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With less than a week of planning, Lopez
said she was pleased with the large turnout
and made sure her fellow students knew the
risks of protesting, including the presence of
federal agents, telling them ‘‘they will not
stop”’—

This is what she told fellow students.

‘“‘they will not stop because you are chil-
dren’”’ and ‘‘they do not care,’” she said.

Still, fear did not stop these students
yesterday. They were accompanied by
Chicago police officers as they moved
along the road.

Chants of ‘‘say it loud, say it clear, immi-
grants are welcome here,” and ‘‘the people
united, will never be divided” drew honks
from cars stopped along the marchers’ path.

The march through the village drew people
to the sidewalks, cheering and blowing whis-
tles in solidarity with [these] students . . .
Others hung out of windows that overlooked
the streets or pressed themselves against
storefront windows, smiling and recording.
The community engagement was not lost on
Lopez, who said her ‘‘beautiful, vibrant
home” has gone quiet amid the recent fed-
eral action.

And then she said:

I've seen so many people come out smiling
and feeling safe, which is something we
haven’t felt [in this area] in months. And
that’s what I want. That is all I want,”
Lopez said. ‘‘This protest was just for us to
get peace, to be able to walk down the street
again without being scared, to be able to live
your life.”

For Lopez, protesting was worth whatever
potential consequences. When her peers and
family expressed concerns, she pushed back.

She said:

“I said to them, I don’t care if I get ex-
pelled, I don’t care if I get detained .. . I
will do this for my people, for my commu-
nity, because they deserve it,”” Lopez said.
“They deserve people to speak out for them.
They deserve people to show the love and ap-
preciation that they give to us and to our
students, Social Justice and Little Village
Lawndale High School as a whole.”

That was an extraordinary amount of
courage from a high school student in
the city of Chicago. She knows her par-
ents and many other families are afraid
of what might happen because of the
ICE agents that are roaming through,
showing their strength to bust up Hal-
loween parades, showing their strength
to drop tear gas canisters in front of
churches when people come out after
services.

This extraordinary show of courage
and commitment to our country is
nothing new.

I, 20 years ago, introduced a bill
called the DREAM Act. And as I de-
scribed this act, it said, if you were
brought to this country as a small
child, you should have a chance for a
path to citizenship.

I used to tell that story, and then I
would wait afterward. And when I
would go out to my car, outside of the
hall, there would be young people wait-
ing for me in the dark, looking in both
directions, afraid that someone would
see them, and say: Senator, I am a
Dreamer. Thank you for this legisla-
tion.

Though I have never been able to
make it law, I am happy to say that
President Obama used his Executive
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power to create DACA to protect
800,000 of these young people around
the country.

Now, this generation of young people
is doing what happened next in the
story of the Dream Act. After DACA
was created, most of these young peo-
ple—despite the advice and warnings of
their parents—came out publicly and
said: I am a Dreamer. I want to be part
of America’s future.

It was extraordinary courage on their
part. Now this generation is doing the
same, marching down 26th Street to
say they want an end to this harass-
ment by ICE officials.

This is not what America is all
about. If you are engaged in stopping
the worst of the worst—criminal ele-
ments among immigrants—count me
in. But harassing innocent families
that have not violated the law is not
the way to do it.

So far, 70 percent or more of those
who have been detained by ICE as part
of this venture have no criminal record
whatsoever. It is harassment and ter-
ror, plain and simple.

I salute these students in Little Vil-
lage for the courage that they showed.
I hope that the students across the Chi-
cago area and beyond will stand in soli-
darity with them in peaceful protest of
the intimidation that is taking place in
Little Village.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be permitted
to speak for up to 15 minutes prior to
the scheduled rollcall vote.

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

————————

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO ‘NA-
TIONAL PETROLEUM RESERVE
IN ALASKA INTEGRATED ACTIV-
ITY PLAN RECORD OF DECI-
SION’—Motion to Proceed

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I rise
to urge my colleagues to overturn the
Biden administration’s sweeping re-
strictions of what we call in Alaska the
National Petroleum Reserve in Alas-
ka—so to pass the CRA, the S.J. Res.
80, that we are going to vote on here in
a couple of minutes.

