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they can get through this economi-
cally; so that, one, they can more af-
ford life; but, secondly, so that we can 
maintain political will as we stand up 
against the Russians. 

There are other aspects of this, as 
well. For those interested in battery 
technology, most of the critical min-
erals are coming from Russian or Chi-
nese sources. If we are concerned about 
climate and we are concerned about 
the ability to be critical mineral inde-
pendent in case of geopolitical tension, 
this is the exact same issue that we 
have been speaking about. 

How do we proceed? One, we just 
have to recognize that we are at a time 
of extreme geopolitical tension where 
decisions we make in this country have 
ramifications worldwide. The Euro-
peans are looking to us to help them 
with their energy crisis, and if we fail 
to help the Europeans with their en-
ergy crisis, the Europeans will pay as 
much as 6,000 euros more a year per 
family for their energy, and they will 
probably go into a deep recession. 

On the other hand, if we are able to 
solve this for the Europeans, we will 
also solve it for our families, the ones 
who are paying $4 to $6 for a gallon of 
gasoline. 

We know what we are speaking 
about. Just to show that this can be 
done, as the United States has sub-
stituted natural gas for coal, we have 
lowered our domestic emissions by 14 
percent at a time when global emis-
sions have risen 4 percent. In that 
time, since 2005, where we lowered our 
emissions by 14 percent, our economy 
is larger. We have millions more people 
and we are domestically producing 
much more oil and gas, and there has 
been a subsequent return of energy-re-
lated industry to the United States. 

So despite an industrial profile and a 
mining profile and a population profile 
that would suggest that there would be 
greater emissions, we actually have 14 
percent less than 2005. We did it by ac-
knowledging that domestic production 
of energy was going to help with our 
economy, help with the economy of 
families, but also help our domestic se-
curity, and would also help climate and 
the carbon intensity of our society. 

We have done this for our country. 
Now the question is, Can we do it for 
the world? I would argue that if we 
choose not to, the Russians will win. 
There is no way that Europe or Euro-
peans are going to accept energy pov-
erty with a crater economy due to the 
lack of affordable energy. 

On the other hand, if we are able to 
make this commitment doing things 
such as financing for solar panels in 
North Africa, an Operation Warp Speed 
for energy to bring our energy re-
sources to bear, the continued substi-
tution of lower carbon intensity energy 
sources for that which currently is 
higher carbon intensity, then, we can 
accomplish worldwide that which we 
have accomplished here in the United 
States, which is to lower greenhouse 
gas emissions while making a more 

prosperous society and increasing do-
mestic and international security. 

This is not theoretical. I have spoken 
with someone who could have an off-
shore LNG export facility completed in 
12 months, if he had his permits from 
the Federal Government. I spoke to 
someone involved with drilling in the 
Outer Continental Shelf and learned 
that their company could be sending 
oil to the refineries in Louisiana with-
in 12 months if they could get their 
permits done expeditiously. And I can 
give list after list of renewable, of fos-
sil, and otherwise. 

It is now the time for the United 
States to take leadership. If we don’t, 
our families will continue to suffer at 
the pump, Europeans will enter a reces-
sion, and, most unfortunately, the 
cause of freedom worldwide will be 
harmed by Russia’s continued eco-
nomic hegemony over the rest of the 
world because of their energy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous con-

sent to be recognized for 3 minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
NOMINATION OF SHALANDA D. YOUNG 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of Shalanda Young’s nomina-
tion to be the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

Ms. Young has served with distinc-
tion as OMB’s Acting Director for the 
past year, leading the administration’s 
efforts to execute the American Rescue 
Plan, the bipartisan infrastructure bill, 
and numerous Federal cybersecurity 
priorities. 

Over the past year, she has been a 
true partner to Congress, working 
closely with Members on both sides of 
the aisle to find bipartisan paths for-
ward. 

In addition to her proven leadership 
at OMB this past year, Ms. Young 
brings nearly two decades of public 
service experience to her role, includ-
ing as a senior staff Member on the 
House Appropriations Committee 
where she led challenging bipartisan 
negotiations around the debt limit, 
government funding, and budget re-
form. 

OMB will continue to be central to 
the administration’s efforts to tackle 
the Nation’s ongoing challenges, and 
Ms. Young will be instrumental in 
leading that work. 

I have every confidence in Ms. 
Young’s ability to continue to rise to 
the challenges facing OMB, both now 
and in the future. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting the confirmation of 
Shalanda Young as director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 726, 
Shalanda D. Young, of Louisiana, to be Di-
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget. 

