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or turning farm waste into energy, 
farmers have taken a very active role 
in reducing the environmental impact 
of agriculture. 

Research from the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture shows that even if the 
entire world was vegan, it would lower 
global emissions by less than one-half 
of 1 percent, while losing access to 
high-quality protein very much needed 
in the diets of human beings. 

However, the facts that I have men-
tioned do not matter to radical envi-
ronmental groups or the mainstream 
media. Articles on food sustainability 
often focus on how eating insects and 
bugs can help save the planet. A simple 
search on the internet reveals some un-
settling articles in our publications. A 
headline from Time magazine reads 
like this: ‘‘How Humans Eating Insects 
Could Help Save the Planet.’’ 

Then from the publication The At-
lantic: ‘‘To Save the World, Eat Bugs.’’ 

And from the New York Times—can 
you imagine, the New York Times: 
‘‘Why Aren’t We Eating More Insects?’’ 

All of these stories have a very com-
mon thread—to solve world hunger and 
to protect the environment, the Amer-
ican people and the world need to eat 
bugs and insects. But as I have already 
laid out, you can just eat more beef 
and feel good about the environmental 
impact. 

Now, as for me, I will be doing my 
part in May to honor National Beef 
Month. I will be eating juicy ham-
burgers or eating steak, if the price 
isn’t too outrageous—and it is right 
now. I will be supporting cattlemen 
from Iowa who produce the highest 
quality beef in the world. Farmers 
know firsthand the importance of a 
clean and healthy environment. It is 
simply unfair to place the blame of a 
changing climate on the backs of farm-
ers. 

As a nation, we must stand with the 
farmers across the country and work 
with them to promote a clean environ-
ment. I will continue working at the 
policymaking table to ensure our cat-
tle producers can continue raising 
high-quality beef for generations to 
come and that families can enjoy it at 
their kitchen tables at prices they can 
afford. 

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

KING). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
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the quorum call be rescinded.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. 

STAND WITH TAIWAN ACT 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I 

wanted to come down to talk about a 
topic that a number of Senators have 
been talking about and that a number 
of Senators have been focused on. That 
is the topic of Taiwan and potentially 
the defense of Taiwan and the support 
for Taiwan. 

As this body knows, in 1979, the Sen-
ate passed a very important bill called 
the Taiwan Relations Act—a very bi-
partisan bill. From that time on, the 
Senate has played a very important 
oversight role in U.S. relations with 
Taiwan, and it has always been very bi-
partisan. 

Recently, a bipartisan codel, led by 
the chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, Senator MENENDEZ, with 
many other Senators—Senator GRA-
HAM, Senator PORTMAN, Senator 
SASSE—traveled to Taiwan. I just got 
an out-brief from some of those Sen-
ators—a very good meeting. I was part 
of a bipartisan codel about a year ago, 
with Senator COONS and Senator 
DUCKWORTH, also to Taiwan. 

So there is a long tradition in the 
U.S. Senate, in a bipartisan way, with 
all of us working together, of address-
ing this question: To what degree 
should we be supporting and defending 
Taiwan against a very aggressive Chi-
nese Communist Party, led by the dic-
tator Xi Jinping? Why does it matter? 
Why should we all be working together, 
as we have done for decades here in the 
U.S. Senate, Democrats and Repub-
licans, to deter a military invasion of 
Taiwan? 

What will be happening in the next 
few weeks I want to talk about because 
I am concerned about the direction of 
the Biden administration, and I think 
every Senator here should be con-
cerned. So I am going to ask my col-
leagues to lift up their voices when 
they talk to the Biden administration 
on a topic I am going to mention here 
in a minute. But why does it matter? 
Well, this issue of the potential inva-
sion of Taiwan could take place in a 
few years. 

The INDOPACOM commander, a lit-
tle over a year ago, in front of the 
Armed Services Committee, opined 
that the threat of an invasion of Tai-
wan by an aggressive Chinese Com-
munist Party would manifest itself 
during this decade—‘‘in fact, in the 
next 6 years.’’ That was Admiral Da-
vidson, former INDOPACOM com-
mander, and that is not a lot of time. 

Here is why I think it matters: Right 
now, Taiwan is on the frontline of free-
dom in Asia. It is not some peripheral 
sideshow; it is, in many ways, central 
to freedom in that part of the world 
like West Berlin was during the Cold 
War. A violent military takeover of 
Taiwan by the Chinese Communist 
Party would be a sea change in how the 
entire world is ordered. It would 
change the history of the 21st century 
in the way that the Guns of August of 
1914 changed the 20th century. 

Now, some see the defense of Taiwan 
and the support that is required from 
the United States because of the Tai-
wan Relations Act—again, led by this 
body—some see the defense and support 
of this island democracy as a luxury 
that we can’t afford in an age shaped 
by great power competition. 

I actually believe—and I believe 
many Senators, Democrats and Repub-

licans, believe the opposite—that a 
Taiwan under China’s control would 
decisively advance Beijing’s campaign 
to export its authoritarian model 
around the world; to separate the 
United States from our democratic al-
lies; and it would certainly be part of 
Xi Jinping’s goal of excluding the 
United States from the INDOPACOM 
theater. 

