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NOMINATIONS 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 2026 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 

Washington, DC. 
The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a.m., in room 

SD–419, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. James E. Risch pre-
siding. 

Present: Senators Risch [presiding], Ricketts, Daines, Curtis, 
Shaheen, Murphy, Kaine, Merkley, Booker, and Rosen. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES E. RISCH, 
CHAIRMAN, U.S. SENATOR FROM IDAHO 

Senator RISCH. The U.S. Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 
will come to order. 

Good to see all of you today. We welcome our guests. I remind 
the people we are glad to have everyone here watching. We have 
zero tolerance for interruptions, as has been demonstrated quite 
well in recent times. 

Senator Blunt, so good to see you back again. Welcome, good to 
see you. 

Senator BLUNT. Great to be back. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you. 
I think what we are going to do here is I am going to make a 

few remarks and then I am going to turn it over to Senator Sha-
heen. 

Then we will hear from each of the—we will have people who do 
introductions, so you can leave if you would like to leave. Then we 
will hear from the nominees. 

So thank you to the nominees and to especially to the families 
who also help whenever we have—whenever their spouses or loved 
ones participate in government operations. The families also pro-
vide as much sacrifice as the actual nominees do. So thank you to 
the families for being here today, too. 

Mr. Long, Iceland is a critical partner of the United States in 
protecting our homeland from threats that could impact us and our 
allies in the North Atlantic. 

Both China and Russia have made their strategic goals in the 
Arctic clear, and advancing U.S.-Iceland cooperation will be critical 
to monitoring and deterring their efforts to exert influence over the 
region’s vast resources. 

If confirmed as ambassador I encourage you to continue devel-
oping our cooperation at Naval Air Station Keflavik. To advance 
these counter-Russia and China efforts, that will be necessary. 
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I look forward to hearing how you will work with Iceland to im-
prove our bilateral relationship and other NATO allies on our 
shared security interests. 

Mr. Carl, as you know, historically the United States has been 
the most generous donor to the United Nations, paying billions 
every year. Yet, the return on our investment for the American tax-
payer is, at best, questionable. 

President Trump and Congress have made clear that the status 
quo at the U.N. and other international organizations is no longer 
acceptable. 

As assistant secretary for international organization affairs you 
will be responsible for continuing President Trump’s strong reform 
agenda, including the option to withdraw from any of these various 
U.N. organizations that are not meeting our standards. 

In addition to reducing the size of the U.N. and eliminating 
waste, fraud, and abuse, you will also have to deal with the organi-
zation’s disgusting obsession with Israel and its deep antisemitism 
that is within the very foundation. 

In 2020 I published a report outlining how we can work with our 
allies to promote Americans and like minded individuals in these 
organizations, enabling us to compete with our adversaries. 

In your role, I hope you will implement some of these rec-
ommendations, and above all, ensure that every taxpayer dollar 
given to an international organization makes America safer and 
better off—a heavy lift, to say the least. 

Mr. Sweeney, as you know, the Asian Development Bank occu-
pies a unique position among the global development banks in its 
ability to directly counter China’s predatory economic coercion in 
the region. 

In recent years, the ADB has provided high quality alternatives 
to predatory Chinese loans, yet China remains its third largest 
shareholder and continues receiving funding from the ADB. 

If confirmed, I would like to know how you plan to use the voice 
and vote of the United States to drive quality development projects 
that are aligned with U.S. strategic interests. 

I would also like to hear your views on how the ADB can work 
with its member countries and with multilateral institutions to 
prioritize hard infrastructure projects and energy security in the 
region. 

And finally, Mr. Brooks, if confirmed you will play an important 
role in overseeing policies related to oceans, space, illegal wildlife 
trade, and IUU fishing. These are all areas in which China con-
tinues to play according to its own rules. 

Countries that participate in IUU fishing, including China, not 
only gain unfair trade advantages but also disrupt the global sup-
ply chain and enable other illicit activities like drug trafficking and 
forced labor. 

You will also oversee Antarctic Treaty cooperation and enforce-
ment, as well as U.S. research engagement in Antarctica. 

Both Russia and China have long been suspected of conducting 
military and intelligence activities under the guise of research, and 
Russia has reportedly conducted commercial resource exploration, 
all of which violate the Antarctic Treaty. 
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I look forward to hearing how you will push back on these illicit 
activities in your role. 

Once again, thank you to the nominees. Thank you for your fami-
lies supporting you, and I would like to now turn it over to the dis-
tinguished Ranking Member. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JEANNE SHAHEEN, 
RANKING MEMBER, U.S. SENATOR FROM NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
Welcome to all of our nominees this morning, to your families, 

and to all of your supporters who are here with you. 
Around the world today we are seeing a rollback in the rights 

and protections of women and girls. We are seeing bans on girls’ 
education, conflict zones where women and girls face sexual vio-
lence, laws and policies that restrict women’s legal status, property 
rights, and access to health care and economic participation. 

And America’s response to these developments matters. Allies 
look to us to set the course, and if we weaken our position others 
will hedge or stay silent. 

Peacekeeping, humanitarian aid, and the implementation of the 
law that was passed during the first Trump administration called 
Women, Peace, and Security, all depend on U.S. engagement, and 
when we do this well, women and girls and societies are better off. 
When we do not, they face a greater threat. 

In January, this Administration pulled out of more than 66 orga-
nizations that included programs that supported child protections, 
education access, and women’s health. This weakened our ability to 
lead coalitions and protect the rights and safety of women and 
girls. 

That is why who represents the United States on the global stage 
matters. 

Mr. Carl, you have been nominated to serve as the assistant sec-
retary for international organizations, and yet you have expressed 
views that are deeply concerning for me and for many members of 
this committee and for many Americans. 

These include comments promoting racial supremacy, minimizing 
the experiences of Jewish people, and warning about a cultural 
genocide against white Americans. 

You have said these descriptions are smears or politically moti-
vated attacks, and we will have a chance to hear from you in your 
opening statement. 

But I can tell you as a woman who has served as both Governor 
and Senator from State of New Hampshire, I have seen firsthand 
how expanding opportunity for women strengthens our economy, 
our communities, and our national security. 

And that is not just my opinion. There is data, global data, that 
shows that women contribute more to their societies, to their fami-
lies, to their communities, and to their countries. So I find your 
views about women particularly concerning. 

Mr. Long, you have been nominated to serve as our Ambassador 
to Iceland, a NATO ally, and that has been critical, as the Chair-
man stated, to U.S. security interests, especially in the Arctic. 

I have concerns about your past involvement in questionable tax 
referral operations and what that says about your judgment. 
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Despite the jokes you have reportedly made related to Iceland, 
this is a role that requires seriousness and sound judgment. We do 
not have the luxury of treating this lightly, certainly not in the en-
vironment that we are in right now. 

Mr. Brooks, you have been nominated to serve as the assistant 
secretary for oceans, environmental, and scientific affairs. We have 
not had a Senate confirmed leader in this role for far too long, and 
I hope that if confirmed you will continue to advance U.S. leader-
ship in science, technology, and the global rules that shape them. 

And finally, Mr. Sweeney, you have been nominated to be direc-
tor of the Asian Development Bank. This role is critical in advanc-
ing U.S. economic priorities in Asia and providing a credible alter-
native to Chinese state directed development finance. 

If confirmed, you will need to work closely with our allies and 
partners to counter the influence of the PRC at the bank. 

I look forward to hearing from each of you. 
Thank you. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you very much, Senator Shaheen. 
We will now have some introductions. 
Congressman Mast, welcome to our committee. We are glad to 

have you here. I think this is your first time here, as I recall. 
You will see we run a tight operation here, much like yours on 

your side. So thanks so much for joining us. 
The floor is yours. 

STATEMENT OF HON. BRIAN J. MAST, 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE FROM FLORIDA 

Representative MAST. Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Sha-
heen, thank you for having me here today. I am happy to repay the 
favor anytime you want me to put a microphone in front of you at 
the House. More than happy to bring you over. 

Senator RISCH. You know, that is a really bad mistake. 
[Laughter.] 
Senator SHAHEEN. Especially for you. 
Representative MAST. Other members of the committee, thank 

you also for having me. And you stole the best dressed member of 
the House of Representatives, Mr. Curtis. If he does not work out 
for you, we are happy to take him back. We really enjoyed having 
him. 

So in that, I just want to say how much of an honor it is, truly, 
personally, for me to introduce Dr. Wes Brooks. I have known him 
since the moment I came to the Hill. 

He is a dedicated scholar, a public servant, who has a proven 
track record of advancing critical environmental efforts in my home 
State of Florida and beyond. 

He has made it a priority to advance himself every day that he 
has had the chance to work for the people. He is hungry for it. 

Without hesitation, I recommend Dr. Brooks as Assistant Sec-
retary of State for oceans and international environment and sci-
entific affairs. He is an inspiring leader who brings with him an 
extensive background in ecological science and environmental pol-
icy. 

When Dr. Brooks served as director of Federal affairs for the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection, he developed and 
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led our fight for the restoration of America’s Everglades, something 
so many are familiar with. 

In 2022, when Dr. Brooks was appointed by our Governor as 
Florida’s chief resiliency officer, he worked tirelessly to rehabilitate 
coastal communities, grappling with Hurricane Ian’s devastating 
aftermath. 

Dr. Brooks made sure to meet with as many local officials as pos-
sible from eight counties in the State, St. John’s River Water Man-
agement District, across the State. He was everywhere, and he re-
sponded to everybody. 

I can tell that is something about him. If you call him, he is re-
sponsive to you. He will get back to you continually, no matter the 
time of day. He listened closely, and he learned from each unique 
community on how his office could best support the recovery efforts 
that needed to take place. 