Charles E. Schumer, Alex Padilla, Chris-
topher Murphy, Edward J. Markey, 
Gary C. Peters, Brian Schatz, Jack 
Reed, Tammy Duckworth, John W. 
Hickenlooper, Sheldon Whitehouse, 
Tim Kaine, Richard Blumenthal, Chris-
topher A. Coons, Margaret Wood Has-
san, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie Stabe-
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Shalanda D. Young, of Louisiana, to 
be Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from Ne-
vada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO), the Senator 
from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH), the 
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. OSSOFF), the Senator 
from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ), and the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHA-
HEEN) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
HAGERTY), the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from Kan-
sas (Mr. MORAN), the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. ROMNEY), the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY), and the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53, 
nays 31, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 79 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blunt 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cramer 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—31 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Capito 

Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Hawley 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
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Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Paul 

Risch 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 

Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Young 

NOT VOTING—16 

Blumenthal 
Burr 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Feinstein 
Hagerty 

Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Moran 
Ossoff 
Portman 
Romney 

Schatz 
Shaheen 
Toomey 
Wicker 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). On this vote, the yeas are 
53, the nays are 31. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Indiana. 

REMEMBERING MARK RAPP 
Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, at 5:30 

p.m. on September 11, 2001, members of 
Indiana Task Force One left Indianap-
olis to head to New York City. Task 
Force One is our State’s search and 
rescue squad, made up of our bravest 
and most selfless first responders who 
deploy around the country in times of 
emergency. 

In the caravan to Ground Zero that 
day was Mark Rapp. Mark was a found-
ing member of Task Force One. He was 
a hero’s hero, a rescuer’s rescuer. On 
March 4, 2022, Chief Mark Rapp died 
after a courageous battle with lung 
cancer. 

Mark, who was known by the nick-
name ‘‘Bum’’—that is right, ‘‘Bum 
Rapp’’—served the city of Indianapolis 
as a firefighter for 37 years. He retired 
as a battalion chief of training in 2017. 

In 1993, Mark received the Medal of 
Bravery for the risky rescue of a small 
child from a dangerous apartment fire. 
He is also a recipient of the American 
Red Cross Heroism Award, the Oper-
ations Firefighter of the Year Award, 
and the Peer Leadership Award for his 
work as a role model for the force. 

For 10 years, he led the Indianapolis 
Fire Department’s Clothe-A-Child Pro-
gram, wherein young people in need 
shop for clothing alongside a fire-
fighter; and Mark was a deeply in-
volved father. He built a log cabin in 
the Outdoor Lab at Indian Creek Ele-
mentary School. For over 20 years, he 
worked on the ‘‘chain gang’’ at Law-
rence North High School football 
games. His sons, Mark, Jr., and Greg, 
eventually worked alongside him as 
firefighters. 

As a member of Task Force One, 
Mark was deployed to assist in the 
aftermath of several natural disasters, 
including Hurricanes Gustav and Ike in 
2008. He was also a certified rescue 
diver. 

In September 2001, Mark spent 10 
days at Ground Zero, leading Indiana 
Task Force One through the night shift 
during nonstop search and rescue ef-
forts. It is believed that the lung can-
cer that ultimately claimed Mark’s life 
could be traced to the toxins he inhaled 
in 2001. Nearly half of the 65 Task 
Force One members who were deployed 
to the World Trade Center in 2001 have 
reported illnesses related to their 
work. Mark was the fifth to have died 
from those illnesses. 

On behalf of the people of Indianap-
olis, the Hoosiers, and the American 
people, we thank Mark Rapp, Sr., for 
his courage, bravery, and leadership; 
and our prayers are with Nancy, his 
wife, his three children, and all of 
those who love him. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

ENERGY 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, the 

American people—the world—is watch-
ing a really horrendous, barbaric, hor-
rible situation in Ukraine; and we are 
all praying for the people there, trying 
to do as much as we can to support 
them. And this barbarism we are seeing 
from Vladimir Putin is something I 
don’t think anyone is ever going to for-
get. 

We can’t let it stand. We need to use 
all instruments of American power— 
with our allies—to work to address this 
long term because this is a long-term 
problem—the new era of authoritarian 
aggression led by Putin, led by Xi 
Jinping—and we need to be able to ad-
dress it. 

One of these instruments of Amer-
ican power that we have had until re-
cently, in a bipartisan way—every 
President has supported being an en-
ergy producer, being an energy super-
power, being a country that is energy 
independent. 