When I say the Biden administra-
tion’s restrictions, in this case, that is
not strong enough. What the Biden ad-
ministration did when they came into
office is they took the NPRA—that is
right there, the National Petroleum
Reserve in Alaska—and they said we
are going to essentially shut this down.

So what is the National Petroleum
Reserve of Alaska? Well, it started
out—in 1923, President Warren Harding
said: This is so important, this area of
Alaska, we are going to call it the
Naval Petroleum Reserve of Alaska for
the U.S. Navy for oil.
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Then Congress later came and in law
said: No, we are going to designate this
the ‘‘National Petroleum Reserve of
Alaska.” It is the size of Indiana, and
we are going to make sure it is devel-
oped for oil.

Development—that is what this body
did.

Joe Biden comes in and says: Nope.
We are going to take an Executive
order, and we are going to shut it
down.

And that is what they did.

So the most important element of
this is not just Biden flaunting the law,
which he did in Alaska many times, as
I am going to get to—he canceled the
voices of the most important people in
Alaska who lived there.

So let me go to the next slide here. A
lot of people have seen this. This is
what I call the Last Frontier Lock-Up.
OK. This is a map of Alaska. Here is
NPR-A up here. Again, we are a big
State. That is about the size of Indi-
ana.

Biden issued 70 Executive orders and
Executive actions singularly focused
on my State during his 4 years—T7-0.
One of them is the lockup of NPR-A, on
this huge list.

By the way, I went to the President,
President Biden, when this list was at
48, and I handed it to him and said: Mr.
President, what are you doing? Do you
even know what you are doing?

John Podesta was in there—all the
bad, you know, far-left, radical enviros.

You are crushing our State, you are
crushing American energy, you are
killing workers, and you are not listen-
ing to the Native people of my State
who don’t like this. And by the way,
Mr. President, we have the highest
standards in the world on resource de-
velopment in Alaska.

But they didn’t listen. So 7-0 Execu-
tive orders singularly focused on one
State. It was an outrage. But it showed
their priorities, which was not to un-
leash American energy but to listen to
the radical far left, who always wants
to shut down Alaska. They don’t care
about the Native people; don’t care
about jobs; certainly don’t care about
union jobs.

So the good news is that when Presi-
dent Trump came into office, he said:
Enough of that. We are going to un-
leash Alaska.

So day one—this is a day-one HExecu-
tive order from the President of the
United States. He said: We are going to
unleash Alaska’s extraordinary re-
source potential.

That is a day-one Executive order
from President Trump, and so that is
what we are doing. We are going to do
it through the executive branch—what
the President is doing—and here in the
legislative branch. So, not surpris-
ingly, this morning, there was a State-
ment of Administration Policy from
the Trump administration saying they
““strongly supports passage of S.J. Res.
80‘‘ of my CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the October 29, 2025, State-
ment of Administration Policy be
printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Executive Office of the President,
Office of Management and Budget, Oct. 29,
2025]

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

S.J. RES. 80—JOINT RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO ‘NATIONAL PETRO-
LEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA INTEGRATED AC-
TIVITY PLAN RECORD OF DECISION”’

(Sen. Sullivan, R-AK, and one cosponsor)

The Administration strongly supports pas-
sage of S.J. Res. 80, which would disapprove
a rule issued by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment during the previous Administration.
The 2022 Biden-era National Petroleum Re-
serve in Alaska (NPR-A) Integrated Activity
Plan Record of Decision closes half of the
NPR-A to oil and gas development and im-
poses additional restrictions on areas where
development is allowed.

Recognizing that developing Alaska’s
largely untapped supply of energy resources
will benefit the Nation, President Trump
issued Executive Order 14153, ‘‘Unleashing
Alaska’s Extraordinary Resource Potential”’
on his first day in office and directed the
Secretary of the Interior to review this
Biden-era decision. By restricting access to
America’s abundant resources, this ill-ad-
vised decision strays from the statutory di-
rection for development of this important
area under the Naval Petroleum Reserves
Production Act, undermines the President’s
pro-growth energy agenda, and weakens
America’s energy security by increasing our
reliance on foreign countries and limiting
America’s preeminence in powering innova-
tion and growth. The decision is also incon-
sistent with section 50105 of the One Big
Beautiful Bill Act, P.L. 119-21, which directs
the Secretary to lease in accordance with
the 2020 Integrated Activity Plan Record of
Decision for the area, which the Biden-era
decision amended.

