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Duckworth, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Amy Klobuchar, Jack Reed, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Brian Schatz, Benjamin L. 
Cardin, Edward J. Markey, Alex 
Padilla, Margaret Wood Hassan, Cath-
erine Cortez Masto. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Matthew L. 
Garcia, of New Mexico, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of New Mexico. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant 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. 12, Mat-
thew L. Garcia, of New Mexico, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of New 
Mexico. 

Richard J. Durbin, Sheldon Whitehouse, 
Martin Heinrich, Tim Kaine, Tammy 
Baldwin, Ben Ray Luján, Tammy 
Duckworth, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Amy Klobuchar, Jack Reed, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Brian Schatz, Edward J. Mar-
key, Benjamin L. Cardin, Alex Padilla, 
Margaret Wood Hassan, Catherine Cor-
tez Masto. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Adrienne C. 
Nelson, of Oregon, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Or-
egon. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant 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. 15, Adri-
enne C. Nelson, of Oregon, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Or-
egon. 

Richard J. Durbin, Sheldon Whitehouse, 
Martin Heinrich, Tim Kaine, Tammy 
Baldwin, Ben Ray Luján, Tammy 
Duckworth, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Amy Klobuchar, Jack Reed, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Brian Schatz, Edward J. Mar-
key, Benjamin L. Cardin, Alex Padilla, 
Margaret Wood Hassan, Catherine Cor-
tez Masto. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, finally, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum calls for the cloture 
motions filed today, February 9, be 
waived. 

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

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

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the scheduled 
vote occur immediately. 

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

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The senior assistant 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. 5, Cindy K. 
Chung, of Pennsylvania, to be United States 
Circuit Judge for the Third Circuit. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Debbie Stabenow, Margaret Wood Has-
san, Brian Schatz, Tina Smith, Eliza-
beth Warren, Tim Kaine, Ron Wyden, 
Patty Murray, Chris Van Hollen, Mar-
tin Heinrich, Jack Reed, Christopher 
A. Coons, Alex Padilla, Christopher 
Murphy, Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard 
Blumenthal. 

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 Cindy K. Chung, of Pennsylvania, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Third Circuit, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FETTERMAN) and the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 8 Ex.] 
YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 
Paul 
Ricketts 

Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—2 

Fetterman Schumer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). On this vote, the yeas are 52, 
the nays are 46. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Rhode Island. 
REMEMBERING CHIEF VINCENT VESPIA, JR. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 
today with my colleague Senator 
WHITEHOUSE to pay tribute to a leg-
endary police officer, Vincent Vespia, 
Jr., whose distinguished career in 
Rhode Island law enforcement spanned 
57 years, from a young State trooper, 
to a top organized crime investigator, 
to chief of police. 

Vin passed away suddenly on Janu-
ary 24, 2023, at the age of 84, and we 
wanted to take a moment to honor this 
great hero—a police officer who was so 
beloved and respected by all, who prac-
ticed and taught the art of community 
policing, and who truly made a positive 
difference in the lives of countless 
Rhode Islanders. 

Vin was a dear friend, and I will al-
ways remember with great fondness 
the time we spent together, especially 
when he came down to Washington 
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with his fellow chiefs of police. I deeply 
admired the chief, not just as a police 
officer but as a person with wisdom 
like no other. 

In 2012, Chief Vespia, who was still 
actively serving as South Kingstown’s 
police chief, was honored as the first- 
ever inductee into the Rhode Island 
Criminal Justice Hall of Fame. 

At that time, he was well known for 
fearlessly pursuing investigations into 
organized crime and corruption and 
had already served 30 years as the chief 
of the South Kingstown Police Depart-
ment. And he continued in that role for 
another 4 years. 

Vin’s courage and integrity made 
him, quite deservedly, one of the most 
respected and revered members of the 
State’s not only law enforcement com-
munity but of the State overall. 

As Stephen Pare, the former commis-
sioner for public safety for the city of 
Providence put it, Vespia was ‘‘relent-
less and honest, and as strong as you 
can be as a police officer.’’ He described 
him as a ‘‘no-nonsense chief’’ who was 
comfortable talking with anyone on 
the force. ‘‘He commanded respect be-
cause he gave respect,’’ Pare said. 

And that is an apt description and 
high praise, indeed, but well deserved. 

Vincent Vespia grew up on Federal 
Hill and then the East Side of Provi-
dence. He served in the Army for 2 
years and worked at the then ‘‘new’’ 
Bostitch factory in East Greenwich be-
fore finding his true calling in law en-
forcement. 

Beginning as a motorcycle trooper in 
1959, he served in the elite Rhode Island 
State Police for two decades before be-
coming chief of police of South 
Kingstown. 

During his 21 years with the Rhode 
Island State Police Intelligence Unit, 
he focused on combating organized 
crime. Throughout the 1960s and seven-
ties, Vin Vespia helped coordinate 
State and local efforts to successfully 
track, disrupt, and dismantle organized 
crime. 

Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist 
Mike Stanton chronicled some of those 
stories noting that, in his words: 

Vespia grew up playing in the street with 
some of the wise guys he would later pursue 
as a cop. 

Stanton tells the story of how, as a 
young trooper, Vespia arrested a 
former playmate from his old neighbor-
hood with a truckload of stolen furs. 
Recognizing his childhood friend, the 
perpetrator asked Vespia: 

How can you arrest me? We played kick 
the can together. 

Vespia replied: 
You went one way, I went another. 

Indeed, he took the high road in ev-
erything he did. 

In one of his most notable cases, Vin 
Vespia worked for years to gain the 
trust of a known hit man in order to 
collect evidence leading to the arrest 
and prosecution of notorious organized 
crime leader Raymond Patriarca, the 
head of organized crime in New Eng-
land. 

In addition to being an outstanding 
police officer, Vin Vespia was an in-
credible mentor. He taught generations 
of law enforcement officers the finer 
points of police work and leadership. 

Toward the end of his career, a local 
television station asked the chief about 
his legacy, and he replied: 

Forget about what I’ve done, what my 
rank was, where I’ve worked, and the cases 
I’ve made . . . forget about all that . . . if 
somebody would remember me as . . . a guy 
who tried to be a good cop, [then] I’m happy. 

Mr. President, Vin Vespia was not 
only a guy who tried to be a good cop, 
he was a great cop. 

And when he finally hung up holster 
and badge, the Providence Journal pro-
claimed: 

Hail to the chief: Vincent Vespia, Jr., 
‘‘most admired law enforcement officer’’ in 
R.I., retires after 35 years as town’s top cop. 

Along with Senator WHITEHOUSE, I 
want to express our condolences and 
gratitude to Chief Vespia’s beloved 
wife and partner Judy. A police offi-
cer’s family makes sacrifices so that 
their loved one may serve, and that is 
certainly true for Vin’s beloved family. 

And I want to recognize his children, 
including Renee Caouette and her hus-
band Ron, Robin Vespia, and the late 
Rhonda Vespia. 

Chief Vespia was also a doting and 
devoted grandfather to his grand-
children: Dylan, Tyler, Dante, and the 
late Chad O’Brien. 

And I also salute his dear brothers, 
Jay and the late Robert Vespia. 

And now, I yield to someone who 
worked closely with Chief Vespia in a 
variety of capacities—as the attorney 
general of the State of Rhode Island, as 
a Federal attorney for the District of 
Rhode Island, as one of the most suc-
cessful, effective attorneys and Federal 
officers, as well as State officers, in the 
history of our State—my colleague 
Senator WHITEHOUSE. 

With that, I yield to Senator WHITE-
HOUSE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am delighted to join my senior Senator 
to honor our common friend, Vincent 
Vespia, who was lately the chief of the 
South Kingstown, RI, police depart-
ment. 

He passed away on January 24, 2023, 
surrounded by his wife Judith-Ann and 
their cherished daughters Robin and 
Renee. 

As Jack said, Vinnie Vespia grew up 
in Providence, and he served 2 years in 
the Army before returning home to 
Rhode Island and a career of service in 
the Rhode Island State Police. 

Chief Vespia was a legend in our out-
standing Rhode Island law enforcement 
community—famously fearless in his 
pursuit of justice. 

During his 22-year career in the State 
police, Chief Vespia was at the center 
of the State’s ongoing fight against or-
ganized crime, back in that day when 
the mob was a force in Rhode Island 
and the Rhode Island State Police was 
its counterforce. 

His courageous police work led to the 
downfall of some of the State’s most 
violent mobsters, including crime boss 
Raymond Patriarca and the notorious 
Gerald and Harold Tillinghast. 

Along with his grit and toughness, 
Chief Vespia had style. In the book 
that Jack referenced, ‘‘The Prince of 
Providence,’’ Mike Stanton wrote that: 

One night Vespia came crashing through 
the second-floor window of Willie Marfeo’s 
crap game on Federal Hill from the bucket of 
a cherry picker, waving a machine gun at 
two dozen stunned dice players. 

Not everybody does that. 
After his successful career with the 

State Police, Chief Vespia went on to 
take the helm of the South Kingstown 
Police Department, where he spent the 
next three and a half decades. 

Chief Vespia was the longest serving 
leader of that department and will be 
fondly remembered for his pursuit of 
justice, for his unimpeachable sense of 
right and wrong, for his persistent good 
humor, and, of course, for the love and 
respect of that community that he 
leaves behind. 

Hearing Vinnie Vespia tell stories of 
his law enforcement career with a 
twinkle in his eye is an indelible mem-
ory for me, and he was a mentor to me, 
as well as to the young officers who he 
brought up in law enforcement. 

When Chief Vespia retired in 2016, it 
was widely accepted that he was one of 
the greatest to ever have worn our uni-
form. 

I thank him and his family for sup-
porting him in his devoted service. I, 
like many, will miss him dearly. Rhode 
Island was lucky to have this man, and 
we are safer because of him and many 
officers he mentored and trained who 
carry on the Vincent Vespia legacy to 
this day. 

