pression then I apologize. 

Senator HAWLEY. You also said earlier today that the threat of 
a Chinese invasion in Taiwan is much closer to us than most think. 
You and I talked about this at some length. Is it fair to say that 
this threat, what you said earlier, ‘‘much closer to us than most 
think,’’ is it fair to say that this threat could materialize well before 
2035, or some of those very later dates that folks have put out 
there? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, I believe it could. 
Senator HAWLEY. Is it fair to say that we need to act now if we 

are going to prevent this threat from materializing in the future? 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator, absolutely. A strong posture 

forward, linked with our allies and partners I believe is the leading 
path for prevention. 

Senator HAWLEY. Very good. Reports have indicated that Tai-
wan’s upcoming Quadrennial Defense Review is going to emphasize 
the need for Taiwan to adopt an asymmetrical defense posture. 
This, again, is something you and I visited about. Can you just give 
us a sense, why is it so important for Taiwan to invest in asymmet-
rical capabilities, especially those that are low cost, high impact? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, as we discussed a bit, the resources 
they have require them to be spent in the correct manner to have 
the most effectiveness against the possible threat. I am encouraged 
by some of those capabilities that they have purchased, and I am 
encouraged by the capabilities that they are investing in, in an in-
digenous fashion, for their defense. The example I would give you 
is the harpoon system. I thought it was very thoughtful and the 
right capability, for one example. 

Senator HAWLEY. What can the United States do to help encour-
age Taiwan to adopt a more asymmetric defense posture as quickly 
as possible? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think it is a part of the Taiwan Relation 
Act. Offering the right capabilities with the right support is the 
best way to ensure that they certainly understand all of their op-
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tions, they get to make their own choices, but by providing credible, 
realistic options with recommendations would be helpful. 

Senator HAWLEY. Let me ask you about something else we dis-
cussed on the phone. The Guam Defense Act has been 
INDOPACOM’s top unfunded priority for the last 3 years. Just 
generally speaking, give us a sense of why Guam is so important, 
from a military operational standpoint. 

Admiral AQUILINO. It is certainly in a strategic location, west of 
the International Date Line, distant enough to be able to protect 
our forces, muster our forces, and as you know, there are over 
20,000 servicemembers on Guam. So combined with the 170,000 
American citizens, we certainly are responsible to protect those 
people. But the strategic location is critical to be able to provide 
forces quickly in the area we need them. 

Senator HAWLEY. Let me just ask you, finally, the Quad appears 
to be forming the basis for a regional coalition to stand up to Chi-
nese aggression. How do you see the Quad contributing to deter-
rence in the Indo-Pacific, now and in the future? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think it is extremely important when you 
look at India as the world’s largest democracy, combined with three 
other nations of shared values and beliefs. When an organization 
of that magnitude comes together it would generate concern for 
anyone with an opposite opinion. 

Senator HAWLEY. Very good. Thank you, Admiral. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Hawley. Senator Sullivan, 
please. 

Oh, excuse me. Senator Rosen via Webex. Excuse me. Senator 
Rosen, please. 

Senator ROSEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate it. I 
thank you, Ranking Member, and I want to thank you, Admiral, 
for your service, for your willingness to continue to serve and step 
up and take on this extremely important role in our national de-
fense. I really appreciate that. 

I would like to talk a little bit about maintaining our techno-
logical edge, because at the heart of China’s military modernization 
efforts of course there is Beijing’s investment in next-generation 
military capabilities. I know we have talked about that earlier in 
the hearing, when I was in the room. We want to close that techno-
logical gap. China is making advances in critical areas like artifi-
cial intelligence, cyber, robotics, hypersonics, and they are, at the 
same time, rapidly procuring commercial technologies that can be 
used for military purposes. 

So do you believe that China has achieved technological parity 
with the United States in its operational systems, and are there 
any areas that you are concerned about that they have outpaced 
us? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I do not believe they have 
achieved parity. I think they have a desire in the technological 
world to increase and ultimately to gain an overmatch. I think it 
is extremely important that we do not let that happen. 

So one of our competitive advantages is our ability to do S&T re-
search and keep that technological edge, and we have to continue 
to do that. 
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Senator ROSEN. So if you are confirmed, how would you incor-
porate this increasingly technological nature of warfare into our do-
mains of warfare, into joint coalition exercises, like we do, of 
course, many of them in the Nevada and, of course, around the 
world. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. So if confirmed I think 
there is a lot of opportunity to be able to do that, as you high-
lighted, the efforts that are executed at both the Nellis ranges and 
the Fallon ranges are places where we certainly experiment and 
try to work to get to those improved technological advantages. I 
think that it is applicable across the entire region to ensure we can 
develop tests and ultimately implement those advanced capabili-
ties. 

Senator ROSEN. Well, I could not agree with you more. I am 
proud of all the training that we do in Nevada. But I know that 
this training requires improved skill sets—retraining, improving 
training, and, of course, new training for young men and women 
who are joining our military. 

How are you planning to recruit and retain, build up that work-
force that we are going to need within INDOPACOM, particularly 
in these areas of technology? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. So the services have that 
responsibility as a part of their Title 10 taskings. If I were con-
firmed I would highlight to the service chiefs certainly what is 
needed in an increased technological footprint, and if you look from 
a Navy perspective, currently the CNO does a great job at recruit-
ing and retaining the best. It is getting extremely competitive 
across the workforce to recruit and retain, and all of the services 
are doing a really good job at maintaining that capability and ad-
vancement. 

Senator ROSEN. I am pleased to hear that. I have instituted a bill 
that was in the NDAA last year, about adding a cyber track to our 
Junior ROTC program, and hopefully that will build up our force. 

But I would like to, in the last remaining minute or so, talk a 
little bit about the state partnership program. Of course, this ini-
tiative links our states’ National Guards with the armed forces. We 
cooperate, it is a mutually beneficial relationship, and I know that 
INDOPACOM maintains ten of these SPP relationships. So in Ne-
vada, our Nevada National Guard, we have existing partnerships 
with Fiji and Tonga to support INDOPACOM’s mission in the 
South Pacific. 

Can you talk about how you are going to work with National 
Guards and these partnerships, of course, to be sure that they 
know what you are planning, going forward, so they can prepare 
and plan to complete their mission sets by improving the skill sets 
of our National Guard as well? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. It is extremely important. 
You know, I have had a chance to work with Ken Hara, the head 
of National Guard in Hawaii, and it continues to pay dividends. As 
it applies to foreign partners, it is just as helpful, and if confirmed, 
I would continue to execute those ten partner linkups and look for 
additional opportunities, because I think there are some there. 

Senator ROSEN. Thank you very much. I yield back. 
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Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator. Now let me recognize Sen-
ator Sullivan, please. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Admiral, good to 
see you again. I appreciated the opportunity to have another dis-
cussion, and I look forward to more discussion going forward. Con-
gratulations on your nomination. 

I want to just talk a little bit about Alaska and the Pacific. Have 
you been to the great state of Alaska? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I have not yet been, but I will come 
and visit Alaska at first opportunity. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Good. We need to get on that, and I am going 
to talk a little bit of the reason why. 

I was just home. I just got back. You know, there was a lot of 
fireworks with this United States-China meeting in Anchorage. I 
had the opportunity to meet with Secretary Blinked, National Se-
curity Advisor Sullivan, and Kurt Campbell, who is also doing a 
really good at the NSC, right after the meeting. I was glad to see 
our Alaska-based military on Thursday. When the Chinese were 
approaching we were doing some exercises with F–22 Raptors 
there, right around the hotel, give the Chinese delegation a little 
view of what is in Alaska. 

As you know, we are going to have over 100 fifth-generation 
fighters, F–22s, F–35s, by the end of this year, and then on Friday, 
when the Chinese are still in Alaska, the Air Force announced four 
new tankers, KC–135s, going to Alaska. 

The previous Secretary of Defense called this combination tank-
ers, 100 fifth-generation fighters, giving our country extreme stra-
tegic reach. These fighters could be in the Taiwan Strait, if they 
are supersonic, within 5 hours. 

These forces are actually OPCOM to PACOM, as you know, in 
Alaska. What do you see as the role of these combat-credible forces 
from Alaska play within the Indo-Pacific, given that you will be in 
command of them? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I have to correct a previous 
statement. I said I would visit Alaska. I have to say, if confirmed 
I would visit Alaska at first opportunity, so Senator Reed, I apolo-
gize. 

The forces in Alaska are critical for both the defense of the home-
land, Senator, as you know. They support the different ACL levels 
in the event of either Russian bomber flights and would be criti-
cally needed as a surge force in time of either crisis or conflict, as 
you clearly identify. 

Senator Inhofe identified the capabilities needed in fifth-genera-
tion to be able to enter that contested space, to fight and win. So 
I agree with all those comments that you made. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Let me, real quick—and sorry to interrupt, 
but I have got a couple more questions. There is oftentimes, and 
you have mentioned it already, this kind of delineation west of the 
International Date Line as the delineation for PACOM. But as you 
know, Admiral, the further north you get, the International Date 
Line in some ways does not matter, just so I am kind of aware of 
your geography, your recognition of geography. We have a lot of 
forces in Alaska, a lot of forces in Hawaii, a lot of forces in Aus-
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tralia. Which of these are closer to Korea and Japan—our forces in 
Hawaii or our forces in Alaska? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Well certainly Alaska would be closer to 
Korea and Japan. 

Senator SULLIVAN. That is correct. Yes, and how about Australia 
versus Alaska, closer to Korea and Japan? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, Senator. Alaska is closer. 
Senator SULLIVAN. Yeah. A lot of people do not know that, be-

lieve it or not. So it is not just International Date Line, it is how 
north you are and how close you are. So keep that in mind. You 
are going to be in charge of these, and you are going to get con-
firmed, and I am going to strongly support it. 

Your recommendations are going to be important. This, I believe, 
is going to certainly be viewed now, going forward, as the most im-
portant combatant command that we have anywhere around the 
world. 

In 2015, President Obama and President Xi Jinping stood in the 
Rose Garden, and President Xi Jinping promised the President of 
the United States and the American people not to militarize the 
South China Sea. Did President Xi Jinping keep that promise? 

Admiral AQUILINO. No, Senator, he did not. 
Senator SULLIVAN. He did not. Not even close. What I refer to 

as ‘‘promise fatigue,’’ right. The Chinese make promises over dec-
ades. They rarely keep those promises. Promise fatigue—we are 
sick of it. 

It was widely reported, and this committee followed it closely, 
that because of this we said let’s do Freedom of Navigation Oper-
ations. As a matter of fact, your predecessor said we need to do it. 
John Kerry, then the Secretary of State, said, ‘‘No, we have a good 
climate deal in Paris, with the Chinese no-FONOPS.’’ Was that a 
good idea to exchange FONOPS [Freedom of Navigation Oper-
ations] for a vague promise on the Paris climate accords? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, just so you know, I am unaware of 
that agreement. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Assume that happened, because it did. Was 
that a good idea, from Secretary Kerry? 

Admiral AQUILINO. What I would say is we have continued FON 
operations. 

Senator SULLIVAN. No, no, no. We did not then. Trust me. This 
committee was pressing for it. We would not do them. Was that a 
good idea—vague promises and the Paris climate accords from 
John Kerry and the Chinese for no FONOPS in the South China 
Sea for at least 2 years? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Well, Senator, I think FONOPS are impor-
tant. They identify our link to the need for international order 
through normal rules and standards. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Was that a good idea? Assume that happened. 
Assume that could happen one more time. Let’s say John Kerry has 
got another role, and says, ‘‘I have got a good commitment from the 
Chinese. They just want us to not do FONOPS through the Taiwan 
Strait.’’ Would that be a good idea? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I think FONOPS have served us 
well over the past 3 years since I have been at the Pacific Fleet. 
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Senator SULLIVAN. So you would not agree with that idea if 
Kerry put it forward again. 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think we—— 
Senator SULLIVAN. You are going to be asked. 
Admiral AQUILINO.—I think we should continue FONOPS, Sen-

ator. 
Senator SULLIVAN. In the South China Sea and the Taiwan 

Strait. 
Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, sir. 
Senator SULLIVAN. Regardless of commitments from China on 

vague climate change commitments that they might get from John 
Kerry. 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think that we should continue those oper-
ations to assure our allies and partners and ensure we can operate 
anywhere international law allows. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Good. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Sullivan. Senator 

Tuberville, please. 
Senator TUBERVILLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Best for last. 

Put a football coach last. 
I have been impressed. I have been in all these meetings for the 

last 2 months and I am impressed. Thank you for your service and 
your family being here. They are very important. What a job you 
have got in front of you, just sitting and listening to all the things 
going on in our world. Huge job. 

You know, I have heard all the questions about Taiwan and 
China and all the things that go on. You forgot one, and we know 
about it, and we are going to be trusting you for that. It is impor-
tant that we fight through the climate change and the diversity 
and all the things going on. I believe in that. You know, I was a 
football coach. I mean, you have to plug all that in. 

But we need to build a team. You need to build a team, because 
we are getting ready to go in waters unknown over the next few 
years, with the money that the CCP is putting in, and the things 
that we are going to have to prepare for. 

One thing I want to know, and I am going to vote for you. I be-
lieve, you know, you are ready to go, to turn it over to you and pro-
tect our world, not just our country. I just want to know, are you 
going to be able to stand up and fight, you know, this administra-
tion for more money? We do not need to be cutting. We need to be 
adding. Are you willing to say to us today that you are willing to 
fight for what you believe in, in terms of adding on to Guam, for 
instance. 

You know, we have not added anything, hardly, in the last 10 
years. We need to recapitalize. Will you promise that you will fight 
for that money that we need for our military? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, thanks. So if confirmed I will pro-
vide my best military advice and recommendations to request those 
things that are needed, to do the mission that I would have been 
assigned. If that is the case, I will give it absolute straight, with 
conviction, on what I believe is the right way forward. 

Senator TUBERVILLE. Well, to me our freedom and our liberty 
and our families and our kids and grandkids depend on it, that we 
make sure that we defend not just this country but our allies and 



41 

the world, because these people over there that we are getting 
ready to deal with, that you know, that you have seen, you know, 
they do not play fair. They steal everything that we have got. You 
know, we develop it and they steal it, and it does not cost them 
near as much. 

Do you think that is fair? We just saw what we went through 
with the pandemic. You know, we shipped everything over to 
China. They make everything that we do. Now we are scrambling 
to try to figure out how to handle the next pandemic. Hopefully it 
does not come along. Are we the same way in the military? Have 
you seen that? Do we have the capabilities to build what we need 
in this country right now? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, I think we do. I think what we have 
learned over the past 10 years is we do have to protect those ad-
vantages, technological trade secrets, and advantages that we have. 
So we should be aware that competitors will intend to try to take 
it, and we have to be able to secure it and defend it. 

Senator TUBERVILLE. You know, as Marines are operating in 
smaller units in the Pacific, how do you plan to float medical sup-
port? You know, the Mercy and the Comfort, they are large, you 
know, and they are slow to deploy. Would a smaller, Ford-based 
hospital ship capable of quicker and faster engagement, do you 
think that would be better served for what you all do in the Pa-
cific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Senator, we have done a lot over the last 3 
years on generating a concept of operations, how to ensure we can 
provide medical support to our forces in time of crisis and conflict. 
It looks a lot different when you look at an area that covers half 
the globe and most of it has water on it. 

We are looking at all options to be able to quickly pick up, care 
for, and return our forces, joint forces, that may have been wound-
ed. One of those things that is being looked at is a different form 
of hospital ship than we are used to, and if confirmed, will continue 
to look at those other options and what might be the best way. 