President Trump is committed to
unleashing American energy dominance and
reversing the failed, America-Last energy
policies of the Biden Administration. The
Trump Administration will continue its mis-
sion to unleash America’s affordable and re-
liable energy, drive down energy costs, and
put hardworking Americans first.

For these reasons, if this joint resolution
is presented to the President in its current
form, his advisors would recommend that he
sign it into law.

Mr. SULLIVAN. So why would we
want to do this? Again, we have the
highest environmental standards in the
world, but when you unleash Alaska
energy, when you unleash Montana en-
ergy, when you unleash American en-
ergy, it helps with jobs, it helps with
our environment because we have the
highest standards in the world, and it
really helps with national security.

I remember a meeting I was in many
years ago with Senator McCain, John
McCain, and a very prominent Russian
dissident, Vladimir Kara-Murza. Putin
has tried to poison and Kkill this guy
twice. He is still alive. He lives in
America now. He is a great hero.

At the end of the meeting, I looked
at Vladimir Kara-Murza: What more
can we do to undermine the Putin re-
gime?

Do you know what he said? He said:
Simple, Senator. The No. 1 thing Amer-
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ica can do to undermine Vladimir
Putin is produce more American en-
ergy.

By the way, all of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle who love
shutting down energy production, you
are only helping our adversaries—Ven-
ezuela, China, Russia.

So this is about national security
and environmental stewardship.

Really important—I want to talk
about another group that matters a lot
with regard to this CRA, and this is the
Native people who live on the North
Slope of Alaska.

This is a slide that I put out a lot.
This is where we are looking at. This is
the National Petroleum Reserve of
Alaska in my State.

This is what we call our trilateral in
Alaska: the Inupiat Community of the
Arctic Slope—that is the Tribe; the
North Slope Borough, which is our gov-
ernment entity, which is huge—the
North Slope Borough I think is almost
the size of Montana; and the Arctic
Slope Regional Corporation, which is
our regional Native corporation.

They tried. Eight times they flew to
Washington, DC. This is all Native peo-
ple. They flew to Washington, DC, dur-
ing the Biden administration. Eight
times they flew down here—4,000 miles
away from their home—to try to meet
with the Secretary of the Interior, Sec-
retary Haaland, and the White House of
the Biden administration, saying:
Don’t do this NPR-A lockup. This is
our land. Don’t do it.

Do you know what? The Biden ad-
ministration never even met with
them. The Secretary of the Interior
never met with them. They flew here
eight different times to say: Don’t do
it. This is every Tribal leader, Native
leader, on the North Slope, and their
voices were ignored. Think about that.
Eight times.

Now, the total insult when Biden fi-
nally did this giant regulation locking
up the entire National Petroleum Re-
serve of Alaska—do you know what he
did? He and Secretary Haaland put out
a statement saying: We did this be-
cause the Native people of Alaska
wanted it.

I went on national TV. I don’t nor-
mally throw bombs, but I went on na-
tional TV, and I said: That is a bald-
faced lie from Joe Biden.

He was canceling Native voices, and
then he was using them. He literally
said: We did this because the Native
people of Alaska wanted it.

Outrageous—actually, one of the
most outrageous things I saw the Biden
administration do, and they did a heck
of a lot of outrageous stuff.

So I want to submit for the RECORD a
letter from ICAS, the North Slope Bor-
ough, and ASRC—the trilateral, as we
call it—all the Native leadership on the
North Slope strongly supporting my
CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the October 3, 2025, Inupiat
Community of the Arctic Slope letter
be printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Re Support for S.J. Res. 80 and H.J. Res.
124—Congressional Review Act Dis-
approval of the BLM NPR-A Integrated
Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision
(ROD).

OCTOBER 3, 2025.

Hon. L1sSA MURKOWSKI,

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH, III,

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS MURKOWSKI, SULLIVAN, AND

REPRESENTATIVE BEGICH: On behalf of the

North Slope Inupiaq leadership—including

Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC),

the North Slope Borough (Borough), and the

Inupiat Community of the Arctic Slope

(ICAS)—we write in strong support of S.J.