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

ator from Alaska. 
WILLOW PROJECT 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
was in Utqiagvik, AK, also known as 
Barrow, AK. It is the northernmost 
community in the United States. I was 
there for what some describe as a Mes-
senger Feast. The Inupiat word is 
‘‘Kivgiq.’’ And it really was a reunion, 
a glorious family reunion, where the 
communities of the North Slope region, 
all eight communities and actually 
neighbors from Canada, gather to-
gether during the winter to celebrate 
family, to celebrate community. It is 
an extraordinary sharing. 

It is very similar to the sharing that 
they have during the summer months, 
when the communities come together 
to celebrate the whale harvest, the 
Nalukataq, yet another extraordinary 
family-type reunion but one of a shar-
ing in a region that is built on a cul-
ture of sharing—sharing of subsistence 
foods, sharing of resources—and that is 
what I want to focus my comments on 
today, the resources within the North 
Slope region. 

As I was preparing to leave Utqiagvik 
on Sunday morning to go back to An-
chorage, I was at the hotel and visiting 
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with people who were gathered there 
for coffee. And as one gentleman was 
leaving, he said: Lisa, I think there are 
just two things that we need you to do. 
We need you to make sure that you 
protect our whale quotas so we can 
continue to provide for the sustenance 
of the people in this region, and we 
need for you to ensure that Willow is 
opened up for oil production so that we 
can continue our lifestyle. 

Some might suggest that there is 
some inconsistency between this cul-
ture of a traditional subsistence life-
style and the harvest of a whale to feed 
entire communities and the production 
of oil in the Arctic region. And I would 
suggest that it is not only absolutely 
not inconsistent but absolutely com-
patible because it is with the sharing of 
these resources that the people of the 
North are able to have much of what 
we enjoy in other parts of America 
today: the opportunity to see our kids 
educated, the opportunity for 
healthcare, the opportunity to be safe 
in our communities, the opportunity to 
have economies. 

So I am here today to speak in 
strongest possible terms of the Willow 
Master Development Project within 
the National Petroleum Reserve–Alas-
ka. We just refer to it as the NPR–A. 
And what I hope to do, along with my 
colleague Senator SULLIVAN, is to fur-
ther educate Members of the Senate 
and really people around the country 
about this project by explaining how it 
will help to benefit the nearly 11,000 
Alaskan Native people and residents 
who call the North Slope home, how it 
will support good-paying union jobs, 
how it will reduce our energy imports 
from, quite honestly, some of the worst 
regimes in the world, and why its ap-
proval is both necessary and prudent. 

And I want to start with a little bit 
of background just to put Willow in 
context. Our NPR–A is a Federal petro-
leum reserve. It is a Federal petroleum 
reserve. Its lands were explicitly des-
ignated back in 1923—so 100 years ago— 
designated under the Harding adminis-
tration. It is an area that encompasses 
23.4 million acres. It is roughly the size 
of Indiana up in the northwest corner 
of Alaska. 

It is home to the Alaska Native com-
munities of Wainwright, Utqiagvik, 
Atqasuk, and Nuiqsut. These people 
from these communities have been liv-
ing in this region since time immemo-
rial. They still practice a traditional 
lifestyle, but they live in this region, 
and they care what happens in their re-
gion. 

I mention that the NPR–A is 100 
years old this year. Yet it has only 
seen a few projects, and those have 
been in the very recent years. And, in 
part, ironically, that is because the 
Obama-Biden administration pushed 
for the oil companies to turn their 
focus there. They explicitly encour-
aged—they said: Go develop in the 
NPR–A—explicitly designated for oil 
and resource development. They said: 
Don’t go in the offshore, don’t go in the 

nonwilderness part of ANWR. Go over 
to NPR–A. 

That is exactly what ConocoPhillips 
decided to do. The company first ac-
quired its leases for the Willow Project 
back in 1999. This was during the Clin-
ton administration. They started de-
veloping them shortly thereafter, but 
they really accelerated that work dur-
ing the Obama-Biden administration 
and then moved into Federal permit-
ting in 2018. So they have been seeking 
Federal approval for 5 years now. 

Then, last Monday, the Department 
of the Interior published its final sup-
plemental environmental impact state-
ment, the SEIS, for the Willow Project 
in order to address two issues that had 
been identified by the Federal court. 
So now where we are is, roughly, 30 
days from now, in this time period, the 
Department of the Interior will be able 
to issue a final Record of Decision an-
nouncing its decision on whether and 
how this critical project should be al-
lowed to proceed. 

So you have got this final SEIS. This 
is a document that has been worked 
with career BLM officials. These are 
scientists. These are engineers. They 
have decades of experience evaluating 
environmental impacts of proposed 
projects. And they, together, with all 
of this analysis over this 5-year 
project, selected a new preferred alter-
native for the Willow Project. They 
call it Alternative E. 

But keep in mind that these sci-
entists, these engineers, these career 
Agency officials took years of analysis 
and very rigorous review. They had sig-
nificant—significant—input and sup-
port—support—from the Alaska Native 
communities within the NPR–A and 
the North Slope Borough. So in other 
words, the people who live up there, 
the people whose home region it is, 
gave that input. There was back-and- 
forth. There was give-and-take. They 
listened to the Native people, and they 
worked to develop this Alternative E. 
Now, keep in mind, the Willow Project 
was already quite small when it was 
first advanced, in line with all modern 
development on the North Slope. But 
what BLM’s preferred alternative— 
what Alternative E does is it reduces 
its footprint even further. So from 
what ConocoPhillips originally wanted 
to do to now this Alternative E is they 
have gone from five drill pads to now 
three, with a fourth deferred to later 
permitting. The project will have 19 
percent fewer road miles, cover 11 per-
cent fewer acres, avoid further—avoid 
ecologically important areas. These 
were all considerations that were 
taken into place and placed into this 
Alternative E. 

So at this point, the total project 
will cover just over 400 acres. So I have 
already shared with you the size of the 
NPR–A. What we are talking about 
here with the Willow Project is that 
.002 percent of the NPR–A will be im-
pacted. It will be in full compliance 
with all of the restrictions that are in-
cluded in the land management plan 

that the Obama-Biden administration 
issued back in 2013. So under that plan, 
they effectively took 50 percent—50 
percent—of the NPR–A’s surface area, 
some 11.8 million acres, they took that 
off the table to resource development. 
That is already off. We are not talking 
about that. We are talking about the 
area that is available now for develop-
ment. The Willow Project is just .002 
percent of the NPR–A. 

The Willow Project itself is not going 
to cover all of its leased land, not by a 
long shot. There are areas that will 
have no development—no development 
will take place. There will be areas 
where development is only allowed 
with a waiver that would be required 
and areas where additional consider-
ations will apply before any develop-
ment takes place. 

So, again, think about this. You have 
got 11.8 million acres of the NPR–A 
that has been taken off the table. This 
project is 429 acres. What we are trying 
to develop here, the project we are 
talking about developing, is literally 
27,500 times smaller than what has al-
ready been taken off the table. I im-
press this upon folks because I think it 
is important to recognize that this is 
an extraordinarily significant project 
for the State of Alaska—for the re-
sources that it will bring to my State, 
the economic development that it will 
spur. It is significant to the people of 
the North Slope Borough who call this 
region home and who rely on the rev-
enue and the resources. 

But as significant as it is, the foot-
print for Willow is miniscule. It has 
been meticulously planned to coexist 
with the wildlife, with the tundra, with 
the subsistence lifestyle on the North 
Slope. 

Think about it. You would not have 
the two whaling captains who were 
wandering the halls here just this 
week—two whaling captains from the 
North Slope who are advocating for de-
velopment of Willow if they felt that 
this was going to be harmful to their 
subsistence activity or to the subsist-
ence caribou hunter who was also being 
interviewed by reporters and meeting 
Members of the Senate here just Tues-
day to talk about why he believes that 
this coexistence with development, as 
proposed in the Willow Project, can 
proceed and is compatible with their 
life and their lifestyle. 

ConocoPhillips, in moving forward 
with this, will have to abide by hun-
dreds of lease stipulations and best 
practices. And best practices, keep in 
mind, when you are exploring and de-
veloping in the State of Alaska in the 
North Slope, it is not like Louisiana; it 
is not like New Mexico. They are oper-
ating in an Arctic environment, which 
means you have to work within the 
contours of the area around you. So 
best practices mean that exploration is 
effectively limited to about 90 days—90 
days out of 365. You have got a lot 
more time that you can be building. We 
have to use ice ropes to help facilitate 
the exploration rigs that might go out. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:18 Feb 10, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G09FE6.038 S09FEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S281 February 9, 2023 
You cannot be on the tundra when the 
tundra is not sufficiently frozen, but 
then that also means that you have got 
to get off the tundra as soon as the 
spring comes. 

So these conditions, this scenario, is 
so different than anywhere else that we 
produce in the United States of Amer-
ica. Even with these lease stipulations, 
even with all that has to go on, Conoco 
believes that they can make this ex-
traordinary environmental commit-
ment. They believe that this project, 
this Alternative E, is viable for them 
to proceed. 

You know, if you are following the 
news about Willow, you would probably 
get the sense that the support from 
most Alaskans is not there because 
there are a few voices whom we see in 
objection. I get that, but I will tell you 
that one of the reasons—probably the 
biggest reason—that has helped the 
Willow project garner support through-
out the State is that the people of the 
North Slope who live there have come 
forward and have said: We believe that 
this will be helpful to us. 

It is not just those who are living on 
the North Slope. The broader Alaska 
Federation of Natives has come to-
gether in support; bipartisan, non-
partisan entities from around the 
State. One of the leaders in the region, 
the North Slope Borough mayor—and I 
had dinner with him and his wife on 
Saturday night. Mayor Brower is not 
only the mayor—a pretty extraor-
dinary man—but he is also a whaling 
captain himself and is strongly, strong-
ly in support of the Willow project. 

