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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 o0il?
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.
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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.

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, 1
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
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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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Our kids are depending on us. Let’s
pass this bill and send it to the Presi-
dent’s desk as soon as possible. When it
comes to food allergies and potentially
deadly anaphylaxis, every minute
counts.

———

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
23-03, concerning the Air Force’s proposed
Letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Gov-
ernment of Singapore for defense articles
and services estimated to cost $55 million.
We will issue a news release to notify the
public of this proposed sale upon delivery of
this letter to your office.

Sincerely,
JAMES A. HURSCH,
Director.

Enclosures.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 23-03

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Singapore.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $37 million.

Other $18 million.

Total $656 million.

Funding Source: National Funds.

(iii) Description and Quantities of Articles
or Services under Consideration for Pur-
chase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

One hundred (100) KMU-556 Tail Kits for
Joint Direct-Attack Munition (JDAM) GBU-
31

Nine hundred (900) KMU-572 Tail Kits for
JDAM GBU-38 and Laser JDAM GBU-54

Two hundred fifty (2560) MAU-169 Computer
Control Group for 5001b Paveway II (PWII)
GBU-12

Two hundred fifty (2560) MXU-650 Air Foil
Group for 5001b PWII GBU-12

Non-MDE: Also included are DSU-38 laser
guidance sets; Common Munitions Built-In-
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Test/Reprogramming Equipment; spare
parts, consumables, accessories, and repair
and return support; aircraft and munitions
support and support equipment; personnel
training and training equipment; unclassi-
fied software; unclassified technical books
and other publications; U.S. Government and
contractor engineering, technical and logis-
tics support services, studies and surveys;
and other related elements of logistical and
program support.

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (SN-
D-YAJ).

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: SN-D-YAH.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None known at
this time.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
February 9, 2023.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION

Singapore—Air-to-Ground Munitions Kits

and Services

The Government of Singapore has re-
quested to buy one hundred (100) KMU-556
Tail Kits for Joint Direct-Attack Munition
(JDAM) GBU-31; nine hundred (900) KMU-572
Tail Kits for JDAM GBU-38 and Laser JDAM
GBU-54; two hundred fifty (250) MAU-169
Computer Control Group for 5001b Paveway-
II (PWII) GBU-12; and two hundred fifty (250)
MXU-650 Air Foil Group for 5001b PWII GBU-
12. Also included are DSU-38 laser guidance
sets; Common Munitions Built-In-Test/Re-
programming Equipment; spare  parts,
consumables, accessories, and repair and re-
turn support; aircraft and munitions support
and support equipment; personnel training
and training equipment; unclassified soft-
ware; unclassified technical books and other
publications; U.S. Government and con-
tractor engineering, technical and logistics
support services, studies and surveys; and
other related elements of logistical and pro-
gram support. The estimated total cost is $55
million.

This proposed sale will support the foreign
policy and national security objectives of
the United States by improving the security
of a strategic partner that is an important
force for political stability and economic
progress in Asia.

The proposed sale will support the Repub-
lic of Singapore Air Force’s capability to
contribute to coalition operations and meet
its national defense requirements. Singapore
will have no difficulty absorbing these arti-
cles and services into its armed forces.

This proposed sale will not alter the basic
military balance in the region.

The principal contractor will be Raytheon
Missile and Defense, Tucson, AZ. A portion
of the defense articles is anticipated to come
from U.S. Government stock. There are no
known offset agreements proposed in connec-
tion with this sale.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
not require the assignment of any additional
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives to Singapore.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 23-03

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act

Annex Item No. vii
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:
1. The Paveway II (PWII) is a maneuver-
able, free-fall Laser Guided Bomb (LGB) that
guides to a spot of laser energy reflected off
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the target. The LGB is delivered like a nor-
mal general purpose (GP) warhead, and the
semi-active laser guidance corrects many of
the normal errors inherent in any delivery
system. Laser designation can be provided by
a variety of laser target markers or designa-
tors. An LGB consists of a non-warhead-spe-
cific MAU-209 or MAU-169 Computer Control
Group (CCG) and a warhead-specific Air Foil
Group (AFG) that attaches to the nose and
tail of the GP bomb body.

The GBU-12 is a 5001b GP bomb body fitted
with the MXU-650 AFG to guide it to laser-
designated targets,

2. Joint Direct-Attack Munitions (JDAM)
consist of a bomb body paired with a war-
head-specific tail kit containing an Inertial
Navigation System (INS)/Global Positioning
System (GPS) guidance capability that con-
verts unguided free-fall bombs into accurate,
adverse weather ‘‘smart” munitions. The
JDAM weapon can be delivered from modest
standoff ranges at high or low altitudes
against a variety of land and surface targets
during the day or night. The JDAM is capa-
ble of receiving target coordinates via
preplanned mission data from the delivery
aircraft, by onboard aircraft sensors (i.e.,
FLIR, radar, etc.) during captive carry, or
from a third-party source via manual or
automated aircrew cockpit entry.

a. The GBU-38 is a 5001b JDAM, consisting
of a KMU-572 tail kit and BLU-111 or MK-82
bomb body.

b. The GBU-31 is a 2,000lb JDAM, con-
sisting of a KMU-556 tail kit and BLU-109 or
MK-84 bomb body.

c. The GBU-54 Laser Joint Direct Attack
Munition (LJDAM) is a 5001b JDAM that in-
corporates all the capabilities of the JDAM
guidance tail kit and adds a precision laser
guidance set. The LJDAM gives the weapon
system an optional semi-active laser guid-
ance in addition to the INS/GPS guidance.
This provides the optional capability to
strike moving targets. The GBU-54 consists
of a DSU-38 laser guidance set, KMU-572 tail
kit, and MK-82 or BL.U-111 bomb body.

3. The Common Munitions Built-In-Test
(BIT)/Reprogramming Equipment (CMBRE)
is support equipment used to interface with
weapon systems to initiate and report Built-
in-Test (BIT) results and upload/download
flight software. The CMBRE supports mul-
tiple munitions platforms with a range of ap-
plications that perform preflight checks,
periodic maintenance checks, loading of
Operational Flight Program data, loading of
munitions mission planning data, loading of
GPS cryptographic keys, and declassifica-
tion of munitions memory.

4. The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET.

5. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures that might reduce weapon system
effectiveness or be used in the development
of a system with similar or advanced capa-
bilities.

6. A determination has been made that
Singapore can provide substantially the
same degree of protection for the sensitive
technology being released as the U.S. Gov-
ernment. This sale is necessary in further-
ance of the U.S. foreign policy and national
security objectives outlined in the Policy
Justification.

7. All defense articles and services listed in
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of
Singapore.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-07T14:55:19-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