Taiwan—a thriving, prosperous Chi-
nese democracy that holds free elec-
tion and bounds its power by the rule 
of law—is central to the free world and 
its future. 

By the way, if you are an American 
citizen, regardless of political party, 
you should take pride in the fact that 
this country—or this island democ-
racy—is free because it wouldn’t have 
happened without the sacrifice and re-
sources of the United States and our 
military, and that is a fact. 

A few months ago, I gave a speech on 
this topic, and I talked about how, 
when you think of the defense of Tai-
wan and deterrence, which is what we 
all want—deterrence; nobody wants a 
war in the Taiwan Strait—there are 
really three layers of deterrence for the 
island of Taiwan. 

The first is Taiwan’s ability to mili-
tarily defend itself, the so-called 
hedgehog approach or porcupine ap-
proach. Right here, they are defending 
themselves in the way the Ukrainians 
are defending themselves. Senator 
ROGER WICKER had a very good op-ed in 
the Wall Street Journal just today on 
that very topic. We need to make sure 
Taiwan has that capability—it is in the 
Taiwan Relations Act that we have 
that responsibility—so that it can de-
fend itself, and they are undertaking 
the right approach with regard to the 
military weapons they are buying from 
the United States and other places. 

The second level of deterrence that 
you see here on this chart would be 
America’s capability to defend Taiwan 
militarily should the President of the 
United States decide to do so if there is 
an invasion by the Chinese Communist 
Party. Over several decades, through 
many different crises in the Taiwan 
Strait, this layer of deterrence, where-
in the United States has shown up with 
military force, has proven to be deci-
sive in keeping the Taiwanese people 
free, and our deep network of allies in 
the region augments this second level 
of deterrence. 

But there is also a third level of de-
terrence. The third level of deterrence 
is often not discussed, but in many 
ways, particularly now, it could be 
more powerful than the first and sec-
ond levels, and that is the level that re-
lates to bringing in the instruments of 
American power beyond our military, 
such as our global economic and finan-
cial strengths, to deter China from an 
invasion. You see this third level: eco-
nomic and financial sanctions. 

This is exactly what my bipartisan 
bill, the STAND with Taiwan Act, 
would do. I am working with several 
Senators on this bill right now. We 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 23:46 May 05, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G05MY6.009 S05MYPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
12

0R
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2351 May 5, 2022 
have introduced it already, but we are 
going to recalibrate it, particularly 
with regard to the lessons learned from 
Ukraine. 

One of those lessons that we learned 
from the brutal Ukrainian invasion by 
the Russian dictator Vladimir Putin in 
Ukraine is that comprehensive eco-
nomic and financial sanctions have the 
best chance of deterring a conflict 
when they are clearly articulated and 
ready to go before the conflict begins. 
That wasn’t the case in Ukraine, and 
we will never know, had sanctions al-
ready been teed up and ready to go, if 
they could have deterred that conflict. 

With the STAND with Taiwan Act, 
which stands for Sanctions Targeting 
Aggressors of Neighboring Democ-
racies—STAND—the whole point of 
this would be to deter Xi Jinping from 
making the decision. That third layer 
of deterrence is saying: OK. If you mili-
tarily invade Taiwan, here are the mas-
sive sanctions that we and our allies 
are going to hit you with, and they will 
be devastating. 

This bill makes it clear that we 
should be engaging with Taiwan eco-
nomically, across the board, in many 
sectors. And this is where I have deep 
concern—and I believe many of my col-
leagues here in the U.S. Senate have 
deep concerns—about the direction 
that might be happening with regard to 
the Biden administration. 

Now, look, I am somebody who, you 
know, will be critical of the Biden ad-
ministration when I think they are not 
doing a good job on certain things. And 
I do that a lot, particularly on a topic 
I am going to talk about here in a 
minute, energy. But in other areas, 
particularly as it relates to the Biden 
administration’s relationship with re-
gard to our allies and Taiwan, I have 
been supportive of a number of their 
initiatives vocally because I think they 
have strengthened American interests 
in the INDOPACOM theater. What are 
those? 

Well, for example, the Biden adminis-
tration took this initiative from the 
Trump administration—it actually 
started in the Bush administration— 
called the Quad. That is the biggest de-
mocracies in the INDOPACOM theater: 
us, Japan, Australia, and India. They 
have taken that grouping, which, dur-
ing the Trump administration, was re-
invigorated, particularly by Secretary 
Pompeo, at the minister level, and the 
Biden administration has taken that to 
the leader level. The President of the 
United States meets with the leaders of 
Japan, Australia, and India on a reg-
ular basis. That is good. That is smart 
policy. 

They have also launched another 
very innovative policy, the Australia- 
UK-U.S. agreement to work together 
on military and defense issues: sub-
marines, nuclear subs, AI, quantum 
computing. It is called the Arcus ini-
tiative. I think it is a really innovative 
initiative, and I have been very—one of 
the most vocal supporters of it in the 
U.S. Senate. 