In a letter to Secretary Haaland, he 
wrote: 

Responsible oil and gas development is es-
sential to the economic survival of the Bor-
ough and its residents. Oil and gas activities 
are the primary economic generator for our 
region, and . . . by far the most significant 
source of funding for the Borough’s commu-
nity services and infrastructure. 

To put that into context, when he 
says ‘‘significant source of funding,’’ 
over 95 percent of the Borough’s reve-
nues come from oil in the region. 

So when we think about our commu-
nities and our counties and where they 
may gain sources of revenue, it is pret-
ty, pretty extraordinary to find any 
area where 95 percent of your revenues 
come from one single source. 

And what do these revenues provide? 
They enable the Borough to provide for 
basic, basic services and basic infra-
structure like clean drinking water, 
like education, like healthcare, like 
emergency services. The Borough does 
it all. The Borough is funding their 
own government, their own govern-
ment to include search and rescue. I 
just mentioned emergency services. 

I mentioned that the NPR–A is the 
size of Indiana but that the North 
Slope Borough is pretty significant in 
its size and scope, with eight commu-
nities spread out over hundreds and 
hundreds of miles—no roads. In the 
wintertime, the way that you move 
around is by snow machine, and in the 

summer, it might be by boat. But the 
reality is that the weather is very, 
very harsh, and snow machiners get 
lost. As people are trying to travel 
from one village to the next, who is 
there on a search and rescue? It is the 
local community, funded by the North 
Slope Borough. These are activities 
that, I think, most don’t think that a 
borough would be providing, but they 
are able to do so—they are able to care 
for their people—because of the reve-
nues that they receive from oil. 

As one former mayor put it: Oil and 
gas activities are responsible for 200 
years of development on the North 
Slope in the span of 30 years. 

I was on the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee when he made that 
statement on the record. 

It is extraordinary how the quality of 
life has advanced since the days of rev-
enue coming from our oil, and a recent 
study really kind of brings it home. It 
is not just about infrastructure that 
brings clean water or heat to your 
home, but it is what happens to one’s 
health and well-being. When you have 
improved infrastructure, when you 
have sanitation systems, when you 
have medical care that these revenues 
have helped to facilitate, people are 
healthier, and people live longer. 

There is an increased life expectancy 
among Alaska Natives who live on the 
North Slope. Get this: If you were born 
in 1985, your life expectancy is about 
aged 65—pretty young. For those born 
in 2014, the average life expectancy is 
77 years. Think about that. Think 
about the dramatic leap in life expect-
ancy. The only thing that has 
changed—because they still live a sub-
sistence lifestyle; they are still living 
in a really harsh environment. The 
only thing that has changed is that 
they have access to resources that 
allow them to be better cared for, that 
allow them to have a quality of life 
that we would just accept as basic. I 
think clean running water is basic. I 
think a flushed toilet is basic. I can’t 
tell you how many communities in my 
State I go to where they are waiting 
for the day—waiting for the day—that 
they will get running water and a 
flushed toilet—pretty basic. 

I think this is important. I have been 
talking a lot about the benefits to the 
people of the North Slope region, but 
when I mentioned that the Kivgiq and 
the Nalukataq are celebrations of shar-
ing—the sharing of gifts at Kivgiq, the 
sharing of the whale at Nalukataq—it 
is not just the subsistence lifestyle 
that our Native people share. It is in 
the structure of how ANCSA really 
came to be such an amazing benefit to 
the Alaska Native people. ANCSA is 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act. There is a provision within 
ANCSA, section 7(i) that requires—and 
this was agreed to by the 12 regional 
Native corporations—that 70 percent of 
all revenues received by each regional 
corporation from timber and sub-
surface estates be divided annually ac-
cording to the number of Natives who 
are enrolled in that region. 

What I am sharing with you is that, 
of the resource wealth that comes from 
the North Slope, the Arctic Slope Re-
gional Corporation is not the only Na-
tive corporation and beneficiaries to 
that. All Native shareholders through-
out the State, through the 12 regional 
corporations, are entitled to that shar-
ing of those benefits. 

Think about what that means. If you 
are from a region where you don’t have 
the resources, think about what that 
means to then have sharing coming to 
you from the north. When adjusted for 
inflation, between 1982 and 2015, a total 
of $3.1 billion was shared between the 
regional corporations for the benefit of 
their shareholders, and 56 percent of 
that, or $1.794 billion, came from oil 
and gas operations. 

So when people ask what is the ben-
efit that you receive from the oil sec-
tor in Alaska, it is certainly jobs. Ab-
solutely. It certainly benefits our 
State, absolutely, in terms of our rev-
enue, and you have all heard of our per-
manent fund dividend. But the imme-
diate benefit—the real, tangible ben-
efit—that is shared with the Alaska 
Native people is an extraordinary 
model. I think those of us here in the 
lower 48 think that corporations are all 
sharp elbows, you know, wanting to get 
as much as they possibly can for them-
selves. That is not who the Alaska Na-
tive people are. The value that they 
bring is truly one of sharing. 

The North Slope is an amazing place, 
whether it is summer or whether it is 
the heart of winter, as it was just this 
weekend at 30 below. I know the Sun 
was up for a brief moment in time 
there for a period of time. Everyone is 
very excited that the Sun is coming 
back. You know, it is dark, and it is 
cold. But for those who would suggest 
that responsible resource development 
and a subsistence way of life are in-
compatible, I invite you to go up to 
Utqiagvik. Go to these communities 
and hear for yourselves and see for 
yourselves how it is just simply wrong, 
because you will be able to see the ben-
efits of responsible resource extraction 
and what it can mean to the lives of 
people in their communities. 

I was in Utqiagvik again this past 
weekend, but I was there in the first 
week of January for a memorial serv-
ice for a friend of mine and a great, 
great Native leader, Oliver Leavitt. 
Oliver was not only the head of ASRC. 
As an extraordinary corporate leader, 
he helped, really, with the formation of 
the North Slope Borough, and he was a 
whaling captain. He spent a lot of time 
here in Washington, DC, trying to edu-
cate people. 

He would always get grumpy with me 
when I would say: Oliver, I am so 
happy you are back. 

He would say: I should be at hunting 
camp. The caribou are coming through. 

You know, he was a man who lived in 
two worlds, but you listened. I listened. 
I share this. I went to the school of Oli-
ver Leavitt, and I heard his stories 
about how hard it was for him as a 
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young boy and as a young man. His job 
was to go out before school and collect 
driftwood so that their family home 
could have some form of fuel. 

Keep in mind that there are no trees 
on the North Slope. It is hard. It is 
hard. 

He said: I went to school not because 
I wanted to learn but because there 
was heat in the school. 

He saw a transformation of what it 
meant for the people when they were 
finally able to get natural gas into his 
community and how, now, an elder can 
turn on the heat by just turning on the 
thermostat. What a concept. Well, for 
us, we kind of expect that, but it is just 
a reminder, again, of the benefits that 
come to those who live there and who 
have lived there for generations and 
thousands of years—of how they are 
compatible with Alaska’s future here. 

The Willow project will allow devel-
opment, health outcomes, and life ex-
pectancy all to improve—all to im-
prove—on the North Slope. 

You think about the resources that 
the people need and what will happen if 
they no longer have access to those re-
sources. What will happen? They are 
telling me, LISA, we can’t go back in 
time. We don’t want to be left out in 
the cold. We will not be left out in the 
cold. 

This is not social justice. So I ask us, 
as we are looking at this particular 
project, to keep in mind and keep in 
your hearts the people for whom it will 
most benefit. 

But don’t forget, the rest of Alaska 
and the country as a whole—they are 
also going to benefit. It is projected to 
create an estimated 2,500 construction 
jobs. Seventy-five percent of them will 
be filled by union labor, so unions are 
pretty supportive of this. Once com-
plete, it will support 300 permanent 
jobs, which then in turn spins off thou-
sands more across the State and across 
the country. 

I mentioned the unions. If you sup-
port unions, you should be supporting 
Willow. The Alaska AFL–CIO, the Alas-
ka District Council of Laborers, the 
North America’s Building Trades 
Union, the Labors’ International Union 
of North America, the International 
Union of Operating Engineers, the 
United Association—plumbers and 
pipefitters—they are all on board. They 
are all on board and strongly sup-
portive. So are countless others who 
recognize the importance of creating 
good jobs in Alaska and around the 
country to help reverse our GDP de-
cline. 

We are in a tough place in Alaska 
right now. I think we are No. 47, if I am 
not mistaken, out of 50 States. We are 
seeing a net migration out of Alaska. 
That is greatly concerning—greatly 
concerning. We have a higher than av-
erage unemployment rate. So we are 
looking at this and saying that Alaska 
needs this project. 

I know there is criticism out there. 
You have folks who are saying: Nope, 
can’t move Willow forward. We all have 

to address climate. We have to address 
the issue of climate change. 

Let’s talk about that for just a sec-
ond because you know, Mr. President— 
you have heard me talk about it. You 
have heard me stand up and say that 
we need to be actively working to re-
duce emissions and increase our use of 
clean energy. I have been pushing poli-
cies to do just that. But I think we also 
recognize that you just can’t flip a 
switch. You just can’t get there from 
here overnight. There is a transition. 

So I think what we need to focus on, 
the true choice that we have to face, is 
how painful, how chaotic do we want 
the transition to be for the people 
whom we serve? 

On Tuesday night, when the Presi-
dent spoke at the State of the Union, 
he acknowledged it. He said we are 
going to need oil for at least another 
decade and beyond that. I would argue 
it is going to be longer than a decade, 
regardless of what we do at the policy 
level. 

So the question is, What are we going 
to do to take care of our own needs 
with our own resources or are we going 
to empower OPEC at our own expense, 
and are we willingly going to return to 
the days of being highly dependent on 
foreign oil, with all of the economic, 
all of the environmental, all of the 
geostrategic consequences that entails? 