Res. 80, introduced by Senators Sullivan and

Murkowski, and H.J. Res. 124 in the House,

each providing for congressional disapproval

under chapter 8 of title 5, United States

Code, of the ruL.e submitted by the Bureau of

Land Management relating to the ‘‘National

Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Ac-

tivity Plan Record of Decision.”

BACKGROUND

The North Slope Inupiat have called the
Arctic home for over 10,000 years. We are
proud of our self-determination efforts to en-
sure future generations of Inupiat continue
to reside in our communities and have access
to essential services. Without a stable econ-
omy, our communities will suffer, along with
our ability to fully engage in and sustain our
Inupiaq cultural traditions, including our
vital subsistence way of life.

The North Slope of Alaska spans an area
nearly the size of the state of Minnesota and,
within that expansive area, there are eight
Inupiaq communities—Anaktuvuk Pass,
Atqasuk, Kaktovik, Nuiqsut, Point Hope,
Point Lay, Utqiagvik, and Wainwright. None
of our communities are connected by a per-
manent road system; all supplies must be
flown or barged in, making the cost of living
extremely high and economic opportunities
generally low.

Over fifty years ago, the Federal Govern-
ment directed Alaska Native people to orga-
nize into a new structure of indigenous rep-
resentation. The Alaska Native Claims Set-
tlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) was a dramati-
cally different and transformative approach
by the Federal Government to federal Indian
policy. The fact that our ancestral lands
were claimed by the Federal Government be-
fore our people had a right to settle aborigi-
nal land claims should inform every decision
the Federal Government makes in managing
those lands.

Unlike the Lower 48 model of indigenous
representation where tribal governments
typically administer the delivery of services
such as healthcare, public safety, education,
land management, and economic develop-
ment, the passage of ANCSA created a
shared system of Alaska Native representa-
tion and delivery of services. Our region has
a multitude of Alaska Native entities that
work together to effectively serve, provide
for, and enrich the lives of the North Slope
Inupiat we represent. Our three regional en-
tities, the ICAS, the Borough, and ASRC are
three of those entities. While our roles differ,
our constituencies overlap, which is why we
work closely together to protect the cultural
and economic interests of the North Slope
Inupiat.

While our leaders over fifty years ago were
initially wary of any development on our
lands, our Inupiaq leaders have spent decades
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prioritizing open communication and trans-
parency in planning with industry. We have
exercised true self-determination through a
unique framework of Alaska Native govern-
ance—a framework that relies on our tribal
governments, municipal governments, and
Alaska Native corporations established by
Congress to serve our indigenous constitu-
ents. For millennia, Inupiaq ingenuity has
transformed our relationship with industry
into a partnership that has both protected
our environment and our way of life and has
brought significant economic benefits to the
region that would have otherwise been ab-
sent. Our North Slope residents are keenly
aware that advances in our communities—
running water, local schools, health care,
public safety, electricity, and more—have
come because of the coordination and co-
operation of Alaska Native leaders and enti-
ties across the region.

ICAS

Established in 1971, the Inupiat Commu-
nity of the Arctic Slope is the federally rec-
ognized regional tribal government for the
North Slope and represents over 14,000
Inupiaq tribal members. The mission of ICAS
is to exercise its sovereign rights and powers
for the benefit of tribal members, to con-
serve and retain tribal lands and resources
including subsistence for millennia Inupiaq
ingenuity has transformed our relationship
with industry into a partnership that has
both protected our environment and our way
of life and has brought significant economic
benefits to the region that would have other-
wise been absent. Our North Slope residents
are keenly aware that advances in our com-
munities—running water, local schools,
health care, public safety, electricity, and
more—have come because of the coordina-
tion and cooperation of Alaska Native lead-
ers and entities across the region.

Borough

The Borough is a home rule government lo-
cated above the Arctic Circle that represents
roughly 10,000 residents. The Borough’s juris-
diction includes the entire National Petro-
leum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A) and the eight
villages within it. In 1972, the North Slope
Inupiat formed the Borough, in part, to en-
sure our communities would benefit from oil
and gas development on their ancestral
homelands. It was the first time Alaska Na-
tives took control of their destiny using a re-
gional municipal government. The Borough
exercises its powers of taxation, property as-
sessment, education, and planning and zon-
ing services to serve our communities. Taxes
levied on oil and gas infrastructure, not de-
velopment, have enabled the Borough to in-
vest in public infrastructure and utilities,
support education, and provide police, fire,
emergency, health, and other services. Else-
where in rural Alaska, these services are
typically provided primarily by the State or
Federal Government, or both.

