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access to rural and agricultural program-
ming; and

Whereas multichannel video programming
distributors and providers of digital and
streaming media should make delivery of
rural and agricultural programming, includ-
ing agricultural news and western lifestyle
content, a priority: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes the
importance of rural and agricultural pro-
gramming and the need for greater access to
rural and agricultural media programming.

———

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I
have four requests for committees to
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

The Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Thursday, July 14, 2022, at 10 a.m.,
to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

The Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, July 14, 2022, at 10
a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Thursday, July 14, 2022,
at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, July 14,
2022, at 9 a.m., to conduct an executive
business meeting.

———

CONGRATULATING THE UNIVER-
SITY OF MISSISSIPPI REBELS
BASEBALL TEAM FOR WINNING
THE 2022 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE
ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION DIVI-
SION I BASEBALL CHAMPION-
SHIP

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 710, submitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 710) congratulating
the University of Mississippi Rebels baseball
team for winning the 2022 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I base-
ball championship.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
resolution be agreed to, the preamble
be agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table with no intervening action or
debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

———————

EXPRESSING THE CONDOLENCES
OF THE SENATE AND HONORING
THE MEMORY OF THE VICTIMS
OF THE MASS SHOOTING AT THE
FOURTH OF JULY PARADE IN
HIGHLAND PARK, ILLINOIS, ON
JULY 4, 2022

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 711, submitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 711) expressing the
condolences of the Senate and honoring the
memory of the victims of the mass shooting
at the Fourth of July parade in Highland
Park, Illinois, on July 4, 2022.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
resolution be agreed to, the preamble
be agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table with no intervening action or
debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

——————

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JULY 18,
2022

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that all
postcloture time be considered expired
on Executive Calendar No. 968 and the
Senate vote on confirmation of the
nomination at a time to be determined
by the majority leader, or his designee,
following consultation with the Repub-
lican leader; further, that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 3 p.m. on Monday, July
18; and that following the prayer and
pledge, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, the time for the two
leaders be reserved for their use later
in the day, and morning business be
closed; that upon the conclusion of
morning business, the Senate proceed

710) was

711) was
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to executive session and resume consid-
eration of Calendar No. 1035; and that
cloture motions filed during today’s
session ripen at 5:30 p.m. on Monday.

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

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, finally, for the information of the
Senate, the 5:30 p.m. vote will be on the
motion to invoke cloture on the Wang
nomination to be U.S. District Court
Judge for the District of Colorado.

———
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, if there is no further business to
come before the Senate, I ask unani-
mous consent that following the re-
marks of Senator SULLIVAN, the Senate
stand adjourned under the previous
order.

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

The Senator from Alaska.

——
INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, I
just had the opportunity to host a
lunch—the Thursday lunch—for a num-
ber of my Senate colleagues. This is an
opportunity that Senators get to essen-
tially brag about their State. It is kind
of like what I do with the ‘‘Alaskan of
the Week’ speech that I give.

I know we have new pages here.

I am going to be putting out a
Facebook post on the incredible bounty
that we just had at the lunch—salmon,
halibut, peonies flowers, which are now
growing in abundance in Alaska. It was
a really, really incredible meal, if I do
say so myself, from Alaskans. So we
are going to talk about that.

Next week I will be back to my
“Alaskan of the Week’ series, for the
new pages. I promise you, this is going
to be your favorite speech of the week
because it is interesting, and it tells
stories, and it is exciting about what is
going on in Alaska.

Madam President, I want to talk
about two other issues today that I
care deeply about—I think most Sen-
ators do, and certainly Americans do—
and that is two things that our country
desperately needs: infrastructure and
energy. Infrastructure and energy—and
we all know that this is what is needed.

We talk about it here a lot in the
Senate. However, some, especially in
the Biden administration, talk a lot
about these issues but, then, when it
comes to taking action, maybe not so
much. Maybe that is starting to
change, maybe not.

But I am going to talk about some-
thing I introduced in the Senate yes-
terday that is going to be action, espe-
cially on infrastructure. So let’s talk
about infrastructure first.

Yesterday, I introduced a joint reso-
lution of disapproval under the Con-
gressional Review Act—it is what we
call the CRA—which will nullify the
Biden administration’s new regulations
that are remarkably going to bog down
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the ability to permit infrastructure
projects. It is going to add to the red-
tape that every single American who
cares about this issue knows is a prob-
lem, and it is a new reg from the Biden
administration—remarkably, because
they supposedly are for infrastructure,
and I am going to get to that. It is a
new reg to make it harder to build in-
frastructure projects.

So let me unpack a little bit of that
because it is something that I think all
Americans care about. I know they
care about it, but it can kind of be bor-
ing and technical, with permitting and
things like that.