We have seen what happens when we 
make poor choices and we don’t plan 
for what a rational energy transition is 
going to look like. Europe is certainly 
one example there. But I would sug-
gest—let’s bring it a little closer to 
home. California is another example. 
Alaska’s oil production has declined. 
We send a lot of our stuff to California. 
As our oil production has declined, 
what is happening in California is that 
their imports have risen and they have 
risen dramatically. They have turned 
where? They have turned to countries 
like Saudi Arabia and Russia for their 
supply. So now that the Russian supply 
is outlawed, we saw a recent New York 
Times article that noted that ‘‘one in 
every nine tanks of gas, diesel, or jet 
fuel pumped in California comes from 
the Amazon.’’ So, really, are we OK 
with this? Are we really OK with this? 
I don’t think California is going to be 
happy knowing their gas came from 
Russia. But now that we are not taking 
it from Russia, now it is going to come 
from the Amazon rather than from a 
petroleum reserve in Alaska. 

The choice here is not whether we 
need to continue to develop our oil re-
sources—we do; we clearly do—the 
choice is where the source is going to 
come from. We are going to need it for 
decades to come. I will tell you, I am 
going to choose Alaska anytime over 
foreign sources. I will choose Alaska 
because we have a better environ-
mental track record, because develop-
ment there benefits our people there, 
and it ultimately makes it a little easi-
er to address climate. 

So you can oppose production on the 
North Slope. You can impoverish Alas-

ka Natives and blame them for changes 
in the climate that they did not cause. 
But can you really feel good about that 
given the autocrats you are going to 
empower around the world and the 
harm and the devastation that come? 

We have a better answer, and the bet-
ter answer here is Willow. It is going to 
provide up to 180,000 barrels per day at 
peak production. This is going to help 
us refill our Trans-Alaska Pipeline. It 
is going to keep the lower 48 from hav-
ing to import from some of the worst 
regimes in the world. So instead of im-
porting from places with no environ-
mental standards to speak of, we 
should be confident that the energy we 
need is coming from a project with a 
tiny footprint that is safely operated 
with as little impact as humanly pos-
sible. And we can ensure that the bene-
fits of production go to the Alaska Na-
tives of the North Slope and the com-
munities around the State and around 
the country rather than petrocrats like 
Vladimir Putin. 

All we need—all we need—is the ap-
proval of the Willow project, which will 
allow us to continue to tackle climate 
change while maintaining our energy 
security. It is not going to be a viola-
tion of the President’s pledges, which 
were—I will remind you, they were to 
allow responsible development on ex-
isting leases to occur. Well, Willow— 
valid existing leases—was approved 
when he came into office. Its re-
approval next month would simply sig-
nal to Alaska Natives, to Alaskans, to 
Americans, and the world that we are 
serious not only about our climate 
policies but also our energy policies. 

I urge the Biden administration in 
the strongest possible terms to listen 
to all who support this important 
project, and I urge them to reject the 
false and misguided claims about im-
pacts coming from some. I would urge 
them to issue a Record of Decision 
early next month selecting Alternative 
E without new limits or extraneous 
conditions. We need to get to work. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BOOKER). The Senator from Mississippi. 
TAIWAN 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, seven 
centuries ago, a Chinese novelist 
wrote: 

The Empire long divided must unite; long 
united, must divide. Thus, it has ever been. 

These are the opening words from the 
Chinese classic novel ‘‘Romance of the 
Three Kingdoms.’’ Mao Zedong, Deng 
Xiaoping, and Xi Jinping have drawn 
inspirations and quoted passages from 
this classic because the enduring prom-
inence in the Chinese imagination can 
be traced back for centuries. They de-
scribe the long rhythm of Chinese his-
tory—a period of civil war and chaos 
followed by a period of stability. Now, 
after a century of perceived humilia-
tion, the Chinese Communist Party be-
lieves it is destined to be whole and 
powerful again. 

That is what makes China’s current 
ambition to ‘‘unify,’’ as they put it, 
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even more troubling. Just as Vladimir 
Putin seeks to use violence to reconsti-
tute what he considers the old Soviet 
empire, the Chinese Communist Party 
has made it its mission to ‘‘reunite’’ all 
those it considers Chinese, including 
those who have gained freedom and lib-
erty, like the people of Taiwan. The 
Taiwanese people want no part of Bei-
jing’s communist vision, and they fully 
reject the idea that Beijing should im-
pose its will on its neighbors. 

Some may think Beijing has been 
hiding and biding its time, but, in fact, 
it has for decades been active and ag-
gressive in expanding its claims of sov-
ereignty and territory. In the last 60 
years, China almost risked a nuclear 
conflict with the Soviet Union, fought 
a war with Vietnam, and engaged in 
multiple bloody skirmishes with India 
as recently as last month to assert 
their territorial claim. Today, it con-
tinues to make egregious territorial 
claims in the South and East China 
Sea, all in the name of expanding the 
reach of the Chinese Communist Party. 

Americans saw firsthand President 
Xi’s disregard for our own sovereignty 
over the past week, as a Chinese spy 
balloon violated U.S. airspace 
uncontested for several days—just the 
latest in Beijing’s string of provocative 
actions. 

To see his plans for Taiwan, look no 
further than Xi Jinping’s brutal repres-
sion of the people of Hong Kong. He 
continues to trample the freedoms they 
long enjoyed and indeed were promised 
by the Chinese Communist Party. We 
should have known that the idea of 
‘‘one country, two systems’’ was al-
ways incompatible with the rule of the 
Chinese Communist Party. 

Taiwan is the missing piece in Presi-
dent Xi’s puzzle. Without Taiwan, Xi 
Jinping, who wants to be remembered 
as one of the great emperors of Chinese 
history, will have failed. And make no 
mistake, he cannot accept a free Tai-
wan because Taiwan, situated 90 miles 
off the Chinese coast, is living proof 
that freedom and democracy can thrive 
in a Chinese-speaking nation. Taiwan 
is a powerful advertisement for liberty 
to the 1.4 billion people who suffer 
under the communist police state. For 
this reason more than any other, Xi 
Jinping wants what he views as the 
‘‘Taiwan problem’’ resolved on his 
terms. 

He and his comrades have spent the 
last several decades pursuing the fast-
est military buildup in history, achiev-
ing the world’s largest navy by sheer 
number of vessels and by far the larg-
est fleet of advanced ballistic missiles. 
The Chinese Air Force now flies fifth- 
generation aircraft armed with air-to- 
air missiles that outrange our own. 
The entire People’s Liberation Army 
conducts advanced and realistic train-
ing. Our own top cyber officer, GEN 
Paul Nakasone, says the improvement 
in Chinese cyber capabilities is ‘‘unlike 
anything [he has] ever seen.’’ 

All of the PLA’s capabilities are 
aimed across the Taiwan Strait. Just 

last week, someone leaked a private 
memo from Gen. Mike Minihan, our air 
mobility chief, in which he urged 
troops to be ready for war in 2025. This 
is 2023; he urged that they be ready for 
war in 2025. 

Despite all the hand-wringing, this is 
just the latest example of senior civil-
ian and military officials who are in-
creasingly worried about Chinese ag-
gression over the next 4 years, during 
Xi Jinping’s third term. Even Sec-
retary of State Blinken last year said 
Beijing remains determined ‘‘to pursue 
unification on a much faster timeline’’ 
than previously expected. 

There should be no doubt that the po-
tential for Chinese invasion of Taiwan 
is higher today than it has ever been. 
This raises the fair question of whether 
protecting Taiwan is feasible. Can the 
small island nation of 23 million souls 
really stand a chance against a nation 
of 1.4 billion? The answer is that Tai-
wan not only can stand a chance, it 
must be able to defend itself success-
fully because what is at stake in Tai-
wan is not just its own freedom and 
sovereignty but the stability of the re-
gion, the stability of the world econ-
omy and our own American economy 
and national security. 

Standing tall against a powerful ag-
gressor is no small task. We have seen 
this in Ukraine. Over the past year, we 
have seen the sacrifices of courageous 
Ukrainians who have taken the fight 
directly to the Russians and contin-
ually won despite many dismissing 
that possibility, including our own in-
telligence community. That very same 
heroic kind of resistance and the very 
same help from friends and allies will 
be required for Taiwan to preserve its 
freedom and democracy. 

The conflict in Ukraine is closely re-
lated to what will happen in Taiwan. 
Indeed, China openly supports the bru-
tal Russian invasion. This reflects Xi 
Jinping’s own ambition to launch a 
similar assault on Taiwan. He knows 
full well that if Putin can outlast the 
free world and get away with it, with 
murder and war crimes in Ukraine, his 
own chances of success against Taiwan 
will be stronger. U.S. support for a win 
in Ukraine enhances our ability to 
deter Beijing in Taiwan. 

Congress has led the Biden adminis-
tration to help Ukraine in its fight 
against Russia. Now, Congress should 
lead once again to help Taiwan defend 
itself against communist China. In 
fact, for decades, Congress has led the 
effort to preserve a free and democratic 
Taiwan. But to do this work on the 
timeline and scale required, we need 
first to understand the extraordinary 
ways in which Taiwan contributes to 
American interests. 

I recently stood here and made the 
case for why Americans should care 
about supporting Ukraine. Today, I 
will pose a similar question: Why 
should Americans care about Taiwan? 

Well, they should. We should. 
First, failure to defend Taiwan would 

forever damage our position in the 

Indo-Pacific, calling into question our 
credibility and capability to defend 
other allies and partners, such as Aus-
tralia, Japan, the Philippines, South 
Korea, and Thailand. 

Since the end of World War II, our al-
lies have relied on the United States of 
America, underpinning more than 
seven decades of peace and prosperity 
in the Indo-Pacific. America has also 
benefited greatly from this peace and 
prosperity. Today, Japan is our fifth 
largest trading partner, and South 
Korea is our sixth largest trading part-
ner. A failure to defend Taiwan would 
upend that stability, and our allies and 
partners could abandon America if that 
happens. 

Simply put, peace in the Pacific 
means jobs for Americans. War in the 
Pacific, on the other hand, would put 
American economic freedom at risk. 