ASRC

ASRC is a for-profit, land-owning Alaska
Native regional corporation formed pursuant
to ANCSA. ASRC represents the same region
as the Borough and ICAS, and the same eight
villages whose residents are predominantly
Inupiat, and who comprise many of our over
14,000 Alaska Native shareholders. ASRC
holds the title to approximately five million
acres of land on the North Slope, including
both surface and subsurface lands. These
lands—the ancestral lands of the North Slope
Inupiat—were conveyed to ASRC by the
United States pursuant to ANCSA to provide
for the economic and cultural well-being of
our Inupiaq shareholders.

ASRC is committed to both providing
sound financial returns to our shareholders,
through jobs and dividends, and to pre-
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serving our Inupiaq way of life, culture, and
traditions, including the ability to maintain
a subsistence lifestyle that supports our
communities. In furtherance of this congres-
sionally mandated mission to provide bene-
fits to our shareholders, ASRC conducts and
continues to invest in a variety of activities
related to infrastructure and natural re-
source development and other economic ini-
tiatives.

ASRC’s perspective is based on the dual re-
alities that our Inupiaq culture and commu-
nities depend on a healthy ecosystem and
subsistence resources, as well as infrastruc-
ture and resource development as the foun-
dation of sustainable North Slope commu-
nities.

DISAPPROVAL OF THE 2022 NPR-A IAP ROD

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.
Instead, the 2022 Record of Decision (ROD)
issued by BLM has imposed sweeping restric-
tions that curtail responsible development,
undermine congressional intent, and dis-
regard the well-being of the people who de-
pend on these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.

The impacts of the 2022 ROD are especially
severe for the North Slope. Oil and gas devel-
opment in the NPR-A funds the Borough’s
schools, emergency services, and infrastruc-
ture. It supports jobs for Inupiaq share-
holders and residents. It underwrites the
continuation of our communities, even as we
maintain our subsistence way of life. By ar-
bitrarily locking away vast portions of the
NPR-A, BLM’s rule threatens these essential
services and imposes disproportionate bur-
dens on our people.

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

The 2022 ROD ignores congressional intent
under ANCSA, the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA),
the National Petroleum Reserve Production
Act of 1976 (NPRPA), and the Omnibus Ap-
propriations Act of 1980. The 2022 ROD also
disregards the economic needs of North
Slope communities, and creates unnecessary
obstacles to infrastructure, energy, and com-
munity health across the North Slope of
Alaska.

SUPPORT FOR S.J. RES 80 AND H.J. RES. 124

For these reasons, our trilateral organiza-
tions strongly support passage of S.J. Res. 80
and H.J. Res. 124 to disapprove the 2022 NPR-
A TAP ROD. Overturning this rule is nec-
essary to restore balance to federal policy,
reaffirm Congress’s intent for the NPR-A,
and uphold the economic, cultural, and sub-
sistence well-being of the North Slope
Inupiat.

Our identity, resilience, and survival are
deeply rooted in our traditional lands that
the NPRA boundaries encompass. We take
great pride in our ongoing efforts toward
self-determination, focused on securing a fu-
ture where future generations of Inupiat can
continue to live in our communities with ac-
cess to the essential services they need to
thrive. We thank you for your leadership on
this important resolution and look forward
to continued collaboration to ensure that
federal policies in the NPR-A reflect both
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national priorities and the needs of the peo-
ple who call the Arctic home.
Sincerely,
NICOLE WOJCIECHOWSKI,
President, Inupiat Community of the
Arctic Slope.
JOSIAH PATKOTAK,
Mayor, North Slope Borough.
REX A. ROCK Sr.,
President and CEO, Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation.

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would also like to
submit for the RECORD a letter from
The Alliance, which is all of our com-
panies—not just energy companies but
all related companies, the biggest
group of businesses, workers in Alaska,
who also strongly support my CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that The Alliance letter of Octo-
ber 18, 2025, be printed in the RECORD.