Senator TUBERVILLE. Yeah, I think it is important, because we 
are in a different part of the world, and we look at—of course, I 
am from Alabama, and we have Huntsville. We build all the mis-
siles and the rockets and have 800 defense contractors. We build 
ships and boats down in Mobile, that hopefully you have seen 
some. I think the LCS or whatever, made out of aluminum, a little 
different. 

But, you know, I am a common-sense guy, and I just want us 
prepared, you know. I see you are going to be hit from all different 
directions and I just hope when you are confirmed that you are 
ready, you are willing. I just hope you are able to get what you 
need to protect this country and protect our kids and our grandkids 
from future attacks, because they are coming, and you are going to 
be the first line of defense. 

So again, thank you for your service and thank you for every-
thing that you have done, and the things that you are going to do 
for us in the future. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Tuberville. 
Senator Sullivan would like to ask one question. 
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Senator SULLIVAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It might be a se-
ries of one questions. No, I am just kidding. It is going to go back 
to the PDI. Admiral, I am sure you saw that when Admiral David-
son was here, just 2 weeks ago, he talked about the full funding, 
$4.6 billion of the PDI was something that would be critical in halt-
ing the erosion of our nation’s conventional deterrence in the 
INDOPACOM region. He actually said, ‘‘PDI is the foundational 
approach to advancing capabilities and capacity while strength-
ening our allies and partnership for an integrated joint force west 
of the International Date Line.’’ I already talked about how the 
International Date Line is in some ways an artificial construct that 
does not really fully reflect the force posture, particularly as you 
go north. 

But the question is, given that he has been public about it, given 
that you have been public about it, given that this committee actu-
ally passed, in a very strong bipartisan way, the initiative of the 
PDI last year, in the NDAA, what message does it send to China 
if we have a robust, top-line defense budget that fully funds the 
PDI as you and Admiral Davidson have requested? Alternatively, 
what message does a declining defense budget and not funding the 
PDI send to China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thanks, Senator. I do believe it sends a 
strong message that the entirety of government and the United 
States is focused on the challenge that we have identified as it ap-
plies to the Western Pacific. I do agree that the initial funding last 
year—and I thank the committee for all of their work, $2.2 billion 
to start. I think ‘‘foundational’’ is the right word. This is not a one- 
trick pony. It is going to take some sustainment to ensure we can 
generate that credible deterrence and keep it going. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Again I ask two questions. Alternatively, if 
that is not funded, that $4.6 billion, which is what the Admiral has 
requested, and you, I believe, support, and this committee sup-
ports, by the way, in a bipartisan way, what kind of message would 
that send if we do not do it, we, the Federal Government, we, the 
Biden administration, to be frank, if we do not do it, despite the 
fact that the PACOM commander has said we need to do it? What 
kind of message would that send? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I think it is the wrong signal, Senator, a lack 
of commitment and a lack of ability to follow through on what we 
believe is needed. 

Senator SULLIVAN. Great. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman REED. Thank you, Senator Sullivan. Admiral, thank 

you for your devoted service to the nation and the Navy, and the 
profound support of your family and your colleagues from the fleet. 
Please convey to all of the men and women of your command our 
deepest and profound appreciation for their work. We look forward 
to moving forward with this nomination. 

With that, the hearing is adjourned, and I will remind my col-
leagues that a vote is pending right now. Thank you very much, 
Admiral. 

Admiral AQUILINO. Thank you, Senator. 
[Whereupon, at 11:59 a.m., the Committee adjourned.] 
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[Prepared questions submitted to Admiral John C. Aquilino, USN 
by Chairman Reed prior to the hearing with answers supplied fol-
low:] 

QUESTIONS AND RESPONSES 

DUTIES AND QUALIFICATIONS 

Question. What is your understanding of the duties and functions of the Com-
mander, U.S. Indo-Pacific Command (USINDOPACOM)? 

Answer. The Commander, U.S. Indo-Pacific Command, is responsible for deterring 
attacks against the United States and its territories, possessions, and bases, to pro-
tect Americans and American interests and, if deterrence fails, win our nation’s 
wars. These duties also include expanding security cooperation with our allies, part-
ners, and friends across the Indo-Pacific region and being prepared to defend allies 
according to mutual defense treaties and agreements. 

Question. What background and experience do you possess that qualify you to per-
form these duties? 

Answer. I have been honored to serve my nation for 37 years, and I believe my 
command experiences as Commander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet and U.S. Naval 
Forces Central Command, and my duties as U.S. Pacific Fleet Director of Oper-
ations, and the Director of Operations, Plans and Strategy for the Chief of Naval 
Operations have prepared me to assume command of U.S. Indo-Pacific Command. 

Multiple global deployments, service in senior Joint Staff and OPNAV staff billets, 
and command of a Carrier Strike Group have also prepared me to work collabo-
ratively across the joint force, in line with Department of Defense (DOD) guidance, 
and closely with our allies and partner nations. 

MAJOR CHALLENGES AND PRIORITIES 

Question. In your view, what are the major challenges that will confront the next 
USINDOPACOM Commander? 

Answer. The Indo-Pacific is the most consequential region for America’s future, 
and remains the United States’ priority theater with China as our pacing threat as 
the Chinese Communist Party actively seeks to displace the established rules-based 
international order. Residing here are four of the five priority security challenges 
identified by the DOD: China, Russia, North Korea, as well as violent extremist or-
ganizations. The Indo-Pacific Region also experiences frequent natural and man-
made disasters, the negative impacts of climate change, rapid population growth, 
drug and human trafficking, and disease and pandemic. 

Question. If confirmed, what plans do you have for addressing these challenges? 
Answer. If confirmed, I will ensure that forces in USINDOPACOM are both cred-

ible and lethal, and complement the administration’s focus on deterring through dip-
lomatic, development, and economic means, to ensure our presence and posture de-
fend against China’s hegemonic rise. I believe that the Pacific Deterrence Initiative 
(PDI) is the foundational approach to advancing capabilities and capacity in 
lethality, force design and posture, logistics, exercises and experimentation, while 
strengthening our allies and partnerships for an integrated joint force west of the 
International Date Line (IDL). 

Question. If confirmed, what broad priorities would you establish in terms of 
issues that must be addressed? 

Answer. If confirmed, my priority will be to execute credible military deterrence 
against our competitors to maintain stability, peace, and prosperity in the region. 
Fielding an integrated joint force west of the IDL, interoperability with our regional 
allies and partners, and evolving the current exercise and experimentation program 
are essential to maintaining our advantages while increasing doubt in our competi-
tor’s ability to meet their objectives through military means. 

CHAIN OF COMMAND 

Question. In accordance with Title 10, U.S. Code, the President and Secretary of 
Defense exercise authority, direction, and control of the Armed Forces through two 
distinct branches of the chain of command. 

One branch runs from the President, through the Secretary of Defense, to the 
combatant commanders for the execution of missions with forces assigned to their 
commands. For purposes of organizing, training, and equipping forces, the chain of 
command runs from the President, to the Secretary of Defense, to the Secretaries 
of the Military Departments. 
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Do you believe this dual structure provides for clear and effective chain of com-
mand? 

Answer. Yes. I have worked in this dual structure at both Military Service and 
Joint commands, and I believe it is effective, practical and clearly understood 
throughout the Department. 

Question. If confirmed as a Combatant Commander, on what types of issues and 
decisions would you coordinate with the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs and civilian 
officials within the Department of Defense? 

Answer. USINDOPACOM performs his duties under the authority, direction, and 
control of the Secretary of Defense. He is directly responsible to the Secretary of De-
fense for the Command’s ability to carry out missions assigned. 

If confirmed, I will work with the Secretary of Defense, OSD, as well as the Chair-
man and the Joint Chiefs of Staff to ensure I have the guidance and achieved the 
alignment to carry out the mission of the Indo-Pacific Command. I will maintain a 
close relationship with the other functional and geographic combatant commanders 
to ensure applicable national and defense strategic guidance execution is character-
ized by mutual support, frequent contact, and productive information exchanges on 
critical issues. 

The successful execution of USINDOPACOM’s mission responsibilities also re-
quires coordination with the Service Chiefs. The Service Chiefs are valuable sources 
of judgment and advice for the combatant commanders. If confirmed, I will provide 
frank and transparent explanations of my most pressing warfighting needs through 
direct consultation with each Chief as their staff prepare and develop their budget 
profiles. 

As a subordinate unified commander, the Commander, United States Forces 
Korea, receives missions and functions from USINDOPACOM. I recognize his role 
as Commander, Combined Forces Command, and United Nations Command and 
fully support his actions in that sensitive and demanding role. 

Among other notable leaders and organizations within DOD who may require 
close coordination on occasion are the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Prisoner of War/Missing Personnel, and the Chief of the National Guard Bureau. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY (NDS) 

Question. Does the NDS accurately assess the current strategic environment in 
the USINDOPACOM area of responsibility (AOR), and if not, what changes need 
to be made? 

Answer. The 2018 NDS provides a candid assessment of the strategic environ-
ment, the priority it places on preparing for great power competition, the enduring 
value of alliances and partnerships, and readiness and lethality. As the Department 
reviews its strategy, adjustments could reinforce U.S. Force design and posture re-
quirements to improve our qualitative advantage. 

Question. From the USINDOPACOM perspective, what capabilities do you believe 
the Joint Force needs to prevail in competition with China, as described by the 
NDS? 

Answer. USINDOPACOM requires a combination of advanced multi-domain sys-
tems that are capable of operating in highly contested environment—including sen-
sors, weapons, and the requisite Command, Control, Communications, Computers & 
Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance (C4ISR) to support those systems. 

These systems must be fully integrated across the joint force, and where applica-
ble, fully interoperable with coalition partners. This interoperability provides cred-
ible deterrence and maintains a healthy competition with China. 

Question. What does ‘‘expanding the competitive space,’’ as referenced in the NDS, 
mean for competition with China? 

Answer. ‘‘Expanding the competitive space’’ describes the United States’ ability to 
seize the initiative in great power competition by exploiting areas where we possess 
advantages over our competitors, and identifying where we can work with others 
in the U.S. interagency and allies and partners to address shared challenges. The 
United States can expand the competitive space by investing in next-generation ca-
pabilities (e.g., long-range, ground-based munitions, space and cyber). Expanding 
the competitive space also speaks to the need to develop a global, integrated whole- 
of-government approach toward countering malign Chinese influence across all in-
struments of national power. This includes working with the U.S. interagency to 
build partnerships and identify areas of economic, technological, and informational 
opportunities. 

Question. Do you believe additional resources or new authorities for 
USINDOPACOM are required to support this line of effort associated with ‘‘expand-
ing the competitive space’’? 
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Answer. PDI, combined with service efforts, provides the initial resources needed 
to deliver combat credible deterrence, build partner capacity, and field an integrated 
joint force. If confirmed, I will assess the need for any additional authorities. 

Question. In your view, what non-military elements of national power need to be 
strengthened to effectively compete with China? 

Answer. Competing with China requires all elements of national power to be 
strengthened. The Interim National Strategic Security Guidance asserts that we in-
vest in our people, economy, and democratic institutions. We must compete in eco-
nomic, diplomatic, military, legal, and information spaces to be effective against 
China. 

FORCE POSTURE 

Question. In your view, is the current U.S. Force posture in the Indo-Pacific region 
sufficient to support our security strategy in the region? How would you restructure 
the United States security posture in the Indo-Pacific best to compete with China, 
reassure allies and partners, and deter Chinese aggression? Please explain your an-
swer. 

Answer. Increased persistent presence through forward-based and rotational joint 
forces inside the first island chain is the most credible way the military can dem-
onstrate our commitment and resolve to competitors, deter unwanted aggression, 
and assure allies and partners. Forward posture locations should be capable of sup-
porting operations and exercises and projecting combat power. Distributing a for-
ward-deployed, joint force across the battlespace, while balancing lethality and sur-
vivability, helps demonstrate the capability, capacity, and design to rapidly and 
seamlessly transition from competition to crisis or conflict. 

Question. How important is a forward basing strategy to the ability of 
USINDOPACOM to execute its day-to-day mission? What about its operational con-
tingency plans? 

Answer. Sufficient capability, postured forward to deter with the capacity and 
readiness to respond should deterrence fail is essential. The force posture rec-
ommendations identified in the Section 1251 Independent Assessment provide the 
foundation for fielding an integrated joint force west of the IDL and a sophisticated 
improvement in interoperability with our regional allies and partners. 

Question. In your assessment, does DOD need to invest in a wider range of pri-
mary bases as well as alternate operating locations throughout the Indo-Pacific? 

Answer. The Indo-Pacific geography is expansive and access throughout the re-
gion is essential, requiring close associations with our allies and partners. The De-
partment’s global posture review represents an opportunity to focus on a broad 
range of basing options and alternatives for persistent presence of forward-based 
and rotational joint forces west of the IDL. 

Question. In the event of a contingency, do you have any concerns about the tim-
ing and readiness of follow-on forces arriving in USINDOPACOM to meet oper-
ational plans? If yes, what are they, and how can they be resolved? 

Answer. Being ready and on-time are required to respond to any contingency. I 
do have concerns about the manning, training, and equipping of all of our follow- 
on forces. Credible deterrence is based on a highly trained, properly equipped, 
quick-response and surge force. If confirmed, I will continue to advocate for the nec-
essary forward-deployed forces and the associated readiness to meet our nation’s 
most pressing needs. I will also continue to advocate for improvements in strategic 
sea and airlift to reduce the timeline necessary for surge forces to arrive in the the-
ater. 

Question. How do you view the relative value of permanent versus rotational 
forces in the USINDOPACOM AOR? 

Answer. Permanent, forward-based forces provide the most visible sign of U.S. re-
solve and commitment to supporting regional peace and stability. Rotational forces 
allow us to maintain a high level of readiness without sacrificing the ability to re-
spond quickly and effectively to contingencies. USINDOPACOM requires a mix of 
rotational and permanently stationed forces and a recalibrated force posture to be 
able to mass effects without the vulnerabilities associated with fixed forces’ con-
centration. 

Question. How does the planned relocation of United States Forces from Okinawa 
to Guam and other locations in the Pacific align with United States security objec-
tives in the USINDOPACOM AOR? 

Answer. The Defense Policy Review Initiative (DPRI) strengthens our alliance 
with Japan and maintains the right permanent forces that enhance our deterrence 
and interoperability, while ensuring the joint force is prepared to fight and win 
should deterrence fail. It allows the joint force to disperse and enable quicker re-
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sponses to areas outside Okinawa. Additionally, the relocation to Guam also pro-
vides increased training opportunities with allies and partners. 

JOINT FORCE REQUIREMENTS 

Question. What, if any, are the major United States capability or capacity gaps 
you assess in the USINDOPACOM theater that are needed to enhance deterrence 
against Chinese aggression? 

Answer. To adequately compete and defend American interests, the most critical 
are those that address the gaps in force protection, homeland defense, joint force 
lethality, long range fires, ISR (intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance), train-
ing, and logistics enablers. Additionally, we must enable modernized integration and 
information sharing across all domains with our allies and partners. 

Question. What capability and/or capacity shortfalls in the current Joint Force 
present the most significant challenge to addressing the broader range threats in 
the Indo-Pacific? 

Answer. The tyranny of distance from CONUS to forward operating locations in 
the western Pacific makes sustainability the biggest challenge. This requires a so-
phisticated balance of distribution capacity to sustain the joint force. Access in the 
First and Second Island Chains offer is needed to support crisis and contingency op-
erations in establishing dispersal locations, airfield repair capabilities, C4I (Com-
mand, Control, Communications, Computers & Intelligence), munitions storage, mo-
bility procession, and fuel storage. We must also improve interactions, coordination, 
and command and control with our allies and partners. 

Question. Which programs, in your assessment, are the highest priorities for miti-
gating current and emerging warfighting capability and/or capacity shortfalls in the 
Joint Force? 