And I don’t have to tell the Presiding 
Officer, but this has been highlighted 
by the current crisis. What has hap-
pened is the American people—really, 
the world—have awoken to the fact 
that the Biden administration came 
into office and, instead of building on 
what they inherited from the Trump 
administration, which, again, was a bi-
partisan goal of American foreign pol-
icy, American energy policy, American 
domestic policy—for decades, every 
President—every President—wanted 
America to be energy independent. 

President Obama used to talk about 
this, all-of-the-above energy: oil, gas, 
renewables; Jimmy Carter, of course; 
Donald Trump; George W. Bush. I 
mean, it dates back for decades, until 
the Biden administration. 

And, of course, they came in and on 
day one said: We are going to start 
shutting down the production of Amer-
ican energy. That is a fact. I am going 
to go through a lot of the facts. I am 
going to go through some detailed 
memos that are still in existence that 
show that this is exactly their policy. 

Now, what has happened in the last 2 
weeks? The American people have 
started to realize: Oh, my gosh, my 
own government is trying to make it 

harder for us to produce American en-
ergy. How does that make sense? In 
what world does that make sense? 

And the average American—always 
very smart, by the way, much smarter 
than the people in DC—is raising the 
alarm bells, saying: Wait a minute. 
Why would we do that? It hurts us at 
home. It drives up energy prices. 

The President is calling it Putin’s en-
ergy increases. That is ridiculous. En-
ergy prices have been going up since 
this administration got into office be-
cause of this administration’s policies. 

Good try, Mr. President. That is not 
going to work. 

So the American people are saying: It 
is hurting us at home. It is raising 
costs on my family. 

But they are now realizing: Whoa, 
this is really bad for our foreign policy 
and national security too, when you 
have a war like what is going on in 
Ukraine. 

So all of a sudden, you see the Biden 
administration—from the President on 
down and his whole team—starting to 
scramble. They are starting to hide 
their policy that has been driven by a 
far-left radical agenda and is really 
hurtful to everybody. By the way, it 
doesn’t help the environment one bit, 
not one bit. I will come down here in 
another speech and talk about how it 
hurts the environment. 

And it is almost funny to watch this 
happen if this weren’t such a serious 
topic. It is almost funny. As a matter 
of fact, to one Cabinet official, it was 
funny. Go Google the Secretary 
Granholm interview—I forget which 
news station—when she was asked, 
‘‘Hey, are you going to help produce 
more oil for America?’’ She literally 
starts cracking up, laughing. She is 
laughing. 

It is not funny, Madam Secretary. So 
now, the White House is scrambling 
with made-up stories, made-up ration-
ales. You see the Press Secretary kind 
of trying to talk about this issue. No 
offense to her. She is pretty talented, 
but she doesn’t know anything about 
energy. 

But they are scrambling because no 
one is laughing. No one is laughing. 
The Secretary of Energy might be 
laughing about this topic, but no one is 
laughing. Working families in America 
aren’t laughing. The energy workers 
that this administration has moved to 
hand pink slips to aren’t laughing. Our 
allies in Europe aren’t laughing. 
Ukrainians aren’t laughing. 

The only ones who might be laughing 
are the Venezuelans and the Iranians 
who this administration is now going 
and begging for oil from. They might 
be laughing. 

So it is a really serious topic. And, as 
I mentioned, the energy price rise that 
we have seen across the last year—gas 
prices were almost up 50 percent prior 
to the invasion of Ukraine by Putin. So 
we know what is going on because it is 
no secret. 

When the President was cam-
paigning—again, I don’t think these 
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were really his views but driven by the 
far-left that he had to get their vote 
on—he vowed that he would do exactly 
what he did on day one. Here is the 
President in a debate in 2019: I have ar-
gued against any more drilling. No 
more drilling—oil or gas drilling on 
Federal lands. I will not allow it any-
more. 

That is the President of the United 
States. 

Now, on day one, he did just that. He 
did just that. He started out to keep 
these campaign promises. We know he 
canceled the Keystone Pipeline. They 
put a ‘‘pause’’—I am going to talk 
about that—on Federal leasing and per-
mitting, something that really im-
pacted my State. He signed an Execu-
tive order to crack down on oil and gas 
production. He canceled the legally ac-
quired leases that my State has in the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge be-
cause this body voted for it, signed it 
into law. The President, in a blatantly 
illegal move, said: I am not going to 
allow these leases, even though the 
Congress of the United States and the 
President of the United States pre-
viously passed a law saying they had to 
be executed. 