The Biden administration has also 
been pressing the G–7 to do more as it 
relates to Taiwan—the first time ever 
in the G–7. That is a good initiative. 

In a lot of these areas, I have been 
supportive. So what am I concerned 
about? 

This is a concern I have, but it 
should be a concern that every Senator 
has. The administration is getting 
ready to announce what they are call-
ing the Indo-Pacific economic frame-
work. This is going to focus on more 
economic engagement with our allies 
in other countries in the INDOPACOM 
theater. OK. I support that in general. 
We will see what the details are. But 
right now, that initiative, which we 
need in terms of an initiative with re-
gard to economics and other elements 
of connectivity with our allies in the 
region, appears to be on the verge of 
missing two critical factors. 

No. 1, and the real purpose of what I 
wanted to talk about, right now, we are 
hearing from administration officials 
that the Indo-Pacific economic frame-
work is going to exclude Taiwan. 
Whoa. Whoa. That would not be a good 
thing, and I don’t think many U.S. 
Senators—Democrats or Republicans— 
would agree that the Biden administra-
tion’s first big economic initiative is 
going to exclude Taiwan, a very impor-
tant economic player, very important 
technical player in terms of chip fab-
rication. Why would they do that? 
Well, it is not clear. 

I have been pressing a number of 
Biden administration officials saying, 
you can’t make that move. A, the Sen-
ate is not going to like it. And we have 
had a lot to say about U.S. relations 
with Taiwan for decades. And, B, it 
just doesn’t make sense. 

Some of the things I have heard is, 
well, there is this argument that trade 
is really not national security, so it 
doesn’t relate to Taiwan. Well, that is 
not correct. Trade and economic issues 
are clearly national security issues as 
it relates to our country, as it relates 
to our allies. 

The other thing I have heard is that, 
well, some of the other countries in the 
Indo-Pacific framework don’t really 
want Taiwan in it. Again, we are the 
United States. We are the leader in 
that part of the world. If another coun-
try is saying, hey, I don’t want Taiwan 
in it, you know, I think we need to po-
litely tell them that, too bad. They are 
going to be. 

So I am primarily giving these re-
marks right now to let all of my Sen-
ate colleagues, many of whom—Demo-
crats and Republicans—I know care 
about this issue. 

I have been trying to raise the alarm 
with the administration, saying, bad 
idea if your big, first economic initia-
tive for the INDOPACOM theater is not 
going to include Taiwan. I hope other 
colleagues of mine will do the same. 

Let me give you one final area that 
this administration should be focused 
on as it relates to our partners in the 
region, and that is energy—that is en-

ergy. We have so many opportunities 
to do more with our allies—of course, 
in Europe but also in Asia—as it re-
lates to energy. 

I put forward legislation called the 
Quad energy initiative that would be 
an initiative dealing with the export 
and importation of LNG. Think about 
the Quad: the United States and Aus-
tralia, two of the biggest exporters of 
LNG; Japan, probably the world’s big-
gest importer; and India, who wants to 
be to help their economy, to help their 
environment. This is something else I 
have been pressing this administration 
on. 

It will help our trade deficits, it will 
help our energy security, and—you 
know I have talked about this a lot—it 
will help global emissions. The United 
States right now, since 2005, has been 
the leader in reducing global green-
house gas emissions, right there. The 
climb-down was 15 percent since 2005. 
India, China, everywhere else, signifi-
cant increases; more American clean 
burning LNG to our allies in the re-
gion, the Quad. But, heck, even China 
would help us, our national security, 
our workers at home, and our environ-
ment and the global environment. 

I just want to end with this: I hope 
all of my Senate colleagues in the next 
couple of days can reach out to the 
Biden administration and say: Look, 
on a number of initiatives—the Quad, 
Arcus—you have been going in the 
right direction, and you have strong bi-
partisan support. But the INDOPACOM 
economic framework led by the United 
States, if it is leaving out Taiwan, that 
is going to be a huge problem, and I 
don’t think many U.S. Senators think 
that that would be a good idea. 

Given our long history of leading in a 
bipartisan way on issues related to Tai-
wan, I am asking my colleagues to also 
reach out to the administration and 
say, there has to be a better way. We 
cannot economically isolate and forget 
about Taiwan when we need to be sup-
porting them now more than ever. 

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

ator from Wisconsin. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 1195 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, on 
April 16, 2021, the House passed H.R. 
1195, the Workplace Violence Preven-
tion for Healthcare and Social Service 
Workers Act. That legislation, spon-
sored by Congressman JOE COURTNEY, 
passed the House 254 to 166 with the 
support of 38 Republicans. 

This legislation directs the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion to issue a standard requiring 
healthcare and social service employ-
ers to write and implement a work-
place violence prevention plan to pro-
tect employees from violent incidents. 

In the year since that legislation 
passed the House, we have been unable 
to generate the same level of support 
from our Republican colleagues needed 
to pass this legislation in the Senate. 
This is disappointing because the issue 
of protecting our healthcare and social 
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