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

OCTOBER 18, 2025.
Hon. LisSA MURKOWSKI,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.
Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.
Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH III,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

SENATOR MURKOWSKI, SENATOR SULLIVAN
AND CONGRESSMAN BEGICH: As you know, the
Alaska Support Industry Alliance (the Alli-
ance) is a 46-year-old professional trade orga-
nization, representing companies who pro-
vide support to Alaska’s oil, gas, and mining
industries.

Our mission statement is “To lead and ad-
vocate for the responsible exploration, devel-
opment, and production of Alaska’s oil, gas,
energy, and mineral resources, ensuring du-
rable benefits for all Alaskans and fostering
economic growth.”

On behalf of the 547 members of the Alaska
Support Industry Alliance and their 35,000
Alaskan employees, I am writing in support
of S.J. Res. 80, disapproving BLM’s 2022
NPR-A Integrated Activity Plan.

The 2022 NPR-A IAP Record of Decision,
which cut open-for-leasing acreage from 18.6
to 11.8 million acres and imposed new con-
straints on development, caused great con-
cern among our members. Their livelihoods
depend on a business climate that contin-
ually attracts new exploration and develop-
ment of Alaska’s vast natural resources.
Anything that restricts the ability to do so
threatens the future of their business.

The opportunity given to Congress, a 60-
day window for expedited action, is an oppor-
tunity to restore the acreage removed by the
previous administration and align with
President Trump’s EO 1141563 ‘‘Unleashing
Alaska’s Extraordinary Resource Potential’’.
In addition S.J. Res. 80 supports a balanced,
development-compatible management frame-
work for the NPRA.

Thank you for your efforts on this resolu-
tion and for your consideration of our com-
ments,

Respectfully,
REBECCA LOGAN,
CEO, The Alliance.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Let me just end with
this: I hope my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle can vote for this CRA.

I talk about jobs, I talk about na-
tional security, and I talk about work-
ing families, all of which are very im-
portant. At the end of the day, this is
so important because this actually, in
my State, is a matter of life and death.
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What do I mean? Now, I have trotted
out this chart a lot. I am going to ex-
plain it here. But this is why I get so
riled up about these issues and why,
when my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle and Democratic adminis-
trations always come up to Alaska,
saying ‘‘Hey, we are just going to shut
you down; we are going to crush your
jobs,”” why I get so animated about it.
It is jobs. It is national security. When
you are producing energy from Amer-
ica, from Alaska, you are strength-
ening the country, strengthening good
jobs—good union jobs, by the way—but
the other thing you are doing is you
are helping people live longer.

What do I mean? I break this chart
out a lot because it is really important
to me. This is from the American Med-
ical Association from 1980 to 2014 on
Americans’ life expectancy—who was
living longer and who, unfortunately,
was living less longer.

If you look here, this is America. The
light blue, the darker blue, purple—
those are the States that are living the
longest. The yellow, orange, and red—
that is actually people losing life ex-
pectancy. That is not good at all.

The place that had the longest life
expectancy increase from 1980 to 2014
was my State. Thirteen years. Look at
this. Thirteen years on the North
Slope, Northwest Arctic Borough,
Aleutian Islands chain. How did that
happen? It happened because respon-
sible resource development happened.

The Native people of my State were
living 13 years longer—more than any
other place in the country. I have
asked my colleagues a 1ot when we de-
bate this: Give me a policy indicator of
success more important than the peo-
ple you are representing living longer.
There isn’t one. I have never heard of
one.

The people I am representing are liv-
ing longer because we are responsibly
developing resources. And they get
jobs, they get gymnasiums, they get
hospitals, and they get flush toilets
and running water, which a lot of the
communities in my State, Native com-
munities, don’t have.

So this is a matter of life and death,
my colleagues, and I do want to really
try to encourage my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle: Join us. This is
the right call. There is a lot of talk
about. Hey, we want to help minority
communities. We want to help people
of color. Here is your chance. You are
going to help them live longer.

So I am hoping that every Member of
this body can come down and vote for
my CRA because it is the right thing to
do. It is going to help with jobs, it is
going to help with national security,
and it is what the Native people in my
State who actually live there want.

Again, they came down here eight
different times and told President
Biden and Secretary Haaland: Don’t do
this. Don’t do this.