When the National Environmental
Policy Act, NEPA, was passed in the
late sixties, it required an environ-
mental impact statement, an EIS, as
we call these things. In the old days,
you would do an EIS. It would take
about a year, maybe. You would get
public input. It was maybe 100 pages.
OK? The process worked. People were
engaged. It didn’t bog down things, and
you would have a couple of hundred
pages that the average American could
read and then you would build, which
is what we all want to do in a respon-
sible way.

Fast forward to today. NEPA has
been completely abused. This is a huge
passion of mine because it hurts every-
body. Too many people, too many
Americans now know the numbers: 4 to
6 years on average to complete any EIS
in America. Most cost millions of dol-
lars. Most EISes are thousands of pages
s0 no one reads them. How can you
read them? And it is undeniably killing
our ability to build infrastructure.

The only people, in my view, who
really like this new system are, A, rad-
ical far-left environmental groups that
don’t want to build anything—OK, that
is a group; it is not a big group in
America, but, unfortunately, they have
a loud voice—and probably the Chinese
Communist Party. When they Kknow
they have to compete against us, they
love the fact that it takes 9 to 10 years
to permit a bridge in the U.S.A.

Let me provide some examples. GAO
did a study quite a while ago on new
highway construction to build and de-
sign a new highway, 9 to 19 years, on
average, in America. It is about 8
years, I think, for Federal permits to
permit a bridge—a bridge—in America.

The Gross Reservoir in Colorado,
which is going to offer clean water to
the people of that State, it has been
two decades—20 years—to permit that
important infrastructure project.

The California bullet train project—
holy cow—approved in the nineties and
still not built. The Mountain Valley
Pipeline in Virginia and West Virginia,
it began in 2015 with 20 miles left to
complete. I hate to say it. It will never
be completed—litigation, back to the
courts, NEPA, radical enviros stopping
it. This is not America. This is not the
way it should work.

My State, unfortunately, has been
the epicenter of groups that try to stop
any resource development projects—
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any projects—a road, a bridge, a gold
mine. The Kensington Mine in Alaska
now employs over 400 people, average
wage $110,000 per year. That is great
money. It took almost 20 years to per-
mit if you include the litigation—20
years. Who is that benefiting?

I worked with the Trump administra-
tion on their NEPA Executive order. I
worked in the Environment and Public
Works Committee on this infrastruc-
ture bill that President Biden sup-
ported. We got good—not great—but we
got some pretty darn good permitting
reform, based on some of what we did
in the Trump administration, to bring
projects to be able to build in a timely,
efficient manner, not cutting corners.
There is one Federal Agency in charge
of decision, time limits on NEPA re-
quirements to 2 years, limitations on
pages for NEPA. These are common-
sense reforms. We got them into law.
OK. That is pretty good. Bipartisan.
The President hailed this as one of his
big signature achievements. I voted for
it, in part, because of NEPA reforms,
because of permitting reforms.

What am I upset about? About 4
months ago, the Biden administra-
tion’s Council on Environmental Qual-
ity not only revised the Trump Execu-
tive order on permitting, which the av-
erage American Republican and Demo-
crat thought was good—they actually
undertook new regulations for NEPA
that are clearly—clearly—intended to
make it harder to permit infrastruc-
ture projects, particularly energy in-
frastructure projects.

Just ask anyone. Go look at the regs.
Go look at what they put out. What I
find remarkable is that the President
let this come out of his White House.
He is supposedly ‘“‘Mr. Infrastructure,”
“Mr. Building Trades,” ‘“Mr. Joe Six-
Pack Union Guy.”

This is a product of the radical, elite,
coastal Democratic special interests
that is going to make it harder to build
things. That is a fact. It is a sad fact,
especially because a lot of us came to-
gether as Democrats and Republicans
to pass permitting reform.

So what did I file yesterday? A Con-
gressional Review Act resolution says
that if Congress doesn’t like a big regu-
lation coming out of the executive
branch, we can vote to rescind it. We
can vote to rescind it. So, yesterday, I
filed one of those resolutions targeting
this new rule from the Biden adminis-
tration meant to slow down the build-
ing of infrastructure.

Here is the thing. You don’t see this
a lot, but every single Republican Sen-
ator is a cosponsor of my resolution—
50—50 cosponsors of our Congressional
Review Act resolution on infrastruc-
ture.

The other good thing about the CRA
law, Congressional Review Act law, it
is a privileged resolution. What does
that mean? It means Majority Leader
SCHUMER, even if he doesn’t like it, has
to take it up.