He understands what it takes to lead and is testament as to his 
character, is one of the many reasons why I am so proud to call 
Dr. Brooks a great friend. He now serves as Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for regulatory and scientific affairs at the EPA. 

In this role, he has secured agreements with Mexico, alongside 
Administrator Zeldin, for resolving the Tijuana River sewage crisis. 

All of us know how central OES is in our work in addressing 
America’s most pressing national security challenges. As illegal 
fishing undermines our allies, polar competition intensifies, and 
commercialization in space expands, Dr. Brooks is more than ready 
to shape a new era of preservation and prosperity. 

So I could not recommend him more. If you need to call me out-
side of this and ask for other stories, I am happy to tell you those 
stories as well. 

I could speak about him in length for hours, which I will not do 
to you today. And as I simply close this, I would say one other 
thing not related to Dr. Brooks. 

If it is of benefit to Mr. Long, I had dinner with him last night. 
If it is not a benefit to him, I cannot remember the last time I saw 
him. 

[Laughter.] 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Congressman Mast. Thank you so 

much for coming over and joining us. 
I know you have got pressing matters. You are welcome to stay 

if you would like, but I know you have probably got things you 
have to do over there. So thanks. 

Representative MAST. Let me know how Munich goes if I do not 
see you there. 

[Laughter.] 
Senator RISCH. Yes. Good to see you. 
Senator Blunt, so good to see you back here. Thank you so much. 

We are always happy to have you return. 

STATEMENT OF HON. ROY BLUNT, 
FORMER U.S. SENATOR FROM MISSOURI 

Senator BLUNT. Chairman, great to be with you. Great to be with 
my friend Senator Shaheen, my other friends on the committee, 
and to be here to introduce my longtime friend, Billy Long, to the 
committee. 
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Many of you know him. Many of the committee members are 
going to know him from service in the House and in other ways, 
but they do not know him as long as I have known him. 

Billy and I have been friends for at least 30 years. My wife Abby 
and his wife Barbara are good friends. Barbara is an important 
part of the Long team and will be an important part of the Long 
team and our team in Iceland as well. 

We have watched his two daughters grow up. One is a doctor in 
our hometown in Springfield. One worked for both the House and 
the Senate here in Washington, and so I come from a lot of under-
standing of Billy and his strengths. 

I saw him build an incredible business as an auctioneer and a 
Realtor in Springfield, and for 12 years he was my Congressman. 
When I left the Congress to come to the Senate, Billy took that job, 
and we were constantly working for things in our part of Missouri 
as I work for things all over our State. 

Billy was a great member of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, but he was also very interested in our foreign relationships. 
The last year he was in the House, Abby and I went to a ceremony 
that the British—that the Japanese Ambassador was having where 
he gave Billy what I think is the highest award that can be given 
to a non-citizen of Japan for his interest and his friendship in 
Japan. 

I think Billy will establish in Iceland a unique opportunity, and 
as both of you have mentioned, a unique country for us, a very im-
portant country for us for a long time, but at this moment maybe 
more important than it has ever been. 

Billy Long will come from the middle of America to a country 
where relationships really matter, and I guarantee you if he has 
one strength it is building relationships, understanding what other 
people are thinking about the issues that impact them, and I think 
he will be effective both in explaining that to us and explaining our 
view on these issues to them. 

I think Billy will be a great ambassador. Wherever he goes he 
is a great ambassador, and in this case I think he will be a great 
ambassador to a very important country, and I am glad to be here 
today to recommend him to the committee and look forward to him 
having this opportunity to serve. 

Thank you all for letting me be here. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Senator Blunt. Well done, as always. 

You are welcome to stay. Obviously, I understand you have other 
things to do, too. So you are dismissed if you would like to be. 

So with that, Senator Daines, I understand you would like the 
floor. 

STATEMENT OF HON. STEVE DAINES, 
U.S. SENATOR FROM MONTANA 

Senator DAINES. Chairman Risch, thank you. Ranking Member 
Shaheen, thank you as well. 

I am delighted to introduce Jeremy Carl from my hometown of 
Bozeman, Montana. I will get to his professional experience in a 
bit, but I would like to first share a bit more on his personal side. 

I have gotten to know Jeremy well over the past several years. 
Jeremy has a lovely family—five children, three sons, two daugh-
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ters—a wonderful wife, Dr. Anna Carl, an emergency room physi-
cian. 

We have had a lot of great discussions over the years ranging 
from everything, very Montana stories of hunting and fishing, as 
well as politics, and we also share a common admiration for Presi-
dent Reagan. 

Jeremy also has had a very distinguished professional career 
where his work took him from technology to the NGO world, from 
Yale to Harvard to Stanford—as we say in Montana, go get a good 
education and then get over it—and in his current role now at the 
Claremont Institute. 

He spent almost a decade as a research fellow at the Hoover In-
stitution at Stanford University where his scholarship was fre-
quently cited by public policy professionals, including Nobel Prize 
recipients and political leaders from both parties. 

Relevant to this committee, he was hired at Hoover directly by 
the late U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz, who worked with 
President Reagan to win the cold war and with whom he worked 
closely for a decade on numerous policy issues, working with polit-
ical leaders and distinguished diplomats from America to India to 
Israel. 

While at Hoover, Shultz praised Mr. Carl’s work, citing his, 
quote, ‘‘mastery of subject matter,’’ and quote, ‘‘the integrity he 
brought to his work and,’’ he also added, ‘‘his seemingly boundless 
capacity to explore new avenues of research.’’ 

The clear support and respect that Secretary Shultz had for Jer-
emy is a very strong endorsement of his candidacy for this impor-
tant role. 

Jeremy also had the privilege of previously serving America as 
a Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Interior under President 
Trump in the first Trump administration. 

I am very pleased to introduce him to this committee. I look for-
ward to having him serve in this important role. 

Senator RISCH. Thanks so much, Senator. We really appreciate 
that. 

And now we are going to hear from each of the nominees. We ask 
you to keep it to about 5 minutes. If you have things you want to 
put in in addition to that, we have unlimited room in the record, 
and we will be happy to include anything that you want to include 
on the record. 

So with that, we will start with you, Mr. Brooks. Your floor is 
yours. 

STATEMENT OF DR. WESLEY BROOKS, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR OCEANS AND INTER-
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL AND SCIENTIFIC AFFAIRS 

Dr. BROOKS. Thank you, Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Sha-
heen, and distinguished members of this committee. I am honored 
to appear before you today as President Trump’s nominee for As-
sistant Secretary of State for Oceans and International, Environ-
mental, and Scientific Affairs. If confirmed, I look forward to work-
ing with you and your staff. 

I am beyond grateful for the opportunity to serve our nation with 
the trust and confidence of the President and Secretary Rubio. I 
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am also grateful to so many wonderful family members, friends, 
and colleagues. 

I am honored in particular to be joined here today by a few of 
the most important people in my life: my amazing wife of more 
than 13 years, Megan, to whom I owe more than I can ever repay, 
including sharing with me the two greatest blessings of my life, our 
daughter Evie and our son, Ford; my mom, who is a living testa-
ment to the blessings of liberty and the American dream, having 
fled Castro’s Cuba as a child and working incessantly to provide 
me with a foundation in life unburdened by that history; and my 
dad and stepmom, who demonstrated for me day in and day out 
what lives of honor and service looked like throughout their long 
careers in law enforcement. Thank you all for your love and ongo-
ing support. 

After earning a Ph.D. in ecological science, I had the privilege to 
advise three members of the Florida congressional delegation on 
agriculture, energy, environment, trade, and water resources 
issues: former Foreign Affairs Committee Chair Ileana Ros- 
Lehtinen, current House Foreign Affairs Committee Chair Brian 
Mast, and then Senator Marco Rubio, who some of you may be fa-
miliar with. I continue to deeply admire each of them to this day. 

In 2020, I joined the State’s Federal Affairs Office and was later 
appointed as Florida’s Chief Resilience Officer by Governor 
DeSantis, working across State agencies and local governments to 
address flood risks and adapt infrastructure to reduce the economic 
impacts of flooding and hurricanes on communities and businesses 
across my home State. 

Most recently, I have enjoyed serving under Administrator Zeldin 
and Assistant Administrator Kramer as Deputy Assistant Adminis-
trator in EPA’s Office of Water. 

If confirmed, I will leverage my extensive experience cultivating 
and sustaining relationships and successfully coordinating across 
diverse entities to achieve mutually beneficial cooperation that de-
livers results for the American people. 

As you all are aware, the Bureau of Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs was created by Congress in 
1973 and given responsibility for, quote, ‘‘matters relating to 
oceans, environmental, scientific, fisheries, wildlife, and conserva-
tion affairs.’’ Today, OES is at the forefront of returning us to com-
mon sense environmental policy that puts Americans and American 
workers first. 

Under President Trump’s leadership, OES protects our national 
security and economic interests in areas beyond national borders, 
including the high seas, the Arctic, the Antarctic, and outer space. 

Maintaining U.S. leadership and robust diplomacy is critical for 
the stability and security of the U.S. economy, combating 
transnational crime and terrorism, and countering the Chinese 
Communist Party’s global ambitions. 

If confirmed, I commit to you to drive OES diplomacy on the Ad-
ministration’s priorities, including access to rare earths and critical 
minerals, OES leadership and deep seabed mining, and the recy-
cling and recovery pillar of the Administration’s bilateral critical 
mineral frameworks support the department’s broader Pax Silica 



9 

initiative and directly benefits U.S. supply chain security and resil-
ience. 

American space superiority. Energetic commercial diplomacy on 
behalf of the American space industry and the promotion of U.S. 
space capabilities, systems, and services is imperative as we seek 
to advance the space technologies we have come to rely upon in our 
daily lives and also seek to maintain the U.S. edge in space as 
China works to beat NASA back to the moon. 