And just 2 weeks ago, the administra-
tion froze new drilling permits and 
stopped issuing new leases on Federal 
lands because they continue to be driv-
en by a far-left agenda that nobody in 
the United States is supporting right 
now. 

(Ms. SMITH assumed the Chair.) 
Well, Madam President, I want to dig 

a little deeper into what happened on 
day one. 

So what happened here—I have an 
order. This is an order—order No. 3395 
from the Acting Secretary of the Inte-
rior, a guy by the name of Scott de la 
Vega. I have never heard of him. Never 
heard of him. Who in the heck is that? 

It was dated January 20, 2021, so that 
is day one. That is day one. Some guy 
named Scott de la Vega—I don’t know 
who he is, but I guess he was Acting 
Secretary of the Interior—and he lays 
out in this memo everything that 
should be suspended, everything in 
America, to stop producing any natural 
resources for 60 days. OK? 

That is your government at work, 
America, right here: Scott de la Vega 
hereby temporarily suspends—and then 
they have a whole list of things that 
deal with oil, gas, minerals, rights of 
way—anything on Federal lands—all 
stopped. If that is not a far-left radical 
agenda, I don’t know what is. 

It says that people above him—the 
Secretary, Deputy Secretary—they can 
rescind that after 60 days. But there is 
no one above him. This is day one. 
There is nobody even confirmed. That 
is why Scott de la Vega was Acting 
Secretary of the Interior. Don’t be 
fooled. This is an order on day one 
from the Biden administration to shut 
down the production of American en-
ergy. Your government at work, Amer-
ica. 

What happened across the country? I 
can tell you what happened in my 

State. This set up a mad scramble in 
Alaska. I was getting phone calls, lit-
erally, from this memo. I didn’t know 
anything about it. 

Why? 
What was happening here? 
In my State, because we have the 

highest environmental standards in the 
world on oil and gas development, on 
mineral development, we do our explo-
ration only in the winter—only in the 
winter. About a 3-month period—Janu-
ary, February, March, April—4 months, 
because we create ice roads and ice 
paths. These are giant roads of ice and 
giant paths of ice that can take out 
giant drill rigs on the tundra. We do 
our exploration then, and then we 
bring it off in 4 months. The ice roads 
melt, and there is zero impact. It is 
called zero impact exploration. OK? It 
is expensive, but we do that in Alaska 
because we really care about our envi-
ronment. We know how to do both: pro-
tect our environment and develop our 
resources. We only have about 3 to 4 
months to even do this work every win-
ter. 

So I had a bunch of Alaskans—hun-
dreds, thousands—out doing the work 
of America—oil and gas development. 
Old Mr. de la Vega comes out day one 
of the Biden administration and says, 
We are going to suspend any lease or 
permit. 

When you are in the oil and gas in-
dustry, you are constantly having to 
get additional permits—what they call 
ATDs, applications to drill—to build an 
ice road, to do other things that are 
way beyond leases—Jen Psaki—way be-
yond leases. You have to get these per-
mits reviewed and updated very fre-
quently. 

They said: No issuing of anything. 
I get a call—I will give you one exam-

ple—from a company that almost 300 
people do an exploration for. They were 
just told: You are not going to get any-
thing else for 60 days. They couldn’t do 
anything. They are going to fire all 300 
people. 

We scrambled. We made phone calls. 
We tried to get this order lifted—tried 
to get an exception. This was hap-
pening all across America. The Federal 
Government came in—the Biden ad-
ministration. That was day one, and 
Mr. de la Vega—again, don’t know who 
he is—issued this order: 60 days and 
stopped everything. 

Joe Biden is out there saying: Oh, no, 
we really care about energy produc-
tion. 

No, you don’t. You are trying to kill 
it. That was the mad scramble. Many 
people were laid off. This is way beyond 
Keystone—10,000 laid off. 

Let me go into a little more detail. 
After 60 days, what happened? This is 
really important. I really want our 
friends in the media to dig into this. 
Again, you have these things called ap-
plications to drill on Federal leases. 
OK? All of that was stalled for 60 days. 
You couldn’t do a thing. This is just a 
year ago, right—just a year ago from 
this administration that is now telling 

the American people: Oh, no, we are 
fully for energy development. 