Here is the other thing. Under the
CRA law, you only need 51 Senators 51
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Senators to make it pass the Senate.
So my Democratic colleagues are going
to have a tough choice here. I don’t
think it should be tough. I think it
should be 100 to 0. If you want infra-
structure for America and you want to
stand with the men and women who
build things in America, then you are
going to vote for my resolution. Sim-
ple.

Let me quote the Laborers’ Inter-
national, LIUNA, the biggest construc-
tion trade union in America, led by a
great American, Terry O’Sullivan.
When the Biden administration was
putting out their NEPA rule, the labor-
ers said: What are you doing? Here is
our statement. Here is what they
thought about that rule:

Once again, communities in need of vital
infrastructure and the hard working men
and women who build America will be wait-
ing as project details for infrastructure are
subjected to onerous reviews [by these new
rules].

That is the Laborers’. Those are the
men and women who build America.
Americans will continue to bear the ex-
pense of NEPA-related delays, which
cost taxpayers millions of dollars an-
nually.

Lengthy review processes and unpre-
dictable legal challenges which will re-
sult from these new regs will have a
chilling impact on private investment
and infrastructure.

That is what the Laborers’ said.

This is going to be an interesting
vote because I have said this a number
of times—I think some of my Demo-
cratic friends have gotten a little upset
with me, but I think it is a fact; it is
certainly a fact in Alaska—whenever
the national Democrats have a choice
between the radical far-left environ-
mentalists, the coastal elites, and the
men and women who build things and
made our country great, they always
choose the radical environmentalists. I
mentioned this in the Commerce Com-
mittee hearing the other day. Some of
my colleagues got a little upset with
me. I said: All right. Guess what I am
going to have—a CRA. I am going to
put it on the floor, and it is going to be
a test vote. I know where 50 Repub-
licans stand. We are going to stand
with the men and women who build
stuff. If you support my CRA like the
Laborers’ do or will, the resolution,
you are going to support it. If you sup-
port infrastructure for America, you
are going to support our resolution. If
you support energy for America, you
are going to support our resolution. If
you support the men and women who
actually build stuff in this country,
good wages, you are going to support
my resolution. If you stand with the
coastal environmental elites who want
to shut down this country, you will
vote against it.

I think it is going to be really inter-
esting to see what the men and women
of the U.S. Senate stand for: far-left
environmentalists who just want to
stop anything and shut it all down or
the men or women who build stuff?
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That vote is going to come in the
next few weeks, and I am going to be
down here on the floor a lot talking
about it. I hope my colleagues do the
right thing because we all know what
the right thing to do is: to move this
country forward, to build on the infra-
structure bill, and to get working and
support the men and women who do
that hard work.

——
ENERGY

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, I
want to turn to energy now. You know
the President is in Saudi Arabia. There
is a lot of irony here, I believe, because
his administration has clearly—clear-
ly—made it harder for Americans to
produce American energy with Amer-
ican workers, with American infra-
structure. That is a fact. That is a fact,
OK? I see it in Alaska every day—every
single day. The Federal Government is
trying to stop the production of Amer-
ican energy.

What are we seeing? Inflation, super
high prices at the gas pump—literally,
everything. Senior administration offi-
cials are going to Wall Street. Senior
administration officials who are Fed-
eral regulators for finance are all try-
ing to choke off capital to the Amer-
ican energy sector. It hurts my con-
stituents. It hurts the country.

So the President is going to Saudi
Arabia to beg them to produce more.
He should send an envoy to Texas or an
envoy to Alaska and say: Hey, how can
we produce more here? How can we
produce more here? I hope they are
starting to change their tune. I hope
they are starting to change their tune
so that we don’t need to beg the
Saudis, dictators like Iran and Ven-
ezuela, and all these other autocratic
regimes in the world to produce. We
should produce it in our country. We
have the highest standards in the world
by far on the environment—by far. It is
not even close. We have high standards
of labor in the world.

The Biden administration, in my
State, has been a disaster. They have
issued 26 Executive orders or Executive
actions solely focused on my State,
solely focused on Alaska, none of which
has been helpful.

Lately—lately—there has been dis-
cussion, constructive discussion, on a
big project in Alaska called the Willow
Project. The Biden administration is
showing signs that they want to sup-
port it. That would make sense. The
country needs energy. This would be
done in the National Petroleum Re-
serve in Alaska set aside decades ago
by Congress for oil and gas develop-
ment—again, the highest standards in
the world. I pitched the President on
this project over a year ago in the Oval
Office. By the way, it has some of the
lowest emissions in the world of any
big energy project. I am going to talk
about who supports it.

This has been in permitting for
years. I won’t go through the timeline,
but this project, the Willow Project,
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has been in permitting for years. We
could start building it this winter. As a
matter of fact, we tried to start build-
ing it last winter.

