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The Senate is not broken, but I am
afraid, if this stunt pays off, Democrats
are about to break it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho is recognized.

NATO

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I rise
today, colleagues, to urge the Senate
to proceed quickly—quickly—to the
consideration of the accession proto-
cols for Finland and Sweden to join
NATO.

Once again the Senate has been given
the responsibility of offering advice
and consent to ratifying the accession
of two new members to the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization. We have
been advising aggressively for quite
some time, and it is time now to move
to the consent portion of getting this
done. NATO is the most successful po-
litical-military alliance in history. It
helped bring down the Soviet Union,
and it united Europe so it could rebuild
economically.

The Senate has the opportunity to
expand NATO and bring both Finland
and Sweden into the alliance. Over the
years, these countries never sought
membership. They were content to just
partner with NATO, but they did not
join. However, Putin’s attempt to re-
write the security landscape in Europe
with his invasion of Ukraine convinced
the people of Finland and Sweden that
they should become formal members of
NATO. Why wouldn’t they?

After the past 2 weeks—and really
the entire summer—the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee has carefully
considered and discussed the prospec-
tive membership of our longtime part-
ners, Finland and Sweden.

The Senate has already shown bipar-
tisan support for Finland and Sweden
joining NATO. As my colleagues and I
have laid out in a resolution of support
in public statements at Senate Foreign
Relations Committee meetings and
hearings in June and in the committee
report submitted to the floor along
with the protocols, Finland and Swe-
den will make model members of the
NATO alliance.

Once approved by all 30 current mem-
bers of NATO, these two nations will
become integral members of the alli-
ance. Both have strong and capable
militaries and are already net contrib-
utors to the security alliance. Al-
though militarily unaligned for dec-
ades, Finland and Sweden have long de-
fended Europe’s high north—a region
becoming even more important with
the competition from Russia and China
in the Arctic.

Both have already demonstrated the
interoperability and commitment nec-
essary to join the alliance. Finland al-
ready spends more than 2 percent of its
GDP on defense, and Sweden laid out
its plan to reach that mark shortly—
both requirements for joining NATO.

These countries also bring additional
capabilities to NATO. Both are inti-
mately familiar with the north and
east flank of Europe. Finland also
trains U.S. forces in cold weather oper-
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ations and the Finnish Navy is espe-
cially suited to operate and defend the
Baltic Sea, where some Navy ships
have less maneuverability, being a
blue-water Navy.

They have both participated in NATO
missions in Afghanistan, the Balkans,
and Iraq. In fact, these countries oper-
ated with less restrictions on their
militaries in these missions than other
NATO members. Finland and Sweden
also share our democratic values, have
strong military and defense industries,
and extensive experience in Russian
matters.

One only has to take a look at a map
to see the benefits of adding Finland
and Sweden to NATO. With their prox-
imity to the Baltic States—the Baltic
States, which are small—they are well-
positioned to provide support, if need-
ed, to our current Baltic NATO allies,
just as the rest of NATO would if the
Baltic States have a problem with Rus-
sia.

Adding these two nations as full
members to our alliance will further
deter any temptation by Russia to en-
gage in military adventurism in the
Baltic area or the Arctic regions. Al-
though my sense is Russia has already
learned this year of the ineptitude,
clumsiness, and just plain inabilities of
its way-overrated military, which can’t
even win against a small, substantially
less-equipped adversary, even when
Russia used barbaric medieval tactics.
Russia’s efforts have been pitiful and,
at the same time, despicable.

Many Senators have already given
firm statements of support for this suc-
cession, and we deserve the timely
chance to make our support known
through a vote. Let’s get on with it.

There are few things more important
than voting on accession for Finland
and Sweden to NATO. This accession
process is an important chance for the
United States to demonstrate leader-
ship in NATO and commitment to its
modernization and, very importantly,
NATO’s future.

When the shooting is over in
Ukraine, it won’t be over. There is no
doubt that NATO is going to take a
long, hard look at what it is doing,
what its priorities are, and, very im-
portantly, hardening the eastern and
northern flanks.

Since this wave of NATO enlarge-
ment was first announced, the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee has care-
fully consulted and coordinated with
our NATO allies, the governments of
Sweden and Finland, with the adminis-
tration, and within the Senate itself to
ensure this process can move as effi-
ciently and quickly as possible. I can’t
count the number of meetings and con-
versations we have had in this regard.

