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That is what they did. Eleven million 

people illegally came into our country 
during the 4 years of Joe Biden. 

And they also knew that the Amer-
ican people did not like those policies. 
I think that was clear in the 2024 elec-
tion. 

But here is the thing: The far left of 
the Democratic Party is still com-
mitted to these policies. 

So, essentially, when you look at 
what is going on right now, it is back 
to the future. It is defund the police 
and open borders 2.0. 

What am I talking about? Right now, 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle are saying they will not fund ICE. 
That is a law enforcement Agency that 
helps protect us. And they are also say-
ing they will not fund Customs and 
Border Protection. That is the Agency 
that controls the border. 

It is defund the police, defund law en-
forcement, and open borders. Once 
again, they are trying to do it kind of 
in a backdoor way, but the American 
people are noticing, and it is a frustra-
tion. 

You know, the Democratic leader 
used to oppose shutdowns. As a matter 
of fact, when we were in the minority 
here, President Biden was in office, and 
Senator SCHUMER was the majority 
leader, we never had one shutdown. 
Now, the reason was, when we were ne-
gotiating things and we got close, but 
we weren’t there yet, and we ran into 
the deadline of the government shut-
ting down, we would pass what are 
called short-term continuing resolu-
tions to keep the government open and 
keep negotiating. 

Senator SCHUMER said, in 2019, that 
defunding DHS, which is what they are 
doing now, would: hurt TSA, hurt Bor-
der Patrol, hurt FBI agents, air traffic 
controllers, food safety inspectors, 
Coast Guard members. They deal with 
our security right now—right now—so 
if you believe in the security of Amer-
ica, vote yes to fund Homeland Secu-
rity. 

I am quoting Senator SCHUMER. Well, 
I would agree with his 2019 quote 
wholeheartedly. Vote yes to fund 
Homeland Security, keeping our coun-
try safe by all those Agencies that he 
just mentioned. 

But now, again, given the far-left-
wing tactics and energy in the Demo-
cratic Party, anytime—and we saw this 
in the fall, and we are seeing it right 
now—that if they don’t get their way 
on an issue, they don’t do what we have 
traditionally done, which is: All right, 
we are not there yet. Let’s com-
promise. Let’s put forward a short- 
term CR. Let’s keep the government 
open. 

They just say: Let’s shut down the 
government. 

So that is what we are dealing with. 
It is a real travesty. It is particularly 
a travesty for the TSA agents who 
aren’t getting paid, for the Coast 
Guard agents who aren’t getting paid 
and their families, and for FEMA. 

We all have States, including espe-
cially mine, where disasters happen. 

We are still recovering from a big ty-
phoon last fall. The payments going to 
our State for disaster relief—FEMA is 
shut down. 

And it just doesn’t have to happen. It 
just doesn’t have to happen. 

We just voted again, in a bipartisan 
way, to do what the bipartisan agree-
ment with the House and Senate was. 
Let’s fund Homeland Security. 

By the way, the reforms for FEMA 
are in that bill. 

There is $2 million of deescalation 
training that is really important. 
There is $20 million for body cams for 
ICE. And yet, for whatever reason, they 
don’t want to fund the government 
during this dangerous time. 

I hope that there is a compromise 
coming forward. The rumor is that 
after, I think, 5 weeks, our Democrat 
colleagues are going to finally respond 
to the White House and Republicans 
with their ideas. But, again, it is hard 
to say you want compromise, you want 
reform on ICE when you haven’t put 
forward anything in almost 2 months. 
That is not negotiating in good faith. 

But I am hopeful. This is too darn 
important for the safety of our citizens 
during a dangerous time, for the men 
and women of the Coast Guard who do 
such heroic work and who are now not 
getting a paycheck. 

My Democratic colleagues need to 
quit listening to the far left, come to 
the middle, and do what we have al-
ways done: compromise and vote to 
fund the government. 

CHINA 
Mr. President, there is a lot of focus, 

of course, right now, as there should 
be, on the Middle East and Iran, and 
that is important. But I also think it is 
important to stay focused on the Chi-
nese Communist Party and this dic-
tator who runs it, Xi Jinping, because 
they are the longest term threat—the 
biggest threat to our country. There is 
no doubt about that. 

And we need to stay focused on the 
Chinese Communist Party threat, not 
just to the United States but to our al-
lies. And this is something that I have 
been focused on since I came to the 
Senate. 

As a matter of fact, when I came to 
the Senate, about 11 years ago, I would 
give speeches on China. And in my first 
couple of speeches, I was kind of sur-
prised that there wasn’t a lot of focus 
on the Chinese threat, the long-term 
threat to our Nation. And so I came 
down here a lot to speak about that. 

The good news is that that is all 
changed. Many of my colleagues—this 
is actually a very bipartisan issue here 
in the Senate. I have worked with a 
number of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle on how we can 
strengthen our national security, our 
economic security, as it relates to the 
biggest threat we have, and that is the 
Chinese Communist Party. 