We will also support productive oceans, using coordinated action 
with like minded nations to combat IUU fishing, including by Chi-
na’s distant water fishing fleet. 

I also commit to supporting water security. By supporting re-
gional bureaus and U.S. ambassadors OES can help stabilize water 
supplies to safeguard industrial supply chains, create U.S. market 
opportunities, reduce migration, and prevent conflicts. 

OES must also defend against global regulatory approaches that 
stifle innovation and disadvantage U.S. companies. 

This includes continuing pressure to oppose aspects of the EU 
Space Act and supporting a pragmatic agreement to reduce plastic 
pollution that draws on U.S. waste management successes and pro-
tects U.S. jobs and investment. 

At its core, the United States is a frontier nation. American inge-
nuity and optimism have fueled our rise as a global power and our 
national interests in the oceans, outer space, and the ever deep-
ening interface between biology and technology. 

If confirmed, I will ensure that OES is at the leading edge of 
U.S. efforts to explore, exploit, and defend these vital frontiers so 
that the 21st century remains an American century. 

Thank you for considering my nomination. 
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[The prepared statement of Dr. Brooks follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Dr. Wesley Brooks 

Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Shaheen, and distinguished Members of this 
committee, I’m honored to appear before you today as President Trump’s nominee 
for Assistant Secretary of State for the Bureau of Oceans and International Envi-
ronmental and Scientific Affairs. If confirmed, I look forward to working with you 
and your staff. 

I am beyond grateful for the opportunity to serve our nation with the trust and 
confidence of the President and Secretary Rubio. I’m also grateful to so many won-
derful family members, friends, and colleagues. 

I’m honored to be joined here today by a few of the most important people in my 
life. My amazing wife of more than 13 years, Megan, to whom I owe more than I 
can ever repay, including sharing with me the two greatest blessings in my life, our 
daughter Evie, and our son Ford. My Mom is a living testament to the blessings 
of liberty and the American Dream, having fled Castro’s Cuba as a child and work-
ing to provide me with a foundation in life unburdened by that history. My Dad and 
stepmom demonstrated for me day in and day out what lives of honor and service 
looked like throughout their long careers in law enforcement. Thank you all for your 
love and ongoing support. 

After earning a Ph.D. in ecological science, I had the privilege to advise three 
members of the Florida congressional delegation on agriculture, energy, environ-
ment, trade, and water resources issues—Former House Foreign Affairs Committee 
Chair Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, House Foreign Affairs Committee Chair Brian Mast, 
and then-Senator Marco Rubio. I continue to deeply admire each of them to this 
day. 

In 2020, I joined the State of Florida’s Federal affairs office and was later ap-
pointed as Florida’s Chief Resilience Officer by Governor DeSantis, working across 
State agencies and local governments to address flood risks and adapt infrastruc-
ture to reduce the risks and economic impacts of flooding and hurricanes on commu-
nities and businesses across the State. 

Most recently I’ve enjoyed serving under Administrator Zeldin and Assistant Ad-
ministrator Kramer as Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regulatory and Scientific 
Affairs in EPA’s Office of Water. 

If confirmed, I will leverage my extensive experience cultivating and sustaining 
relationships and successfully coordinating across diverse entities to achieve mutu-
ally beneficial cooperation that delivers results. 

The Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific Affairs 
(OES) was created by Congress in 1973 and given responsibility for ‘‘matters relat-
ing to oceans, environmental, scientific, fisheries, wildlife, and conservation affairs 
. . . .’’ Today, OES is at the forefront of returning us to common-sense environmental 
policy that puts America, and American workers, first. 

Under President Trump’s leadership, OES protects our national security and eco-
nomic interests in areas beyond national borders, including the high seas, the Arctic 
and Antarctica, and outer space. OES also has a key role in combating transnational 
threats, like illegal, unreported, and unregulated fishing, transboundary pollution in 
our air and water, and illegal logging and mining. 

Maintaining U.S. leadership and robust diplomacy is critical for the stability and 
security of the U.S. economy and for countering the Chinese Communist Party’s 
global ambitions. 

If confirmed I commit to driving OES diplomacy on the Administration’s prior-
ities, including: 

Access to rare earths and critical minerals. OES leadership in deep seabed mining 
and the recycling and recovery pillar of the Administration’s bilateral Critical Min-
eral Frameworks support the Department’s broader Pax Silica initiative and directly 
benefits U.S. supply chain security and resilience. 

American Space Superiority. Energetic commercial diplomacy on behalf of the 
American space industry and the promotion of U.S. space capabilities, systems, and 
services is imperative as we advance and innovate the space technologies ordinary 
Americans have come to rely on in their daily lives and seek to maintain the U.S. 
edge in space as China works to beat NASA back to the Moon. 

Productive Oceans. Coordinated action with like-minded nations is needed to com-
bat IUU fishing, including by China’s distant water fishing fleet, that threatens 
global fisheries, maritime security, the $500 billion U.S. seafood industry, and more 
than 2.5 million American jobs. 
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Water Security. By supporting regional bureaus and U.S. Ambassadors, OES can 
help stabilize water supplies to safeguard industrial supply chains, create U.S. mar-
ket opportunities, reduce migration, and prevent conflicts and war. 

OES must also defend against global regulatory approaches that stifle innovation 
and disadvantage U.S. companies. This includes continuing pressure to oppose as-
pects of the EU Space Act, and supporting a pragmatic agreement to reduce plastic 
pollution, that draws on innovation as a solution and promotes U.S. jobs and invest-
ment. 

At its core, the United States is a frontier nation—American ingenuity and opti-
mism have fueled our rise as a global power and our national interests in the 
oceans, outer space, and the ever-deepening interface between biology and tech-
nology. 

If confirmed, I will do everything in my power to ensure that OES is at the lead-
ing edge of U.S. efforts to explore, exploit, and defend all these vital frontiers under 
its charge so that the 21st Century remains an American Century. 

Thank you for considering my nomination. 

Senator RISCH. Thank you very much, Mr. Brooks. 
Mr. Carl, you are up. 

STATEMENT OF JEREMY CARL, OF MONTANA, TO BE ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR INTERNATIONAL ORGANI-
ZATIONS 

Mr. CARL. Thank you so much, Chairman Risch, Member Sha-
heen, distinguished members of the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. 

I am honored to appear before you today as President Trump’s 
nominee for Assistant Secretary in the Bureau of International Or-
ganization Affairs at the Department of State. 

I am deeply grateful for the trust that President Trump has 
placed in me to guard America’s interests at the United Nations 
and broader multilateral system. 

If confirmed, I will work to advance this vision by holding the 
U.N. and international organizations accountable, promoting trans-
parency, and ensuring that the U.S. taxpayers’ contributions to 
these organizations delivers tangible results that align with our na-
tional interest. 

I would like to begin by acknowledging three people who are, 
sadly, no longer with us, because without them I would certainly 
not be sitting before you today. 

In my career, I had the tremendous privilege of learning at the 
side of the late Secretary of State George Shultz, for whom I served 
as the right hand man for almost a decade while a research fellow 
at the Hoover Institution at Stanford. 

During my time with Secretary Shultz, I collaborated with some 
of America’s and the world’s greatest diplomats. 

I also want to acknowledge the late Kenyan professor of Harvard 
University Calestous Juma, who was my first mentor in this field 
of IO when I was a graduate student, my first professional cham-
pion, and the first person who allowed me to work within the U.N. 
system. 

Third, I would like to thank the late Charlie Kirk, who was a 
peerless leader in the conservative movement, a longtime supporter 
of me and my work, and a champion of my candidacy for this posi-
tion. The loss that I feel from his passing, both personally and pro-
fessionally, is incalculable. 
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I also want to thank all of my colleagues at the Claremont Insti-
tute and in particular Claremont’s president, Ryan Williams, who 
have been so supportive of my work. 

And I would like to thank Senator Daines of this committee for 
his kind introduction and whom I have been privileged to get to 
know well over the past several years, and who has been a con-
stant source of encouragement and sound advice as I have navi-
gated this process. 

Finally, and most importantly, I would like to thank my wife, 
Anna, and our five children for their support. If I am confirmed, 
these are the people who are going to suffer the most by my, large-
ly, being absent and from our home in Montana while I am work-
ing in Washington, DC, and abroad, and yet they have been 
unfailingly supportive of me and my desire to serve under Presi-
dent Trump and Secretary Rubio. 

As President Trump has said, the U.N. has potential, but it 
needs renewed focus as it has strayed far beyond its original pur-
pose of solving international disputes peacefully. 

The United States must lead this effort to demand accountability 
and results from the U.N. to move the institution back to its found-
ing purpose. 

If confirmed, I will refocus the U.N. system on its foundation— 
I will work to refocus the U.N. system on its foundational mission. 

International organizations exist to advance the interests of sov-
ereign nations. They are not global legislatures or independent 
sources of moral, legal, or political authority. 

By restoring the U.N.’s credibility and effectiveness, we can bet-
ter protect U.S. interests and foster a more stable and secure 
world. The inefficiencies within and bureaucratic sprawl within the 
U.N. and other IOs have long been a source of frustration for mem-
ber states, including the United States. 

These institutions are often burdened by duplicative mandates, 
bloated budgets, and a lack of accountability for results. 

This undermines their ability to deliver on their mission, and if 
confirmed I will prioritize management reform to streamline oper-
ations, eliminate waste, ensure that these organizations operate 
with the efficiency and effectiveness that our country and tax-
payers deserve. 