Answer. If confirmed, and as outlined in the PDI, ensuring the protection of our 
force, fielding an integrated joint fires network, interoperability with allies and part-
ners, as well as improved ISR and logistics enablers would be my highest priorities. 

Question. The NDS specifically mentions challenges posed by robust anti-access, 
area-denial capabilities (A2/AD). What would be your approach to overcoming these 
challenges in the USINDOPACOM AOR?) 

Answer. If confirmed, I will continue to advocate for investment in technologies 
that negate our competitor’s A2AD capabilities. Additionally, adding long-range of-
fensive networked fires would put any potential adversaries on the defensive. We 
must be able to operate in contested space at the time and place of our choosing. 

PACIFIC DETERRENCE INITIATIVE 

Question. The National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2021 
authorized $2.2 billion for the Pacific Deterrence Initiative (PDI) to support the sta-
bility and security of the region and deter Chinese aggression. 

In your view, is PDI a useful tool to improve U.S. posture in the Indo-Pacific? 
Answer. Yes, PDI investments will improve our posture and it is a powerful tool 

in identifying the resources necessary to meet identified operational requirements 
in the region. 

PDI investments will have an effect on deterring our adversaries’ decision calculus 
while reassuring our allies and partners that the United States is a reliable partner, 
focused on ensuring a free and open Indo-Pacific. PDI also encourages other like- 
minded nations to be net-providers for regional security, working multilaterally to 
reinforce the security architecture the region has benefited from for over 75 years. 

Question. In your view, what strategic objectives and specific areas of investment 
should be prioritized for funding under the PDI? 

Answer. Defending Guam as United States territory, including the infrastructure 
to manage an integrated joint force west of the international date line, should be 
PDI’s number one priority. This includes establishing a distributed force posture, es-
tablishing a Mission Partner Environment (MPE), and advancing Pacific Multi-Do-
main Training and Experimentation Capability (PMTEC) to modernize our ranges. 

Question. Do you believe that continued, dedicated funding for PDI is required to 
support implementation of the NDS in the Indo-Pacific? Please explain your answer. 

Answer. Yes. The funding profiles provided for FY21 in the 1253 Independent As-
sessment and the most recent 1251 for FY22 outline the funding requirements 
through FY27. Dedicated, sustained resources will effectively support NDS initia-
tives to provide credible deterrence. 

MISSILE DEFENSE 

Question. How would you assess the threat to United States Forces and bases 
from Chinese and North Korean missile forces and our ability to address such 



47 

threats? In your assessment, have U.S. investments, concepts of operations, and 
posture shifts sufficiently addressed this threat? 

Answer. Although the ballistic missile threat facing United States interests in 
Northeast Asia remains significant, we are well postured to protect against existing 
and emerging DPRK threats. Additionally, United States Forces Korea continues to 
benefit from the significant investment and performance enhancements to their cur-
rent ballistic missile defense systems. 

However, the ballistic and cruise missile systems of China and the development 
of hypersonic weapons increase the risk and cause challenges. Continued investment 
in integrated air-missile defense is imperative as we seek to proactively defend 
against such threats while simultaneously integrating offensive and defensive fires. 
Discussions regarding concepts of operations and posture shift require discussion at 
a higher classification level. 

Question. Do you assess that rotational missile defense capabilities such as 
THAAD, Patriot, and Aegis ships, that need to be deployed to protect major combat 
projection platforms such as air bases are adequate to deter Chinese aggression 
given anticipated indication and warning timelines? 

Answer. No rotational missile defense capabilities are currently postured that will 
adequately address the threats we face from China, and a more robust defensive 
posture is the most pressing priority for the Indo-Pacific. The People’s Liberation 
Army Rocket Forces have a growing inventory of medium and intermediate-range 
ballistic missiles that can threaten United States bases in the region, including 
those in South Korea, Japan, and Guam, as well as naval forces operating inside 
the Second Island Chain. Additionally, China is constantly evolving its missile tech-
nology, increasing its range, survivability, accuracy, and lethality. 

Question. What additional steps, if any, would you recommend to address the 
emerging threat that highly maneuverable hypersonic glide vehicles pose to U.S. 
and allied forces across the region? 

Answer. The Hypersonic Glide Vehicle threat poses a serious threat to the U.S. 
and Allied forces in the region and we require a near-term initial defense capability 
to meet this challenge. If confirmed, my aim is to work with the DOD to develop 
capabilities, including survivable and resilient space-based sensors to detect 
hypersonic threats and enable ground and sea-based defenses. 

CONTESTED LOGISTICS 

Question. Over the last several years, DOD and USINDOPACOM have conducted 
or sponsored several studies on contested mobility and logistics which have resulted 
in more than 50 recommendations. However, the GAO recently found that DOD has 
failed to implement many of these recommendations. As a result, DOD and 
USINDOPACOM may be missing an opportunity to leverage existing knowledge on 
mobility challenges in contested environments and increase resilience for major con-
flicts as envisioned in the National Defense Strategy and as part of the Joint 
Warfighting Concept. Given the ‘‘tyranny of distance’’ in the Pacific, there are sig-
nificant challenges specifically related to energy and munitions requirements in a 
contested environment, some of which could be mitigated by making targeted invest-
ments and operational energy improvements to both military platforms and installa-
tions. 

If confirmed, how will you implement the multitude of recommendations and take 
actions necessary to decrease the logistics vulnerabilities in a contested environ-
ment? 

Answer. Our efforts to improve our ability to sustain the joint force must build 
off our efforts to move toward a more distributed force posture and increase the lo-
cations and availability for naval and air forces to rearm and refuel during exercises 
and access these locations during contingencies. If confirmed, I will work to imple-
ment appropriate recommendations of the report to maximize key logistics enablers. 

Question. How will you implement recommendations to make significant oper-
ational energy improvements throughout USINDOPACOM? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will work with the Services, Combatant Commands, the 
Joint Staff, and OSD to enhance Indo-Pacific energy resilience. I support the Sec-
retary of Defense’s focus on investing in energy RDT&E and incorporating energy 
resilience into emerging joint operational concepts through exercises, war-games, 
modeling and simulation, and other means. An ever-increasing energy demand, cur-
rently based on fossil fuels, is our greatest logistics distribution challenge and di-
rectly impacts force effectiveness. The pressures on fuel requirements, in particular, 
are a significant concern and I will review the operational risks and ongoing plan-
ning efforts related to sustaining the joint force and identify specific actions we 
must take to address our shortfalls. 
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INFORMATION OPERATIONS 

Question. During the COVID–19 pandemic, China has embarked on a misinforma-
tion campaign to sow confusion over the origins of the virus and malign the re-
sponse of the United States and other nations. This appears to have been done not 
only to shield China from blame for the initial outbreak, but also to undermine 
democratic nations and institutions. 

What is your assessment of the ability of DOD and USINDOPACOM to conduct 
effective military operations in the information environment to defend U.S. interests 
against malign influence activities carried out by state and non-state actors? 

Answer. With coordinated Information Operations across the Interagency, the in-
formation environment can be an asymmetric advantage for the U.S. I understand 
the Department is updating the 2016 Strategy for Operations in the Information 
Environment. A posture review will inform this update of capabilities, the current 
defense strategy, and an Irregular Warfare Annex designation of information oper-
ations as a joint function. If confirmed, I will support the development and imple-
mentation of this strategy and ensure the Command’s efforts are appropriately co-
ordinated and appropriately aligned with the Interagency. 

Question. Are DOD and USINDOPACOM efforts in this regard appropriately inte-
grated with other United States Government organizations and activities? 

Answer. DOD efforts throughout the information environment cross traditional 
department and agency lines. USINDOPACOM has strong relationships with the 
Department of State, Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), U. S. Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID), and National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion (NOAA). If confirmed, I intend to sustain these relationships and make infor-
mation operations a force multiplier. 

Question. What organization with the United States Government do you assess 
would have the overall lead to integrate information operations during day-to-day 
competition below the level of armed conflict in the Indo-Pacific in order to defend 
United States interests against malign influence activities? 

Answer. As the United States Government leverages DOD information operations 
capabilities in day-to-day competition against malign influence activities, the In-
terim National Security Strategic Guidance has identified the U.S. State Depart-
ment as the lead in shaping and driving information operations across the U.S. Gov-
ernment. My assessment is DOD information operations require effective inter-
agency coordination in order to elevate diplomacy and other whole-of-government 
approaches to defend U.S. interests. If confirmed, I will work with DOD to com-
plement civilian departments and agencies with critical roles and responsibilities to 
engage the public domain and protect against malign influence activities. 

Question. Does DOD and USINDOPACOM have sufficient authorities and re-
sources to conduct information operations effectively? If not, what additional au-
thorities and resources would you request, if confirmed? 

Answer. At this point in time, I am not currently aware of new authorities re-
quired, but I understand that an Information Operations posture review is being 
conducted pursuant to the FY20 NDAA. If confirmed, I will regularly assess our au-
thorities, resource availability and allocation, and strategic alignment to prioritize 
essential information operations. 

CHINA 

Question. How would you characterize the current United States relationship with 
China? 

Answer. The United States and China have different visions for the future that 
put us in a competitive relationship. Theirs is in stark contrast to our free and open 
vision centered on democratic values, and while the United States can cooperate 
with China on issues such as North Korea, counterpiracy, humanitarian assistance, 
and disaster relief, etc., it is increasingly evident that China wants to shape a world 
aligned with its authoritarian model inconsistent with the rules-based international 
order. 

Question. What is your assessment of the current state of United States-China 
military-to-military relations? What do you believe should be the objectives of 
United States-China military-to-military dialogue? 

What are the limitations on this kind of dialogue? 
Answer. Consistent with Interim National Security Strategic Guidance and DOD 

guidance, I will continue to seek a constructive, stable, results-oriented defense rela-
tionship with the PRC that reduces the risk of misperception and miscalculation. 
The limitation to this type of dialogue is that military-to-military dialogue’s effec-
tiveness depends on both militaries approaching a security dialogue in a candid, 
transparent, and genuinely willing manner. 
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Question. What do you believe are the objectives of China’s steady increase in de-
fense spending and its overall military modernization program? In what technology 
areas are you most concerned about the erosion of United States advantages? 

Answer. China’s military modernization is a critical component in China’s overall 
strategy to achieve ‘‘the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation’’ by 2049. While 
China has clearly articulated this, there are indications this strategy is being reas-
sessed and may be accelerated to achieve its ends within this decade. This strategy, 
designed to displace United States access and influence, includes economic, political, 
social, and military efforts to expand China’s national power, push its governance 
system, and revise the international order by changing the value system of inter-
national norms, rules, and laws. PRC leaders have repeatedly stated that trans-
forming the PLA into a ‘‘world-class’’ military is an essential element of this strat-
egy. 

Today, every domain—air, land, sea, space, and cyberspace—is contested. The 
pace at which the PRC is fielding advanced capabilities is accelerating at an alarm-
ing rate, and working hard to exploit any perceived vulnerabilities to gain an eco-
nomic, diplomatic, and military advantage while remaining below the threshold of 
conflict. Our advances in AI, offensive fires, directed energy, hypersonics, and quan-
tum computing must keep pace. 

Question. What is your assessment of China’s militarization and other aggressive 
activities in the South and East China Seas? What challenges do these activities 
pose to USINDOPACOM’s current operations and operational plans? 

Answer. China’s militarization in the region and aggressive activities creates ad-
ditional contested space, endangering free flow of trade, limiting freedom of naviga-
tion, threatening the sovereignty of our allies and partners, and undermining re-
gional stability. This aggressive posturing challenges operations and maneuver, ex-
tends their influence, and ultimately challenges U.S. presence and credibility in the 
region. 

Question. What is your assessment of China’s increasing military presence over-
seas, including such installations as its base in Djibouti and across Africa as well 
as other infrastructure projects across the Indian Ocean? 

Answer. China’s expansive infrastructure projects are designed to expand its in-
fluence worldwide and establish a more robust overseas logistics and basing infra-
structure for the PLA. Greater access to foreign ports and airfields enable China to 
pre-position the logistics support necessary to sustain military operations abroad, 
including naval deployments in the Indian Ocean, Mediterranean Sea, and the At-
lantic Ocean. A global PLA logistics network will enable Beijing to project and sus-
tain military power at greater distances from China, interfere with United States 
military operations, and provide flexibility to support offensive operations against 
the United States. 

Question. What is your assessment of the strategic and military implications of 
China’s Belt and Road Initiative? For the United States? For countries in the 
USINDOPACOM AOR? 

Answer. One Belt, One Road provides the PLA an opportunity to expand its global 
reach by gaining access to foreign air and maritime port facilities and foreign eco-
nomic markets. The One Belt, One Road initiative produces only ONE winner – 
China, in their effort to gain broader access and influence. For the United States, 
this means loss of access, influence and credibility in the region. For our allies and 
partners in the region, this means pressuring nations to deny U.S. Forces basing, 
transit, or operational and logistical support, thereby making it more challenging for 
the United States to preserve international orders and norms. 

Question. The smaller number of nuclear weapons possessed by China relative to 
the United States and Russia is often cited as an impediment to nuclear arms con-
trol talks with China. What do you think could motivate China to participate in nu-
clear arms control negotiations in a genuine and meaningful way? 

Answer. As China strives to become a nuclear power with parity, I believe it is 
increasingly critical that Chinese leaders take the responsible approach and begin 
arms control negotiations. Active participation in arms control negotiations is not 
simply about placing limits on nations but gaining more significant insights, remov-
ing ambiguity about potential competitor capabilities, increasing confidence, and re-
ducing the potential for miscalculation. Pressure from the international community 
would motivate China’s participation in arms control talks. 

Question. Recent public reports point to updated satellite imagery which indicates 
China is increasing the pace of its nuclear force modernization and expansion. 

This acceleration comes less than a year after the Defense Intelligence Agency as-
sessed China would at least double the size of its nuclear arsenal by 2030. Do you 
believe China sees nuclear parity with the United States as in its interests? What 
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do you believe would be the impact on regional and strategic stability if China were 
to achieve such a goal? 

Answer. As China strives to achieve conventional parity, it is logical to expect 
China’s ambition to become a ‘‘world class’’ military will include a similar approach 
to its nuclear forces. Three ‘‘at-parity’’ nuclear powers would a complicate global de-
terrence. 

TAIWAN 

Question. How do you assess the current cross-strait relationship between China 
and Taiwan, and how can the United States help prevent miscalculation on either 
side? 

Answer. China continues to pressure Taiwan through increased air and maritime 
operations across centerline of the Taiwan Strait. The United States can help pre-
vent miscalculation by sustaining a forward deployed, credible deterrence force, 
demonstrating continued support of the Taiwan Relations Act, to include military 
sales, deepening ties with democratic Taiwan, and advocating for like-minded allies 
and partners to inspire Taiwan’s confidence in cross-strait relations. 

Question. How do you assess the current military balance across the Taiwan 
Strait? 

What do you believe should be the priorities for United States military assistance 
to Taiwan? Do you think Taiwan is making appropriate investments in its defensive 
capabilities and if not, what changes would you recommend? 

Answer. The military threat to Taiwan is increasing. The PLA continues to field 
a broad array of advanced weapons and systems as part of ongoing force moderniza-
tion specifically intended to achieve decisive overmatch against Taiwan. Taiwan is 
committed to strengthening its reserve forces, and I am encouraged by its continued 
funding of foreign and indigenous acquisition programs, as well as near-term train-
ing and readiness. If confirmed, United States Indo-Pacific Command will continue 
to advise Taiwan on the military’s capabilities, interoperability, readiness, and pro-
fessional development through security cooperation and foreign military sales in ac-
cordance with the Taiwan Relations Act. Taiwan should prioritize acquisition of 
asymmetric systems that are highly mobile, distributable and lethal to enable Tai-
wan to defend themselves against attack. 

