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satellites, it is essential to healthcare, 
it is essential to consumer products. 
And the United States has been a lead-
er in this area. The United States has 
been a leader in this area for a long 
time—or I should say, was a leader in 
this area for a long time, when you 
think of companies like Intel or others, 
even some of the companies that are 
foreign investors who made huge foot-
prints in the United States. But the 
point is that we are no longer in this 
position—as this chart shows, only 12 
percent of a global supply. 

A report recently done on the semi-
conductor industry by Boston Con-
sulting Group, I just want to read this 
one part: ‘‘The U.S. has been the long- 
standing global leader in semiconduc-
tors with 45% to 50% share of the 
worldwide market’’ 5-percent to 50-per-
cent share of the worldwide market— 
‘‘in the last 30 years. However, signifi-
cant focus is being placed on ending 
the U.S. share in semiconductor manu-
facturing which now only stands at 12% 
installed capacity.’’ This is a report 
that I am pretty sure you could get on-
line. That is the end of that statement. 

So we have gone from 45 percent to 50 
percent, that is where we started out, 
and over the last 30 years, now, we are 
down to 12 percent–12 percent. So I ask 
my colleagues, if you were 12 percent of 
anything, how long would you be 
around to be competitive? How long 
would you drive the supply chain? How 
long would you drive job growth? How 
long would you continue to be competi-
tive in this very, very important sector 
that is important to all of these 
things? 

And while I am somebody who sup-
ports continued growth of our global 
economy because I think we build and 
make great things and we want people 
to sell them to, this presents to us a 
very unique challenge, the fact that 
something as critical to the informa-
tion age as semiconductors, we have 
gone from 40 percent to 50 percent 
down to 12 percent the question is what 
is going to happen next. 

Well, the question of what is going to 
happen next is, if we don’t make this 
investment, very, very likely that that 
12 percent is going to, in the next sev-
eral years, turn into 6 percent. It is 
going to turn into 6 percent. So staying 
status quo right now, doing no invest-
ment, it is very likely that 12 percent 
will turn into 6 percent, which means 
people aren’t going to want to locate 
their boundaries in the United States. 
People aren’t going to want to locate 
their research in the United States— 
people aren’t going to want to have 
their companies and the supply chain 
and the workforce. Literally, this in-
dustry simply is clusters, it is clusters. 
Seattle didn’t get to be Seattle over-
night. Seattle didn’t get to be the hub 
of the No. 1 STEM city in the United 
States of America and certainly an epi-
center of software and software devel-
opment overnight. 

It took decades—decades. Literally, 
you know, even in the 1980s and 1990s, 

it wasn’t that diversified. It has just 
been in the last 15 years that it has 
really diversified. But, yes, it took the 
work of the University of Washington. 
Yes, it took the work of many compa-
nies being there. Then it took the work 
of then people attracting a workforce 
who would rather be there than, say, in 
Silicon Valley. And then it took the ef-
forts of universities to produce a work-
force. Then it took attracting venture 
capital. 

Then once they got venture capital, 
then more companies wanted to come 
there because then you have the entire 
ecosystem. You had universities, you 
had venture capital, you had leading 
companies, you had a workforce, and 
you had all of this stuff. Well, that is 
in software, and software can continue 
to move forward, but if you didn’t have 
those things, you aren’t going to be a 
cluster for semiconductors. The United 
States of America—the cluster of semi-
conductor development is going to be 
in Asia. It is going to be in Korea. It is 
going to be in Taiwan, and it is going 
to be in China. 

So we have to ask ourselves if we are 
only 6 percent of the supply in the fu-
ture and we can’t really control the de-
velopment and we lose our edge in this 
and then basically we have to rely on a 
supply chain for all the chips, you 
know, in the world, where is the supply 
chain that we are going to rely on for 
the national security products and de-
fense technology and satellites and 
maybe some of these other consumer 
products that then end up getting used 
for other purposes? That is what this 
debate is about. 

It is about that we went from 45 per-
cent to 50 percent down to 12 percent. 
If we do nothing, we are going to 6 per-
cent, and the epicenter of a critical 
technology is going to move to Asia. 
So I personally want to see us be suc-
cessful in keeping a sector in the 
United States. I am very proud that 
that same Boston report shows that we 
have 49 percent of the aerospace manu-
facturing market in the United States. 
I am very proud of that because we are 
an epicenter of that. Forty-nine per-
cent of the manufacturing market for 
aerospace is in the United States. 

That represents, to my region, maybe 
150,000 to 200,000 jobs in the Northwest. 
To the United States, that is 2 million 
jobs—more than 2 million probably if 
you think about some of the other re-
lated sectors. So being 49 percent of the 
supply chain in the United States for 
aerospace really, really, really mat-
ters. And I don’t want to see that slip. 
You know, we have had a discussion 
about the fact that we have the Jones 
Act. 