In addition, what happens in Taiwan 
will have consequences for whether our 
allies decide to pursue new capabilities 
they have thus far forsaken. With open 
access to the Pacific Ocean, Beijing 
would almost certainly push Tokyo, 
Seoul, and others to seek to acquire 
nuclear weapons or perhaps even to re-
balance from the United States to 
China. What this development would 
mean for the U.S. alliance network and 
stability in the Indo-Pacific is un-
thinkable. 

Our allies and partners also play a 
pivotal role in providing key military 
basing in the Western Pacific. With 
U.S. bases in Japan, South Korea, and 
now the Philippines, our national de-
fense in the Pacific is strong. Without 
those, our national defense would start 
on the shores of Guam or Hawaii, ren-
dering America much harder to defend, 
rendering our homeland much harder 
to defend. 

These allies want us in their coun-
tries. We are there because they have 
allowed us and asked us to be in their 
countries, and they have each spent 
billions of their own dollars to build 
military facilities for our forces. Amer-
ica’s web of alliances and partnerships 
is critical to our success in competing 
with China in the long run. 

With 60 percent of the world’s popu-
lation, the Indo-Pacific is projected to 
be the largest contributor to global 
economic growth over the next 30 
years. If we lose these critical partners, 
we would also cede a critical advantage 
in our effort to compete economically 
with China, a nation with five times 
our population and an economy nearly 
our size. 

So that is the first reason. 
The second reason: Taiwan is a 

linchpin of the global economy. A war 
over Taiwan, launched by China, would 
immediately send the global economy 
into a depression the likes of which we 
have not seen in a century. Americans 
would lose access to key semiconduc-
tors that are in our laptops, phones, 
cars, and countless electronic products 
that have become the backbone of 
daily life. 
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As our colleague Senator DAN SUL-

LIVAN of Alaska said in a strong De-
cember speech on Taiwan, the semicon-
ductor shortage in 2021 already cost 
Americans $240 billion and nearly 8 
million cars—8 million cars that we 
don’t have because of this shortage. 
Taiwan also exports a significant 
amount of advanced machine tools that 
underpin manufacturing jobs here in 
America. 

Chinese aggression against Taiwan 
would send shock waves through the 
economy and upend daily life here in 
America. It would dwarf the economic 
effects of Russia’s war in Ukraine, and 
we need to do whatever we can to pre-
vent this aggression. 

Thirdly, Chinese control of Taiwan’s 
semiconductor industry would leave 
American supply chains extremely vul-
nerable to the influence of the Chinese 
Communist Party. Beijing wants to 
seize that lucrative industry in order 
to gain a clear upper hand in the world 
economy. This could cause massive 
economic pain for the United States. If 
Beijing gains control of Taiwan’s semi-
conductor industry, it could rewrite 
the rules of the global economy. Bei-
jing wants to dictate the terms of any 
negotiations with the United States, 
costing Americans tens of millions of 
jobs and stalling our economic growth. 

To sum this all up, protecting Tai-
wan as a free and prosperous demo-
cratic nation is absolutely vital to the 
prosperity and security of our children 
and grandchildren. Taiwan should mat-
ter to every American. 

Now, how do we ensure that a war 
over Taiwan never occurs—because 
that should be our goal—given what we 
know about Beijing’s intentions and 
capabilities? 

We should be vigilant about applying 
the lessons we have learned in Ukraine. 
That requires recognizing the dif-
ferences between Ukraine and Taiwan. 

The U.S. military began training 
Ukraine 8 years ago, following the Rus-
sian invasion of Crimea and eastern 
Ukraine in 2014, but we have done com-
paratively little to train the Tai-
wanese. With Taiwan, we are playing 
catchup. We arm Ukraine through mul-
tiple land routes by rail and vehicles. 
In wartime, quickly arming Taiwan by 
air and sea would prove extremely 
challenging. Also, the People’s Libera-
tion Army in China is not the Russian 
military. They are much more focused 
and serious. 

So there is simply no time to waste, 
Mr. President. We need to get high- 
quality weapons into Taiwanese hands 
now, before the conflict breaks out. As 
Senator Phil Gramm and I wrote last 
year in the Wall Street Journal, we 
need to turn Taiwan into a porcupine 
so that Xi Jinping wakes up every day 
and concludes that an invasion is not 
worth the cost. 

Well, why do you say a porcupine? 
Any wolf has the ability to kill a 
gentle porcupine. Yet such an attack 
rarely occurs in nature. The defense of 
the porcupine’s quills, which can rip 

through the predator’s mouth and 
throat, is the deterrent that protects it 
from attack by the wolves. That should 
be our approach for Taiwan’s defense. 

Last year, to begin work on this 
issue, Congress passed the Taiwan En-
hanced Resilience Act. Congress pro-
vided the Biden administration with 
the ability to send $1 billion worth of 
U.S. weapons stocks to Taiwan. We 
also authorized up to $10 billion in for-
eign military financing with matching 
contribution by Taiwan. This brought 
to fruition years of work by our col-
leagues Senator MENENDEZ and Senator 
RISCH. 

We authorized the creation of a joint 
stockpile, accelerated foreign military 
sales reform, expanded U.S. military 
training, and established the first-ever 
comprehensive oversight regime on 
U.S. national security work with Tai-
wan. 

Lest we forget, our friends the Tai-
wanese are accelerating their own de-
fense for the sixth straight year, with a 
14-percent increase in 2022. Their weap-
ons purchases increasingly align with 
how our military experts envision a 
correct defense of the island, including 
with Harpoon anti-ship cruise missiles, 
Stinger anti-aircraft missiles, and se-
cure communications systems. We 
should encourage this change in Tai-
wan’s focus. 

As Gen. James Mattis once said, we 
need a willing partner in the Biden ad-
ministration to move at ‘‘the speed of 
relevance’’—‘‘at the speed of rel-
evance.’’ Last September, the Armed 
Services and Foreign Relations Com-
mittees asked the administration some 
very basic questions: Which weapons 
are most important in the Pacific? 
What training does Taiwan need? What 
weapons is Taiwan ready to buy? 

The Biden administration has yet to 
respond to these questions, even 
though we know the State Department 
and Defense Department have com-
pleted the analysis. In this case, si-
lence will only make the situation 
worse. We need answers. 

I reiterate: Congress needs this infor-
mation to perform our constitutional 
duties effectively. So I am calling on 
the Biden administration today to 
work with us to accelerate the trans-
fer, financing, and sale of a key set of 
military capabilities to Taiwan. The 
President needs to use the authority 
that Congress provided to transfer $1 
billion in weapons to accelerate the ex-
pansion of our training programs in 
Taiwan. Make no mistake, the Presi-
dent’s actions will have direct con-
sequences for Taiwan’s ability to de-
fend itself and for our ability to pre-
vent a war in the Pacific. 

Without these tools, China will con-
tinue to gain the upper hand in the 
Taiwan Strait. We need to offset and 
deter the Chinese military from taking 
actions in the first place. An influx of 
American weapons will go a long way 
toward assuring that we stand with 
them against Chinese aggression and 
encourage other nations to join us. 

As Ronald Reagan said, ‘‘peace does 
not exist of its own will. It depends on 
us, on our courage to build it and guard 
it and pass it on to future genera-
tions’’—end of quote from Ronald 
Reagan, one of the great advocates of 
peace through strength. That is how we 
will help Taiwan preserve its freedom 
and democracy and how we can avoid 
war in the Pacific. 

At the same time, the Armed Serv-
ices Committee will intensify its focus 
on our own work, ensuring our military 
has every tool it needs to deter and, if 
necessary, defeat the People’s Libera-
tion Army. We must fix our munitions 
production problem and focus on the 
high-end weapons that our troops need. 
We need to modernize and expand the 
Air Force and the Navy while honing 
the Army and Marine Corps for their 
missions in the Western Pacific. 

We also have to explore new ideas for 
nuclear modernization to respond to 
the unprecedented Chinese nuclear 
buildup, given that our commanders 
now tell us the Chinese have more 
ground-based launchers for nuclear 
weapons than we do. And we must con-
tinue our work to improve the quality 
of life for all of our servicemembers 
and their families so they can focus on 
the tasks at hand. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, Con-
gress has prioritized financial and ma-
terial support for Ukraine to help turn 
the tide in that war. The security of 
Taiwan is no less important than the 
security of Ukraine. The threat to 
global and economic security from 
communist China has the potential to 
jeopardize the prosperity and safety of 
Americans here in the United States. It 
is time for our actions to reflect the 
significance of that threat. 

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

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

want to thank my good friend from the 
great State of Mississippi, who has 
been a fantastic leader on the Armed 
Services Committee, a fantastic leader 
on so many of these important na-
tional security topics. He and I share a 
very strong, similar, identical view on 
the importance of Taiwan, and we all 
need to be doing that. So I want to 
thank my good friend Senator WICKER 
from Mississippi for his leadership on 
this and so many other issues. 

WILLOW PROJECT 
Mr. President, I also want to thank 

my good friend from Alaska, Senator 
MURKOWSKI, who was just on the floor 
of the U.S. Senate talking about the 
importance of the Willow Project not 
just to Alaska but to America. She and 
I are going to be down here on the floor 
a lot in the next several weeks. I was 
here last week talking about this 
project. 

Now, for those of you who haven’t 
watched, a quick recap of the Willow 
Project: a very large-scale oil and gas 
project in the National Petroleum Re-
serve of Alaska, so not a controversial 
area at all. It is not like ANWR or 
some of the other areas in our State. 
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NPRA, as we call it in Alaska, was 

set aside by the Federal Government 
decades ago for oil and gas develop-
ment because we need oil and gas. We 
need it. Some people out there don’t 
think we do, but we do. And if we need 
it, we should do it in America. 