Question. Some have argued that the time has come to explicitly state that the 
United States would respond militarily to any Chinese use of force against Taiwan 
as a means to deter such actions. In your view, what would be the benefits and risks 
of such a policy change? 

Answer. The United States maintains its longstanding commitments as outlined 
in the Three Communiqués, the Taiwan Relations Act, and the Six Assurances. We 
will continue to assist Taiwan in maintaining a sufficient self-defense capability. 

If confirmed, I would be open to conversations with the Secretary of Defense to 
understand the risks and rewards of a potential policy change to ensure our efforts 
are supporting Taiwan and contributing to our ultimate objective to maintain peace 
and stability across the Taiwan Strait and within the region. 

REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

Question. What is your assessment of the United States-South Korea security re-
lationship? What measures, if any, would you take to improve this security relation-
ship? 

Answer. The United States-Republic of Korea alliance is ironclad and serves as 
the linchpin of peace and security on the Korean peninsula. Our partnership con-
tinues to grow by promoting economic cooperation, mitigating threats to regional 
stability, and fulfilling our commitments to other allies and partners in the region. 
The mutual benefits derived from this alliance given today’s security challenges are 
enduring and I believe it important that the United States facilitates an increased 
role for the ROK, commensurate with its economic status and influence, in as many 
multilateral venues as possible. If confirmed, I will work hard to maintain close con-
tact with USFK and ROK military and civilian leadership to further develop this 
essential security partnership. 

Question. Do you believe the transfer of wartime operational control from the 
United States to the Republic of Korea should be conditions-based? If confirmed, 
what threshold requirements for transfer of control would you establish? 

Answer. Both the United States and ROK are fully committed to a conditions- 
based OPCON transition and continue to work toward that end. The requirements 
for transfer are outlined in the 2015 Conditions-based OPCON Transition Plan 
(COTP) and the 2018 update to COTP (Change One). If confirmed, I intend to fully 
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comply with the existing plan and ensure the alliance is ready and well-prepared 
for the transition when that time comes. 

Question. In your view, is South Korea carrying an appropriate share of the bur-
den of the cost of the United States presence in South Korea? 

Answer. The United States and ROK have recently reached an agreement in prin-
ciple of a new six-year defense sharing Special Measures Agreement (SMA). This 
year, the ROK agreed to contribute over one billion dollars, the highest increase 
since 2004, with subsequent year increases pegged to the annual percent increase 
in the ROK defense budget. Overall, I believe this new SMA represents the ROK’s 
pledge to provide a fair defense sharing of the cost of the United States presence 
in South Korea. The contributions to the alliance are not limited to cost-sharing 
alone. The ROK forces have served with us in Iraq and Afghanistan, continue to 
support the U.N. Security Council Resolution (UNSCR) enforcement mission, and 
execute counter-piracy operations near the Strait of Hormuz. 

Question. Do you believe South Korea is investing appropriately in its defensive 
capabilities? 

Answer. The ROK continues to demonstrate its commitment to enhancing its con-
ventional deterrence through the development and procurement of modern and 
interoperable capabilities, some of which are core capabilities to support the condi-
tions-based wartime operational control transition. Their defense expenditures re-
main the highest among our allies and partners as a percentage of their GDP. Al-
though the ROK continues to acquire significant United States systems and plat-
forms worth billions of dollars, it also prioritizes a substantial share of its resources 
to develop indigenous defense capabilities, industry, and export. Even with the in-
troduction of their indigenous capabilities, both the United States and ROK are 
committed to maintaining interoperability, so the indigenous investments contribute 
to the combined deterrence and defense posture. 

NORTH KOREA 

Question. What is your assessment of the strategic and military risks of a poten-
tial conflict with North Korea? 

Answer. There are both enormous strategic and military risks, and enormous 
costs associated with a potential conflict on the Korean Peninsula, despite efforts 
to lower tensions. The country has taken no meaningful steps toward 
denuclearization, despite promising signs of de-escalation in 2018. Kim Jong Un 
continues to advance both his conventional and strategic capabilities, recently pa-
rading new tanks, rockets, and missiles. Risk identification, management, and miti-
gations are integral parts of all military planning efforts, and this is no exception. 
If confirmed, I will make regular assessments of the risk and report that risk to 
the National Command Authority. Internal to USINDOPACOM, I will simulta-
neously pursue efforts to reduce the risk to U.S. strategic objectives and U.S. mili-
tary forces should deterrence fail. As a critical element of these objectives, I will also 
continue the work of previous commanders on noncombatant evacuation operation 
(NEO) planning as the Korean Peninsula situation develops. 

Question. In your assessment, what changes, if any, to U.S. force posture and ac-
tivity in the USINDOPACOM AOR would improve United States deterrence against 
North Korea? 

Answer. Our current posture and presence in the ROK provides for the ROK’s 
mutual defense while deterring North Korean aggression against the United States 
and our allies and partners. I support bilateral efforts to modernize forces, equip-
ment, and enduring locations to ensure combat credible forces in the ROK, particu-
larly those that counter the DPRK’s asymmetric capabilities. We must also continue 
to explore, improve, and resource our missile defense capabilities. Our airborne ISR 
allocation is less than what we require to support the theater’s multifaceted prob-
lem-set and to enhance deterrence by detection; furthermore, development of the 
Combined/Joint Multi-Purpose Range Complex (CJMPRC) would provide air and 
maneuver space for a realistic coalition, joint, live-fire exercises for alliance armed 
services. In sum, a modernized, well-trained force positioned on the Korean Penin-
sula, paired with a credible, rapid reinforcement capability assigned and postured 
forward in the region, offers the greatest deterrent effect vis-&-vis the DPRK. 

Question. What is your assessment of the Joint Force’s ability to secure North Ko-
rean weapons of mass destruction sites in the event of a contingency? What capa-
bility and/or capacity shortfalls present the most significant challenge to executing 
such an operation? 

Answer. Without transparency and clarity into the North Korea’s nuclear pro-
gram, it is difficult to assess our ability to secure North Korean weapons of mass 
destructions sites in the event of a contingency. If confirmed, I will review the major 
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operational plans, contingency plans, and associated execution orders outlining the 
joint force’s ability to counter and secure North Korean weapons of mass destruc-
tion. I will work with our regional partners and allies—including Australia, Japan 
and the Republic of Korea—as well as with partners across the Interagency—to in-
clude the State Department and Department of Energy—to forge a comprehensive 
approach to addressing the North Korean nuclear, weapons of mass destruction, 
missile, and proliferation threats. 

Question. What is your assessment of the Joint Force’s ability to conduct a non-
combatant evacuation of approximately 250,000 United States citizens from South 
Korea in the event of a contingency? What capability and/or capacity shortfalls 
present the most significant challenge to executing such an operation? 

Answer. Conducting noncombatant evacuation operations (NEO) in South Korea 
is highly challenging and dependent on the level of support, amount of warning and 
resources from South Korea and Japan. Inside South Korea, we are dependent upon 
their transportation assets to move noncombatant evacuees (NCEs) from assembly 
points to relocation centers and to air/seaports of departure from the peninsula. 
Still, if there are any delays in movements off the Korean Peninsula, USFK may 
be challenged to provide additional support to NCEs awaiting transportation. In 
Japan, we are dependent on their capacity and capability to receive, shelter and 
support NCEs as a temporary safe haven. Synchronization and coordination for ac-
cess and use of these resources requires constant engagement with our partners in 
both countries. 

Question. In your opinion, will sanctions alone lead to the denuclearization of 
North Korea? If not, what other incentives or disincentives could help lead to better 
outcomes? 

Answer. I do not believe sanctions alone will lead to the denuclearization of North 
Korea. Still, economic sanctions, combined with diplomacy and UNSCR enforcement, 
should continue to be applied to convince the regime to return to meaningful nego-
tiations. I understand an interagency North Korea policy review is currently under-
way, and the discussion of incentives or disincentives will undoubtedly be one com-
ponent of the review. I believe that a robust force posture throughout the region to 
ensure the United States engages North Korea from a position of strength would 
be essential. 

JAPAN 

Question. How would you characterize the current United States-Japan security 
relationship? 

Answer. The United States-Japan alliance is the cornerstone of regional security 
and stability in the Indo-Pacific region. I view our military-to-military relationship 
with Japan as stronger than ever. If confirmed, I will continue to work to strength-
en the United States-Japan defense relationship. 

Question. How does Japan’s relationship with its regional neighbors—including 
China, North Korea, South Korea, and Taiwan—influence the United States-Japan 
relationship? 

Answer. The United States and the Government of Japan (GoJ) remain closely 
aligned on North Korea, long-term strategic competition with China, and maintain-
ing a free and open Indo-Pacific. Our alignment has led to closer coordination and 
cooperation in addressing both current and future security challenges, while also ex-
panding United States-Japan security relationship to new domains such as cyber 
and space. 

The Japan-South Korea relationship remains strained due to historical and cul-
tural issues. While Japan and South Korea must work through these issues on their 
own, I am concerned that others may try to exploit the situation and drive a wedge 
between the United States and either ally. 

Question. What steps, if any, do you believe Japan ought to take to improve its 
capability and capacity to deter and, if necessary, respond to North Korean aggres-
sion? What about Chinese aggression? 

Answer. The GoJ, working through its self-defense forces, must continue to invest 
in improvements to interoperable air and missile defense, air dominance, maritime 
security, and ISR capabilities. As Japan improves its capability and capacity, we 
must continue to execute the Joint Exercise Program and operate together fre-
quently. 

Question. Given the buildup of Chinese ballistic and advanced cruise missiles, how 
important is it for Japan to be able to defend itself against such missiles and do 
you see potential to reinvigorate United States-Japan cooperative missile defense ef-
forts? 
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Answer. Japan’s ability to defend itself is vital both for its own security and to 
enhance maneuver and positional advantages of United States and allied forces in 
the region. Cooperation in this critical capability will inevitably strengthen our de-
terrence. If confirmed, I intend to work with my Japanese counterparts to improve 
discrimination capabilities, sensors for detection, and the ability to defend against 
hypersonic weapons. 

Question. Current plans call for the Marine Corps Air Station’s closure on Oki-
nawa after the construction of a Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF) at Camp 
Schwab. 

What is your opinion of the prospects for the successful construction of the 
Futenma Replacement Facility at Camp Schwab on Okinawa? 

Answer. While the project has experienced delays, I believe both governments re-
main committed to completing the FRF and DPRI. Land returns to Japan remain 
dependent upon the successful relocation from Futenma to Camp Schwab. 

Question. Is the cost-sharing arrangement between the United States and Japan 
to pay for the relocation of United States Forces from Okinawa to Guam and the 
costs associated with the continued presence of United States Forces in Japan equi-
table and appropriate? Why or why not? 

Answer. I believe that Japan is contributing in accordance with our agreement to 
relocate forces from Okinawa to Guam. Besides paying a significant portion of the 
cost of the realignment of United States Forces in Japan, the GoJ took the unprece-
dented step of funding construction for United States forces on Guam—equaling 
more than $3 billion. The GoJ is also proceeding with land acquisition in Western 
Japan to construct a new installation to support U.S. Field Carrier Landing Practice 
operations and has extended the current Host Nation Support agreement by one 
year to March 31, 2022. 

Question. What is your understanding of the ability of United States Forces 
planned to be transferred from Okinawa to Guam to be able to train for full-spec-
trum combat, and are there mitigation plans to address potential training short-
falls? 

Answer. It is my understanding that training sites in Guam and its neighboring 
islands will be adequate to meet training requirements for the Marines who will be 
stationed there. The Marines would also benefit from training opportunities with 
implementation of the Pacific Multi-Domain Test and Experimentation Capability 
(PMTEC). If confirmed, I will work to better understand any future needs and plans 
to address potential training shortfalls. 

AUSTRALIA 

Question. What is your assessment of the current state of the United States-Aus-
tralia alliance and what specific priorities would you establish for this relationship? 

Answer. Australia is a reliable friend and ally with a 100-year history of sup-
porting the United States in every major global conflict. The ‘‘unbreakable’’ alliance 
is key to promoting regional and global security and anchors Southeast Asia and 
the South Pacific Islands. This Alliance is key to promoting regional peace, security, 
and prosperity, and is vital to advancing multilateral dialogues. 

With regard to priorities interoperability between United States and Australian 
forces is a top priority for both countries. If confirmed, USINDOPACOM will have 
an essential role in building greater interoperability with Australia through engage-
ments, training and exercises to ensure combined readiness between our forces. 

Question. What is your assessment of Australia’s relations with China? What im-
pact does that relationship have on the United States-Australia alliance? 

Answer. Australia’s relationship with China has been strained due to Australia’s 
opposition to China’s illegal and unfounded territorial and maritime claims in the 
South China Sea, its investigation into the COVID–19 outbreak, their ban on the 
Chinese made 5G network, and China’s crackdowns in Hong Kong. China has ex-
acted economic retribution against Australia in response. Australia has articulated 
its belief in the importance of transparency, the maintenance of a rules-based inter-
national order, and adherence to international norms. Strains in Australia’s eco-
nomic, trade, and diplomatic relations with China are unlikely to affect Australia’s 
close and longstanding relationship with the United States. 

INDIA 

Question. What is your view of the current state of United States-India security 
relations, and what specific priorities would you establish for this relationship? 

Answer. The United States-India military relationship is at the best level in 
years, and we continue to experience growth in both bilateral and multilateral en-
gagements and exercises, high profile joint operations, and an increased number of 
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senior level engagements. Recent operations by the PRC have helped highlight the 
threat to regional security that China’s actions pose to all nations, including India. 
The conclusion of enabling agreements over the past several years has allowed us 
to operate more closely, and we are able to work together more than ever before 
to secure a free and open Indo-Pacific. If confirmed, my priorities would be to main-
tain the momentum that has been generated by my predecessor and build info shar-
ing and security agreements, support India’s defense transformation efforts through 
exchanges and exercises, continue to encourage India’s acquisition of United States 
equipment to promote interoperability, and increase military-military contacts 
throughout standing dialogues, senior leader contacts, and working-level exchanges. 

Question. What is your assessment of the relationship between India and China 
and how does that relationship impact the security and stability of the region? 

Answer. The mistrust between China and India is at an all-time high. In addition 
to the rupture of bilateral relations as a result of the LAC skirmish, and India is 
deeply suspicious of PRC activities as a part of the One Belt One Road initiative 
(OBOR). China’s posture initiatives in both Gwadar, Pakistan, and Hambantota, Sri 
Lanka, also cause India concern. As is the case across the Indo-Pacific, PRC’s lack 
of transparency and duplicitous actions in the Indian Ocean region threaten sta-
bility and security in the region. 

Question. If confirmed, what steps, if any, would you take to ensure the close co-
ordination of United States security policy with respect to South Asia—much of 
which is in the CENTCOM AOR? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will continue to coordinate across the combatant command 
boundaries to synchronize and maximize opportunities for expanded cooperation. 
Recognizing that security in South Asia is influenced by events across the Indian 
Ocean Region—a diverse ethno-linguistic, political, historic, and economic region 
with 24 African, Middle Eastern, and Asian nation-states—my coordination would 
include both CENTCOM and AFRICOM. 

PHILIPPINES 

Question. What is your current assessment of the United States-Philippines alli-
ance and the state of our defense cooperation? 

Answer. In this 70th year of our Mutual Defense Treaty, the Republic of the Phil-
ippines remains a strategic ally. If confirmed, I intend to pursue deeper military co-
operation and integration as we work with the Government of the Philippines to 
seek full reversal of the Visiting Forces Agreement termination process. 

Question. What do you believe the United States goals should be in the Phil-
ippines, and how best can we achieve those goals? 