We now have only one step left until
ratification, and it makes no sense to
dillydally at this stage. There should
be no issue with moving this treaty as
quickly as possible. The Senate’s quick
ratification of Finland and Sweden as
new members of NATO will both send a
strong message of transatlantic unity
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to a now foundering Russia and will
strengthen NATO against Russia’s
growing threat.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

CHIPS ACT OF 2022

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I
rise today to discuss the CHIPS and
Science Act, a bill approved by the
Senate yesterday and, I am told, just
approved literally in the last several
minutes by the House of Representa-
tives, a bill that I am proud to be able
to support, along with many of my col-
leagues.

This bipartisan legislation will invest
in our Nation’s semiconductor indus-
try, strengthen America’s manufac-
turing competitive edge over foreign
competitors, and reduce supply chain
burdens that exist with respect to our
country and our people. Yesterday’s
vote marked an important step in pro-
viding America the authority to set
the rules of the road for a 21st-century
economy.

I was pleased to join so many of our
colleagues in support of this bill so
that States like Delaware and like Ne-
vada can continue to punch above our
weight in the global economy for years
to come.

We probably all heard the saying be-
fore: ‘“Today, they don’t make cars like
they used to.” Well, some of my col-
leagues know and many folks in Dela-
ware know I can attest to that person-
ally. For two decades, I drove a 2001
Chrysler Town and Country minivan, a
silver one, affectionately called by
many the Silver Bullet. It had 600,000
miles on it.

When I went to the DMV and took
with me the young man who wanted to
buy it, they asked me how much I was
going to sell it for.

I said: $1.

The lady there at the desk at the
DMV said: Well, what you have to do,
you have to turn it over and sign on
the back of title ‘$1.”

So I wrote ““$1,”” and I signed the doc-
ument, as did the purchaser.

Then the lady at the DMV said:
There is a transfer fee you have to pay
for the vehicle.

I said: What is it?

She said: 3 percent.

I said: 3 percent of $1?

She said: Yes.

I pulled a nickel out of my pocket
and gave it to her and said: Keep the
change.

But my old minivan is more popular
and famous in my little State in a lot
of places than I was.

But anyway, that vehicle had seen
every corner of the First State, with
some 600,000 miles to her name. She
carried ‘‘Carpertown’ staffers, con-
stituents, family members, and even a
future President—even a future Presi-
dent.

When it came time to retire her early
last summer, through anguish and
heartache, I opted for a slight upgrade:
a red Tesla Y that maybe someday will
have 600,000 miles on it. We will see.



July 28, 2022

Let me tell you, though, they don’t
make cars like they used to. They
make them a lot better, a whole lot
better and a whole lot cleaner as well.

On top of being fully electric—and let
me just say that 2, 3, 4 years ago, our
selection of electric vehicles, low-emis-
sion, no-emission vehicles, was limited,
very limited, and folks from Tesla were
largely outside of the gate.

First, the people from GM had come
up with a very good hybrid vehicle for
a number of years, but it took a long
time for us to actually get into the
business—both domestic manufacturers
and foreign manufacturers—of building
and selling fully electric vehicles.

But on top of being fully electric,
right when you step into these new
cars, including the one I own, you see a
world of technology in front of us—a
state-of-the-art touchscreen GPS sys-
tem, backup cameras, digital heating
and air-conditioning controls. It is a
far cry from my own minivan that
drove so many miles.

The odometer actually died on me at
500,000 miles. I don’t know exactly how
many miles it did have, but it had a
lot. But at 500,000 miles, we went to
Dover Downs, the Miracle Mile, the
Monster Mile, where they do auto rac-
ing and NASCAR racing. They let me
drive my minivan around the track as
fast as it would go. Holding the starter
flag out the window, I thought it was
going to rip my arm off, but it didn’t.
But it didn’t.

One ride in a car like my new one,
and it is clear, automotive technology
and the American economy have dras-
tically advanced in the last 20 years.
That is thanks, in part, to the advances
of semiconductor technology or, as we
sometimes say, chips.