Just a quick, little summary of some 
of the key aspects of this: 2,500 jobs to 
build this. It is ready to build tomor-
row. We have permission. It is com-
pletely shovel-ready. Seventy-five per-
cent of those jobs will be union jobs, 
building trades jobs. It is one of the top 
priorities of unions. I will talk about 
that. Peak production: Almost 200,000 
barrels a day—highest environmental 
standards in the world, by far; lowest 
greenhouse gas emissions of a major 
energy project in the world, by far; bil-
lions in revenues from the Federal Gov-
ernment, from State government, for 
local governments in Alaska, and 
broad-base support from every group in 
Alaska you can imagine. 

So that is the Willow Project. We got 
the final EIS last week. And the Biden 
administration is still kind of saying: 
Maybe we are going to narrow this so 
much that we are going to kill it. 

I am going to talk about that. That 
would be unbelievable. I have tried to 
work with this administration and, 
certainly, Senator MURKOWSKI has. We 
have made this the No. 1 issue from the 
Alaska delegation ever since Joe Biden 
stepped into office on day one. 

I personally raised this with the 
President, every Cabinet official. Wil-
low is No. 1. If you want cooperation 
from the Alaska delegation, you have 
to work with us. We are there. We are 
almost there. But I want to talk about 
some of what happened last week be-
cause our good friends in the media, 
who love to write about this story, Wil-
low, because they hate the project, 
they are biased in the project. So when 
the EIS came out last week, if you read 
the national media—which there was a 
lot of—guess who they quote. Guess 
who they quote. Do you think they 
quote the Alaskans who want it? The 
Native people? The indigenous people 
in my State who really want it? The 
unions? No. No, no, no. Our friends in 
the national media never quote them. 
They quote Greenpeace, Center for Bio-
logical Diversity. Who are the other 
radical groups? Earthjustice. All the 
far left radical groups—none of whom 
live in Alaska, by the way—they get 
fully quoted: Climate Bomb—all this 
crazy stuff. It is not scientific-based at 
all. But they don’t quote people, in my 
view, who really, really matter—who 
really, really matter; particularly the 
Native people. 

You want to talk about racial jus-
tice; you want to talk about environ-
mental justice; you want to talk about 
racial equity—buzz words the Biden ad-
ministration uses all the time. The 
media does too. But somehow they al-
ways leave out the indigenous people of 
my State. 

It is wrong. It is wrong. Media is 
wrong. The Biden administration is 

wrong. I am going to go into this in a 
big way. But I just want to make one 
final point. When people talk about the 
science—the Democrats, we are the 
party of science—what happened last 
week was the final EIS came out, and 
that was the career staff at the Federal 
Agencies who came out with this final 
environmental impact statement. It 
wasn’t great. It limited this project 
from five pads, which is where the 
Trump administration—their record of 
decision—concluded based on science 
that you can do this in an environ-
mentally sensitive way. The Biden ad-
ministration came out and said: No, we 
are going to move it to three pads. All 
right. That is the career staff. We can 
live with that. 

The private sector company, 
ConocoPhillips, can live with that. The 
Native people can live with that. We 
have 30 days. If you are an American 
who cares about energy security, na-
tional security, weigh in with 
BLM.gov, the Department of the Inte-
rior. Say: We have got to get the Wil-
low Project going. 

If this gets limited beyond that, it is 
pure politics—pure politics. The Demo-
crats, party of science—OK, prove it. If 
this gets limited more, it will kill the 
project. We know every far-left envi-
ronmental group in the country—just 
read the paper—last week, they said, 
we are out to kill this thing. If this 
gets killed, it will be pure politics by 
Joe Biden, John Podesta—the whole 
group in the White House. 

So the Native people are very upset 
in my State because overwhelmingly 
they support this. Every major Native 
Alaskan group in the country supports 
this. And they can’t get one quote in 
the newspaper. The Washington Post— 
forget it. They won’t quote a Native 
Alaskan who supports it. They find the 
one who is against it and quote her. 
But the vast majority support it. This 
is the voice of the Arctic Inupiat. They 
put this statement out a couple of 
weeks ago. I am just going to read it 
again. 

‘‘Outside activists groups’’—that is 
the ones that always get quoted in the 
newspaper. You know the ones: Center 
for Biological Diversity, Greenpeace, 
Earthjustice. By the way, Center for 
American Progress—interesting about 
them—they are really against it. 

Now, why is that so interesting? That 
was started by John Podesta. Until re-
cently, he was the leader of it. They 
put statements out against Willow all 
the time. Now, he is in charge of mak-
ing a decision on whether Willow 
should go forward. Is that fair? Boy, I 
hope he is being objective. Imagine if 
the shoe was on the other foot. I 
wouldn’t even want to describe what 
that would look like. 

So all these groups, they are always 
against it. But here are the Native peo-
ple who want it. I will explain for a 
minute why they want it. So they said: 

Outside activist groups opposing Willow 
have drowned out— 

Certainly in the media— 

[o]ur local perspectives and are actively 
working to supersede the views of the Alaska 
Native people. 

True. By the way, the media—sorry, 
guys, but you are helping them in a 
great way to cancel the voices of the 
Native people. 

This is not environmental justice or any 
other kind of justice. 

It certainly is not racial equity. It is 
racial cancelization. I am continuing. 

It is a direct attack on Alaska Native self- 
determination. 

So that is going on right now. And it 
is very frustrating. It is very frus-
trating because the voices of some 
amazing people in my State—the indig-
enous people of Alaska—are being can-
celed and drowned out. And our na-
tional media has no problem quoting in 
every story the far-left radical enviros 
who want to shut down every energy 
project in America, and they won’t 
quote these great people. 

So why do they care about this 
project so much? Well, it is jobs. It is 
energy. It is revenues. But you know 
what? It is even bigger than that. Here 
is why they care. 

I break out this chart a lot. I am 
going to explain it here. This is a chart 
from the American Medical Associa-
tion. And what it does, it looks at the 
changes and life expectancy in America 
from 1980 to 2014, a 25-year period. Now, 
look, we are all Americans. We want 
progress. Where you see anywhere kind 
of yellow and then green and then blue 
and then dark blue and purple, that is 
good in our country. That means peo-
ple’s life expectancy is increasing. We 
all want that. We all want that. 

Now, unfortunately, you see like or-
ange and red—a couple of spots in 
America, orange, red—that is actually 
American life expectancies in the last 
25 years decreasing. Nobody wants 
that. 

This is another topic, but that is pri-
marily parts of the country that were 
hit really hard by the opioid epidemic. 
We have to work together and improve 
it. We don’t want to see any orange or 
red here. Nobody wants an American’s 
life expectancy to decrease. That is 
bad. 

But here is my broader commitment. 
What part of America had the biggest 
life expectancy increase from 1980 to 
2014? Increase. My State—the great 
State of Alaska. If you look at this 
map, life expectancy—particularly in 
the rural areas, the Native areas, Na-
tive villages, Aleutian Islands chain, 
parts of the southeast—life expectancy 
went up 5, 6, 7—up to 13 years—13 
years. The highest in the country. That 
is great. That is great. 

As I have said to many folks when we 
have been debating these issues here on 
the Senate floor, give me one indicator 
of policy success more important than 
are your citizens living longer. I have 
never heard anyone come back to me 
and say: Here is something more im-
portant, Dan. I don’t think there is. 

So from 1980 to 2014, there are big 
swaths of Alaska where the life expect-
ancy went like this. It is great. We 
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should all celebrate that. Why did that 
happen? Why did that happen? I will 
tell you why it happened. We had 
major resource development here. We 
have Prudhoe Bay—the development of 
Prudhoe Bay—the biggest oil and gas 
field in North America, other oil and 
gas fields. They had the development of 
the Aleutian Islands chain with the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act for resource de-
velopment on fisheries. That is a huge 
legislative change. You had mining. 
You had resource development, which 
was jobs and revenues. And all of a sud-
den, these communities were able to 
get things like clinics and flushed toi-
lets and running water and gym-
nasiums—things that in the lower 48, 
in New Jersey, or other places, you just 
take for granted. We didn’t have them 
there. 

And because we had jobs and resource 
development in an economy, you start-
ed having that, and you have people 
living longer. 

So I think you are hopefully seeing 
the point. This Willow Project is a 
matter of life and death for my con-
stituents. And that is why almost ev-
erybody—the Alaska Federation Na-
tive, every Native group, every group 
in Alaska—they are all for it. And that 
is why we get really mad and frus-
trated—I saw Senator MURKOWSKI down 
here a couple of minutes ago, and she 
was frustrated—when the big Wash-
ington Post and New York Times write 
their left-leaning, anti-Willows, and 
they have no idea what they are writ-
ing about. 

This is a matter of life and death, 
and they are canceling the voices of 
the people I represent, particularly the 
Native people. That has to change. 
That has to change. 

You know who else supports this? I 
had the great honor of giving my an-
nual speech to the Alaska legislature 2 
days ago in Juneau, AK. It is some-
thing Senator MURKOWSKI and I do 
every year. It is a huge honor. I made 
the pitch on Willow to all the State 
senators, State representatives. And I 
am pretty sure we are going to get a 
unanimous joint resolution from the 
house and senate, Alaska State Legis-
lature, saying how important this 
project is and how everybody in elected 
office in my State supports it. That is 
very unusual. In any State, you would 
have outliers. I am pretty sure we are 
going to get something unanimous. 

Why are we doing that? Again, to not 
just show the media but the Biden ad-
ministration and the Congress that 
this issue unifies Alaskans. And we 
should be respected for this. We should 
be respected. 

So the Native people of Alaska are 
very strongly supportive. They get can-
celed. You even have a couple of real 
clueless Congressmen on the other side 
of the Congress last week coming out 
saying Alaskans don’t want the Willow 
Project, the Native people don’t. I 
mean, these guys are clueless. I forget 
their names—some guy from Arizona— 
but they are wrong. 