Answer. I believe the United States’ primary goals should be to strengthen the 
alliance with the Philippines and help build and maintain the capabilities of its 
Armed Forces to deter unwanted aggression against their sovereignty. It is also in 
the United States’ national interest to encourage the Philippines to develop its 
counterterrorism capabilities, improve its maritime domain awareness, and lead 
multilateral approaches toward greater peace and stability across the region. 

Question. What is your assessment of the relationship between the Philippines 
and China? What impact does that relationship have on the United States-Phil-
ippines alliance? 

Answer. Bilateral relations between the Philippines and China have increased 
since 2016 with the implementation of new government policies intended to diver-
sify the Philippines foreign partners and gain outside investment to include One 
Belt One Road initiatives. While the Philippines continues to seek closer economic 
ties with China, rival territorial claims in the South China Sea complicate bilateral 
relations. The Philippines’ growing economic outreach to China has complicated its 
longstanding partnership with the United States That said, we continue to honor 
our Mutual Defense Treaty, a key tenant of our Indo-Pacific strategy. 

Question. What is your assessment of the effectiveness of the United States mili-
tary assistance being provided to the Philippines armed forces in its fight against 
violent extremist groups? 

Answer. United States Military Assistance to the Philippine Security Forces is 
very effective in directly confronting ISIS in Southeast Asia. This assistance en-
hances the Government of the Philippines’ ability to build and maintain internal 
stability, allowing for allocation of more resources to counter threats to its national 
sovereignty. USSOF assistance specifically to the Armed Forces of the Philippines 
Counter-Violent Extremist Organization efforts has provided a high return on a rel-
atively small investment. 

Question. What areas, if any, do you see that have potential to increase defense 
cooperation with the Philippines armed forces? 
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Answer. If confirmed, I look to increase the scope and depth of bilateral exercises 
to address training and readiness requirements with a renewed focus on territorial 
defense, counter-terrorism, and maritime domain awareness, and cyber engagement 
opportunities. The Armed Forces of the Philippines investment in high-quality 
United States defense equipment provides additional training opportunities. A Gen-
eral Security of Military Information Agreement between the United States and the 
Philippines will also provide increased opportunities for information sharing. Con-
tinued emphasis on the Enhanced Defense Cooperation Agreement projects will im-
prove U.S. force posture in the region and better position response time for humani-
tarian assistance/disaster recovery (HA/DR) events. 

THAILAND 

Question. What is your assessment of United States-Thailand relations, and what 
specific priorities would you establish for this relationship? 

Answer. The United States and Thailand alliance is America’s oldest in the Indo- 
Pacific and has the opportunity to expand as outlined in the United States Thai co- 
signed Joint Vision Statement 2020. If confirmed, I intend to continue pursuing 
interoperability efforts as Thailand modernizes its force and to take full advantage 
of opportunities provided by the reinstatement of international military education 
and training funding. 

Question. What is your assessment of the relationship between Thailand and 
China? What impact does that relationship have on the United States-Thailand re-
lationship? 

Answer. Thailand’s cooperation with China has notably increased since the coup 
of 2014. China pursues influence through military cooperation and economic invest-
ment in Thailand to include OBOR initiatives. In terms of military cooperation, 
China continues to lobby Thailand’s Defense Ministry to procure various military 
equipment—including main battle tanks, armored personnel carriers, and sub-
marines. China and Thailand have also broadened bilateral training and exercises. 
Thailand is careful to remain neutral amid the intensifying great power competition 
in the region and prefers to maintain a traditional balanced foreign policy approach 
and remains a vital United States ally, thanks to its 200-year relationship with the 
United States. 

VIETNAM 

Question. What is your current assessment of the United States-Vietnam security 
relationship, and what specific priorities would you establish for this relationship? 

Answer. The United States-Vietnam security relationship has advanced exponen-
tially since the 2016 lifting of the lethal weapons ban. The 2018 and 2020 aircraft 
carrier visits were historic milestones that were unimaginable just five years ago. 
Both sides continue to take progressive steps towards building a sustainable defense 
partnership that includes major defense sales and technology transfers. Vietnam 
has been vocal in its support for freedom of navigation and overflight, as well as 
the development of a legally binding Code of Conduct for the South China Sea. Viet-
nam’s demonstrated commitment to stand up for the international order, especially 
in the face of coercive behavior by China, deserves our support. 

If confirmed, I would prioritize areas of common interests, such as War Legacy 
issues, maritime security, maritime domain awareness, humanitarian assistance, 
and disaster relief. I would also support new areas of cooperation, such as cyber, 
defense trade, and collaboration between joint forces. 

Question. What is your assessment of the relationship between Vietnam and 
China? What impact does that relationship have on the United States-Vietnam rela-
tionship? 

Answer. Vietnam balances both economic cooperation with China and security co-
operation with the United States. Vietnam is concerned over territorial disputes in 
the South China Sea, increasing People’s Liberation Army influence in Laos and 
Cambodia, and impacts in the Mekong Delta region. Due to these concerns, Vietnam 
is the most vocal ASEAN country in multilateral forums, supporting rules-based 
international order, and Freedom of Navigation, and the binding code of conduct in 
alignment with United States values. 

INDONESIA 

Question. What is your view of the current state of military-to-military relations 
with Indonesia, and what specific priorities would you establish for this relation-
ship? 

Answer. United States-Indonesia mil-to-mil relations continue to progress and 
mature. In 2020, the United States and Indonesia agreed to execute over 220 bilat-
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eral activities focused on five areas of cooperation: maritime defense, institution 
building, peacekeeping operations, humanitarian assistance and disaster relief, and 
counter-transnational threats, making the United States Indonesia’s largest bilat-
eral defense partner. If confirmed, we will continue to prioritize events that support 
these five focus areas and look for additional engagement opportunities by all com-
ponents. 

Question. What is your assessment of the relationship between Indonesia and 
China? What impact does that relationship have on the United States-Indonesia re-
lationship? 

Answer. Indonesia has a significant economic relationship with China and simul-
taneously balances its security relationship with the United States. Territorial dis-
putes in the South China Sea, Chinese operations in Indonesia’s Exclusive Economic 
Zone (EEZ), and safety concerns for Indonesian fishermen generate friction between 
Indonesia and China. These identified areas of concern have provided opportunities 
for cooperation as Indonesia seeks increased engagements and defense purchases 
from the United States. 

STRENGTHENING ALLIANCES AND ATTRACTING NEW PARTNERS 

Question. In your view, how can USINDOPACOM more effectively cultivate multi-
lateral cooperation in the AOR? 

Answer. The regional network of alliances and partnerships is a strategic advan-
tage that our competitors cannot match and critical to maintaining a free and open 
Indo-Pacific. 

If confirmed, increased multilateral events will be a priority. Implementation of 
PDI, specifically the Mission Partner Environment, would provide opportunities for 
increased multilateral collaboration, planning, information sharing, and operations. 

Question. What is your assessment of the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue be-
tween the United States, Japan, Australia, and India? How can such efforts be 
strengthened, and what do you view as the challenges to doing so? 

Answer. The Quadrilateral Security Dialogue (Quad) is an important venue for 
four Indo-Pacific democracies with common values to address shared interests. Ad-
dressing political, economic, and development opportunities will inform security pri-
orities and increase the likelihood for more collaborative mil-to-mil activity among 
the four nations. 

Challenges to the Quad could come in information-space activity by any nation 
threatened by the Quad’s objectives. 

Question. In your view, what are our strategic objectives in building the capacities 
of partner nations in the USINDOPACOM AOR? How would you prioritize the types 
of programs or activities that should receive support under these security assistance 
authorities? 

Answer. The strategic objectives in building the capacities of partner nations are 
to build relationships, enable our partners to promote stability in the region, and 
ensure access and influence. 

If confirmed, I would prioritize building partnership capacity authorities to sup-
port security cooperation initiatives or activities, and bolstering our partners’ land, 
maritime, and air forces to resist coercion and protect critical information. Foreign 
Military Financing (FMF), International Military Education and Training (IMET), 
and the Global Peace Operations Initiative are critical tools to meet these objectives. 

Question. Given the emphasis on strengthening U.S. alliances and attracting new 
partners in both the National Security Strategy and National Defense Strategy, do 
you believe we need to reevaluate our security cooperation funding to ensure it prop-
erly prioritizes the Indo-Pacific region? 

Answer. Given the critical nature of the region and the global impact regional in-
stability would generate, continuous reevaluation of Security Cooperation funding 
would be helpful in making USINDOPACOM more competitive for FMF, IMET), 
and other security cooperation funding (Title 10 Section 332, Section 333, Maritime 
Security Initiative, and Asia-Pacific Regional Initiative). 

Question. What is your assessment of the Maritime Security Initiative (MSI)? 
How can MSI be leveraged to build shared maritime domain awareness capabilities 
and build multilateral cooperation amongst participating nations? 

Answer. The Indo-Pacific MSI has increased maritime security, improved regional 
Maritime Domain Awareness (MDA), supported the development of a common re-
gional maritime picture, increased regional information sharing, and provided reas-
surance to regional partners while helping to build and sustain maritime relation-
ships. It has accomplished this by increasing the scope, scale, complexity, and value 
of maritime exercises with MSI recipient nations; assessing capacity and capability 
and filling gaps with focused training and security assistance. MSI has been and 
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will continue to be leveraged to augment our existing exercises to promote informa-
tion sharing technologies, platforms, and procedures that allow our partners to expe-
rience first-hand the benefits of shared maritime awareness while operating in a co-
alition with the U.S. and other like-minded nations. 

Question. Over the last several years, China has exerted its influence with our 
partner nations throughout the USINDOPACOM region regarding competition over 
economic resources, fishing areas, access to water, concerns over rising sea levels, 
and elsewhere. Often due to a lack of United States engagement, some of these na-
tions have voluntarily or involuntarily turned to support from China. 

If confirmed, how will USINDOPACOM seek to engage with partner nations to 
better support their ability to protect their sovereignty and natural resources? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will continue engagements with allies and partners to en-
sure alignment with the rules-based international order as identified in the United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). Speaking with a common 
voice directly helps to protect the sovereignty and natural resources of allies and 
partners. 

I will ensure we maintain our military presence in the region, especially in the 
South China Sea where we conduct regular combined maritime operations and exer-
cises with our allies and partners to enhance MDA capabilities, and improve inter-
operability to maximize preparedness of all allies and partners 

Question. Respect for human rights has long been a core principle of United 
States foreign and security policy. 

In your view, what role does U.S. Military engagement, including efforts to help 
professionalize foreign partner militaries, play in encouraging respect for human 
rights? 

Answer. U.S. Military engagement with allies and partners in the region plays a 
critical role in the development of professional military standards and demonstrates 
our values including respect and dignity of human rights for all. 

LAW OF THE SEA 

Question. Do you support U.S. accession to the United Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea? 

If so, why? 
Answer. I support U.S. accession to UNCLOS. Accession would reinforce the cus-

tomary rights and freedoms reflected in the Convention, and support the free and 
open international order. Accession would not impose any additional constraints on 
the U.S. Military’s ability to fly, sail, and operate wherever international law allows, 
but would give the United States greater credibility when calling on other states 
to adhere to the same rules. Protecting freedom of navigation and overflight world- 
wide is vital to the defense of our national security interests, and is necessary to 
maintain the mobility of U.S. Forces in all areas of the globe. Accession to the Con-
vention puts the U.S. in the best position to do so. 

Question. Would U.S. accession to the United Nations Law of the Sea Convention 
benefit the United States military’s mission in the Asia-Pacific region? If so, how? 

Answer. Accession to UNCLOS directly benefits the military mission in the Asia- 
Pacific region. Accession would formally establish the customary rights and free-
doms reflected in the Convention and support a free and open international order. 
Accession also directly aligns us with our allies and partners in the region and pro-
vides us the legal means to fly, sail, and operate wherever international law allows. 

SEXUAL ASSAULT PREVENTION AND RESPONSE 

Question. The Department of Defense has developed comprehensive policies and 
procedures to improve the prevention of and response to incidents of sexual as-
saults, including providing appropriate resources and care for victims of sexual as-
sault. 

What is your view of the steps taken to prevent and respond to sexual assaults 
in USINDOPACOM, including assaults by and against U.S. civilian and contractor 
personnel? 

Answer. As leaders, we owe all personnel a respectful and inclusive work environ-
ment in which to execute their mission and fulfill their oath to the Constitution. 
We must continue our work to eliminate sexual assault and sexual harassment. 

I have seen great focus by DOD on the prevention of incidents and the immediate 
response to reported incidents, but despite continued efforts, sexual assault remains 
a significant problem and many victims do not feel supported by their command nor 
safe reporting crimes. We need to do more. 

I agree with Secretary Austin that the challenges posed by sexual assault con-
stantly evolve and that our efforts must also continue to adapt. 
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I fully support the work of the Secretary’s Independent Review Commission on 
Sexual Assault (IRC), headed by Lynn Rosenthal, which is re-evaluating the full 
spectrum of sexual assault prevention and response policies and procedures with all 
options on the table to making meaningful and lasting progress. 

Question. What is your view of the adequacy of USINDOPACOM policies and pro-
cedures to protect victims of sexual assault from retaliation for reporting the as-
sault? 

Answer. I believe that USINDOPACOM has strong policies and procedures in 
place to protect victims of sexual assault from retaliation, and if confirmed I intend 
to reinforce them. USINDOPACOM has created its own SAPR Program Manager on 
staff to improve support for sexual assault victims and to strengthen the larger 
SAPR programs within the theater. 

If confirmed, my expectation is that commanders under my cognizance will create 
a culture of belonging where every member feels valued and is treated with dignity 
and respect and will be intolerant of retaliation. Setting the right unit climate en-
courages cohesion and discourages harmful behaviors. If these behaviors are to 
occur, the reporting of any crime or misconduct, and ending retaliation is crucial to 
effectively addressing sexual assault in the military. 

USINDOPACOM will fully support the 90-day IRC and will benefit from the re-
view of all current policies and programs. 

Question. What is your view of the adequacy of the training and resources in place 
in USINDOPACOM to investigate and respond to allegations of sexual assault? 

Answer. Each of the services has established guidelines for a 24 hour, seven-day- 
a-week sexual assault response capability in all locations. Additionally, 
USINDOPACOM provides oversight for ensuring that adequate resources are 
present at deployed locations to maintain the ability to appropriately respond to in-
cidents. I understand that the IRC will make further recommendations in this area 
as the Department evolves its policies to continue to meet the challenges posed by 
sexual assault. 

Question. What is your view of the willingness and ability of military leaders to 
hold servicemembers accountable for sexual misconduct? 

Answer. Sexual assault and other forms of sexual misconduct are crimes under 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ). I believe military leaders take their 
responsibilities under the UCMJ to ensure good order and discipline seriously. How-
ever, we must not relent until we are able to eliminate sexual assault from our 
ranks. If confirmed, I will ensure we not only have a force at USINDOPACOM that 
embodies our expectations for good order and discipline, but that we hold our lead-
ers, at all levels, accountable for these expectations. 

Question. What is your understanding of the adequacy of the resources and pro-
grams in USINDOPACOM to provide victims of sexual assault the medical, psycho-
logical, and legal help they need? 

Answer. The services have enhanced the availability and effectiveness of Sexual 
Assault Response Coordinators, Victims’ Legal Counsel (VLC) Programs, and care 
and treatment for victims of sexual assault. From my perspective, these high-pri-
ority, mission-readiness support services have been effective, but I welcome any 
findings and recommendations of the IRC. 

Question. What is your view about the role of the chain of Command in providing 
necessary support to the victims of sexual assault? 

Answer. Positively engaged commanders are vital to providing the necessary sup-
port to those in their unit who have been harmed. Beyond this, commanders are 
responsible for maintaining a climate of inclusion, respect, and where any form of 
retaliation or reprisal is unacceptable. Leaders are accountable to get this right. 