A leaner and more focused U.N. is in America’s interest, and I 
look forward to working with our colleagues at our U.S. missions 
in New York and other U.N. capitals to achieve that one goal, one 
that the mission teams are already excelling at right now. 

In December, U.S. leadership resulted in the historic staffing and 
budget cuts at the United Nations, a 15 percent reduction in budg-
et, and an elimination of 2,900 positions. The United States is the 
largest financial donor to the U.N. system and other international 
organizations, yet all too often our resources are used to support 
programs and agendas that run fundamentally counter to our val-
ues and interests. 

Frequently, our allies do not vote with us while privately sig-
naling their agreement with us. This is unacceptable. American 
taxpayers should not fund initiatives that undermine America’s in-
terests. 
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Our determination was made clear on January 7 when the Presi-
dent announced that he would withdraw from 66 international or-
ganizations that he deemed to be redundant in scope, mismanaged, 
or incompatible with U.S. foreign policy. 

The United States should only engage in international organiza-
tions when it advances the national interests. If confirmed, I will 
work to ensure that every dollar the United States contributes to 
international organizations is spent wisely and in line with our na-
tional priorities. 

By taking a principled and strategic approach to our funding, we 
can ensure that America’s voice and values remain at the forefront 
of the multilateral system. 

Distinguished members of this committee, I am confident that 
with strong leadership and a clear vision, we can ensure that inter-
national organizations once again serve as effective tools for ad-
vancing peace, security, and prosperity. 

I pledge to work to restore the effectiveness and integrity of 
international organizations while ensuring that they serve the pur-
poses for which they were created. As Secretary Rubio has said, 
America first does not mean America alone. 

Our role in the multilateral system will continue and will indeed 
be changing, but it does not mean we will not be active in it. 

If confirmed, I will dedicate myself to this mission and working 
in close partnership with Congress to uphold the values and prior-
ities of the American people. 

Thank you for your time, your questions, and your consideration 
of my nomination. 
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[The prepared statement of Mr. Carl follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Jeremy Carl 

Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Shaheen, and distinguished Members of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee—I am honored to appear before you today as 
President Trump’s nominee for Assistant Secretary of the Bureau of International 
Organization Affairs at the Department of State. 

I am deeply grateful for the trust placed in me by the President to advance Amer-
ica’s interests at the United Nations and broader multilateral system. If confirmed, 
I will work to advance this vision by holding the U.N. and international organiza-
tions accountable, promoting transparency, and ensuring that U.S. taxpayer con-
tributions to these organizations deliver tangible results that align with our na-
tional interests. 

I would like to begin by acknowledging three people who are sadly no longer with 
us, as without them, I would not be sitting here before you today. In my career, 
I have had the tremendous privilege of learning at the side of the late Secretary 
of State George P. Shultz, whom I served as his right-hand man for almost a decade 
while a research fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University. During my 
time with Secretary Shultz, I collaborated with some of America’s greatest dip-
lomats, both political appointees and career officials, whose work was an inspiration. 
I also wish to acknowledge the late Kenyan professor Calestous Juma of Harvard 
University, who was my first mentor in this field when I was a graduate student, 
my first professional champion, and the first person who allowed me to work with 
the U.N. system. Third, I would like to thank the late Charlie Kirk, who was a peer-
less leader of the conservative movement, a longtime supporter of me and my work, 
and a champion of my candidacy for this position. The loss that I feel from his pass-
ing, both personally and professionally, is incalculable. 

I wish to also thank all of my colleagues at the Claremont Institute, in particular, 
Claremont President Ryan Williams, who has been so supportive of my work, and 
of me personally. And I would like to thank Senator Daines of this committee, whom 
I have been privileged to get to know well over the past several years, and who has 
been a constant source of encouragement and sound advice as I have navigated this 
process. 

Finally, and most importantly, I’d like to thank my wife and my five children for 
their support. If I am confirmed, they are the people who will suffer the most by 
my largely being absent from our home in Montana while I am working in Wash-
ington, DC and abroad. And yet, they have been unfailingly supportive of me and 
my desire to serve under President Trump and Secretary Rubio. 

As President Trump has said, the U.N. has potential. But it needs renewed focus, 
as it has strayed far from its original purpose of solving international disputes 
peacefully. The United States must lead in the effort to demand accountability and 
results from the United Nations, and to move the institution back toward its found-
ing purpose. 

If confirmed, I will work to refocus the U.N. System on its foundational mission. 
International organizations exist to advance the interests of sovereign nations. They 
are not global legislatures or independent sources of moral, political, or legal author-
ity. By restoring the UN’s credibility and effectiveness, we can better protect U.S. 
interests and foster a more stable and secure world. 

The inefficiencies and bureaucratic sprawl within the U.N. and other inter-
national organizations have long been a source of frustration for member states, in-
cluding the United States. These institutions are often burdened by duplicative 
mandates, bloated budgets, and a lack of accountability for results. This undermines 
their ability to deliver on their missions and erodes the trust of the nations that 
fund them. If confirmed, I will prioritize management reform to streamline oper-
ations, eliminate waste, and ensure that these organizations operate with the effi-
ciency and effectiveness that our country’s taxpayers deserve. I will advance reforms 
for greater transparency, performance-based budgeting, and a culture of results- 
driven accountability, including in U.N. peacekeeping operations. 

A leaner, more focused U.N. is in America’s interest, and I look forward to work-
ing with colleagues at our U.S. missions in New York and other U.N. capitals to 
achieve that goal—one that the Mission teams are already excelling at. In Decem-
ber, U.S. leadership resulted in historic staffing and budget cuts at the UN: a 15 
percent reduction in budget and elimination of 2,900 positions. 

The United States is the largest financial contributor to the U.N. system and 
many other international organizations. Yet too often, our resources are used to sup-
port programs or agendas that run counter to our values and interests. Frequently, 
allies vote against our positions in the U.N. while privately indicating their agree-
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ment with us. This is unacceptable. American taxpayers should not fund initiatives 
that undermine America’s interests. 

Our determination was made clear on January 7, when the President announced 
the United States would withdraw from 66 organizations and entities deemed to be 
redundant in scope, mismanaged, or incompatible with U.S. foreign policy. The 
United States should only engage in international organizations when it advances 
America’s national interests. 

If confirmed, I will work to ensure that every dollar the United States contributes 
to international organizations is spent wisely and is aligned with our national prior-
ities. This includes redirecting funds away from programs that fail to deliver results 
or support adversarial agendas and toward initiatives that advance U.S. security, 
prosperity, and leadership. By taking a principled and strategic approach to our 
funding, we can ensure that America’s voice and values remain at the forefront of 
the multilateral system. 

Distinguished Members of this Committee, I am confident that with strong leader-
ship and a clear vision, we can ensure that international organizations once again 
serve as effective tools for advancing peace, security, and prosperity. I pledge to 
work to restore the effectiveness and integrity of international organizations while 
ensuring they serve the purposes for which they were created. As Secretary Rubio 
has said—America First does not mean America alone. Our role in the multilateral 
system will indeed be changing, but it does not mean we won’t be active in it. 

If confirmed, I will dedicate myself to this mission, working in close partnership 
with Congress to uphold the values and priorities of the American people. Thank 
you for your time, your questions, and your consideration of my nomination. 

[EDITOR’S NOTE.—Mr. Carl’s nomination was withdrawn.] 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Mr. Carl. 
Mr. Long, you are up. 

STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM LONG, OF MISSOURI, TO BE 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
ICELAND 

Mr. LONG. Thank you, Chairman Risch and Ranking Member 
Shaheen, another Missourian and from St. Charles, Missouri. 

And I do have a bone to pick with you, though, because when we 
appeared in the Washington Press Club back in 2012 together, you 
were a lot funnier than I was, and I have never gotten over that. 

And also the distinguished members of the committee, some of 
whom I served with in the House, as Mr. Curtis here and Mr. 
Daines, and thank you for giving me your time today. 

Thank you for the honor and privilege of appearing before you 
today as President Trump’s nominee to serve as the United States 
Ambassador to Iceland. 

I am deeply grateful to the President and Secretary Rubio for the 
trust they have placed in me with this nomination. 

And I want to take a minute to acknowledge my family and all 
of you that have ever been elected to a position anywhere, whether 
it is Washington, DC, or back home or whether you were a mayor 
or city councilman. 

You all know that these positions, it is hard but it is a lot tough-
er on your family, and so I want to give a heartfelt shout out to 
folks that have to hear all about me directly, because when some-
body has a problem they do not come up and say, hey, you messed 
up on this—you messed up on that. But they can come up and say, 
your husband, your dad, or whatever. 

And you also want to get on Roy Blunt’s—Senator Blunt’s mathe-
matics skills a little bit. He said we have been friends 30 years. 
Barbara and I got married in 1984—41 years—and I have a signed 
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auctioneer license in my office that I still hang on the wall from 
1982. So that predates 1984 so that would be 40 some odd years 
now, signed by our Greene County clerk, Roy Blunt. 

So we go back a long, long way. And Abby has been an absolute 
godsend to Barbara whenever we came out. We had no political ex-
perience whatsoever. 

I come from a business background, 32 years as a real estate 
broker, 31 years as an auctioneer, not counting the 12 years I was 
in Congress. Did a talk show for 6 years, and then my 12 years in 
Congress, and I built up a wealth of friends over that time. 

And when I came—when I ran I had never, like I said, held any 
political office, and I said, I will go 12 years and come home, and 
if the Senate had an opportunity there, I would try and do 12 years 
there. 

The Senate opened up at the same time Roy was retiring. At the 
same time my 12 years was up, so I was going home either way, 
and there was 21 of us in the race and I came in 22nd. So I did 
not do quite as good as you did, Mr. Curtis. 