Now, folks at home might have read
about chips or may have heard about
some connection with semiconductors
and our supply chain woes on the
nightly news, but they still wonder
what that has to do with their every-
day lives. So here it is, a little bit of
chips 101, a little bit of chips 101 before
I get in my new vehicle and head for
the Delaware State Fair as fast as I
can go—legally, legally.

Chips 101: a semiconductor, often-
times referred to as a chip, is com-
monly used material in tech manufac-
turing made of elements like silicon
that are valued for their ability to
manage the flow of electricity.

In our technology, a chip as small as
a puzzle piece or even smaller than a
fingernail is vital to creating the
phones that we carry in our pockets or
in our purses, the washing machine in
our basements, the television in our
family rooms, and, yes, all that tech-
nology in our new vehicles.

But more than that, the semiconduc-
tors have a vital role to play in some of
the medical equipment that monitors
our health and in the weapons systems
that protect our country.

But after 2 years of the COVID-19
pandemic and economic shock, unpre-
dictable shutdowns, along with labor
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shortages and logistic failures, have led
to severe supply chain constraints.
These supply chain issues have caused
the same inflation that Americans
have seen play out in empty shelves at
your local grocery stores or in new
technology that they have saved up for
years to buy but are having a hard
time finding on the market as of late.

Just last month, Senator JOHN COR-
NYN and I chaired a Finance Trade Sub-
committee hearing, and it was a hear-
ing on supply chain resiliency. We did
it in order to take a look at what is
causing supply chain backlogs and
hurting American consumers.

We heard that day from the experts
about the need for greater investments
in semiconductor manufacturing here
at home and about the vulnerabilities
we face when companies thousands and
thousands of miles away—maybe on
the other side of the world—can deter-
mine the economic success of entire
American industries. Because our man-
ufacturing sector relies on this tech-
nology, we are beholden to the compa-
nies that produce semiconductors and
we are hamstrung—hamstrung—by the
delays that slow these companies
down.

That is increasingly a problem when
America’s share of global chips produc-
tion drops from 37 percent—37 per-
cent—in 1990 to just 12 percent today or
when more than 75 percent of chips are
manufactured in Asia on the other side
of the world. This reliance on foreign
manufacturers makes our economic
and our national security vulnerable to
geopolitical shocks from halfway
around the planet.

And that is a problem for companies
in my State of Delaware and your
State of Nevada, Madam President. But
one of the companies that I would men-
tion from our State is Hologic, and
they are located in Newark, DE, near
the University of Delaware, the north-
ern part of our State. They rely on a
reliable stream of chips to produce
mammography machines. For Hologic,
a shortage of chips means not just
slower production of new mammog-
raphy machines but a struggle to re-
place and repair old machines that
women across our country rely on for
vital preventive care to detect breast
cancer.

After more than 2 years of this pan-
demic and cancer screenings all too
often delayed for months, that means
more clinics and doctors’ offices with
outdated equipment will offer limited
screenings, and that means more
women in States like mine and like
yours across America will have to put
screenings that could save their lives
on the back burner.

That is just one very serious, real-
world example of why these invest-
ments are critical to families and they
are critical to businesses up and down
the “First State’” and across the
United States. So, Madam President,
we can and we should take action to
address some of the weaknesses in our
economy and to compete with coun-
tries like China in the process.

S3769

That is why I am proud to support
the CHIPS and Science Act. It is a
much needed investment for the manu-
facturing of semiconductors and the
development of other -critical tech-
nologies in our country, and it will pro-
vide tax incentives to make our tech
sector the envy of the world once
again.

By investing in American-made
chips, we can reduce costs of tech-
nology for Americans, improve supply
chain reliability, and we can create
new opportunities and jobs for a lot of
American workers.

And by investing in the National
Science Foundation and the American
innovation hubs, we have an oppor-
tunity to jump-start American innova-
tion and growth once again.

This legislation will make life a bit
easier for businesses and consumers
across America, from car dealerships in
Delaware, on the east coast, and in
your State of Nevada, out there in the
middle of the great West—from car
dealerships in Delaware that don’t
have enough inventory to meet cus-

tomer demands to manufacturers
struggling to access critical parts and
inputs.