They were trying to kill it. 
OK. Normally, when you have a lease 

on a Federal land, you have Federal 
managers. I will give you the example 
in Alaska. In the Bureau of Land Man-
agement, they will have a field man-
ager, right? So let’s say there is a field 
manager for BLM in Fairbanks, AL. 
That man or woman has a fair amount 
of authority. They can issue these ap-
plications to drill, to move forward. 
This is a government that is not cen-
tralized, right? You want the decision- 
makers—who, by the way, are almost 
all professional career staff—to make 
science-based decisions—not political 
decisions—on these applications to 
drill. That is the way it works. That is 
the way it has always worked. 

So you have a field manager, say, in 
Fairbanks. You will have a district 
level manager in the interior part of 
Alaska. Then you will have one State 
director, the BLM State director, OK? 
So they usually—not even the State di-
rector. The lower-level Federal offi-
cials can issue these permits to keep 
the country moving, producing oil, gas. 

What happened after 60 days? After 60 
days in 2021—so you have the Biden ad-
ministration—Mr. de la Vega shutting 
down all energy production for 60 days 
in America. That is this order. So after 
60 days, what happened? Well, there 
was another order issued. This was 
issued by a woman, an official named 
Laura Daniel-Davis. She is the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for the Office of 
Land and Mineral Management. OK. 
Sounds kind of important. Actually, it 
is really important. That is the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Interior in charge 
of all oil and gas and mineral develop-
ment for America. It is a pretty impor-
tant job. 

In the Trump administration, we had 
a really great Alaskan, Joe Balash. He 
had that job. Did a great job, by the 
way. So after 60 days, Acting Assistant 
Secretary for the Land and Mineral 
Management—oil and gas, mining—she 
issues a memo. I have it right here. I 
will quote from some of it. She issues a 
memo. What her memo says was: Hey, 
you have that Executive order—60-day 
delay by Mr. de la Vega. OK, that is 
running out in 2 days. This is March 19, 
2021. It is not even a year old. 

What she says in her order is that: 
You know how you guys in the Federal 
agencies—a field manager, the district 
level manager, the State director, all 
across America—I am giving you one 
example in Alaska. You know how you 
all have authority to issue permits to 
drill, things like that? That is the way 
it has been going on for decades and 
decades. Well, I, Acting Assistant Sec-
retary Laura Daniel-Davis, I am taking 
that away from you. I am taking that 
away. 

Her memo says every decision—she 
lists a bunch—a bunch—OK? Every de-
cision—now, remember, nobody was 
able to do anything for 60 days. Now, 
we are saying the 60-day delay is over, 
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but any decision you lower-level peo-
ple—BLM and others—had to make on 
applications to drill and permits like 
that—hundreds and hundreds across 
the country—she says—I am going to 
quote from her: 

For those matters that have been sub-
mitted in accordance with S.O. 3395— 

She is referencing the Executive 
order that says stop everything. She 
now says: If you haven’t received any 
kind of approval for that stuff—‘‘If you 
have not received the final ASLM’’— 
that is her decision—‘‘you may not 
proceed [on any of these permits] with-
out approval from ASLM,’’ meaning 
her. 

Think about that. This is an adminis-
tration saying they really care about 
moving oil and gas on Federal lands 
forward. In the first 60 days, they say 
everything stopped. Then they say: All 
right. You are going to move forward 
the way it used to work—field man-
agers, district level managers, State 
directors, in every State in America— 
no, no, no, you don’t have that author-
ity. Me, Assistant Secretary Acting— 
by the way, she is still not confirmed 
by the Senate—every one of those has 
to come to me for my approval—every 
one. Every one in Alaska, every one in 
New Mexico, every one in North Da-
kota—anywhere—by the way, all on 
the offshore, Gulf of Mexico—anywhere 
that at the lower levels in the Federal 
Government you had professional staff 
who had the authority to grant these 
applications to drill and other Federal 
permits, this memo says: No. That will 
be centralized under me—for America— 
for America—every darn decision for 
oil and gas production and mineral pro-
duction in the country has to be ap-
proved by this Acting Assistant Sec-
retary. 

Guess what? This memo is still in op-
eration right now—right now. When 
the President of the United States 
looks at the American people and Jen 
Psaki: Oh, we are doing everything. 

No, you are not. You have one person 
and this order. I am not going to go 
into her background much, but let’s 
just face it. If you look at it, she spent 
her whole career trying to take out the 
oil and gas industry. Now, she is in 
charge of every decision for every per-
mit on every Federal lease for the pro-
duction of American energy in the 
country, and she is still in charge. You 
have one person. 