Now, most of my focus, especially 
being on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, spending 30 years on Active 
Duty and then the Reserves and the 

U.S. Marine Corps—most of my focus 
has been on the military issues you see 
here. The President of China, Xi 
Jinping, is in his camis—kind of look a 
little ridiculous, in my view, but what-
ever. They are very focused on their 
military building. 

So my focus has been on military 
issues, deterrence in the Taiwan Strait, 
and economic issues, to some degree. 
But as I have spent time here and I 
have delved into this challenge—and it 
is a huge challenge—it is important 
that we not just focus on those issues. 

And the one thing that I think is 
happening in the Congress right now is 
a recognition of emerging new tech-
nologies that, someday, and maybe 
even today, might be considered more 
important than an aircraft carrier, a 
submarine, or an F–35, because these 
technologies, in which we are in a race 
with China in terms of their develop-
ment, might determine who controls 
the entire 21st century between the 
United States and China. 

Fortunately, we are starting to focus 
on these. I am starting to focus on 
these, and I would say there are three 
main areas: digital currency and 
blockchain technology, artificial intel-
ligence, and biotech. 

So if you are on the Hill on different 
committees—and I am on the Com-
merce Committee as well as Armed 
Services—we are doing hearings, and 
we are doing markups. We have estab-
lished commissions. There is a lot of 
work, a lot of debate. And, I would say, 
a lot of it is bipartisan, which I think 
is good, to focus on these emerging 
technologies because, in some ways, 
they are just as important as our mili-
tary competition with the Chinese 
Communist Party. 

And, in my view, it is becoming in-
creasingly clear that we are in a race 
with the Chinese Communist Party on 
who will control these critical tech-
nologies and the economic resilience 
and financial strength and productivity 
of our economy. And, yes, the national 
security of our citizens increasingly de-
pends on who wins these races in these 
critical emerging technology areas. 

There are a couple of things related 
to that that I just want to touch on, 
and I am going to come down on the 
floor and speak more and more about 
where we are on these and what we 
need to do. But make no mistake, as I 
dig into these issues deeper, as we get 
the briefings from the experts, it has 
become clear that we should not— 
should not—underestimate the Chinese 
Communist Party in these areas. 

They can compete. They are com-
peting. I think sometimes in the area 
of technology, we think, well, we are 
the United States; we are the top dog. 
But we need to take them very seri-
ously. 

And in some areas in these tech-
nologies, in subcomponents of these 
technologies—say, for example, like ro-
botics—I think you can make a good 
case that the Chinese are already in 
the lead, and we have to take that very 
seriously. 
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Another thing is that a fundamental 

component of competing successfully 
against China in at least two of three 
of these technologies—blockchain tech-
nology and AI—is that we have to have 
abundant American energy to power in 
and advance in these technological 
areas. 

Again, for the benefit of our own citi-
zens and our own national security, it 
is critical that we unleash American 
energy—all forms of American energy. 
I am an ‘‘all of the above’’ energy pro-
ponent: oil, gas, coal, renewables, nu-
clear. We used to talk about the energy 
transition, but in terms of winning the 
race on these kinds of technologies, we 
really need to be talking about energy 
addition because we are going to need 
all forms of American energy—Amer-
ican energy dominance—when it comes 
to blockchain technologies, crypto, and 
AI. 

In these areas, I believe that, for ex-
ample, in blockchain technology, when 
developed properly, it cannot only help 
but ensure our economic resilience, our 
economic competitiveness, and, very 
importantly, as it relates to competing 
with China, the continued dominance 
of the U.S. dollar as the world’s reserve 
currency, which, as I mentioned, is a 
critical comparative advantage we 
have over the Chinese of which they 
are trying to erode both in terms of 
their own digital currencies but in 
other ways in terms of working with 
other countries that want to erode the 
dollar’s preeminence as the world’s re-
serve currency. Related blockchain 
technology can make sure that the 
United States is more resilient to eco-
nomic warfare—again, only if we are 
the leaders related to China. 

In these areas, I think we are off to a 
pretty good start by actually passing 
laws that are beginning to establish 
the rules of the road for these tech-
nologies, like stablecoin, when we re-
cently passed the GENIUS Act. 

Next up, as we are working on addi-
tional rules for the road to establish 
the strength of these technologies 
based in America, not China, is the 
market structure legislation that we 
are working on. 

As some of you know, the CLARITY 
Act passed the House, and we are con-
tinuing to move that legislation for-
ward here in the Senate. We are split-
ting some of it apart with legislation, 
such as the Digital Commodity Inter-
mediaries Act, which recently passed 
out of the Agriculture Committee. This 
is also bipartisan legislation. Again, it 
is a good start, but we have a long way 
to go. 

I think it is critical to keep in mind 
that one of the most important ele-
ments of this is to beat China, which is 
for our economic security and for our 
national security. That includes, of 
course, the areas of AI in biotech, as I 
have mentioned. 

Again, the race against China here is 
critical. Who wins these technological 
races will almost certainly dominate 
key elements of the 21st century. We 

need to optimize the full promise of AI 
while protecting our citizens against 
some of the related harms, particularly 
protecting our children when it comes 
to this new technology. 