Not only did they ignore their voice,
they wouldn’t even meet with them.

So now we have a chance to right
that wrong and pass my CRA. Again, I
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really hope my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle will do this because it
is the right thing to do, and the indige-
nous people of my State who live here
want this because it is going to help
them live longer. I don’t think there is
anything more important than that.
MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 221,
S.J. Res. 80.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 221, S.J.
Res. 80, providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to ‘“‘Na-
tional Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Inte-
grated Activity Plan Record of Decision’.

VOTE ON MOTION

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

Mr. SULLIVAN. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 54,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 595 Leg.]

The

YEAS—b54
Banks Fischer Moran
Barrasso Graham Moreno
Blackburn Grassley Mullin
Boozman Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hawley Paul
Budd Hoeven Ricketts
Capito Husted Risch
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Rounds
Collins Johnson Schmitt
Cornyn Justice Scott (FL)
Cotton Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cramer Lankford Sheehy
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Lummis Thune
Curtis Marshall Tillis
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst McCormick Wicker
Fetterman Moody Young
NAYS—46
Alsobrooks Hirono Sanders
Baldwin Kaine Schatz
Bennet Kelly Schiff
Blumenthal Kim Schumer
Blunt Rochester King Shaheen
Booker Klo_@uchar Slotkin
gantwell Il\;IuJaLL? Smith
oons arkey
Cortez Masto Merkley &an Hollen
arner
Duckworth Murphy
N Warnock
Durbin Murray
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden
Hickenlooper Rosen
The motion was agreed to.
———
EXECUTIVE SESSION
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

RICKETTS). Under the previous order,
the Senate will proceed to executive
session to resume consideration of the
following nomination, which the clerk
will report.

S7801

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Edmund G.
LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern
District of Alabama.

NOMINATION OF EDMUND G. LACOUR, JR.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today,
the Senate will vote to confirm Ed-
mund LaCour to the U.S. District
Court for the Northern District of Ala-
bama.

Mr. LaCour is another judicial nomi-
nee selected by President Trump for
his extreme views. As the solicitor gen-
eral of Alabama, Mr. LaCour has re-
peatedly put politics ahead of the rule
of law.

He has resisted the orders of Federal
courts—including the Supreme Court—
after they ruled against him and the
State of Alabama in voting rights
cases. His role in that litigation was
not confined to a courtroom. After the
Supreme Court recognized that Ala-
bama’s voting maps likely violated sec-
tion 2 of the Voting Rights Act, Mr.
LaCour helped State legislators draw
new voting maps. He pushed for the in-
clusion of so-called ‘‘legislative find-
ings’’ and wrote talking points for law-
makers. Despite his best efforts, Fed-
eral judges again found that these
maps violated the Voting Rights Act.
Yet Mr. LaCour and the State continue
to argue the case and challenge the rul-
ings against them.

Mr. LaCour has argued for extreme
restrictions on abortion rights and the
rights of transgender people. He has
also aggressively advocated for the
death penalty. Last year, Mr. LaCour
argued in support of nitrogen suffo-
cation—an untested and inhumane
death penalty method—which allowed
Alabama to carry out the first execu-
tion in the world by nitrogen gas.

And just last week, in another case
that Mr. LaCour argued, Alabama exe-
cuted Anthony Boyd by nitrogen suffo-

cation. Mr. Boyd reportedly
“‘convulse[d] and heave[d] for about 15
minutes before being pronounced

dead.” In her dissent from the Supreme
Court’s denial of a stay of execution,
Justice Sotomayor, joined by Justices
Kagan and Jackson, concluded, ‘‘Allow-
ing the nitrogen hypoxia experiment to
continue despite mounting and unbro-
ken evidence that it violates the Con-
stitution by inflicting unnecessary suf-
fering fails to ‘‘‘protec[t] [the] dig-
nity””’ of ‘‘“‘the Nation we have been,
the Nation we are, and the Nation we
aspire to be.”’”’

Based on Mr. LaCour’s record, I am
concerned that he will continue to dis-
play his clear ideological preferences if
he is confirmed to the bench.

I oppose his nomination. I urge my
colleagues to join me.

VOTE ON LACOUR NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the LaCour nomination?

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?
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