By the way, this is a political ap-
pointee. I don’t think she is going to 
get confirmed because I am going to 
block her; that is for sure. But even 
some of my Democratic colleagues are 
like, this is going on right now, OK? 
My friends in the media, I hope you 
take a look at this. 

What is really interesting here is you 
have someone who is a political ap-
pointee—a career trying to take out 
the oil and gas industry—and none of 
this is based on science. This is all po-
litical. They are removing the career 
staff, the scientists, saying: Hey, it has 
to be up to me. One political appointee 

is in charge of issuing all permits in 
the United States in the energy sector. 
It is still going on. 

This would be like if you wanted to 
get a loan—right—and you went to 
your local bank in your hometown. 
Let’s say it was Bank of America. 
There was a local bank, Bank of Amer-
ica in your hometown. This would be 
like having to go to headquarters on 
Wall Street to get approval for your 
loan. Think about it. That is going on 
right now. 

And the President has the audacity 
to look the American people in the eye 
saying: Oh, we are trying to do all we 
can. 

No, you are not. Why don’t you re-
scind this order? This is part of the 
Biden administration’s obsession from 
day one with stopping the production 
of American energy and politicizing it 
with a political appointee—who, by the 
way, doesn’t know much about the in-
dustry either. 

But there is more to this memo. It 
gets quite interesting because there is 
this kind of doublespeak in it. I am 
going to read from a little bit of it. She 
says that for matters that have been 
submitted in accordance with the shut-
down—60-day shutdown—but for which 
you have not received approval from 
me, you are still not allowed to move 
forward. You have to come through me, 
the one political appointee who doesn’t 
like the energy sector. 

But here is the interesting thing. She 
says: ‘‘Please [also] provide early noti-
fication.’’ So flag it if it is an item 
coming up to me that is part of the ad-
ministration’s priorities. I am quoting 
right now: ‘‘For example, renewable en-
ergy projects [those will go to the front 
of the line] or other climate related 
milestones, ‘30 by 30’ initiatives’’—that 
is shutting down 30 percent of all Fed-
eral lands. 

That is not a law by the way; just an-
other radical thing they are doing—‘‘or 
actions related to racial equity, envi-
ronmental justice.’’ 

OK. This is in her memo. She is say-
ing: Hey, I get to approve everything— 
all applications, drill, any permits on 
any Federal land, anything—one per-
son. But if it is part of a far-left radical 
agenda, by the way, that has nothing 
to do with energy production, give me 
a heads-up. 

Then she says: 
As well as early notification on items that 

are of high local, state, or regional interest. 

What does that mean, ‘‘early notifi-
cation’’? Make sure she knows items 
that are of ‘‘high local, state, or re-
gional interest.’’ What does that mean? 
I don’t know. It is kind of code for 
something. 

Let me give you one example of what 
I think it is code for. Remember, she is 
in charge of issuing all these permits, 
and there have been a flood of oil and 
gas production permits. Guess which 
State in America in the first year of 
the Biden administration has had close 
to half of all oil and gas drilling per-
mits issued by the Department of Inte-

rior approved? Remember, she is ap-
proving them all. She doesn’t really 
like oil and gas, but if she has to ap-
prove some, it might be related to 
items that are of ‘‘high local, state, or 
regional interest.’’ I wonder who that 
is. 

Who is it? Is it Alaska? No, I don’t 
think so. Trust me. They are delaying 
us as much as they can. They don’t 
like us. Twenty-two Executive orders 
and Executive actions solely focused on 
Alaska by this administration, they 
really don’t like us. 

Is it Texas, North Dakota? The State 
that has got close to half of all oil and 
gas drilling permits that this Acting 
Assistant Secretary, who is in charge 
of granting—because, remember, she 
centralized everything—is New Mexico. 
New Mexico. Whoa. New Mexico? New 
Mexico. 

Do you think New Mexico would be a 
high State or regional interest if you 
are her and your boss is from New Mex-
ico? Probably. How about if you have a 
Senator from New Mexico calling all 
the time? Probably. 

All right. So I really wish the media 
would look into this, right? Because 
right now you have the President of 
the United States, Jen Psaki, and oth-
ers, saying: Oh, we are trying to do ev-
erything we can here. You have got 
this memo that is still in effect by an 
Acting Assistant Secretary, saying: I 
am going to control every permit 
issued in America on Federal lands. It 
is right here. Read it. And you can’t 
move, you regional directors in BLM, 
you know, in Fairbanks, AK, you State 
directors—no, no, no. I am in charge, 
and I am going to approve them. You 
can’t move without me. But give me a 
heads-up. If it is regional interest, Deb 
Haaland might care about the New 
Mexico ones or climate change or ra-
cial equity or whatever else she listed. 