Now, some of our colleagues might 
not support the Jones Act, but the 
Jones Act is we decide, Well, we are 
not going to be all the shipbuilding in 
the world. Shipbuilding is going to get 
built in other places. But, oh, my gosh, 
we have to have enough shipbuilding in 
the United States so if we are at war, 
products and services that we need to 

support our military can be trans-
ported on U.S. vessels. That is why we 
have the Jones Act because we decided 
that that sector was critical enough to 
support. 

And what we are saying here is that 
this sector is critical enough to sup-
port, too. I don’t know that we are ever 
going to be 49 percent like aerospace 
manufacturing is—probably not, prob-
ably because it would take a lot more 
money than we are talking about 
here—because the rest of this world is 
chasing this market, too. They are 
chasing it fast and furious. We have to 
ask ourselves, Do we want to end up at 
6 percent, or are we want going to try 
to reverse this trend and make an in-
vestment and make it as smart as pos-
sible? 

I thought we had one more chart, but 
I guess we don’t. So I guess we are back 
to this. Is this bill’s investment worth 
taking the chance on American know- 
how? Is it worth the history of our 
country and saying, We have done a lot 
in research and development, and we 
know how to get things done. When I 
think of some of the people in this 
story, I think one of the guys on the GI 
Bill was one of the first contributors to 
semiconductors. It is a guy who basi-
cally went to school on a GI Bill, and if 
you think about the capital formation 
and capital markets we have in the 
United States, it has contributed to al-
lowing that technology to move more 
rapidly. Our investment in higher edu-
cation has allowed this to move more 
rapidly. 

So to my colleagues who aren’t sure 
about this legislation or think that it 
sounds like a lot or thinks that it 
sounds like, Oh, I don’t understand it, 
it is really quite simple. Do you want 
to make a bigger investment in our 
contribution to American know-how 
with research and development and let 
them compete to winning the next gen-
eration of jobs? I do. I do. 

I want to do that because I want to 
see what comes next. I think it is one 
of the most exciting things about 
today and where we live today. We are 
not in the agrarian age; we are not in 
the industrial age. We are in the infor-
mation age where everything can be 
created in the blink of an eye and now 
distributed and transform our economy 
in such significant ways. I want to see 
what comes next. But we can’t do it by 
passing legislation, authorizing things 
and then not appropriating the money 
and then waking up in 10 years and 
finding that we are at the lowest per-
centage of research and development to 
GDP in 60 years. That is where we are, 
the lowest percentage. So we can’t do 
that. We have to make these invest-
ments and if we invest in American 
know-how, the rest of this will take 
care of itself. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ALASKA TOURISM RECOVERY ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate, having 
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received H.R. 1318 and the text being 
identical to S. 593 as passed by the Sen-
ate, H.R. 1318 is considered read three 
times and passed, and the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The bill (H.R. 1318) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, 
thank you for passing that very impor-
tant piece of legislation. 

The official name of that legislation 
that just passed the Senate is the Alas-
ka Tourism Restoration Act. This is a 
really good day for Alaska right now 
and for our small businesses and work-
ing families and the overall economy 
in Alaska, across our State. 

I want to say this is also a good day 
for the Congress. Both Houses, over the 
last week, have been able to come to-
gether, Members on both sides of the 
aisle, when they recognized that a rel-
atively narrow segment of this great 
Nation—my State, Senator MUR-
KOWSKI’s State—had a huge challenge 
right now with our economy relating 
to tourism. Senators and Members of 
the House worked together, and we just 
passed a piece of legislation that is 
going to the President’s desk. It is 
really going to help. 

This pandemic has really hurt a lot 
of our economies in different States. I 
would say the Alaskan economy has 
been really hammered—the energy sec-
tor, the commercial fishing sector, and, 
of course, our tourism sector. But we 
have hope. 

As I mentioned, we just passed the 
Alaska Tourism Restoration Act. This 
bill, cosponsored by Senator MUR-
KOWSKI and myself here in the Senate 
and Congressman YOUNG in the House, 
is going to give our tourism season and 
the tens of thousands of Alaskans in 
that industry and the hundreds, if not 
thousands, of small businesses in Alas-
ka in that industry that are hanging by 
a thread—it is going to give them a 
fighting chance this summer. 

These are businesses whose owners 
have put their life savings, their hard 
work, their hopes, and their dreams 
into these small businesses, and many 
have been on the brink financially be-
cause of the pandemic and because the 
short cruise ship season that drives the 
tourism economy in Alaska was about 
to be canceled again this summer. That 
is now not going to happen. 

Think about these numbers. In 2020, 
last year, during the pandemic, Alaska 
was estimated to get—we were sup-
posed to get, prior to the pandemic, a 
record number of tourists via cruise 
ships: 1.5 million. It would have been 
the alltime record. Of course, in 2020, 
with the pandemic, none of them 
showed up, not one, and 2021 was shap-
ing up to be the same. 

Think about that. These small busi-
nesses get almost all their revenue dur-
ing the summer season. That would 
have been 2 years with no revenues. No 
small business can withstand that. 