Question. What is your view about the role of the chain of Command in changing 
the military culture in which these sexual assaults have occurred? 

Answer. My view is that the culture of a command is ultimately the Commander’s 
responsibility. Change starts, and momentum continues, from the top– but it takes 
leadership at all levels of an organization to fully implement and sustain changes 
in culture. 

Question. What is your assessment of the potential impact, if any, of proposals 
to remove disposition authority from military commanders over felony-level viola-
tions of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, including sexual assault? 

Answer. Commanders are accountable to the personnel assigned to them and re-
sponsible for maintaining the welfare, discipline, and combat readiness of all in 
their commands. Traditionally, the UCMJ is the Commander’s tool for enforcing 
standards of expected behavior and performance. 

This important question is being studied as part of the Secretary of Defense’s 90- 
day Independent Review Commission on Sexual Assault. It would be appropriate to 
await that commission’s results to inform further analysis of this issue. I personally 
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support and welcome all efforts to cultivate a safe environment for our DOD profes-
sionals to execute their mission and fulfill their oath to the Constitution. 

Question. Do you consider the current sexual assault policies and procedures, par-
ticularly those on restricted reporting, to be effective? 

Answer. Yes. Restricted reporting allows victim care to be a top priority. Victims 
of this crime can come forward and receive needed medical and support services 
while maintaining confidentiality. Without restricted reporting, some victims would 
not have an avenue to access needed services. 

Question. If confirmed, what actions will you take to reassess current policies, pro-
cedures, and programs and to ensure senior level direction and oversight of efforts 
to prevent and respond to sexual assaults in USINDOPACOM? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will ensure compliance with DOD’s policies and proce-
dures for leaders at all levels to take action to prevent sexual assault, and protect 
and support victims. I will set the example by establishing a command climate in 
which a victim can report a sexual assault without fear of retaliation and I will con-
tinue the programs and policies in place at USINDOPACOM which are designed to 
ensure necessary visibility and oversight within the theater. 

I will monitor the IRC and support the Secretary of Defense’s plan of action to 
expand the Department’s prevention and response initiatives. 

Question. What methods for monitoring overall trends and gauging the sufficiency 
of component commanders’ efforts in preventing and responding to incidents of sex-
ual assault do you consider appropriate and intend to implement as 
USINDOPACOM Commander? 

Answer. I will emphasize the importance of command climate with respect to sex-
ual assault to ensure sexual assault response capabilities continue to be available 
at all locations in the AOR. 

I will not allow sexual assault to injure our personnel, friends, and families, de-
stroy our professional values, or compromise readiness. Zero is the only acceptable 
number for sexual assaults in our military. 

I will also monitor the IRC and incorporate guidance from the President and the 
Secretary of Defense on the best way forward. 

CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT 

Question. In order to exercise its legislative and oversight responsibilities, it is im-
portant that this Committee and other appropriate committees of Congress are able 
to receive testimony, briefings, and other communications of information. 

What are your views on the state of USINDOPACOM’s relationship with the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee in particular, and with Congress in general? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will assess USINDOPACOM’s relationship with Congress 
in general and the Senate Armed Services Committee in particular. My expectation 
is that these relationships will continue to be cooperative, productive and respectful 
of the Congress’s oversight responsibilities. 

Question. If confirmed, what actions would you take to sustain a productive and 
mutually beneficial relationship between Congress and USINDOPACOM? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will sustain the productive relationship between Congress 
and USINDOPACOM by maintaining open communication and information sharing. 
I will keep an active legislative affairs program to facilitate effective interactions 
and be personally available to Members of Congress and their staffs. 

Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, and on request, to ap-
pear and testify before this committee, its subcommittees, and other appropriate 
committees of Congress? 

Please answer with a simple yes or no. 
Answer. Yes. 
Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, to provide this com-

mittee, its subcommittees, other appropriate committees of Congress, and their re-
spective staffs such witnesses and briefers, briefings, reports, records (including doc-
uments and electronic communications), and other information as may be requested 
of you, and to do so in a timely manner? Please answer with a simple yes or no. 

Answer. Yes. 
Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, to consult with this 

committee, its subcommittees, other appropriate committees of Congress, and their 
respective staffs, regarding your basis for any delay or denial in providing testi-
mony, briefings, reports, records—including documents and electronic communica-
tions, and other information requested of you? Please answer with a simple yes or 
no. 

Answer. Yes. 



60 

Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, to keep this com-
mittee, its subcommittees, other appropriate committees of Congress, and their re-
spective staffs apprised of new information that materially impacts the accuracy of 
testimony, briefings, reports, records—including documents and electronic commu-
nications, and other information you or your organization previously provided? 
Please answer with a simple yes or no. 

Answer. Yes. 
Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, and on request, to pro-

vide this committee and its subcommittees with records and other information with-
in their oversight jurisdiction, even absent a formal Committee request? Please an-
swer with a simple yes or no. 

Answer. Yes. 
Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, to respond timely to 

letters to, and/or inquiries and other requests of you or your organization from indi-
vidual Senators who are members of this committee? Please answer with a simple 
yes or no. 

Answer. Yes. 
Question. Do you agree, without qualification, if confirmed, to ensure that you and 

other members of your organization protect from retaliation any military member, 
federal employee, or contractor employee who testifies before, or communicates with 
this committee, its subcommittees, and any other appropriate committee of Con-
gress? Please answer with a simple yes or no. 

Answer. Yes. 

[Questions for the record with answers supplied follow:] 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR RICHARD BLUMENTHAL 

SUBMARINES 

1. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, can you speak to the importance of 
the Virginia and future Columbia-class submarines in United States Indo-Pacific 
Command (INDOPACOM)? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The Virginia and Columbia-class submarines ensure the U.S. 
maintains our advantage in undersea warfare and strategic nuclear deterrence for 
the foreseeable future. The Virginia-class incorporates the latest technologies and 
enables our ability to operate in contested space. The Columbia provides the most 
survivable leg of the nuclear triad and will recapitalize the strategic deterrence cur-
rently provided by the aging Ohio-class submarines. 

2. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, what has China been doing, that you 
are aware of, to close the technological gap in undersea capabilities with the United 
States? 

Admiral AQUILINO. China has identified undersea warfare as a priority. China is 
aggressively invested in a range of platforms, including quieter submarines armed 
with increasingly sophisticated weapons, unmanned underwater vehicles, new sen-
sors, new submarine hunting aircraft, and improved training. Additionally, the PLA 
Navy will add its first guided missile nuclear attack submarine in the Pacific by the 
mid-2020s. In combination, these developments provide the PRC with improved un-
dersea awareness, more lethal anti-submarine warfare capabilities and capacity, 
and greater offensive strike capability. 

3. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, do we have the capability to counter 
these emerging threats from China? 

Admiral AQUILINO. From my perspective as the PACFLT Commander, 
USINDOPACOM has the capability and is poised to counter China’s emerging un-
dersea threats, but our advantage is shrinking. To combat this, we should continue 
funding our current and future undersea capabilities and increase our capacity. Cur-
rently, United States anti-submarine platforms are more technically advanced and 
provide the ability to counter Chinese submarine emerging threats. If confirmed, I 
will re-assess our joint force posture to meet these emerging threats. 

4. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, if confirmed, do you feel you will be 
able to adequately perform the requirements laid out in the Pacific Deterrence Ini-
tiative (PDI) given the forces you will have under your command? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, if the capabilities identified in 1251 Report are properly 
resourced. PDI will enable the current force structure to establish a forward-de-
ployed defense-in-depth posture that defends our interests, deters aggression, 
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assures allies and partners, and provides flexible response options should deterrence 
fail. 

NON-TRADITIONAL NATIONAL SECURITY THREATS 

5. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, what steps would you recommend the 
Department of Defense take in the Indo-Pacific to swiftly respond to emerging non-
traditional national security challenges, including global health and climate change 
issues? 

Admiral AQUILINO. If confirmed, USINDOPACOM will continue interagency co-
ordination in advance of nontraditional challenges or crises. We will also continue 
operations and exercises with allies and partners such as Pacific Partnership and 
Rim of the Pacific (RIMPAC) to build interoperability that will enable swift response 
to contingencies. 

6. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, in your view, are the installations in 
your area of responsibility prepared to face non-traditional threats such as extreme 
weather due to climate change? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Installations in the Pacific theater are prepared to withstand 
and postured to continue operations in face of traditional threats of extreme weath-
er, as evidenced by our ability to protect and sustain the force against hurricanes 
and typhoons. However, upgrading our critical infrastructure and the survivability 
of our installations and ranges against rising sea levels will better posture us for 
the future. 

7. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, do you believe that the forces in 
INDOPACOM are adequately resourced and postured to respond to natural disas-
ters and humanitarian crises in the region quickly? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, I believe USINDOPACOM is postured and resourced to 
respond to natural disasters and humanitarian crises. Access to Overseas Disaster 
and Humanitarian Assistance and Civic Action (ODHACA) programs help facilitate 
our response. If confirmed, I will maintain strong relationships with the inter-
agency, allies, and partners to continue to be prepared to respond to natural disas-
ters. 

8. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, can you speak to how the potential 
reinstatement of a 1st Fleet might impact our response time in the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The Navy continues to explore the potential stand up of 1st 
Fleet, with consideration placed on a range of factors including location, partner 
alignment, force distribution, resources and authorities. Working closely with 
SECDEF, CJCS, CNO, and CMC, we will ensure the ability to provide credible de-
terrence and response in the Indo-Pacific. If resourced, 1st Fleet could have a posi-
tive impact on response times in the region. 

CHINA 

9. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, given the recent steps China has 
taken to expand their military and increase their influence in the region, what is 
the role of our partnership with India in the Indo-Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The Framework for the United States-India Defense Relation-
ship includes the designation of India as a major defense partner and provides the 
necessary structure to continue our military collaboration. Cooperation has long 
been a strength between our militaries, and information sharing has grown signifi-
cantly. Our goal is to increase our bilateral ties while building confidence to work 
multi-laterally on greater information sharing, increased mutual access to resources 
and facilities, and increasingly complex bilateral and multilateral operations with 
like-minded nations to reinforce our commitment to the rules-based international 
order. 

10. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, what do you assess to be the likeli-
hood that China attempts to upend the status quo in the region through military 
aggression? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I believe the Chinese Communist Party has indicated their de-
sire to supplant United States security leadership in the region and generate change 
to the rules-based international order so they favor Chinese interests. PLA actions 
in the region, such as militarization of the South China Sea (SCS) and aggressive 
activities, whether in the SCS or on the northern border of India, create additional 
contested space, endanger free flow of commerce, challenge freedom of navigation, 
threaten the sovereignty of our allies and partners, and undermine regional sta-



62 

bility. These efforts ultimately contest operations and maneuver, extend coercive be-
havior, and challenge U.S. presence and credibility in the region. As PLA capabili-
ties continue to improve and leadership confidence grows, the risk of more assertive 
military actions to achieve these goals will almost certainly increase. 

11. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, how can we prepare to counter the 
potential threat of Chinese aggression in all domains, including less kinetic domains 
such as cyber and disinformation? 

Admiral AQUILINO. China, as well as other competitors, have expanded operations 
at a level below armed conflict through the cyberspace domain and the use of 
disinformation to strengthen their position. Our efforts in these domains are criti-
cally important, and in many cases, it is an indicator of follow-on intent. If con-
firmed, I will focus on the strongest defense possible to ensure that those competi-
tors are unable to take advantage of that space. It is also important that our allies 
and partners have tools to defend their information and cyber domains against the 
threat. 

F–35 AND STRATEGIC CAPABILITIES 

12. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, when you look at the strategic chal-
lenges in the INDOPACOM area of responsibilities, is a 5th generation fighter capa-
bility like the F–35 is critical to mission success? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, 5th generation fighters are critical for USINDOPACOM 
to deter our adversaries. The integration of stealth with advanced sensors in the 5th 
generation fighters is essential for operating in the contested environment. Addi-
tionally, 5th generation fighters increase interoperability with our allies and part-
ners in multiple domains. 

13. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, can you speak to the survivability of 
4th generation and 5th generation aircraft in a fight with China or Chinese equip-
ment? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Forward mix of postured 4th/5th-generation aircraft and be-
yond are required to achieve and sustain air supremacy. Networked together, 4th 
and 5th generation aircraft are especially survivable against all known threats. Spe-
cifically, the advanced sensors and stealth of 5th generation aircraft, combined with 
the advanced training, lethality, and survivability improvements to 4th generation 
aircraft, provides timely and survivable capabilities in a contingency should deter-
rence fail. 

14. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, in your opinion, what has been the 
impact of the F–35 program on both military and diplomatic relations with these 
key allies? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The F–35 program demonstrates the positive impacts of work-
ing with allies on common, modern weapon platforms. The F–35 program allows the 
United States to increase our level of collaboration and interoperability with key al-
lies and partners such as Japan, Korea, Australia, and Singapore. This level of 
shared and protected technology enhances the fidelity of multi-lateral exercises, 
training, and operations, which strengthens diplomatic efforts. 

15. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, can you explain the importance of 
stand-in capabilities, such as 5th generation aircraft, and what advantages they pro-
vide if an engagement with China were to occur? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The ability of 5th generation aircraft to operate in a contested 
space is one important component of our credible deterrence. Integrated with our 
forward postured joint force, 5th generation stand-in capabilities contribute to force 
defense, air superiority, sea control, and power projection and are essential to fight 
and win. 

16. Senator BLUMENTHAL. Admiral Aquilino, do you believe the Joint All-Domain 
Command and Control concept is going to be the most effective way to counter Chi-
na’s emerging technology and enhanced defense posture? 

Admiral AQUILINO. To maximize the integration and lethality of the joint force, 
there is an urgent need for a common network to enable command and control, syn-
chronized fires, force protection, intelligence, and logistics. If confirmed, I will exam-
ine the JADC2 concept and requirements and assess whether it can be implemented 
within the timeframe needed. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR MAZIE K. HIRONO 

MISSILE DEFENSE—NORTH KOREA AND CHINA 

17. Senator HIRONO. Admiral Aquilino, General Robert Abrams, Commander of 
United States Forces Korea, recently testified before the House Armed Services 
Committee that there’s a ‘‘significant gap’’ between North Korea showing off a nu-
clear sub-launched intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) and having the actual 
capability to deliver a weapon. How do you assess North Korea’s capabilities in this 
area? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I agree with General Abrams. While North Korea recently dis-
played what it claims are two new types of submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
(SLBMs), North Korea’s SLBM capabilities remain limited and we have not yet seen 
sea-based testing of this class of missiles. 

18. Senator HIRONO. Admiral Aquilino, how do you assess North Korea’s overall 
threat to our forces in the Indo-Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. North Korea’s missile program is a growing threat to the re-
gion, to our allies, to our partners, and to the United States Homeland, including 
Guam and Hawaii. They have demonstrated improved mobile launch tactics, im-
proved missile accuracy, and rapid-fire capabilities. North Korea maintains modest, 
but almost certainly growing inventories of theater-strike missiles. Their interconti-
nental-range missile program is still only partially proven, but North Korea is com-
mitted to developing a nuclear-armed ICBM capable of threatening the United 
States mainland. 

19. Senator HIRONO. Admiral Aquilino, if confirmed, what steps will you take to 
address the emerging threat posed by China’s hypersonic glide vehicles? 