But you all remember back when Ronald Reagan was elected 
President, and on his first or second day, the hostages who had 
been held for 444 days were coming home. He called this guy and 
he said, hey, I want you standing at the base of that plane. I want 
you there whenever they get off. 

You know what the guy told him? No. He said, why? He said, you 
are the tie a yellow ribbon guy. Why would you not want to be 
standing there with me to welcome our troops home? 

He said, Mr. President, he said, that would make it about me, 
and that tells you all you need to know about the gentleman be-
hind me, Tony Orlando. There are not many people that would 
take that attitude. 

Tony was 4F. He could not serve, but he has done more for the 
veterans in Branson, Missouri, and all around the world for years. 
Raised $178 million, I believe, for veterans. One of the best guys 
I know. 

The guy next to him on that side of me, Paul C. Baird, an auc-
tioneer I have known for over 40 years from our time at Certified 
Auctioneers Institute at University of Indiana. 

But he is a world champion auctioneer. He is also a Vietnam vet-
eran. He is on a 100 percent disability, and it is very hard for him 
to get around. It is very hard for him to get in and out of a car. 
It is very hard for him to get on a plane. 

But he took three plane rides out here just to be with me today. 
That is the type of friends we are. 

Next to him, Lance Walker, another auctioneer. We met in 1979 
at auctioneer school. He had a long beard and hair. He was a 
hippie, and—but him and his wife, Terry, I mean, salt of the earth. 
Known them that many years. 

So I hope that when you are judging me today, you judge me a 
little bit about the company that I keep, because I have got some 
very, very good people around me in my life, and I have for years. 

But the United States and Iceland share a long history of friend-
ship and cooperation rooted in our shared economic, security, cul-
tural, and human connections. Our diplomatic relationship dates 
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back to 1941, as you know, when the United States assumed re-
sponsibility for Iceland’s defense during World War II. 

Since then the partnership has only grown and matured, and I 
have been working very hard to get here today and to be a rep-
resentative of the United States and Iceland. 

If I am confirmed, I will do everything I can. I am known to not 
be—to work hard, and I will—do not ever invite me anywhere be-
cause I will always go, and I want to get all around Iceland. 

But as far as priorities, protecting American citizens, as most all 
ambassadors will tell you, is a prime priority. Enhancing our secu-
rity cooperation, Iceland plays a critical role in the trans-Atlantic 
security as a founding member of NATO and a key partner in the 
North Atlantic. 

Third, advancing economic and energy collaborations. Bio-
technology is huge in your old area, Ranking Member Shaheen, in 
biotech there, down in Rolla over in Kansas City. It is also huge 
in Iceland. 

I am a people person. I am a salesman. I do not have any poor 
tenses, or I cannot even say that word, however you say it. But 
pretense—I do not have any pretenses. I am just me, and I think 
I have—you know, coming from a sales background, I want to do 
the best job that I can possibly go. But biotech in Missouri is huge. 

Fourth, strengthening the Arctic cooperation, and I am a minute 
over, and that is bad for me because I am an auctioneer, and I usu-
ally talk fast. 

So with that, I yield back. 
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[The prepared statement of Mr. Long follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Hon. William Long 

Chairman, Ranking Member, and Distinguished Members of the Committee: 
Thank you for the honor and privilege of appearing before you today as President 

Trump’s nominee to serve as the United States Ambassador to Iceland. I am deeply 
grateful to the President and Secretary Rubio for the trust they have placed in me 
with this nomination. 

I would like to take a moment to acknowledge my family, who have been a source 
of unwavering support throughout my career. 

The United States and Iceland share a long history of friendship and cooperation, 
rooted in our shared economic, security, cultural, and human connections. Our diplo-
matic relationship dates to 1941, when the United States assumed responsibility for 
Iceland’s defense during World War II. Since then, our partnership has only grown 
and matured, and if confirmed I look forward to nurturing and advancing it in the 
coming years. These ties are underpinned by the over 40,000 Icelandic-Americans 
who have done so much to enrich our country. 

If confirmed, I will focus on four key priorities to further strengthen the U.S.-Ice-
land relationship: 

First, protecting American citizens in Iceland. This is my first and foremost job, 
and I will work around the clock to ensure our citizens’ safety and security. Iceland 
is among the world’s safest countries and has been an exemplary partner in helping 
American citizens. If confirmed, I will prioritize ensuring U.S. tourists and 
businesspeople, long-term residents, and members of the embassy community are 
protected. 

Second, enhancing our security cooperation. Iceland plays a critical role in trans-
atlantic security as a founding member of NATO and a key partner in the North 
Atlantic. The Keflavik Air Base has been a cornerstone of our defense collaboration, 
providing strategic capabilities for monitoring and responding to emerging threats 
in the Arctic and North Atlantic regions. If confirmed, I will work closely with Ice-
landic leaders to ensure our continued cooperation in addressing shared security 
challenges, including countering malign influence from adversaries and enhancing 
NATO interoperability. 

Third, advancing economic and energy collaboration. Iceland is a global leader in 
stable, low-cost energy, particularly geothermal and hydropower technologies. These 
innovations present significant opportunities for collaboration as the United States 
seeks to strengthen its energy dominance and power the next generation of AI and 
data centers. Iceland is also a dynamic, innovative economy, where partnerships 
with U.S. firms offer opportunities to propel both our nations’ economic growth. If 
confirmed, I will prioritize fostering partnerships between American and Icelandic 
businesses, researchers, and entrepreneurs to drive innovation and create jobs in 
both countries. Additionally, I will work to expand trade and investment opportuni-
ties, ensuring that American businesses have fair access to Iceland’s market. 

Fourth, strengthening Arctic cooperation. As an Arctic nation, Iceland is uniquely 
positioned to contribute to the sustainable development and security of this vital re-
gion. The Arctic is increasingly at the forefront of global geopolitics, with new chal-
lenges and opportunities emerging as sea lanes open and resource exploration inten-
sifies. If confirmed, I will work with Icelandic leaders to promote responsible stew-
ardship of the Arctic, counter growing threats from adversaries, and ensure that the 
region remains a zone of peace and cooperation. 

In conclusion, I am deeply honored by the opportunity to serve as the United 
States Ambassador to Iceland. If confirmed, I will work tirelessly to advance Amer-
ican interests, protect our citizens, and strengthen the bonds between our two na-
tions. I am committed to fostering a relationship that reflects the shared values and 
aspirations of our people. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. I look forward to your questions. 

Senator RISCH. Well, we usually let the House go over a little bit, 
Billy, so no problem there. 

With that, we will go to Mr. Sweeney. 

STATEMENT OF ROBERT SWEENEY, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DIRECTOR OF THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK, 
WITH THE RANK OF AMBASSADOR 

Mr. SWEENEY. Thank you very much. 
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Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Shaheen, and distinguished 
members of the committee, thank you for the opportunity to appear 
before you today. It is a distinct honor to be considered for the role 
of U.S. Director of the Asian Development Bank. 

I would like to thank President Trump and Secretary Bessent for 
their confidence in me and for the opportunity to serve in this im-
portant position. 

I am very grateful to the Senators, their staffs, and the staff of 
this committee who have taken the time to meet with me. 

I have appreciated the opportunity to discuss your priorities, and 
if confirmed, I look forward to working together to promote the in-
terests of the United States at the Asian Development Bank. 

I would also like to thank the members of my family for their 
love and support. 

First, my wife, Maria. I am deeply grateful for Maria’s advice, 
support, and love in all of our 33 years and many adventures to-
gether. 

Next, our three children, each of whom we could not be more 
proud—Andrea, Robert, and Kelly. This family has been the bed-
rock of my adult life without which I am sure I would not be ap-
pearing before you today. 

I have had the privilege of pursuing a long career in finance cen-
tered on international business development and as an executive in 
banks and financial companies around the world, including in 
Seoul, Tokyo, and Taipei, among others. 

If confirmed, it would be an honor to return to Asia and seek the 
enhanced relationships that are appropriate to the new challenges 
and opportunities which we face today. 

It would be a special privilege to serve as U.S. Director at the 
ADB at a time when there is much at stake in the region. China 
is the second largest economy in the world and is expanding influ-
ence through its Belt and Road Initiative and its ADB competitor, 
the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank. 

As Secretary Bessent has emphasized, America first does not 
mean America alone. At the ADB, the United States should be 
seeking to support developing country borrowers who are both will-
ing to engage in fair trade with the United States and mutually in-
terested in helping us diversify and fortify supply chains. 

If confirmed, I would seek to promote lending policies and devel-
opment projects that strengthen the economies of the countries in-
volved, leading to a freer and fairer international economic system. 

It is also of vital importance that long contemplated reforms of 
ADB policies and operational efficiency are enacted and acceler-
ated. Secretary Bessent has emphasized the need for the ADB to 
pursue and intensify procurement reforms, seeking greater trans-
parency and efficiency. 

U.S. taxpayers deserve to know that their contributions to the 
ADB are both productive and efficiently stewarded. 

If confirmed as U.S. Director, I will ensure that the ADB main-
tains its focus on its core economic development goals for the coun-
tries it serves. It must do so in a streamlined and transparent 
structure for operational efficiency. 
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The U.S. Treasury’s role in the ADB is vitally important. As one 
of the two founding countries and largest equity holders, its leader-
ship can drive policy and operations of the ADB. 

As a consequence, it must ensure that the ADB is effective at de-
livering economic development financing and value, both diplomatic 
and economic, to both the countries it serves and the U.S. taxpayer. 

If confirmed, I will focus on deriving U.S. taxpayer value—share-
holder value both in the efficiency of its operations, and opening 
opportunities for U.S. businesses to deliver results for ADB funded 
projects. 