As Secretary of Commerce Raimondo
and the Defense Secretary have made
clear over the last couple of weeks, in-
cluding in a briefing that they held
with us, this bill will bolster both our
economic and our national security—
but not only that. To not act, to not
invest in American jobs and manufac-
turing, as Secretary Raimondo de-
scribed it, would cause—her words—
““irreparable harm to the United States
economy and the United States mili-
tary operations’”’—because when Amer-
ica isn’t in the driver’s seat, someone
else is taking the wheel, and Ameri-
cans may well fall behind as a result.

So we have not just an opportunity, I
think we have an obligation to Amer-
ican consumers and to our Nation’s
workforce to invest right here at home.
The action we are taking should be the
beginning rather than the end of our
efforts to strengthen, once again,
American economic competitiveness.

There were many bipartisan ideas on
the table through the debate over this
legislation, some ideas that didn’t
make it into the final bill. Many of
them are worthy of our future consid-
eration. And as the chairman of the Fi-
nance Subcommittee on International
Trade that I lead with Senator CORNYN,
I will continue advocating for greater
economic engagement with our allies
across the globe and especially—espe-
cially—in the Asia-Pacific.

There is more we can do. I will say
that again. There is more we can do—
and must do—to strengthen supply
chain resiliency, combat unfair trade
practices, and support the American
worker and innovation.

I was proud to vote in favor of the
CHIPS and Science Act because, first
and foremost, I serve the people of the
“First State.” And yesterday’s vote
will mean investments that create jobs
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for Delaware workers and States
around us. We have a lot of people in
other States who work in Delaware
even though they live in Pennsylvania
or New Jersey or in Maryland.

Yesterday’s vote will mean support
for the technology that keeps our loved
ones healthy and safe, and it will also
mean more affordable goods, delivered
faster, to families in the ‘“‘First State”
and every other State.

I want to commend the House of Rep-
resentatives for the action that they
took today in passing this legislation.
And when I leave here today, I am
going to go out and get in that red
sports car that I drive these days. And
it has incredible music, just incredible
music, as you probably know. Most
cars have that these days. And I think
that, first, I am going to head for the
Delaware State Fair, which I love. The
first time I ran for office, that was sort
of like where I announced it a million
years ago.

I will probably pick out some music
to listen to, and the first song, I think,
is a Willie Nelson song. It is a Willie
Nelson song: “On the Road Again.”
And I am going to get on the road
again and head for the ‘“‘First State,”
for the Delaware State Fair, and look
forward to meeting a lot of people.

I wish you a great weekend. To my
colleague DAN SULLIVAN from Alaska,
the marine colonel who is about to
take the floor, have at it. Danny, it is
all yours.

I yield the floor.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, I
want to compliment my colleague from
Delaware, whom I enjoy working with
very much on the EPW Committee.

Normally at this time, the end of the
week, I talk about the Alaskan of the
Week. So stay tuned for next week
when we continue that series. It has
been going on for 6 years.

NEPA

Madam President, today, actually, I
want to talk about the Americans of
the century, the Americans of the cen-
tury. This is an iconic, iconic picture
of the men—and, of course, women—
who built our great Nation: the work-
ing families, the union members who
built our great Nation, won World War
II1.

This is, by the way, the Empire State
Building. Some of our workers built
that. I want to talk about that here in
a minute. They are having a little bit
of lunch. But these are the workers
who built America, certainly helped us
win World War II: the machinists, elec-
tricians, welders, builders.

And, Madam President, next week,
my colleagues are going to be put to
the test, and it is going to be a simple
test. It is a question that is a really
important one right now: Where do you
stand? Do you stand with the working
men and women of this great Nation,
the ones who built our country and
their incredible heritage of building
America, or do you stand with the
coastal elites—represented by this indi-
vidual—who are actually focused on
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not building the country but in many
ways shutting it down?

Well, I will tell you where I stand. I
stand right here with the men and
women who have built this great Na-
tion.

Here is what is going to happen next
week. I am bringing together a joint
resolution of disapproval under the
Congressional Review Act, what we
call a CRA, that will be a simple vote
to nullify a recent Biden administra-
tion regulation that clearly is going to
make it harder in America to build in-
frastructure projects—to build build-
ings, to build energy projects. These
regulations will waste taxpayer dol-
lars, but the biggest thing they will do
is they will prevent workers from
working and building the country.