I am going to make another point, 
which is maybe even more frustrating. 
The media doesn’t want to hear from 
the Native voice. Do you know who 
else doesn’t want to hear? The Biden 
administration themselves—the Biden 
administration themselves. I can’t tell 
you how many times I have heard the 
President, Cabinet officials, the Vice 
President talk about racial equity, ra-
cial justice, environmental justice all 
the time. 

Last night, I was with a remarkable 
gathering of Alaskan Native people. 
This was a trilateral gathering from 
the people on the North Slope where 
this Willow Project is going to take 
place—right here. I call it a trilateral 
gathering because it was the leaders— 
dozens of them—flew 5,000 miles from 
here—Utqiagvik, the top of the world, 
by the way—they flew 5,000 miles to 
Washington, DC. We all met last night: 
Senator MURKOWSKI, Congresswoman 
PELTOLA. And it is the trilateral group 
because it is the Tribe, what I call 
Inupiaq Community of the Arctic 
Slope. This is a regionally, federally 
recognized Tribe of Inupiat people, 
their leadership. That was one part of 
this trilateral group. 

The second part was the regional bor-
ough—like a county. That is right 
here, the North Slope Borough. By the 
way, it is bigger than Montana. That is 
the size I am talking about. These are 
elected officials—city council, the 
mayor. They are all Inupiat indigenous 
people. That is the second part. 

The third part is the Alaska Native 
Regional Corporation called Arctic 
Slope Regional Corporation. Remem-
ber, it was created by Congress. It is an 
economic engine. It has Tribal and her-
itage components. 

So it was the leaders of all these 
three organizations, the Tribe, the bor-
ough, and the Regional Alaska Native 
Corporation—all their leadership. I 
have known these people for a long 
time. They are amazing, incredible 
Americans. You would love them. 

A couple dozen of them flew from 
right here, from Barrow, to Wash-
ington, DC. They wanted a meeting 
with the Secretary of the Interior, Deb 
Haaland. They wanted a meeting with 
her. They didn’t get the meeting. You 
would think: Geez, it is pretty impor-
tant. Do you want to hear the voice of 
the Native people? Do you want to talk 
about racial equity, racial justice, en-
vironmental justice? These people just 
flew 5,000 miles to Washington, DC. The 
Secretary doesn’t have time to meet 
with them. That is not very respectful. 
They are all supportive, by the way— 
the Tribe—they are all supportive of 
the Willow Project. 

But here is the thing. It wasn’t just 
this week. This group of Alaska Na-
tives, the trilateral group, some of the 
most important people in my State, 
have tried at least five different times 
to meet with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior. They have flown 5,000 miles to 
Washington, DC, to get one damn 
meeting with the Secretary of the Inte-

rior. Do you know what? Her office has 
said no every single time. Environ-
mental justice, racial equity, respect 
for the Native people—come on. It is a 
bunch of baloney—five times at least. 
The only time Deb Haaland has ever 
given these people an audience was 
when she was up there for about 20 
minutes. 

It is shocking. She is canceling the 
voices of the Native people of Alaska 
who want this project. They flew 5,000 
miles—this trilateral group, the Tribe, 
the borough, the ANC. Nope, the Sec-
retary is too busy. Nope, the Secretary 
is too busy last time and last time and 
last time. At least five different times 
they tried to meet with her. She won’t 
listen. That is what I call cancellation. 

Media, you are welcome to write 
that. You won’t, of course. 

I guarantee you that in that time, 
she has probably met with representa-
tives from some of these far-left rad-
ical groups—probably dozens of times— 
but she won’t do it. 

You want to hear some real irony? As 
I mentioned last week, the scientists 
came out from the Federal Agencies 
and said: Here is the final environ-
mental impact. It was very long, very 
detailed, very data-filled scientific 
studies. 

Remember, the normal course of 
business in the Federal Government is 
once you do an EIS, you have 30 days 
for the final Record of Decision. That 
almost always gets stamped ‘‘ap-
proved.’’ Rarely, do you have the 
Record of Decision 30 days later chang-
ing the EIS. What is happening in 
America is all these radical lower 48 
environmental groups are trying like 
crazy to pressure John Podesta and the 
President of the United States to 
change it. That would be pure politics. 

The Democrats say they are the 
party of science. This wouldn’t be 
science at all. This would be pure, raw 
political power to appease the Center 
for Biological Diversity and completely 
screw the people I represent on the 
North Slope. That would happen. 

Here is the real irony. Last week, 
BLM put out this EIS. It was a pretty 
good statement. They narrowed it 
more. Then, the Department of the In-
terior put out a statement. They didn’t 
attribute it to anybody. Deb Haaland 
certainly didn’t say it was her state-
ment. It was just a statement from the 
Department of the Interior saying the 
Department has substantial concerns 
about the Willow Project. Wait a 
minute. BLM is part of the Depart-
ment, and BLM just came out with an 
EIS saying it was good. That is weird. 
It is the preferred alternative in the 
final EIS, which BLM just put out, so 
that is really strange. 

And then they said: One of our con-
cerns is direct and indirect greenhouse 
gas emissions. Indirect—I don’t know 
what that means. Deb Haaland doesn’t 
worry about greenhouse gas emissions 
from New Mexico, which has increased 
production in oil and gas in the last 3 
years by 700,000 barrels a day. Where is 
that story, Washington Post? 
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But they also said they are concerned 

about the impacts to wildlife and Alas-
ka Native subsistence. They might 
change it based on that. But who are 
the people who understand impacts to 
wildlife in Alaska Native subsistence 
on the North Slope? Who are they? 
They are the people I was with last 
night. They are the people Deb Haaland 
refuses to meet with. 

So the Department of the Interior 
was really concerned about ‘‘impacts 
to wildlife and Alaska Native subsist-
ence.’’ She had 30 Alaska Native lead-
ers in DC yesterday to tell her about it. 
These are the whaling captains; these 
are the hunters; these are the people 
who know this issue more than any-
body. 

Do you know what this is? This is 
just a ruse, right? If the Department of 
the Interior was really worried about 
impacts to wildlife and Alaska Native 
subsistence, don’t you think Deb 
Haaland would at least have taken one 
meeting with these great leaders who 
are the leaders on Alaska Native sub-
sistence and wildlife? 

The North Slope Borough Project has 
the best wildlife experts in the world, 
and the borough was here yesterday— 
same with ICAS, the Native Tribe. 
They were here. It is a little fishy that 
the Secretary of the Interior won’t 
meet with these great Alaska Natives. 
Why? Because they are going to say: 
Madam Secretary, respectfully, we 
really want this project. 

Let me conclude with one other voice 
that is being ignored, canceled, what-
ever you want to talk about on the 
Willow Project. I like this picture. I 
love this picture, actually. It is a very 
iconic photo of men and women—actu-
ally, it is just all men in that photo. 
These are the great Americans who 
built this country. This is taking a 
lunch break while they are building the 
Empire State Building. I think they 
built that in 18 months, 12 months, 
something incredible like that. The 
reason I like this picture is because 
there has become a theme, unfortu-
nately. Some of my Democratic col-
leagues don’t like it when I say this, 
but there has become a theme that I 
have seen over the years—certainly in 
Alaska and maybe not in the rest of 
the country—but I think it is pretty 
much the rest of the country, and it is 
this. My friends in the Democratic 
Party used to say: We are the party of 
the working men and women, men and 
women who built stuff like the Empire 
State Building and build projects like 
Willow or the Trans-Alaska Pipeline. 

Here is the thing. Whenever the na-
tional Democrats—Joe Biden, you 
name it—whenever they have a choice, 
a choice between the radical far-left 
environmental elites who want to stop 
stuff and these men and women who 
build things, every time—every single 
time—they go with the radical elites 
and sell out the working men and 
women in America, every time. Some 
of my Democratic colleagues don’t like 
it when I say that. Well, I am sorry, 
but I think it is truthful. 

I will say—and I said it on the floor 
the other day—I have a lot of Senate 
colleagues, Republicans and, in par-
ticular, Democrats, and I am so thank-
ful, who have called and reached out to 
the White House and said: Look, you 
guys, come on, this Willow project 
makes so much sense. It has been in 
permitting for decades. Every environ-
mental review has passed with flying 
colors. The President is really going to 
Saudi Arabia to get on bended knee to 
beg for oil? He is really going to Ven-
ezuela to lift sanctions to get oil from 
them, and we are not letting Alaskans 
produce it? That is crazy. 

A lot of my Democratic colleagues— 
I am not going to name them because 
they probably don’t want to be 
named—I appreciate you guys calling 
the White House to say: Come on, you 
have to approve this Willow project. 

But here is the thing. Last year, I 
had what is called a Congressional Re-
view Act on a permitting issue. The 
White House, believe it or not, after 
the infrastructure bill, which I sup-
ported—we had good permitting reform 
in it. After the infrastructure bill 
passed, the White House put out a rule 
that would make infrastructure 
projects much harder to permit, par-
ticularly energy projects. 

I brought what is called a Congres-
sional Review Act piece of legislation 
to rescind the Biden administration 
rule so we could build things more 
quickly. I am proud to say, a bipar-
tisan group of Senators supported it. 
President Biden said he was going to 
veto the Sullivan bill if it comes to his 
desk. All right. Mr. President, that is a 
bad idea. 

But the reason I am mentioning that 
now was that was a test because I had 
every building trade in America sup-
porting my Congressional Review Act 
resolution to rescind the Biden admin-
istration’s arcane rule that would 
make permitting infrastructure 
projects harder, and the working men 
and women said we are supporting the 
Sullivan Congressional Review Act. 
And guess what. It passed. Now, the 
usual suspects, Center for Biological 
Diversity and all the left green groups, 
were against it. That was a test. 

Whom are you with, the working men 
and women of America or far-left elite, 
radical environmental groups that 
want to shut it down again? That is a 
test. I posed it to my Senate col-
leagues. The Senate passed the test. It 
was bipartisan—not by much, but it 
was still bipartisan. Thank you, JOE 
MANCHIN. 