Finally, I understand and respect the importance of a close work-
ing relationship with Congress. If confirmed, I commit to working 
with Congress on issues surrounding the Asian Development Bank. 

Thank you again for your time today, and I look forward to your 
questions. 
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[The prepared statement of Mr. Sweeney follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Robert Sweeney 

Chairman Risch, Ranking Member Shaheen, and distinguished Members of this 
Committee, thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today. It is a distinct 
honor to be considered for the role of U.S. Director of the Asian Development Bank. 
I would like to thank President Trump and Secretary Bessent for their confidence 
in me and for the opportunity to serve in this important position. 

I am very grateful to the Senators, their staffs, and the staff of this Committee 
who have taken the time to meet with me. I have appreciated the opportunity to 
discuss your priorities and, if confirmed, I look forward to working together to pro-
mote the interests of the United States at the Asian Development Bank. 

I would also like to thank the members of my family for their love and support. 
First, my wife, Maria; I am deeply grateful for Maria’s advice, support, and love in 
all of our 33 years and many adventures together. Next, our three children, each 
of whom we could not be more proud: Andrea; Robert; and Kelly. This family has 
been the bedrock of my adult life, without which I am sure I would not be appearing 
before you today. 

I have had the privilege of pursuing a long career in finance centered on inter-
national business development as an executive in banks and financial companies 
around the world, including in Seoul, Tokyo, and Taipei, among others. If confirmed, 
it would be an honor to return to Asia to seek enhanced relationships that are ap-
propriate to the new challenges and opportunities which as a nation we face today. 

It would be a special privilege to serve as U.S. Director at the ADB at a time 
when there is much at stake in the region. China is the second largest economy in 
the world and is expanding its influence through its Belt and Road Initiative and 
its ADB competitor, the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank. 

As Secretary Bessent has emphasized, America First does not mean America 
alone. At the ADB, the United States should be seeking to support developing coun-
try borrowers who are both willing to engage in fair trade with the United States 
and mutually interested in helping us diversify and fortify supply chains. If con-
firmed, I would seek to promote lending policies and development projects that 
strengthen the economies of the countries involved, leading to a freer and fairer 
international economic system. 

It is also of vital importance that long-contemplated reforms of ADB policies and 
operational efficiency are enacted and accelerated. Secretary Bessent has empha-
sized the need for the ADB to pursue and intensify procurement reforms seeking 
greater transparency and efficiency. U.S. taxpayers deserve to know that their con-
tributions to the ADB are both productive and efficiently stewarded. If confirmed 
as U.S. Director, I will ensure that the ADB maintains its focus on its core economic 
development goals for the countries it serves. It must do so in a streamlined and 
transparent structure for operational efficiency. 

The U.S. Treasury’s role in the ADB today is vitally important. As one of the two 
founding countries and largest equity holders, its leadership can drive the policies 
and operations of the ADB. As a consequence, it must ensure the ADB is effective 
in delivering economic development financing and value, both diplomatic and eco-
nomic, to both the countries it serves and the U.S. taxpayer. If confirmed, I will 
focus on deriving U.S. taxpayer shareholder value both in the efficiency of its oper-
ations and opening opportunities for U.S. businesses to deliver results for ADB- 
funded projects. Finally, I understand and respect the importance of a close working 
relationship with Congress. If confirmed, I commit to working with Congress on 
issues surrounding the Asian Development Bank. 

Thank you again for your time today. I look forward to your questions. 

Senator RISCH. Well, thank you very much, Mr. Sweeney. 
What we are going to do now is we are going to do a round of 

questions, 5 minutes each for members, and I am going to start 
with you, Mr. Brooks. 

I want to talk about a subject that generally is not in our wheel-
house, but as everybody knows, every treaty that the United States 
attempts to enter into has got to go through this committee, re-
gardless of what the subject matter is. 

It is not necessarily international, something that we deal with 
ordinarily, and the one that I want to focus on right now is some-
thing that is really, I think, flying below the radar nationally but 
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is talked about up here to a degree, and that is the effort to reach 
an agreement—international agreement regarding plastics. 

Are you familiar with that effort, I assume? 
Dr. BROOKS. I am, Senator. 
Senator RISCH. What can you tell us about the current status of 

the negotiations and anything you can shed light on what the final 
product may look like? 

As you may or may not know, I wrote a letter to the Administra-
tion expressing the reservations I have of hearing the discussion— 
the international discussion that really looks to upstream as op-
posed to a cyclical solution of the problem. 

Your thoughts? 
Dr. BROOKS. Thank you very much for that question, Chairman 

Risch. 
I have not read your letter, but if confirmed I certainly look for-

ward—in fact, maybe later tonight I will go home and take a look 
for it. 

What I can tell you is the plastics negotiations have been a very 
long and unfolding international drama. We just heard word that 
there is a new chair for the INC elected from Chile. 

The United States, this Administration, looks forward to working 
with them to work toward consensus on an agreement that protects 
U.S. interests and ultimately solves the plastic pollution problem, 
again, largely drawing on U.S. innovation, our success with waste 
management, and ultimately ensuring that products that the 
American people have come to rely on in their daily lives are avail-
able and cost effective. 

Senator RISCH. We appreciate that. 
First of all, the plastics issue certainly deserves the attention 

that it is getting. The resolution of it is incredibly important to the 
plastics industry not only in America but in the world. 

Can you talk briefly about the—there is kind of two sides of the 
debate, as I understand it. One is viewing the upstream side, and 
the other is looking at the recycling side. 

Can you talk briefly about that conflict and whether it is a re-
solvable conflict or how you view that? 

Dr. BROOKS. Yes, that is correct, Senator. So you have a group 
of countries on the one hand that are looking to establish a global 
regulatory framework that would seek to ban certain products or 
certain additives or place caps on the amount of plastics or certain 
additives in products. 

We think this is a really bad approach. The United States manu-
facturing industry, 26 percent of it is plastics, and so we, as you 
all know and many of you have been forceful champions for ad-
vanced manufacturing and rebuilding America’s manufacturing 
base—we need to hold on to as much of that industry as possible. 

And America has shown that we can manage plastic waste well, 
and we can encourage that management style in other places and 
raise standards where they are currently lacking. 

Senator RISCH. Well said, Mr. Brooks. I hope you will take that 
argument to the table when you are talking about this on the inter-
national stage, and we look forward to seeing if we cannot get some 
kind of a legitimate treaty or agreement regarding this. 

So thanks so much. 
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Senator Shaheen. 
Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, I have some letters of opposition and op-eds that 

are regarding Mr. Carl’s nomination. I ask that they be entered 
into the record. 

Senator RISCH. They will be entered in the record. 
[EDITOR’S NOTE.—The information referred to above can be found 

in the ‘‘Additional Material Submitted for the Record’’ section at 
the end of this document.] 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you. I also ask that certain articles and 
tweets by him be entered into the record. 

Senator RISCH. They will be put in the record. 
[EDITOR’S NOTE.—The information referred to above can be found 

in the ‘‘Additional Material Submitted for the Record’’ section at 
the end of this document.] 

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you. 
Mr. Carl, you have argued that feminism has led to a downfall 

in American society. You have written that the Civil Rights Act has 
warped American culture. 

You have argued that the United States should be a white Chris-
tian nation. You also wrote that a post-feminist America is one of 
falling fertility, rapidly rising out of wedlock births and religious 
collapse. 

In October 2024, you stated on the Christian Ghetto podcast 
that, and I quote, ‘‘Jews have often loved to play the victim, that 
the Holocaust dominates so much of modern Jewish history, and 
that Jews love to see themselves as oppressed.’’ 

In 2024, you wrote that you want America to be a Christian na-
tion, and you continued to make antisemitic and racist comments 
even after your nomination was announced last year. 

You know, Mr. Carl, in this committee, we have heard from 
many nominees who have said things that we do not agree with. 
But since your nomination, you have tweeted more than 850 times, 
appeared on five podcasts, and repeated this language. This is a 
pattern. 

So how can this committee trust that you can represent the 
United States of America to the rest of the world in an unbiased 
manner when you have taken no steps to restrain your conduct 
after your nomination? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you very much for this question. 
I did not recognize a couple of those quotes, but I will—— 
Senator SHAHEEN. Well, they are accurate. I can assure you they 

are. 
Mr. CARL. I will take—I will take your word for it that they are 

in fact accurate, for the record. 
Senator Shaheen, I greatly understand the importance of re-

straint and conduct. I, unfortunately, have to balance that with my 
current job, which involves advocacy, and I cannot, as I have ex-
plained, just totally put away my day job. 

I am not being offered a job here yet. I am trying to get, hope-
fully, to be offered a job. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Well, Mr. Carl, it is hard to understand how 
we can trust you if you cannot even restrain yourself during the 
period in which you have been nominated. 
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Mr. Long, thank you for your comments. I am a fellow Missou-
rian, although I was only born in St. Charles. I grew up in Sikeston 
and lived in Kirksville as well. 

But I appreciate what you said about not coming to the House 
with any political background and being a business person. I un-
derstand that. 

But I am concerned about comments that you made when you 
referenced Iceland as the United States’ 52nd State. You referred 
to yourself as the potential Governor of Iceland. 

I understand that you intended this to be viewed as a joke, but 
I would urge you to understand that when you are being consid-
ered as an ambassador of the United States that those kinds of 
jokes are not necessarily viewed by others as funny, and I think 
that is what we are hearing in Iceland, that there is some real con-
cern about what your views are if you serve as ambassador there. 

So I am going to give you an opportunity to correct that rhetoric 
and to express what you think the ambassador to the country of 
Iceland should be thinking about in terms of approaching that job 
and how important it is to recognize the importance of Iceland as 
an ally of the United States, critical, as I think you did reference 
in your opening statement, to our own national security. 