So 2021 was looking to be canceled 
again as a result of the CDC, which 
took too long to provide clear guidance 
to the cruise ship industry, but they 
are now working cooperatively with 
our communities back home in Alaska 
and the industry. So that is good news. 
That is starting to happen. It is really 
important. 

But even with the CDC cooperating 
and working constructively, which is 
now happening, 2021 wasn’t looking 
good anyway because of a law—dating 
back to the 1880s, by the way—a U.S. 
law that made it impossible, without 
Canada’s cooperation, to sail to Alaska 
on a cruise ship. It was impossible un-
less we got a bill from Congress passed 
that would allow cruise ships to sail to 
Alaska without stopping at a Canadian 
port, and that is just what we did. That 
is just what we did. 

I want to thank, again, Members of 
the House and Members of the Senate. 
We are hoping that this bill is now 
going down to the White House for a 
signing by the President as soon as 
possible. 

I know I am speaking on behalf of 
Senator MURKOWSKI and Congressman 
YOUNG in thanking all the Members of 
this body and the House for that work. 
We are going to have a fighting chance 
in Alaska for a summer tourism season 
that was looking very dismal just a 
couple of weeks ago. 

One of the reasons it was looking 
very dismal is unfortunately because of 
our neighbor, who hasn’t been really 
helpful. In Alaska, we have one neigh-
bor, if you don’t count Russia, and that 
is Canada. We don’t have our wonderful 
lower 48 State neighbors; we have Can-
ada. 

We read in the Canadian press the 
last several weeks that there was no 
way the Americans could get their act 
together to pass a law that would fully 
bypass Canada—no way. That is what 
the Canadians were saying, Canadian 
politicians. So there wasn’t a lot of 
need to work with us. 

Well, here is a message for Canada: 
Never bet against America. Never bet 
against America. Pretty much every 
country in the history of our country’s 
history that has bet against us has 
lost. 

I would say that our delegation, the 
Alaska delegation, is probably the 
most pro-Canadian delegation there is. 
It is certainly more knowledgeable 
than most on Canadian issues. We work 
together on all kinds of things, big and 
small—trade issues, military issues, 
NORAD issues, mining issues. We, in 
my view, have a typically great rela-
tionship. Alaska-Canada is really 
strong. But that relationship needs co-
operation, collaboration, and on this 
issue, it really didn’t happen. So next 
time we ask our Canadian colleagues 
for cooperation, we think that is im-
portant, but we didn’t need it, ulti-
mately. 

So I mention in closing, good news 
for Alaska. But I will say this to any-
one watching on TV: This is good news 

for America. Why is that? Here is a 
message for the rest of our beautiful 
country: Alaska is open for business. 
Come on up. We are safe. We are 
healthy. 

By the way, if you come up, you can 
get a vaccine. It is open to all tourists. 

We are beautiful—breaching whales, 
soaring mountains, salmon-choked riv-
ers, the best people in the world. 

It has been a tough year. Now, I am 
not just talking Alaska; I am talking 
the whole country. We know it. Every-
body has been at home. 

To our fellow Americans who are 
ready to get out and see our beautiful 
Nation, come on up and see one of the 
most beautiful parts of America—real-
ly, one of the most beautiful parts of 
the world. Come on up to Alaska. We 
are waiting there for you. If it is on 
your bucket list, there is no time like 
the present to do it. Get on a cruise 
ship. Fly up. I think the Canadians 
have still blocked the border, so it is 
hard to drive up. That is a whole other 
issue. But there will be cruise ships 
heading up to the great State of Alas-
ka, hopefully by mid-July. In fact, I 
have a call with several cruise ship ex-
ecutives this afternoon, and I am going 
to encourage them, in the aftermath of 
the U.S. Congress passing this bill, en-
courage them to rev up their cruise 
ships and get up to Alaska soon. We 
know that demand is high. 

To all Americans, we would love to 
have you. 

In closing, to my fellow Alaskans, 
while this tourism season certainly 
won’t be one of our biggest—it cer-
tainly won’t be like what we were an-
ticipating in 2020—we are confident 
now, with this action, there will be 
ships, and there will be people. Help is 
on the way. We are a resilient, strong, 
tough State. 

Thank you, Alaskans, for your pa-
tience. We now have a fighting chance 
at a decent summer tourism season in 
2021. Hopefully, every American citizen 
watching this will head on up to Alas-
ka. You will have a great time. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ENDLESS FRONTIER ACT— 
Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). The Senator from Vir-
ginia. 

S. 1260 
Mr. WARNER. Madam President, I 

rise today in strong support of the End-
less Frontier Act—a long overdue, bi-
partisan effort to invest in our coun-
try’s innovation and competitiveness. 

I am pleased to see that Congress is 
finally taking action to shore up U.S. 
investment in the research, develop-
ment, and manufacturing of critical 
technologies because, without this 
kind of intervention, China in par-
ticular will continue to outpace and 
outperform us in the global technology 
race, impacting our country’s eco-
nomic well-being, our global influence, 
and our national security. 
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