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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.
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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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There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS) and
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr.
TILLIS).

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 596 Ex.]

YEAS—51
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 Marshall Thune
Curtis McConnell Tuberville
Daines McCormick Wicker
Ernst Moody Young
NAYS—47

Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Rosen
Baldwin Hirono Sanders
Bennet Kaine Schatz
Blumenthal Kelly Schiff
Blunt Rochester  Kim Schumer
Booker King Shaheen
gantwell Elqpuchar Slotkin

oons ujan X
Cortez Masto Markey ‘S,:l;tg ollen
Duckworth Merkley N
Durbin Murphy Warner
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden

NOT VOTING—2

Lummis Tillis

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SHEEHY). Under the previous order, the
motion to reconsider is considered
made and laid upon table, and the
President will be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action.

The Senator from Tennessee.

———
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mrs. BLACKBURN. 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.

FBI

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President,
earlier this month, we discovered one
of the worst abuses of government
power in our Nation’s history: The FBI,
under President Biden, spied on eight
U.S. Senators. I was one of those eight.

Now, what we have learned so far is
this: The Agency, the FBI, tracked
whom we were calling on our cell
phones, where we were physically lo-
cated when we made or received the
calls, and how long each call lasted. We
still don’t know the predicate for the
subpoena, but they did go into a court,
and they got a subpoena.

Now, by all appearances, the spying
was politically motivated. The law-
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makers who were spied on are all Re-
publicans, each one of us supports
President Trump, and we had valid
questions about the outcome of the
2020 election.

What we also know is that no Amer-
ican should be spied on by their gov-
ernment because of their political be-
liefs whether they are a Democrat, a
Republican, or an Independent. This
should not happen.

We are all duly-elected Members of
Congress, and Jack Smith and the CR-
15 unit at the FBI that did his dirty
work for him violated our First and
Fourth Amendment rights, the separa-
tion of powers, the speech and debate
clause, and the Stored Communica-
tions Act.

If they are willing to do this to us,
just imagine what they are willing to
do to private citizens who have a dif-
ferent political point of view. What
were they doing to the moms and dads
that went to school board meetings?
What were they doing to pro-lifers?

We already know that through the
same probe, which was termed ‘‘Arctic
Frost,” the FBI investigated nearly 100
Republican and conservative groups,
including the Republican National
Committee, the Republican Attorneys
General Association, and Charlie
Kirk’s Turning Point USA. We are
hearing they may have surveilled as
many as 150 different individuals.

We are learning that this
weaponization of government was ap-
proved by those at the very top of Joe
Biden’s Justice Department. Late last
week, Chairman GRASSLEY, who chairs
our Judiciary Committee, released an
FBI memo drafted on April 4, 2022, that
authorized the Arctic Frost probe.
Among the people whose signatures ap-
pear on that document are then-Dep-
uty Attorney General Lisa Monaco and
the Attorney General of the United
States, Merrick Garland. Oh, by the
way, the memo was written by FBI Di-
rector Christopher Wray.

We are only learning about this
abuse of power and this weaponization
of the FBI because the Trump adminis-
tration and Republicans are committed
to complete transparency and account-
ability. They are committed to a single
tier of justice, not two different tiers of
justice.

Thankfully, FBI Director Kash Patel
has fired all the individuals that were
involved in the spying operation.

Now it is time to find out how else
they have weaponized our Nation’s jus-
tice system, so we will begin to have
some hearings, and we are going to put
these individuals under oath and ask
them to explain how they allowed this
to happen.

What we have heard so far is that
Jack Smith, who was the ringleader of
this, wants ‘‘assurances’—his choice of
words—that he won’t be punished in
exchange for testifying about his spy-
ing scheme before Congress. He is abso-
lutely out of his mind if he thinks he is
going to get off with this scot-free.
This is a scandal bigger than Water-
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gate. It is a scandal where the FBI and
the DOJ have been weaponized, politi-
cized. And, no, he will not get off scot-
free. The American people want to see
that people are going to be held to ac-
count. So if we need to subpoena him,
that is exactly what we will do.

We are also going to determine why
exactly Verizon Wireless complied with
the FBI’s groundless subpoena request.

Just last week, we learned that
AT&T also received a subpoena request
from Jack Smith for two other Mem-
bers of Congress’s phone records. Yet,
when AT&T questioned Smith’s team
about the legality of the subpoena,
they apparently backed down, and they
abandoned the effort altogether.

So it is very curious why Verizon just
rolled over and went along with this
lawless request and didn’t move to
question and didn’t move to quash the
subpoena. So we will get to the bottom
of that.

It is important to realize that Lady
Justice is blindfolded. The American
people want that one tier of justice—
equal treatment under the law, equal
access. We are not going to stop fight-
ing until we can ensure that the
weaponization of government that oc-
curred under Joe Biden does not ever
happen again.

MEMPHIS

Mr. President, late last month, I had
the honor of joining President Trump
in the Oval Office as he signed an order
establishing the Memphis Safe Task
Force. This is a coordinated effort by
the Justice Department, the FBI, and
11 other Federal Agencies to work with
local and State officials, support the
Memphis Police Department, and get
violent criminals off the streets.

This support has been desperately
needed. Last year, Memphis saw the
highest crime rate in the country. In
many parts of the city, residents have
told us they could not walk out their
front door without fear of being robbed,
shot, or murdered.

Now, with the task force, we are see-
ing violent, repeat criminals get locked
up after terrorizing Memphians for far
too long. In just 1 month of operations,
there have been some just astounding,
remarkable results. The authorities are
working together as a team. They have
made more than 1,700 arrests, including
114 warrant arrests for aggravated as-
sault, 116 arrests for domestic violence,
23 arrests for robbery, 12 for sexual as-
sault, and 10 for homicide. At the same
time, the task force has recovered
more than 370 illegal weapons and more
than 230 stolen vehicles, and they have
found more than 80 missing children.

This is a huge step forward for Mem-
phis. Already, Memphians are doing
things they could not do before, and
they are enjoying this wonderful, his-
toric, iconic city. For the opening
night for the Memphis Grizzlies, fans
came out to the game in huge numbers,
knowing that law enforcement was
there to keep the peace.

As one fan said
FedExForum:

outside the



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-30T04:29:26-0400
	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