Mr. LONG. Thank you. And as soon as that—and you say joke or 
whatever, it was—I was—the way I became apprised of that was 
from a member of the diplomatic corps from Iceland, and they, you 
know, explained—they started—I did not even—had not even 
heard it was in any—you know, and I was shocked because they 
were just—it was like a three-way, somebody said something, 
somebody else said something, and yes, I did add the part about 
the 52nd State, which it was totally inappropriate. 

But it was not something that I said as a pronouncement to— 
that was serious, and whenever the Arctic News called the next day 
and asked me about it, I said there was nothing serious about it. 
I apologize to anyone that may have been offended by it, and that 
is all I have to say about it. 

So to me, that is what I can do. Senator Feinstein—the late Sen-
ator Feinstein—when I was a freshman we were in a meeting over 
in the—oh, the—cannot even think of the name of the taco place 
over there that is now closed on the corner. 

But the room down there where we meet when Democrats and 
Republicans want to meet together for joint purposes, and I am a 
freshman, and here is Dianne Feinstein. And she opened the meet-
ing by saying, now, this is all off the record, is it not? 

And I looked at her as a freshman—nobody knew me—to an ex-
alted senator like that, and it is like I said—I said, Senator Fein-
stein, this is Washington, DC. I said, everything is off the record 
here unless it is just too good not to tell. 

Someone overheard my comment between friends, and they 
thought they needed to run to a publication and say that, and I am 
sorry that it happened. I am very sorry it happened, and all I can 
do—I apologized immediately. I did not try and sugarcoat it or any-
thing else. It was a quip in front of friends. 

And so if that is—you know, I just hope that the people in Ice-
land will give me a second chance to make a first impression and 
I—you know, you cannot—whenever Tom Eagleton, our Senator 
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from Missouri, whenever he was picked for Vice President, I re-
member McGovern saying that he got stuff about things that had 
happened, and they were talking about dropping him off the ticket. 
And he said, I am behind Senator Eagleton 110 percent. I am a 
kid, and I am, like, there is not 110 percent. 

So going to Iceland, I plan to put in 100 percent. And when this 
happened, I thought—I said, no, I cannot put in more than 100, but 
I am still going to put in 100 percent and do everything I can to 
let the folks in Iceland know that I have a lot of respect for them. 

They have a beautiful country. A lot—700,000 Americans go 
there every year. I hope I can get that up to a million by the time 
my term is up if I am fortunate enough to be confirmed here today. 

But that is my attitude. I am known to be a very, very good boss, 
and the post over there, as you know, the smallest one, and the 
people there have been great to me. They are excited to get me over 
there at post. 

And the State Department said they wanted me to—you know, 
you are going to lose half your people by midsummer because they 
rotate out, which is something you have to get used to when you 
are in Washington, DC. 

And they said, we have this lady, Joni, and we want you to have 
her be your Deputy Chief of Mission and we want you to leave her 
in there for a year. 

And I said, no, and they said, what do you mean? I said, I am 
not going to be locked into somebody that I do not know for a year. 
I want to talk to her, visit with her if she comes here, you know, 
whatever. They did not want me going to Iceland before you are 
confirmed. 

And so we set up a Teams with Karen, who has worked for me 
since 1990, and she married her husband in 1991. So we have been 
together longer than her husband. 

Barbara, my wife, and us, we got on a Teams with Joni, and at 
the end of that thing I said, will you be my Deputy Chief of Mission 
for a year, and she said, no. And I said, why? She said, I want to 
be for 2 years. And all three of us fell in love with her, and she 
has agreed to stay for 2 years. 

So like I said, a quip that should not have been said, and I apolo-
gized for it immediately, and that is all I have got to say on that. 

Senator SHAHEEN. Well, thank you. I appreciate your clarifica-
tion. I think it is an important lesson in diplomacy matters. What 
we say matters as Americans when we are representing this coun-
try. 

Thank you. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Senator Shaheen. 
Senator Curtis. 
Senator CURTIS. Thank you. 
Mr. Carl, I think I heard in your testimony something very simi-

lar to this, but core among U.S. interests at international organiza-
tions is the protection of U.S. sovereignty and our national secu-
rity, and I am sure that we agree on this. 

What I did not hear and what is important to me, high among 
these interests is the protection of our allies, namely Israel and 
Taiwan, both of which are consistently mistreated in these inter-
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national organizations, and as Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations, I view one of your core responsibilities to counter 
the systemic antisemitism and anti-Israel bias in international or-
ganizations. 

Israel rarely asks for direct military intervention from the 
United States but it does ask for diplomatic support and helping. 
So in your podcast of October 24, you said the United States 
spends too much time and energy on Israel, often to the detriment 
of our own national interest. 

So share with me specifically what is in the U.S. interest that 
has been harmed by sustained American support of Israel. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. It is a good one, 
and I think in the context of this particular role, actually we are 
Israel’s closest ally—I mean, in that. 

Senator CURTIS. Yes, so how is it—— 
Mr. CARL. So I think in the U.N. context, I wish the U.N. would 

stop being antisemitic all the time and so therefore, we could stop. 
You know, there is a million other problems like the Rohingya, 
like—— 

Senator CURTIS. Hold that thought because I kind of want to 
come back to that. But let me just clarify, do you think it is all one 
directional, and what I mean by that is it is all U.S. going to help 
Israel, and do you recognize the intelligence, the military innova-
tions and things like that that come back to the United States? 

Mr. CARL. No, I am so glad you mentioned that, Senator Curtis. 
So I, as mentioned before, spent 10 years under one of the great-

est friends of Israel that the U.S. diplomatic corps has ever had in 
Secretary Shultz. Charlie Kirk was also probably second to no one 
in America in terms of—— 

Senator CURTIS. OK. Let me just rein you in here because that 
is not going in the direction of my answer. Let me ask this. Do you 
view diplomatic support as important or critical, or does that fall 
in the too much time and energy? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I think—thank you for that question. I think 
diplomatic support of Israel in the U.N. context is absolutely crit-
ical. 

Senator CURTIS. Are there other allies for whom you believe the 
United States spends too much time and energy? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, it would depend. Thank you for the question, 
on the situation. But in the U.N. context, I want to be very clear 
that we have to be by Israel’s side because nobody else is going to 
be by Israel’s side, and you see the effects of the systemic anti-
semitism that is rife throughout the U.N. system. It is one of the 
reasons that we have withdrawn from several major U.N. organiza-
tions. 

Senator CURTIS. So do you see how difficult it is for you when 
approached by these other countries, and you hear that line from 
them for you to defend what you just said when you have made 
these other comments? 

How do you say to some of these other foreign nations’ diplomats 
when they echo that same thinking that you have echoed that they 
are wrong? 

Mr. CARL. Could you—I am sorry, Senator, I want to make sure 
that I understand your question. 
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Senator CURTIS. OK. So let me give you a specific on this same 
podcast. 

Mr. CARL. Yes. 
Senator CURTIS. The host—and I understand this is the host, it 

is not you—— 
Mr. CARL. Yes. 
Senator CURTIS [continuing]. He criticized Jews for claiming spe-

cial victim status because of the Holocaust. He said that the state 
of Israel is not a victim but instead a perpetrator and said, ‘‘How 
long are you going to rest on the Holocaust? Because based on how 
you are treating the Palestinians?’’ 

Now, that was the host. But this was your response: ‘‘Right. 
Right. Yes. No, I mean, I think that is true.’’ 

So given that—— 
Mr. CARL. Yes. 
Senator CURTIS [continuing]. When asked by other diplomats 

who do come with these agendas that you referred to in your re-
marks, how do you push back on that when you did not push back 
on that moderator? 

Mr. CARL. Sure, Senator. First of all, thank you for the question, 
and I would have to review the podcast in question that you are 
mentioning. I do a lot of podcasts, and I am not familiar with it. 

Senator CURTIS. I have given you your exact words. 
Mr. CARL. But I am sure that they are accurate. I am sure that 

they are accurate. I am not questioning that. 
Senator CURTIS. Yes. So trust me, those diplomats also know 

your exact words. 
So let me ask you this question. Do you believe that it is re-

motely acceptable to compare the Holocaust to the war launched 
after October 7? 

Mr. CARL. Absolutely not, Senator. 
Senator CURTIS. OK. Well, I am out of time. They only give us 

5 minutes. I think you can sense from my questions my concerns. 
Mr. CARL. Yes. 
Senator CURTIS. You have not been nominated to some random 

position to a post where your views, for instance, to Iceland, right, 
where you get a second chance on these issues. 

But you are the principal manager of the U.S. multilateral policy. 
An anti-Israel bias in international organizations is part of—and 
you know this—of a broader strategy to undermine the United 
States, our legitimacy. 

And so I do not know that I have been convinced that you under-
stand the threat posed to the West in the narrative, and I regret 
that I am out of time. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I will yield. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Senator Curtis. 
Senator Rosen. 
Senator ROSEN. Senator Curtis—well, thank you, Mr. Chair, 

Ranking Member, for holding this hearing. 
And Senator Curtis, I really want to thank you for your com-

ments and your concerns and always for your kindness. 
It is much appreciated because I, too today want to speak plainly 

about the deeply troubling nomination of Mr. Jeremy Carl. It is not 
a close call. The nomination should alarm every Senator who be-
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lieves in basic decency, truth, and responsibility that does come 
with public service, sir. 

Mr. Carl is infamous for deleting thousands of his past tweets, 
but deleting tweets does not delete the many recorded podcast 
interviews, public speeches, or editorials that he has done. 

As many of my colleagues have and will point out, Mr. Carl’s vile 
antisemitic comments are very real, whether or not he tried to 
erase them or excuse them. 