Smart regulation and legislation and 
well-thought-out legislative actions 
from Congress should focus on empow-
ering our people and accelerating soci-
etal benefits that result from the use of 
AI, especially in healthcare and in edu-
cation, where I believe the promise of 
artificial intelligence is immense and 
transformative in a very positive way 
for our country and our citizens. 

When I talk to the experts, they be-
lieve that we are winning the AI race 
with China, but we can’t be complacent 
at all. As I mentioned, they can com-
pete. Every day, we need to keep mov-
ing forward in recognizing that this is 
a critical competition that we cannot 
let the CCP dominate and control. 

Finally, on biotech, the United 
States maintains leads here in critical 
areas but, again, not in every respect. 
The leads we do have cannot be taken 
for granted because biotech has been a 
priority for China for over 20 years. It 
appears in document after document 
that constitute China’s industrial pol-
icy strategies. It is a main priority 
again in the new draft 5-year plan that 
the CCP just released this week. We 
have to acknowledge that China is a 
powerhouse of research—bigger than 
the United States, bigger than Europe. 
It has the advantage of a large gene 
pool—data which, by the way, belongs 
not to the individual; it belongs to that 
guy and the party. Think about how 
scary that is. 

Where we lead in market size and de-
velopment trials, China is No. 2 in all 
of them in terms of biotech. And this is 
so important. Why? Because it involves 
our genes. They are the very things 
that physically make us who we are as 
human beings, and it will be increas-
ingly central to our health. Again, 
there are dangers here because it can 
also be used in bioweapons. The Penta-
gon’s annual China power report, by 
the way, says, ‘‘Prominent PLA think-
ers’’—the People’s Liberation Army— 
that guy and his cohorts—‘‘believe that 
biotechnology is poised to transform 
warfare.’’ 

These are all the reasons we need to 
do everything we can, in a bipartisan 
way, with all the smart people we have 
in the United States, to win these tech-
nological and emerging technology 
challenges—especially as it relates to 
them. 

This is a good example of the work 
we have done. Congress passed a law to 
establish the National Security Com-
mission on Emerging Biotechnology. 
They put out a report just a month 
ago. It is quite good. It is helping edu-
cate Members of the Senate and Mem-
bers of the House, but we have got to 
keep doing the work on this. 

TRIBUTE TO OLIVIA KLUPAR 
Mr. President, it is Thursday here in 

the U.S. Senate, which means it is time 
for one of my favorite traditions on the 

Senate floor—the ‘‘Alaskan of the 
Week.’’ 

Now, the pages, I don’t think, have 
had the pleasure—this group of pages 
has had the pleasure—of seeing an 
‘‘Alaskan of the Week’’ presentation. 

I am sure, once you see it, our great 
pages, you will understand why every 
class of pages couldn’t wait until 
Thursday afternoon to get the ‘‘Alas-
kan of the Week’’ update. So, congratu-
lations. I know you are literally sitting 
on the edges of your seats. 

What I would like to do—and to our 
wonderful pages here, when I talk 
about the Alaskan of the Week, which 
is usually on Thursday—by the way, 
the press likes this, too, because they 
know the end of the week is here, and 
you know that all of the busyness of 
the Capitol slows down; but I would 
like to first talk about what is going 
on back home—what is going on in the 
great State of Alaska. Now, it is a real-
ly exciting time to be back home in 
Alaska. I try to get home pretty much 
every weekend, and last weekend when 
I was home, there were some fantastic 
things going on. 

First and foremost, one of the most 
iconic traditions in our great State was 
the Iditarod, which is often called the 
Last Great Race. It started last Satur-
day, in Anchorage, and then officially 
out of Willow, AK. Each year, dozens of 
mushers and their teams of sled dogs 
set out on a grueling journey of nearly 
1,000 miles across Alaska’s vast and un-
forgiving landscape, racing from An-
chorage to Nome, through mountain 
ranges, frozen rivers, and the wide-open 
tundra. 

I had the honor of kicking off that 
race last week by cutting the ribbon at 
the ceremonial start in Anchorage. It 
was a great event—a huge crowd, in-
credible energy. The dogs were just 
jumping in their harnesses, ready to 
run. 

By the way, right before we kicked 
off the race, I was honored to swear in 
33 new Marine Corps recruits right 
there at the starting line of the 
Iditarod. These are the kinds of events 
that bring the whole community to-
gether—families lining the streets, 
kids and grandparents cheering on the 
teams, and visitors from literally all 
over the world; some of the mushers 
are from all over the world—to get a 
glimpse of this uniquely Alaskan tradi-
tion. 

To anyone who is watching in the 
Galleries, I invite you, next time, to 
come on up for the Iditarod—the Last 
Great Race. It was snowing. We had 
about a foot of snow. It was beautiful. 

The Iditarod captures something es-
sential about Alaska. It reflects the 
same resilience, determination, and 
spirit of self-reliance that define our 
communities from the smallest vil-
lages to the largest cities. That spirit 
is on display across Alaska right now. 

From our athletes who are rep-
resenting the United States on the 
world stage to the fishermen, small 
businesses, and families who help to 
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