Like I said, I pitched the President
on this: 2,000 construction jobs; enor-
mous support from the building trades,
labor unions; lowest greenhouse gas
emissions for a project this type and
size in America. And it would help us
not have to go beg from other coun-
tries.

But there has been a lot of press in
the last week on the Willow Project. Of
course, our mainstream media doesn’t
get it. They love to tell their kind of
slanted story on the Willow Project, so
I am going to push back. And, boy, if
you are a reporter, I really hope you
write down some of the stuff that I am
going to talk about here because it is
all factual. And with all due respect,
most of you guys never write about
these things.

I am going to start with this chart.
This is a really important chart in my
mind, and it is important because this
chart goes to an issue that really, real-
ly strikes to the heart and soul of why
resource development in my State in
particular is so important.

This chart is from the American
Medical Association, and it looks at
life expectancy from 1980 to 2014: 25
years. And in different parts of Amer-
ica, you see different life expectancy in
these different colors. The blue, darker
blue-purple is areas where life expect-
ancy has increased dramatically in the
last 25 years.

Unfortunately, there is yellow, or-
ange, and even red. Life expectancy has
slowed or even decreased in a few
places. If you look at the map, that is
mostly due to the horrendous opioid
epidemic that we had as a nation.

But if you look at this chart, the one
State where life expectancy has in-
creased the most, by far, is the State of
Alaska. The one area in the State of
Alaska that has increased the most in
terms of life expectancy are many of
our rural areas: North Slope Borough,
Northwest Arctic Borough, Aleutian Is-
land chain—13 years, 13 years. In 25
years, people’s life expectancy went up
that much.

I have asked many times my Senate
colleagues, Give me a policy indicator
of success more important than are the
people you representing living longer.
Give me one. There isn’t one. That is
about as important as it gets.

And in my State, it has happened. It
has happened. Why has it happened?
Why has it happened? Well, I will tell
you why it has happened. First, in a lot
of these rural areas, unfortunately, the
life expectancy in the early eighties
was quite low.

These are primarily Alaskan Native
communities, and they had some of the
lowest life expectancies of any Ameri-
cans—sometimes of any people in the
world—because they didn’t have
things, like good jobs and flush toilets
and clinics. They lived in real poverty.
So we started really low.
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And then what happened? What hap-
pened that in these mostly Alaskan
Native communities people started liv-
ing longer? I will tell you what hap-
pened. They started getting jobs. Re-
source development happened, respon-
sible resource development: oil, gas,
mining, fishing.

So when I talk about these issues,
when Senator MURKOWSKI talks about
these issues, it is not just some Kkind of
pie-in-the-sky issue of oil and gas. I
mean, this is about life and death,
which is why I come down here a little
bit riled up sometimes because people
don’t have a clue. People don’t have a
clue.

The radical enviros who try to shut
down the economies of my State all the
darned time and some U.S. Senators—
primarily the senior Senator from New
Mexico—who come down here and try
to shut this down, they don’t under-
stand.

So people are living longer in Alaska,
much longer, more than any other part
of the country because we have had re-
sponsible resource development, which
brings me back to Willow.

So, again, you will see all these arti-
cles in the Washington Post, all these
stories. Heck, there is three this week,
I think, about this one project. And
they are all slanted. And you have got
some Lower 48 environmental group in
New York City or San Francisco—oh
my gosh, climate bomb—all this rhet-
oric that is hot air—pardon the pun—
but not accurate. Who is supporting
this project? Who is supporting?

You have an incredible diversity of
people supporting this project. First,
the unions, every major union in Amer-
ica—building trades, AFL-CIO—they
are all supporting this project. They
are all supporting this project.

But what I really want to emphasize
is another group that is very special to
me that supports the Willow Project.
And you see here some of the symbols
of these groups right here.

Some are the Alaska Chamber, Oil
and Gas Association, Resource Devel-
opment Council, but most of these
symbols here are the Alaskan Native
people—the Alaskan Native people, the
leaders of a really important constitu-
ency in Alaska, the First Peoples of
Alaska.

Why am I saying this? Because our
national media never talks about this,
right? They will pick one group, one
leader—oh, we are against it—so they
write about it. That is baloney.

The leaders of the Alaska commu-
nities, the Native communities are
overwhelmingly supportive of this
project. And here is my point: This ad-
ministration loves to talk about envi-
ronmental justice, environmental eq-
uity, communities that have been dis-
criminated against to make sure they
have access to proper environment, but
you know what they do? They have
been doing it for a year-and-a-half.
When they talk about environmental
justice, environmental equity, they al-
ways forget about Alaskan Natives.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-07T21:00:34-0400
	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