So that is it. We are going to have a
simple vote on whether you stand with
the people who take a shower before
work or the people who take a shower
after work, the people who spend their
day holding tools to build things or
holding lattes—the people with dirt
under their fingernails.

The vote will answer the question
posed by the late folk singer Pete
Seeger: Which side are you on? Now,
right now, there are 50 Republican Sen-
ators who are on the side of the work-
ing men and women. They cosponsored
my resolution. So let’s talk a little bit
about the background of what we are
going to vote on next week.

This is a very famous structure in
America, the Hoover Dam, and it is
part of a great American tradition that
we are all proud of—every single Amer-
ican—that we used to build big things:
our roads, our dams, our ports, our
bridges, our pipelines. We built engi-
neering marvels in the world, a source
of immense pride for all Americans.
The Hoover Dam—look at that—5
years—actually, less than 5 years—to
build that dam. The Empire State
Building, you just saw a picture of men
and women building that. It took 410
days to build the Empire State Build-
ing. The Pentagon, the biggest office
building in the world: 16 months.

Let me talk a little bit closer to
home. The 1,700-mile Alaska-Canada
Highway, through some of the world’s
most rugged terrain: 11 months. We did
that. America did that. Workers did
that. The Trans-Alaska Pipeline—
think of this: 70,000 sections of 48-inch-
wide pipe, joined and 1aid—70,000 sec-
tions—across three mountain ranges,
800 riverbeds, tundra, forests, lakes,
from the Arctic Ocean to the Pacific—
800 miles—3 years. Incredible.

The American worker can build any-
thing, can build anything. And then
the engineering. We put a man on the
Moon in less than 10 years. We used to
do big things, big infrastructure. And
the men and women of America have
always been the best, most productive
workers in the country.

Well, that is no longer, unfortu-
nately, the legacy of America. And
here is part of what is going to happen
next week. Let me talk a little bit of a
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background issue here. And I know
some of my colleagues aren’t going to
like to hear it, but the Democratic
Party was once home to these great
American workers. That is true.

My family was part of this tradi-
tion—Irish-Catholic immigrants,
Democrats. My great-grandfather
Frank J. Sullivan was one of the found-
ing members of the IBEW, Inter-
national Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers. He passed on the values of
hard work throughout his family. And
the Democratic Party long supported
the union members, the workers who
built not just America but the middle
class. And I think that is a proud tradi-
tion. I think that is a proud tradition—
certainly something that my family
was part of. But that has been aban-
doned.

Right now, the focus is much more
on coastal, progressive elites and what
they want versus what these men and
women want. That was yesterday’s
Democratic Party. You are seeing
headlines more like this: ‘“The Demo-
crats’ Working Class Voter Problem.”’
That is a headline from the Democratic
ally blog titled ‘“The Liberal Patriot.”

Newsweek: ‘‘Democrats Have Forgot-
ten the Working Class.”

Here is a doozy from the Economist
recently: Democrats in America are re-
alizing they must moderate or die.

Now, some attribute this problem to
cultural issues. As James Carville said
“Wokeness is a problem.”’

Cultural issues, wokeness, and all
that implies are certainly issues driv-
ing the working class away from the
Democratic Party. But I believe the
problems that the Democrats are hav-
ing with the working class run much
deeper than wokeness. I believe they
are structural. And at the end of the
day, they are pocketbook issues. One
issue that impacts everybody, but espe-
cially America’s workers, is the regu-
latory system—the permitting system
that we have in America.

It hurt so much of our country. But
I will tell you who it really hurts: the
men and women who build things. They
are on the ground. They see their
projects being delayed when they are
killed. They are the ones who get the
pink slips when there is endless litiga-
tion on a resource development project
in Alaska. They are the ones worrying
about feeding their families because
they don’t have good work because
they can’t build things anymore. They
are the ones who are attacked by the
far left because they produce things
like American energy, which we all
need.

We live in a nation now that is in-
creasingly divided into two countries:
one of builders and doers, of working
men and women, of working families,
and the other side that soaks up the
spoils of those workers and then fig-
ures out ways to make their job even
harder, oftentimes resulting in putting
them out of work altogether.

And I have seen this time and time
again in my State—in my State. When
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