So if this administration really want-
ed to do all it could to produce en-
ergy—which is what every American 
knows we need to do and what our al-
lies know we need to do and what 
Putin hopes we don’t do—I think one 
thing they could do is to get Acting As-
sistant Secretary Laura Daniel-Davis’s 
boot off the neck of the American en-
ergy sector because, right now, she is 
in charge. 

Every permit on Federal lands listed 
in her memo of March 21—I am sorry, 
March 19, 2021, she is in charge of: final 
resource management plans, records of 
decisions, coal leasing, mining oper-
ations, R.S. 2477, land sales, ex-
changes—what else do we have here— 
applications for permits to drill, oil 
and gas leases, applications for royalty 
relief. She is in charge of all of that 
right now. 

In this administration, the President, 
Jen Psaki, and others have the audac-
ity to look the American people in the 
eye and say: We are trying to do every-
thing we can in our power to produce 
more. If you were, you would rescind 
this memo—rescind this memo. 
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So the next time the President or 

some of his staff or Secretary of En-
ergy or Secretary of Interior try to 
spin the American people and tell them 
they are trying to help, I hope my 
friends in the media go, well, what 
about this memo? Come on, that is like 
basic Federal Government 101. If you 
are telling everybody, stop, halt, and 
everything in the country has to be ap-
proved by her, that is not the way it 
works normally. But because of their 
anti-energy agenda, she is making the 
calls—but make sure that you give her 
a heads-up, if it is related to some of 
the far-left agenda that she literally 
lays out in the memo. 

I hope my friends in the media ask 
some questions. I hope they ask the 
question: Is it related to this memo 
that New Mexico is getting all the 
drilling permits? It would be a good 
question to ask, I think. Don’t you 
think? I think so. Alaska’s not getting 
a lot, but New Mexico is. I wonder why. 
Maybe that is related to making sure 
she gets, ‘‘early notification of items 
that are of high local, State or regional 
interest.’’ 

This is not a laughing matter. There 
is so much that we have to focus on in 
the world today, in America today, and 
one of the things this administration 
needs to do is they need a major course 
correction on their energy policy. 

You can’t let energy be dictated by 
the far left of the Democratic Party. 
You can’t let national security of 
America be dictated by the ‘‘woke’’ ele-
ments of the Democratic Party. And if 
you really are serious, Mr. President of 
the United States, you need to call Deb 
Haaland and say: Rescind that memo. 
Let the officials, the professional staff 
of the Federal Agencies, which the 
President has charged to do their job 
that they have done with every other 
administration—rescind this memo and 
start helping our country produce 
American energy again. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 
FOR THE INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2022 
Mr. WARNER. Madam President, this 

explanation reflects the status of nego-
tiations and disposition of issues 
reached between the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence for the Intelligence Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022. 

The explanation shall have the same 
effect with respect to the implementa-
tion of this act as if it were a joint ex-
planatory statement of a conference 
committee. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Joint Explanatory Statement for the 
Intelligence Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2022 be printed into the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT—INTEL-

LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2022 
The following is the Joint Explanatory 

Statement (the ‘‘Explanatory Statement’’) 
to the Intelligence Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2022 (‘‘the Act’’), which has been 
included as Division X of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2022. The Explanatory 
Statement reflects the result of negotiations 
and disposition of issues reached between the 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
(‘‘SSCI’’) and the House Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence (‘‘HPSCI’’) (to-
gether, the ‘‘Committees’’). The Explanatory 
Statement shall have the same effect with 
respect to the implementation of the Act as 
if it were a joint explanatory statement of a 
conference committee. 

The Explanatory Statement comprises 
three parts: an overview of the application of 
the annex to accompany this statement; a 
statement on anomalous health incidents; 
and unclassified congressional direction. 
PART I: APPLICATION OF THE CLASSIFIED ANNEX 

AND SCHEDULE OF AUTHORIZATIONS 
The classified nature of U.S. intelligence 

activities prevents the Committees from 
publicly disclosing many details concerning 
their final decisions regarding funding levels 
and policy direction. Therefore, in addition 
to the Schedule of Authorizations, a classi-
fied annex to the Act—referred to here and 
within the annex itself as the ‘‘Agree-
ment’’—has been prepared to describe in de-
tail the scope and intent of the Committees’ 
actions. 