Here is the thing. Willow is another 
test. It is not a test for my colleagues 
here. If we had a vote on Willow right 
now, I bet it would pass well over 60, 65 
Senators. 

So, again, I thank my Democratic 
colleagues for helping me. All my Re-
publican colleagues want it done. They 
know it is good for Alaska and really 
good for America. But here is the 
thing: Once again, all the big building 
trades, all of them are coming out in 

huge support for the Willow Project. 
They are making it—the laborers, the 
building tradesmen—they are making 
it one of their biggest priorities, if not 
their biggest priority, for these people. 
Why? As I mentioned, 2,500 construc-
tion jobs—that is the estimate to build 
this—75 percent of which will be labor 
and building trade union jobs. 

Here are just a few of the statements 
from some of these great Americans— 
and they are great Americans. I have 
gotten to know these labor leaders, the 
heart and soul of the country. 

Here is Terry O’Sullivan, Labors 
International, LIUNA: 

Energy infrastructure, oil and natural gas 
in particular, is the largest privately funded 
job-creating sector for LIUNA construction 
workers. The oil and natural gas industry 
has provided tens of thousands of jobs, re-
sulting in millions of work hours for our 
members. These are quality union jobs with 
families supporting wages and benefits. The 
same is true for the Willow project. 

LIUNA, Terry O’Sullivan, laborer, 
pro-Willow. 

Where is that story, Washington 
Post, New York Times? You won’t 
write it. You never write it. You can-
celed these twice. 

These are great Americans. 
How about Mark McManus, general 

president of the Journeymen and Ap-
prentices of the Plumbing and Pipe-
fitting Union? Let’s see what he said 
about Willow: 

It is long past time we create good-paying 
union jobs and invest in North Slope [Alas-
ka] communities that will benefit directly 
from this project in the [NPR–A, as we call 
it]. 

NPR–A set aside 7 years ago for oil 
and gas development. The Willow 
Project will help deliver reliable en-
ergy to consumers and provide billions 
of dollars in economic investments in 
these communities. 

There you go. Pipefitters. 
Come on, national media, write that 

story. Just don’t keep quoting the far- 
left environmental groups; quote work-
ing men and women who built this Na-
tion. 

Who else? James Callahan, president 
of the operating engineers. Willow will 
also put operating engineers to work. 
Those are his union members. He is in 
charge of them. He is another great 
American, along with others in the 
skilled trades. These jobs offer families 
sustaining wages and offer strong 
health and pension benefits. Further-
more, construction of the Willow 
Project will provide much needed rev-
enue to Alaska and the North Slope 
communities, the Native communities. 
Another union leader in America. 

Now, look, the President likes to call 
himself blue-collar Joe and working 
Joe and all of that. 

Prove it, Mr. President. Prove it. 
This is another example of a choice. 

The only groups in this country right 
now who want to shut down the Willow 
Project are far-left, radical environ-
mental groups who don’t want to build 
anything, who don’t give a darn about 
working men and women in America 
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and certainly don’t give a darn about 
the Native community on the North 
Slope. 

I really wish our media friends would 
write this story. The unions support it; 
quote them. The Native people support 
it; quote them, don’t cancel them. 

This administration needs to wake 
up. The American people are getting 
tired of this. This is a test. The EIS 
came out last week. If it is changed, it 
will be because of raw political power 
by far-left environmental groups who 
forced the White House to kill this 
project. 

I am just going to end with this. This 
is just an example. These are union 
members. These are broad-based groups 
of Alaska Native organizations. These 
are just economic groups in our State 
and nationally. This is not a hard call. 

This project has the highest environ-
mental standards in the world, and if 
we need oil and gas, which we do, why 
wouldn’t we get it from American 
workers, like the people I just quoted, 
to help Alaska Native communities, 
like the people I just quoted? Why is 
the Federal Government—Joe Biden— 
going to Saudi Arabia to beg for oil? 
By the way, he got rejected. Why did 
we lift sanctions on Venezuela, a ter-
rorist regime? To get more oil—whose 
production processes are 18 times more 
polluting than an American oil and gas 
project. Why? None of this makes 
sense. 

So, again, I want to thank my Demo-
cratic Senate colleagues in particular. 
We have 30 days. If you are an Amer-
ican and you care about energy secu-
rity and good jobs, if you are a union 
member, pick up the phone, send an 
email—blm.gov—and tell them: Stop 
the madness. Finalize the Willow 
Project for the benefit of the Native 
people in Alaska, for the benefit of 
working Americans, for the benefit of 
our national security, and for the ben-
efit of our environment. That is what 
we need to do. I am hoping that the 
Biden administration makes the right 
call. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
OSSOFF). The Senator from Michigan. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that all postcloture 
time on the Chung nomination be con-
sidered expired; that at 5:30 p.m. on 
Monday, February 13, the Senate vote 
on confirmation of the Chung nomina-
tion; that if confirmed, the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion; and finally, that the cloture mo-
tion with respect to the Mendez-Miro 
nomination ripen following the disposi-
tion of the Chung nomination. 

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

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session and be in 
a period 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 

PROTECTING CHILDREN WITH 
FOOD ALLERGIES ACT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, every 
parent in America remembers the first 
day they sent their child off to school. 
For many parents, this is a day filled 
with tears of joy as they send their 
child off into the world alone for the 
first time. For others, it is a day of 
worry and fear. Parents wonder if their 
child will be able to find their class-
rooms or if they will make friends. 
Some even worry if their child’s school 
could be the scene of the senseless vio-
lence that occurs all too often in this 
country. But for the parents of a child 
with severe allergies, there is another 
serious fear: the threat of anaphylaxis. 
Anaphylaxis causes blood pressure to 
plummet, airways to constrict and 
close, and the heart to beat erratically 
and stop. It can turn deadly, quickly. 
Even a trace amount of an allergen can 
be enough to trigger anaphylaxis. 

Only one drug can halt and reverse 
the progression of anaphylaxis: epi-
nephrine. But as miraculous as the 
drug is, it can’t help if it is not on hand 
when the unthinkable happens. That is 
why, in 2013, I introduced the School 
Access to Emergency Epinephrine Act 
to make schools safer for children with 
food allergies. At the time, schools 
often did not stock epinephrine, or 
‘‘EpiPens,’’ as it is often called. This 
left children with food allergies vulner-
able at school, especially those who 
may not have known they are allergic. 
Sometimes, children forget their 
EpiPens at home; others don’t have 
EpiPens to begin with. 

My 2013 bill encouraged more schools 
to keep epinephrine on hand by pro-
viding them with federal grants. It re-
ceived bipartisan support, and it was 
signed into law by President Obama. 
Over the last 10 years, it has saved 
lives, and it has given parents and stu-
dents alike greater peace of mind that 
their school will be prepared to respond 
to a life-threatening emergency. But, I 
have thought since then: What more 
can we do to prevent allergic reactions 
from occurring in the first place? 

I hear from parents across my State 
of Illinois who are concerned about 
sending their children with food aller-
gies to school. Tamara Hubbard from 
Lake Zurich, IL, is one of those par-
ents. She is the mother of a teenage 
son who has food allergies. Ms. Hub-
bard also happens to be a therapist 
whose practice includes working with 
children who have food allergies and 

their families. She wrote to me and 
told me that: ‘‘It takes a daily dose of 
blind faith mixed with hope’’ to send a 
child with food allergies to school. For 
a child with a peanut or sesame al-
lergy, she said, going to school can be 
a lot like entering the lion’s den. These 
and other common food allergens are 
often contained in school meals and in 
the snacks and lunches of other chil-
dren. You have to be careful. 

Ms. Hubbard said that the families 
she counsels are often left wondering, 
‘‘Does our school staff understand al-
lergen labeling? Are they aware of 
cross-contamination best practices and 
how to make safe ingredient substi-
tutions for lunches?’’ And what if they 
are not aware? That last one is a hard 
question to contemplate because we 
know the worst can—and does—happen. 

Last May, Tom Shaw, a father in Pa-
pillon, NE, just outside of Omaha, 
dropped his 14-year-old son, Jagger, off 
at school, gave him a hug and told him 
to have a good day—just as he had done 
every school day. But this was not a 
normal day. You see, like 1 in 50 Amer-
ican children, Jagger was allergic to 
peanuts. But at snack time, he was 
given a granola bar that had peanuts in 
it. Almost immediately, Jagger’s heart 
started racing, and his throat began to 
swell. He went to the school nurse’s of-
fice, where he was injected with an 
EpiPen. But his condition continued to 
worsen quickly. By the time Jagger 
was rushed to the hospital, his heart 
had stopped beating. He had to be re-
suscitated and put on a ventilator. He 
suffered serious damage to his heart 
and brain. Two days after eating that 
granola bar, Jagger died. Last month, a 
10-year-old girl in Amarillo, TX, Emer-
son Kate Cole, also died after she went 
into anaphylaxis at school. 

Nearly 1 million children nationwide 
have had an allergic reaction at school. 
And 25 percent of these reactions occur 
among children who have undiagnosed 
food allergies. We can and must do 
more to prevent children with aller-
gies, diagnosed and undiagnosed, from 
experiencing potentially deadly reac-
tions to food allergens in schools. That 
is why, 2 weeks ago, Senator 
DUCKWORTH and I introduced the Pro-
tecting Children with Food Allergies 
Act. Our bill would require cafeteria 
workers and other school nutrition 
workers to receive training in how to 
identify, prevent, and respond to food- 
related allergic reactions. That is it. It 
is a simple fix that would make our 
schools safer for children with food al-
lergies so that they can focus on learn-
ing, not on whether or not they might 
have an allergic reaction at lunchtime. 
These cooks, servers, and other cafe-
teria workers already undergo other 
sorts of trainings, such as to prevent 
the spread of foodborne pathogens. We 
think they also should know the basics 
on food allergy safety, too. The Pro-
tecting Children with Food Allergies 
Act would move us in that direction. 

We hope our colleagues will join us 
and support this bill with a strong bi-
partisan vote, just as we did in 2013. 
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