Admiral AQUILINO. China’s hypersonic glide vehicle poses a serious threat to the 
United States and allied forces in the region. We require a near-term, initial defense 
capability to meet this challenge. PDI provides the foundation for the system and 
networks that will enable the integration of joint offensive and defensive fires to ad-
dress the ballistic, cruise, and hypersonic threats. If confirmed, we will work with 
DOD, including the Missile Defense Agency, to develop capabilities, including sur-
vivable and resilient sensors to detect hypersonic threats and enable ground and 
sea-based defenses. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR JACKY ROSEN 

REGIONAL DATA-SHARING 

20. Senator ROSEN. Admiral Aquilino, as part of the Mission Partner Environ-
ment, the United States Indo-Pacific Command seeks to develop an integrated archi-
tecture to expand data-sharing among like-minded nations through the use of infor-
mation fusion centers, joint centers where allies can share information using cloud- 
based technologies, integrated systems, and secure access controls. If confirmed, how 
would you enhance integration and information sharing across all domains with our 
allies and partners in the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. If confirmed, I will prioritize implementation of a cyber-safe 
Mission Partner Environment (MPE), as outlined in Pacific Deterrence Initiative 
(PDI), to enable information sharing and interoperability, as well as bilateral and 
multilateral exercises and operations. Implementation of MPE will provide opportu-
nities for increased multilateral collaboration, planning, information sharing, and 
operations. 

21. Senator ROSEN. Admiral Aquilino, specifically, how would an integrated infor-
mation technology (IT) architecture strengthen our ability to share information and 
fight together with our coalition partners? 

Admiral AQUILINO. An integrated IT architecture is essential for interoperability 
with our allies and partners to include the sharing of sensitive and classified infor-
mation. This capability would enable distributed key leader communication and co-
ordination, training and exercises, sharing of tactics, techniques, and procedures 
(TTPs), sharing of intelligence, and facilitating combined mission planning and exe-
cution among coalition partners. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR ROGER WICKER 

F–35 PROGRAM 

22. Senator WICKER. Admiral Aquilino, as you know, many of our key allies in 
the Indo-Pacific region are participants in the F–35 program. In your opinion, has 
the F–35 program had a positive impact on both military and diplomatic relations 
with these key allies? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The F–35 program demonstrates the positive impacts of work-
ing with allies and partners on modern, common weapon platforms. The F–35 pro-
gram allows the United States to increase our level of collaboration and interoper-
ability with key allies and partners such as Japan, Korea, Australia, and Singapore. 
This level of shared and protected technology enhances the fidelity of multi-lateral 
exercises, training, and operations, which strengthens diplomatic efforts. 

GUAM DRY DOCK 

23. Senator WICKER. Admiral Aquilino, a Department of Defense (DOD) review 
and analysis of Navy dry dock capabilities in the Pacific began in January 2020. 
The report was to be finalized in spring 2020, but the results of that effort have 
not been made public nor shared with Congress. Does the study point to a shortfall 
in dry dock capability in the Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I am unaware of a 2020 DOD review regarding dry dock capa-
bilities in the Pacific. My understanding is the most recent report to Congress on 
this subject titled ‘‘Western Pacific Ocean Ship Depot Maintenance Capability and 
Capacity and Business Case Analysis of Enhancing Western Pacific Ship Depot 
Maintenance’’ did not identify the need to increase conventional or nuclear-capable 
dry dock capacity or capability. If confirmed, I will review the results of the Sec-
retary of Defense’s Global Posture Review to address any dry dock capacity/capa-
bility issues in the Pacific. 

24. Senator WICKER. Admiral Aquilino, if the study does point to a shortfall in 
dry dock capability in the Pacific, what are your near and long term plans or ideas 
to alleviate this shortage? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I am unaware of a 2020 DOD review regarding dry dock capa-
bilities in the Pacific. My understanding is the most recent report to Congress on 
this subject titled ‘‘Western Pacific Ocean Ship Depot Maintenance Capability and 
Capacity and Business Case Analysis of Enhancing Western Pacific Ship Depot 
Maintenance’’ did not identify the need to increase conventional or nuclear-capable 
dry dock capacity or capability. If confirmed, I will review the results of the Sec-
retary of Defense’s Global Posture Review to address any dry dock capacity/capa-
bility issues in the Pacific. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR TOM COTTON 

TAIWAN 

25. Senator COTTON. Admiral Aquilino, there is considerable room for further en-
hancing our defense ties with Taiwan. We need better integration between our 
Forces in support of Taiwan’s defense. These efforts could include individual—and 
unit-level training, as well as operational-level exercise programs that build inter-
operability, emphasize shared warfighting situational awareness, and culminate in 
joint planning. In your military judgment, would enhancing our bilateral coopera-
tion with Taiwan in these ways be consistent with the command’s goals in the area 
of responsibility (AOR)? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I believe enhancing bilateral cooperation with Taiwan, in 
alignment with the Taiwan Relations Act and United States policy, would help im-
prove Taiwan’s defensive capabilities and is consistent with the command’s goals. 
Specific areas for improvement in their defensive capabilities include interoper-
ability, readiness, training, and professional development through security coopera-
tion and foreign military sales. 

26. Senator COTTON. Admiral Aquilino, what would be the benefits of inviting Tai-
wanese forces to participate in military training exercises, and would we be better 
served by multilateral exercises involving American allies and partners in the 
United States Indo-Pacific Command (INDOPACOM) region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Multilateral exercises in the USINDOPACOM region have the 
benefit of allowing participants to develop vital tactics, techniques, and procedures 
necessary to build interoperable forces. If confirmed, we will look for opportunities 
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to deepen and broaden our military interaction with Taiwan forces in exercises, vis-
its, and exchanges consistent with the Taiwan Relations Act, Taiwan Travel Act, 
and current administration policy. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR DAN SULLIVAN 

OPERATING IN AN ANTI-ACCESS/AREA DENIAL ENVIRONMENT 

27. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, the People’s Republic of China has the 
capability, capacity, and reach to employ thousands of missiles within the first is-
land chain and hundreds of missiles in the second. This vast, asymmetrical arsenal 
will likely increase over the next several years. With that in mind, what do you con-
sider to be the right mix of forward, blunt forces west of the International Date Line 
(IDL) and surge forces east of the International Date Line? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The United States must have operational freedom of maneu-
ver and persistent, visible, forward presence with sustainable maritime, air, and 
ground forces throughout the Indo-Pacific. To generate the deterrence needed, we 
need forces with a mix of offensive capabilities postured in a distributed manner, 
ISR capabilities to understand the battle space, and defensive force protection capa-
bilities supported by sufficient surge forces with same capabilities, all underpinned 
by survivable and resilient logistics support. If confirmed, I will review the results 
of the Secretary of Defense’s Global Posture Review regarding force posture mix 
both east and west of the IDL to ensure we meet current and future security chal-
lenges. 

28. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, what concerns do you have regarding 
our ability to resupply and sustain operations—especially across a distributed pos-
ture—in an anti-access/area denial (A2/AD) environment? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Our ability to sustain the joint force in a contested environ-
ment is one of our greatest advantages, and at the same time a critical challenge. 
My concerns include capacity of the logistic force and ensuring the proper force pro-
tection for these forces. The right composition of logistics platforms, nodes, ports, 
and supplier networks, along with appropriate protection is critical. The joint force 
must also have sufficient access to and interoperability with our allies and partners 
to conduct integrated, combined, and resilient logistics sustainment in every do-
main. 

29. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, what recommendations do you have to 
mitigate those concerns? 

Admiral AQUILINO. We must move toward a more distributed force posture and 
increase the locations and availability for naval, air, and ground forces to rearm, 
refuel, and have access to these locations during contingencies. If confirmed, I will 
implement PDI posture initiatives that maximize key logistics enablers and work 
with allies and partners for enhanced posture. For example, aligned with PDI, I 
support efforts to enhance logistics capability and capacity with prepositioned sup-
plies, infrastructure, and investments to store and re-position fuel in the theater. 
These investments are key to ensuring U.S. freedom of action and access to vital 
waterways, airspace, and other lines of communication in a contested environment. 

30. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, what concerns do you have regarding 
operational concepts—such as agile combat employment—the Services are devel-
oping to achieve a theory of victory in the region? 

Admiral AQUILINO. I am encouraged by the operational concepts developed by the 
services, but concerned with the ability of the joint force to integrate the capabilities 
from each service being brought online. When completed, I expect the Joint 
Warfighting Concept (JWC) will better integrate the services’ concepts and capabili-
ties. Implementation of the JWC to integrate the strengths of all of our services 
across all domains will help enable the full capability and capacity of the joint force. 

31. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, what risk are we assuming provided the 
Services cannot execute those concepts for a sustained period of time today? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Unless the services’ concepts and capabilities are integrated 
and can be quickly employed, synchronized, and sustained, I see risk in rapidly de-
nying an aggressive adversary’s objectives. Ensuring the effectiveness and resilience 
of key joint warfighting functions such as ISR, command and control, fires, logistics, 
and information advantage is essential. The United States must have operational 
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freedom of maneuver throughout the Indo-Pacific informed by the Joint Warfighting 
Concept (JWC). 

ALASKA-BASED FORCES 

32. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, Alaska is closer in proximity to the Indo- 
Pacific than it is to Washington, DC. In fact, Alaska is closer to Korea and Japan 
than Hawaii and Australia. Alaska-based forces—under the operational control of 
INDOPACOM which include the 4–25 Airborne BCT, 1–25 Stryker BCT, and the 
soon-to-be 100 5th-Generation combat-coded fighters—are strategic forces that will 
be needed in any competition, crisis, or conflict with China. With this in mind— 
what do you see as the role of these combat credible forces—based in Alaska—with-
in the Indo-Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The joint force’s credible and lethal forward posture is critical 
to ensure deterrence, particularly in view of China’s hegemonic rise. Alaska’s force 
structure is essential to providing persistent homeland defense forces and forces 
ready to surge in support of any contingencies in the Pacific. Alaska-based forces 
provide support to USINDOPACOM routine operations and are critical elements in 
our warfighting readiness in the event of a conflict in the Indo-Pacific region. 

33. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, in your personal opinion, what force pos-
ture and/or capabilities is Alaska missing that INDOPACOM views as a require-
ment? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The joint force must have the capability to fully exercise syn-
chronized multi-domain operations. Forces in Alaska continue to provide posture 
and capability, but can be further enhanced by linking the Joint Pacific Alaska 
Range Complex (JPARC) with other world-class ranges through Pacific Multi-Do-
main Test and Experimentation Capability (PMTEC) which would enable fully in-
strumented, live-virtual training areas throughout the Indo-Pacific. If confirmed, I 
will review the results of the Secretary’s Global Posture Review for additional poten-
tial enhancements. 

34. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, during the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee hearing on INDOPACOM posture, Admiral Philip Davidson stated: ‘‘ . . . 5th- 
Generation fighters . . . are the backbone of any of our planning for a crisis forward 
in a theater, and would need to be at dispersed locations within the first and second 
island chain.’’ Considering Admiral Davidson’s remarks, and with over 100 5th Gen-
eration fighter aircraft in Alaska, does it not make sense to base the next genera-
tion—KC–46—tanker in that state to fill the aerial refueling gap, and serve as an 
air bridge to rapidly surge those fighters to the forward edge of a conflict in the 
Indo-Pacific? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Our 5th Generation fighters provide both homeland defense 
and deterrence both at home and abroad. These assets and their enablers, to include 
tankers, must be based in the locations that most efficiently and effectively meet 
COCOM requirements, provide the flexibility for contingency operations, and are 
postured in a way that ensures force protection. If confirmed, I will review the re-
sults of the Secretary of Defense’s Global Posture Review and work with DOD to 
ensure our force posture is designed to best meet these priorities. 

PACIFIC DETERRENCE INITIATIVE 

35. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, during the SASC hearing on 
INDOPACOM posture, I asked Admiral Davidson if the $4.6 billion needed to fund 
the PDI was ‘‘something that can help’’ with halting the erosion of our Nation’s con-
ventional deterrence in the Indo-Pacific. Admiral Davidson responded by stating: 
‘‘[PDI] meets the strategic vision . . . [for] the theater to present a conventional de-
terrent that would give China pause from any maligned military activity that they 
would undergo, against any of our allies and partners in the region.’’ You—your-
self—in your advance policy questions further underscore that: ‘‘PDI is the 
foundational approach to advancing capabilities and capacity . . . while strength-
ening our allies and partnerships for an integrated joint force west of the Inter-
national Date Line.’’ At a cost of seven-tenths of one percent of DOD’s budget, PDI 
seems to come at a bargain compared to any future military conflict with China 
should the balance of power continue to shift unfavorably. Would you agree with 
that statement? And, what—in terms relative to magnitude of PDI—would a conflict 
with China cost us when considering both money and lives? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, I agree that PDI is both foundational and cost-effective 
as it lays the base for our commitment to deterrence in the Pacific. In particular, 
sustained investment is required to generate the posture to deter China, our pacing 
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threat, from acts of aggression. A key deterrence effort, PDI cost is minimal when 
compared to the potential loss of blood and treasure should conflict occur. 

TAIWAN 

36. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, Admiral Davidson stated in the open 
session of the hearing on INDOPACOM posture that: ‘‘Taiwan is clearly one of [Chi-
na’s] ambitions . . . and I think the threat is manifest during this decade, in fact in 
the next 6 years.’’ Do you share the same view on the threat timeline as Admiral 
Davidson . . . do you believe China could seek to overtake Taiwan with a cross-strait 
invasion within 6 years? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Predictive analysis to identify a specific date for potential ac-
tion continues to be difficult. However, my opinion is that this problem is much clos-
er than most think, and our deterrence actions are needed now to prevent conflict. 
The PLA continues to field a broad array of advanced weapons and systems as part 
of an ongoing force modernization specifically intended to achieve decisive over-
match against Taiwan. Additionally, China’s political leadership has publically an-
nounced their willingness to coercively pressure Taiwan in both the information do-
main and with increased air and maritime operations across the centerline of the 
Taiwan Strait. I believe that we have to have a sense of urgency and take imme-
diate action, such as implementation of PDI, to deter any potential actions. 

37. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, in your personal opinion, what addi-
tional measure—beyond the PDI—does the United States need to implement to ade-
quately deter a high-cost scenario such as a cross-strait invasion of Taiwan? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Beyond a properly resourced and sustained PDI, I believe the 
U.S. needs to continue its efforts to integrate all elements of national power beyond 
the military to deter the PRC. This includes efforts to protect our country’s intellec-
tual property, level the playing field on trade, support allies and partners through 
diplomacy, and aggressively provide alternatives for increased international develop-
ment consistent with a free and open Indo-Pacific. Additionally, we should continue 
to assist Taiwan in maintaining a sufficient self-defense capability in accordance 
with the Taiwan Relations Act. 

38. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, the United States Government an-
nounced $5.1 billion in arms sales to Taiwan in 2020—all in the last 3 months of 
the year. The weapons sales included: communications systems, aerial drones, coast-
al defense systems, missiles, and artillery among other defense articles. In your per-
sonal opinion, are we selling Taiwan the right types of weapons? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Yes, consistent with the Taiwan Relations Act, we should con-
tinue to advise Taiwan to acquire those capabilities that support their ability to de-
fend itself against an invasion or efforts to coerce unification. Priorities include 
asymmetric systems that are highly mobile, lethal, survivable, and affordable that 
can be purchased in large quantities. Coastal defense cruise missiles (CDCMs), 
short and medium range air defenses, and sea mines are examples of capabilities 
that are critical to the successful defense of Taiwan. 

39. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, how can the United States better posi-
tion Taiwan to defend itself? 

Admiral AQUILINO. If confirmed, United States Indo-Pacific Command will con-
tinue to advise Taiwan on capabilities, interoperability, readiness, training, and pro-
fessional development through security cooperation and foreign military sales in ac-
cordance with the Taiwan Relations Act. We will also coordinate with allies and 
partners for their assistance. 