The Agreement supersedes the classified 
annexes that accompanied H.R. 5412 and S. 
2610; and reconciles differences between the 
Committees, with respect to the National In-
telligence Program (NIP). The Agreement 
also makes recommendations for the Mili-
tary Intelligence Program (MIP) and the In-
formation Systems Security Program 
(ISSP). The Agreement authorizes the Intel-
ligence Community (IC) to obligate and ex-
pend funds not altered or modified by the 
classified Schedule of Authorizations as re-
quested in the President’s budget, subject to 
modification under applicable reprogram-
ming procedures. 

The classified Schedule of Authorizations 
is incorporated into the bill pursuant to Sec-
tion 102. It has the status of law. The Agree-
ment supplements and adds detail to clarify 
the authorization levels found in the bill and 
the classified Schedule of Authorizations. 

The Committees view direction and rec-
ommendations, whether contained in the Ex-
planatory Statement or in the Agreement, as 
requiring compliance by the Executive 
Branch. 

PART II: STATEMENT REGARDING ANOMALOUS 
HEALTH INCIDENT 

From the time the Committees received 
the first ‘‘Havana Syndrome’’ reports, the 
Committees have focused intently on the 
anomalous health incidents (‘‘AHIs’’) that 
have afflicted United States Government 
personnel, including many in the Intel-
ligence Community (IC) and other United 

States Government personnel. Provisions of 
the Act reflect that continuing, bicameral 
and bipartisan effort. 

The Biden Administration also has pursued 
its own initiatives. As directed by Congress, 
it earlier this year appointed a senior offi-
cial, within the National Security Council, 
to oversee the government’s response to 
AHIs. Additionally, in recent months, a 
widely-discussed assessment concluded that 
a majority of reported AHIs can be explained 
by medical conditions or environmental or 
technical factors, and that it is unlikely that 
a foreign actor—including Russia—is en-
gaged in a sustained, global campaign in-
volving hundreds of incidents without detec-
tion. But the assessment left other cases un-
explained, including a small subset that the 
IC continues to scrutinize most closely. 

Around the same time, an IC panel of ex-
perts determined that certain AHIs cannot 
be explained by environmental or medical 
conditions, but could be due to external 
stimuli. While acknowledging important in-
formation gaps, the panel further determined 
that pulsed electromagnetic energy—and, in 
some cases, ultrasound—plausibly might ex-
plain AHIs’ core characteristics; and that 
psychosocial factors alone could not account 
for those characteristics, though they might 
cause some other incidents or contribute to 
long-term symptoms. 

These findings advance the United States’ 
understanding of AHIs. But these findings 
are also heavily qualified, tentative, and 
based on a developing and incomplete body 
of evidence and scientific and medical 
knowledge. Most important, as the Commit-
tees wish to stress, these recent develop-
ments do not justify shifting the Executive 
Branch’s AHI-related activities into a lower 
gear, or discrediting the reports of AHI vic-
tims. 

The core work on AHIs—to include exam-
ination of a potential role by one or more 
foreign actors—must continue apace. As 
with prior inquiries into complex and murky 
intelligence problems, unraveling the AHI 
mystery fully may take time. It might be 
years before the United States reaches defin-
itive conclusions about exactly who, or 
what, is behind AHIs. 

The Administration has acknowledged that 
a great deal remains to be done. Indeed, 
much more evidence will have to be gath-
ered. Plausible theories regarding responsi-
bility for AHIs will have to be weighed 
against a record that will grow and change 
over time, and potentially may have to be 
revisited if circumstances warrant. And no 
plausible theory should be ruled out or 
downplayed prematurely. 

Success will depend on many factors. 
Among other things, it will be important to 
have a well-resourced cadre of ‘‘cross- 
cleared’’ individuals, at all relevant IC ele-
ments and other Executive Branch organiza-
tions, who can readily review and analyze all 
relevant intelligence and information, and 
without hindrances. The Committees long 
have emphasized this, with respect to AHi 
and many other priority intelligence mat-
ters. However, the Executive Branch has yet 
to take all necessary steps, to do away with 
excessive compartmentation and unneces-
sary bureaucracy; and to ensure that, for 
AHi and for other vital missions, the right 
people consistently and easily can access 
necessary information. That will have to 
change. 

Treatment also must remain a matter of 
highest priority. All AHi victims must be en-
couraged to file prompt reports of their expe-
riences, and without fear of being disbelieved 
or dismissed. They and their families must 
receive the highest quality medical and 
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