DEFENSE POSTURE REALIGNMENT INITIATIVE 

40. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, Defense Posture Realignment Initiative 
(DPRI) is the program of record negotiated with the Government of Japan, which 
provided $3.1 billion or about 1⁄3 of the estimated cost, to relocate Marine Corps 
Forces from Okinawa to Guam. The executive summary of the INDOPACOM report 
for section 1251 of the Fiscal Year 2021 NDAA indicates the force design and pos-
ture effort: ‘‘. . . begins with completing the Defense Posture Realignment Initiative 
(DPRI) . . .’’ From your interaction with our host nation counterparts, how important 
is the execution of the DPRI program to the Government of Japan? 

Admiral AQUILINO. DPRI is important to both Japan and the United States. It 
strengthens our relationship with Japan and postures our forces for deterrence. The 
Government of Japan (GoJ) strongly supports the DPRI program’s relocation of Ma-
rines from Okinawa to Guam and has committed significant financial contributions 
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toward this end. The United States-Japan Alliance is the cornerstone of our security 
objectives, and GoJ remains committed to the successful completion of DPRI to en-
sure our countries are aligned against future challenges to our mutual security. 

41. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, there are some concerns about the abil-
ity of marines to train for full spectrum combat when they are moved to Guam. Can 
you outline what shortfalls currently exist if the move were to occur today? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Training capabilities located on Guam, coupled with CNMI 
Joint Training complex of ranges and facilities, will provide a combined/joint train-
ing capability in the Western Pacific that will adequately address Marine training 
requirements. However, linkages with advanced capabilities between the ranges 
from Guam to Hawaii to Alaska to the West Coast of the United States will increase 
our ability to provide ready forces for highly contested environments. These linked 
ranges will help meet the full spectrum training requirements for Marines who will 
be stationed in Guam, as well as enable critical training with our allies, partners, 
and the joint force. 

42. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, does the current DPRI program of record 
adequately address these shortfalls? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Training capabilities located on Guam, coupled with CNMI 
Joint Training complex of ranges and facilities, will provide a combined/joint train-
ing capability in the Western Pacific that will adequately address Marine training 
requirements. 

43. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, so that I can better understand some of 
the tradeoffs involved with respect to: a) deterrence, b) ability to do full spectrum 
training, and c) the confidence of our partners and allies—what would be the im-
pact, in your opinion, of moving those 5,000 marines and their dependents to loca-
tions east of the International Date Line—say for instance, Alaska? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Potential impacts of relocating Marines could be delayed re-
sponse times during contingencies and increased un-programmed infrastructure 
costs. I believe the relocation of Marines per the DPRI program of record will cor-
rectly posture our forces for deterrence, allow for required training, and give con-
fidence to our allies and partners. If confirmed, I will review the results of the Sec-
retary of Defense’s Global Posture Review for force posture both east and west of 
the IDL to ensure we meet current and future security challenges. 

NORTH KOREA MISSILE CAPABILITIES AND COOPERATION WITH IRAN 

44. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, in Admiral Davidson’s statement for the 
record presented to this committee 2 weeks ago, he highlighted: ‘‘. . . North Korea 
will remain our most immediate threat.’’ Admiral Davison went on to state: 
‘‘Pyongyang maintains a diverse and growing missile inventory, and North Korea 
unveiled several new ballistic systems . . . including two SLBMs [submarine- 
launched ballistic missile] and an ICBM.’’ Finally, you conclude that: ‘‘Pyongyang’s 
missile research and development efforts . . . are consistent with the regime’s stated 
objective of being able to strike the United States Homeland.’’ Can you broadly dis-
cuss how North Korea’s missile program has advanced over the course of your as-
signment as the Commander, United States Pacific Fleet? 

Admiral AQUILINO. North Korea continues to demonstrate the desire to improve 
their missile design, ranges, and launch tactics, techniques, and procedures. It has 
conducted multiple launches in the last three years, focusing on combat readiness 
and mobility as well as precision strike and rapid fire capabilities. Additionally, in 
October 2020 and January 2021, North Korea unveiled new and larger ICBMs, two 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles, as well as short range missiles. 

45. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, how would you characterize North Ko-
rea’s missile program advancement—in terms of risk—to both our regionally based 
forces and the United States Homeland? 

Admiral AQUILINO. North Korea’s improved missile design, growing inventory, 
and better launch tactics, techniques, and procedures make it a growing threat to 
both our regionally based forces and the United States Homeland. DPRK has taken 
no meaningful steps toward denuclearization, despite promising signs of de-esca-
lation in 2018. All of these factors directly increase risk to the United States, our 
regionally based forces, and allies and partners. If confirmed, I will continue to 
make risk assessments and report any concerns to the Secretary of Defense. 
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46. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, provided you are able to answer in this 
forum—how long would you estimate until North Korea’s missile capability and 
range can reach the continental United States? 

Admiral AQUILINO. If confirmed, I will provide additional classified details of 
North Korea’s missile capabilities in an agreed upon forum/date. 

47. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, the United Nations provided a report to 
the Security Council in February that confirmed North Korea and Iran resumed co-
operation on development of long-range missiles last year. This reporting followed 
shortly after North Korea showcased their largest ICBM, believed capable of car-
rying a nuclear warhead across the United States. To me this is exceptionally con-
cerning as both countries would greatly benefit from the leveraged gained in being 
able to strike our Homeland. In your personal opinion, are we doing enough to de-
velop and field both regional/homeland missile defense systems? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Missile defense is a central component of the Department of 
Defense’s responsibility to defend the Homeland. I believe increased threat capabili-
ties require us to constantly assess our Homeland defense systems, and I am con-
fident the Missile Defense Agency is working to ensure our capabilities continue to 
improve. The Secretary of Defense has indicated his commitment to review missile 
defense concepts, programs, and capabilities in light of the broader defense strategy. 
If confirmed, I will continue to advocate for missile defense systems in the region, 
in Guam, and in Hawaii to support the Homeland defense mission. 

48. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, how would you suggest we blunt the cor-
rosive cooperation between these rogue nations? 

Admiral AQUILINO. All forms of national power should continue to be brought to 
bear against this issue. UNSCR enforcement, diplomacy, and economic options 
should continue to be applied. If confirmed, I will ensure that forward-deployed and 
combat-lethal USINDOPACOM forces are postured to allow diplomacy to engage 
from a position of strength. 

INDIA: HIGH-ALTITUDE, COLD-WEATHER TRAINING 

49. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, the United States Army will host Indian 
forces in Alaska this year to exercise high-altitude, cold-weather combat skills. A 
Chinese military expert recently claimed that the Indian Army: ‘‘has the world’s 
largest and most experienced troops trained for high-altitude battles’’. From my un-
derstanding, the same exercise will occur in the Himalayas in 2022. First, let me 
commend the efforts of INDOPACOM and U.S. Army in Alaska (USARAK) for culti-
vating this strategic partnership. Second, how can we advance it further to continue 
rebuilding robust Arctic capabilities that have atrophied significantly over the past 
decade? 

Admiral AQUILINO. As the largest democracy in the Western Pacific, India is an 
important partner sharing common values. If confirmed, we will continue to advance 
our relationship with India, build interoperability, and work with the components 
to identify potential options to improve our cold-weather, high-altitude training/ca-
pabilities. 

FOSTERING INDO-PACIFIC MILITARY EXPERTISE 

50. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, given the Department of Defense shift 
in priorities from violent extremist organizations in U.S. Central Command 
(CENTCOM) to great power competition in INDOPACOM—as laid out in the 2018 
National Defense Strategy and expressed by incoming DOD officials in the Biden 
Administration—do you think the Service Academies and other DOD educational in-
stitutions are adequately focused on educating our military officers and enlisted 
members to best understand and operate in the Indo-Pacific region? If not, in your 
personal opinion, how do we get after this knowledge and expertise shortfall? 

Admiral AQUILINO. U.S. service academies and DOD education institutions are 
known amongst our allies and partners as world-class. These centers for higher 
learning have been adjusting and aligning professional military education and tal-
ent management systems to further develop our military leaders and those of our 
allies and partners for 21st century challenges. If confirmed, I will highlight to the 
services the need to deliver the knowledge and expertise necessary to better operate 
jointly in the Indo-Pacific. 

SECTION 1251 REPORT AND RANGE UPGRADES 

51. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, the section 1251 report identified a num-
ber of range investments—which included the Pacific Multi-Domain Training and 



70 

Experimentation Capability (PMTEC)—with the objective of creating a fully instru-
mented, live-virtual constructive (LVC) training areas throughout the Indo-Pacific. 
How would upgrading ranges—like the Joint Pacific Alaska Range Complex—with 
a Secure, Synthetic Inject to Live LVC (SITL LVC) air combat training capability 
help INDOPACOM meet its requirement to provide forces capable of fighting in 
highly contested environments against technologically advanced opponents? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Modernizing our ranges, as our capabilities grow and as rep-
lication of the battlespace becomes more challenging, will allow the joint force to 
train against an evolving threat and technologically advanced opponent with our al-
lies and partners. Linkages with advanced capabilities between the ranges from 
Guam to Hawaii to Alaska to the West Coast of the United States will increase our 
ability to provide ready forces for highly contested environments. For example, Joint 
Pacific Alaska Range Complex range improvements incorporating PMTEC, to in-
clude LVC capabilities, would offer the joint force more effective, realistic, all-do-
main training and experimentation at the tactical and operational level. 

52. Senator SULLIVAN. Admiral Aquilino, how would providing SITL–LVC at the 
Joint Pacific Alaska Range Complex, or other ranges, help increase overall readiness 
and combat capability of both INDOPACOM and allied forces? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Live, Virtual and Constructive (LVC) capability is critical to 
readiness by enabling large scale, distributed training that provides our warfighters 
the opportunity to train in a threat-representative environment. LVC capability 
more effectively simulates the highly contested threat environment in a more cost 
effective manner. The Joint Pacific Alaska Range Complex range improvements in-
corporating LVC capability would offer the joint force more effective, realistic, all- 
domain training and experimentation at the tactical and operational level. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR MARSHA BLACKBURN 

INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES 

53. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, your predecessor’s independent assess-
ment calls for Ground-Based, Long-Range Fires. No longer shackled by the Inter-
mediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, how do you see the emergence of these weap-
ons systems changing the landscape in INDOPACOM? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The emergence of these new weapons systems will offer in-
creased deterrence options and present additional dilemmas to offset our competi-
tors’ capabilities that have been unconstrained by, or not in compliance with, the 
treaty. If confirmed, I will continue to advocate for investments that add new long- 
range, ground-based weapons to expand the competitive space and put any potential 
adversaries on the defensive. 

CHINESE MILITARY-CIVIL FUSION 

54. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, what security challenges do you see 
now and anticipate moving forward from the Chinese practice of Military-Civil Fu-
sion? 

Admiral AQUILINO. China’s practice of military-civil fusion facilitates the acquisi-
tion, diversion, or theft of cutting-edge technologies that could close the gap to our 
comparative advantage. 

I expect the PLA will continue to focus China’s civilian research and commercial 
sectors on its military and defense industrial priorities, including a number of crit-
ical technologies, weapons, and sensors. 

55. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, how do we strategically address Mili-
tary-Civil Fusion while applying uniquely American competitive advantages? 

Admiral AQUILINO. To address Chinese military-civil fusion, we must expand on-
going efforts to identify and protect key United States/Western technologies, espe-
cially those areas where the PRC lacks alternatives for acquisition or manufac-
turing. If confirmed, I will support DOD’s effort to protect sensitive information, 
platforms, and infrastructure through mechanisms such as cybersecurity, resiliency 
in the supply chain, secure architectures, and export controls. 

56. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, what linkages do you see between the 
Belt and Road Initiative and Military-Civil Fusion? 

Admiral AQUILINO. One Belt, One Road provides the PLA an opportunity to ex-
pand its global reach by gaining access to foreign air and maritime port facilities 
and foreign economic markets. China’s practice of military-civil fusion will enable 
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greater PRC access to each host nation’s critical infrastructure, technologies, and 
business architecture and make them vulnerable to further exploitation. 

AIR WING OF THE FUTURE 

57. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, during your testimony you mentioned 
the Navy’s ‘‘Air Wing of the Future’’ as enabling carrier strike groups to be more 
lethal and capable within currently contested spaces. Given the joint nature of your 
nominated billet, how does this capability enable the joint force within that con-
tested space? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The future Air Wing, able to operate in contested space with 
the advantage of maneuver inherent in a carrier strike group, will deliver capabili-
ties that enable air superiority and precision power projection from our carrier 
strike groups and the joint force. These capabilities will challenge any adversary’s 
ability to counter the joint force’s capability to mass integrated and synchronized 
fires across all domains to confuse, degrade, disrupt and ultimately deny adversary 
objectives. 

COMPETITION IN PARTNERING 

58. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, what is your assessment of China’s bi-
lateral and multilateral training efforts within INDOPACOM? 

Admiral AQUILINO. The PLA has demonstrated intent to advance bilateral and 
multilateral training. The majority of PLA’s foreign training events are relatively 
small-scale bilateral exercises focused on issues of mutual interest, such as counter 
terrorism or maritime security. However, in recent years, the PLA has deployed 
forces to participate in Russia’s major annual exercise. China has participated in 
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) multi-lateral exercises for several years, 
and has recently executed maritime training with ASEAN. 

DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY COOPERATION 

59. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, in which priority areas should the 
United States increase defense technology cooperation with Japan to deter regional 
adversaries? 

Admiral AQUILINO. In cooperation with the U.S. and working through its self-de-
fense forces, the GoJ should continue to invest in improvements to interoperable air 
and missile defense, air dominance, maritime security, and ISR capabilities. As 
Japan improves its capability and capacity, we should continue to execute the Joint 
Exercise Program and operate together both bilaterally and multilaterally. 

60. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, do you identify additional opportuni-
ties specific to artificial intelligence, unmanned systems, or dual-use technologies? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Artificial intelligence and cognitive/quantum computing are 
areas we must invest in to deliver near-term warfighting advantage. These capabili-
ties would enable improved decision making as well as man-machine teaming in the 
application of unmanned systems. These asymmetric capabilities can be used to in-
crease our advantages operating jointly and with our allies and partners. 

61. Senator BLACKBURN. Admiral Aquilino, what is the importance of regular, ro-
bust funding for regional Fusion Centers such as the Counter Terrorism Information 
Facility (CTIF), the Oceania Fusion Center, and the Indo-Pacific Maritime Coordina-
tion Center? 

Admiral AQUILINO. Fusion centers are critical enablers for strengthening our alli-
ances, enhancing partnerships, and coordinating regional understanding of key 
issues associated with transnational threats and malign influence. These centers 
allow us to build trust and improve understanding of each partner’s capabilities for 
the purpose of information sharing in a multilateral forum. Fusion centers send an 
unambiguous signal to the region of U.S. commitment and support for issues of com-
mon concern. 

[The nomination reference of Admiral John C. Aquilino, USN fol-
lows:] 
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[The biographical sketch of Admiral John C. Aquilino, USN, 
which was transmitted to the Committee at the time the nomina-
tion was referred, follows:] 
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[The Committee on Armed Services requires certain senior mili-
tary officers nominated by the President to positions requiring the 
advice and consent of the Senate to complete a form that details 
the biographical, financial, and other information of the nominee. 
The form executed by Admiral John C. Aquilino, USN in connec-
tion with his nomination follows:] 
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[The nominee responded to Parts B-E of the Committee question-
naire. The text of the questionnaire is set forth in the Appendix to 
this volume. The nominee’s answers to Parts B-E are contained in 
the Committee’s executive files.] 
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[The nomination of Admiral John C. Aquilino, USN was reported 
to the Senate by Chairman Reed on April 15, 2021, with the rec-
ommendation that the nomination be confirmed. The nomination 
was confirmed by the Senate on April 21, 2021.] 
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