As co-founder and co-chair of the Senate’s bipartisan task force 
for combating antisemitism, the only former synagogue president to 
serve in the U.S. Senate, and as a Jewish woman and mother, I 
am especially compelled to call out Mr. Carl’s record. 

So I am just going to put it in context. In a study released this 
week by the American Jewish Committee, one in three Jewish 
Americans state that they have personally experienced anti-
semitism at least once in the last year. 

And last year, another study that found nearly one in five Jewish 
Americans were assaulted, physically threatened or harassed right 
here in the United States. 

Our own citizens, all of our constituents, everyone, nobody feels 
safe in their home communities, and I know this is something that 
Senators on both sides of the aisle really care about. I do know 
that. 

And yet Mr. Carl, despite his long record of problematic state-
ments, has been nominated to lead our country’s engagement with 
every single country in the world through our diplomatic work with 
international organizations. 

Some may try to excuse Mr. Carl’s remarks, claiming his words 
were taken out of context, that he never said them, and that his 
own heritage protects him from criticism. 

So let me be clear. Identity does not excuse antisemitism. Iden-
tity does not excuse racism. Identity does not excuse hateful rhet-
oric regardless of who says them—words matter, as my colleagues 
have said. Words matter. Character matters. Judgment matters. 

And to my colleagues that may consider voting in favor of Mr. 
Carl’s nomination, understand what the vote signals. It tells Amer-
icans you are willing to use your sacred vote not just to ignore but 
to endorse the hateful statements. It tells Jewish Americans they 
simply do not matter. 

And I ask everyone in this room, depending what your age is, 
many of us here have relatives, parents, who fought in World War 
II. We know those stories. Thank you for your service. I see a Viet-
nam veteran in the audience. 

But imagine them young or maybe not so young, sitting here 
today in their uniform. Hard to imagine maybe our parents young, 
but imagine them young or coming back sitting here today, looking 
at us, knowing what they fought for. 

They are watching us, whether they are there or here. 
So Mr. Carl, I would be hard pressed to find any person in this 

room, not any of my colleagues, who would agree with many of 
your statements. 

I want to quote some of them. ‘‘The Jews love to see themselves 
as oppressed.’’ Another one, ‘‘Jews have often loved to play the vic-
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tim, rather accept that they are participants in history.’’ Here is 
another one. ‘‘Hitler is always the convenient kind of bad example.’’ 

‘‘Hitler is always a convenient kind of bad example.’’ Anyone who 
had family members who served in World War II, I would have 
them—I wish they were here to argue with you on that one. 

‘‘I am very critical—another thing you said—‘‘of overall political 
stance and sociology of the Jewish community, particularly in this 
century. It has been very destructive overall.’’ 

Another quote. ‘‘You guys,’’ referring to the Jews, ‘‘are spear-
heading a lot of bad causes.’’ OK. 

Another quote. ‘‘We need to unashamedly criticize and critique 
them,’’ referring to the Jews when they are enemies, ‘‘without being 
worried about being called antisemites.’’ 

And finally, in discussing the Holocaust where 6 million Jews, al-
most half the population—Jewish population—alive at the time 
were slaughtered, an event that continues to be denied to this day, 
you say, ‘‘The Holocaust kind of dominates just so much of modern 
Jewish thinking, even today. Everyone has traumas in their past. 
How much are we going to kind of re-litigate them?’’ 

Say that to the memories of the folks who fought in World War 
II, fought and died. 

So speaking to my colleagues, a vote in favor of Mr. Carl is a full 
throated endorsement of any and all of these statements. I know 
everyone cares about the rise of antisemitism here and around the 
United States and around the world, and if you have empathy for 
the Jewish community, communities experiencing hate, simply 
tired of advancing nominees who I doubt will be respected on the 
world stage, you must vote against Mr. Carl’s nomination. 

And I just remember for my father who fought in the war and 
so many of my family members, I know he is watching. I know 
other parents are watching. I know our children are watching. I 
know the world is watching. 

And so where will we stand? Where will we stand? What did 
they fight for? It matters. 

My time is up. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you, Senator Rosen. 
Senator Merkley is next. 
Senator MERKLEY. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and I 

share concern about the troubling points of view you, Mr. Carl, 
have expressed. 

Here we are in February, and February often starts with folks 
attending MLK breakfasts—thinking about some of the points he 
made for inclusion, and I think a phrase that resonates across 
America is when he said, I have a dream that my four little chil-
dren will be judged someday or that we will one day live in a na-
tion where they will be judged not by the color of their skin, but 
by the content of their character, and yet you devote yourself to 
judging people by the color of their skin, and I find that type of 
prejudice unacceptable. And I think it would be absolutely unac-
ceptable for you to represent the United States in an international 
body. 

So I find all of that very, very troubling. But I also find it trou-
bling that your resume is pretty thin for this position. You did 
serve as Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks. 
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I am sure there are some international issues that that might 
resonate for. I do serve as the ranking Democrat on the Interior 
spending committee so I am very familiar with those issues, but 
that is a very small piece internationally. 

You did serve as a visiting fellow in Resource Development, En-
ergy and Resources Institute in New Delhi; a research fellow at the 
Hoover Institute on energy. 

But I believe, and I will just ask it plainly in case I am mistaken, 
you have not served for the United States previously on the U.S. 
mission to the U.N. Is that correct? 

Mr. CARL. That is correct, Senator. 
Senator MERKLEY. Thank you. And I believe you have not served 

in an international organization. Is that correct? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. 
As I referred to in my opening remarks, I was an official research 

assistant on several of Professor Juma’s at Harvard’s international 
organization related things, related to sustainable development 
goals. 

Senator MERKLEY. Yes, you wrote and you thought about some 
of these things, but you did not serve in a staff capacity on an 
international organization. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. That is correct. 
Senator MERKLEY. OK. And have you served in any position in 

a diplomatic role with the State Department? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I have not, although, of course, I had many 

opportunities to do track two diplomacy while working with Sec-
retary Schultz. 

Senator MERKLEY. And do you have a background or expertise— 
and I know you have some in energy—in nuclear nonproliferation? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I have actually written a book about nuclear 
power that does go into some of these issues, and I am fairly famil-
iar with nonproliferation issues, although certainly would not call 
myself an expert. 

Senator MERKLEY. I am familiar with your distributed power in 
the U.S. book, but that is very different from the nuclear non-
proliferation issue. 

Which role is most important: the U.S. Ambassador to the U.S. 
mission, the U.S. permanent representative to the United Nations, 
or the U.S. representative to the General Assembly? 

Mr. CARL. I believe it would be the U.S. permanent representa-
tive to the U.N. would be the most important. 

Senator MERKLEY. Why is that? 
Mr. CARL. I believe—and Senator, I may be incorrect on this— 

that it is simply the highest ranking of those positions. 
Senator MERKLEY. That is the role to the Security Council rather 

than to the U.N. as a whole. The U.S. is a member of IAEA and 
IOM and ICAO and FOA and ITU. 

Which do you think the U.S. should be committed to funding in 
2026? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I can simply tell you I have not been party, 
obviously, to the funding or defunding decisions, although thank 
you for your question. 

I think that it has been the general public statements of the Sec-
retary and others in the Administration that standards bodies of 
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all types are particularly important, and I would expect that we 
would be looking to, largely, continue to participate in most all 
standards bodies. But I have not been part of those deliberations, 
obviously, as a private citizen. 

Senator MERKLEY. So the Administration has publicly committed 
funding three of those five. Why those three and not the other two? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. 
And I simply—as a private citizen, I do not have insight as to 

why they have chosen to fund other than as the generality that if 
we felt missions were duplicative, if we felt that U.S. interests were 
not being looked after, or if we felt that they were being run con-
trary to U.S. interests, that we did not want to participate in those 
organizations. 

Senator MERKLEY. Are you familiar with which of the three of 
the five they actually committed to funding? 

Mr. CARL. I am sorry, could you repeat the question, Senator? 
Senator MERKLEY. Yes. Are you familiar with which of the three 

of the five that they were committed to funding? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I would assume that we have continued to 

fund the IAEA, and beyond that I am not familiar. 
Senator MERKLEY. OK. 
My time is up, so I will yield back. It is a very, very complex as-

sembly of organizations at the United Nations, and recently we 
withdrew from 66 organizations, 35 non-U.N. and 31 U.N. 

And the lack of your previous experience kind of, in that thicket 
of international connections and lack of experience in some of the 
key subject matters addressed does concern me as well as your pre-
vious comments. 

Thank you. 
Mr. CARL. Thank you, Senator. 
Senator RISCH. Senator Ricketts. 
Senator RICKETTS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The U.S. has long raised concerns about the continued lending 

to communist China through the Asian Development Bank. The ra-
tionale is pretty straightforward. Communist China is the world’s 
second largest economy. 

It maintains massive foreign exchange reserves, operates some of 
the largest state directed development banks, and finances global 
infrastructure through its Belt and Road Initiative. 

Yet Communist China continues to receive financing from insti-
tutions designed to support developing economies struggling with 
poverty and infrastructure deficits. 

Frustratingly, the Asian Development Bank is no exception. This 
dual status allows Beijing to benefit from global institutions while 
undermining the very rules based system those institutions are de-
signed to uphold. 

Treasury Secretary Bessent recently reinforced this message by 
calling for concrete steps to place Communist China on a clear path 
to graduating from Asian Development Bank’s borrowing. 

Mr. Sweeney, do you agree with what Secretary Bessent said and 
that the Asian Development Bank should end Communist China’s 
borrowing of Asian Development Bank funds? 

Mr. SWEENEY. Thank you for that question, Senator. 
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I wholeheartedly agree with that position. As we all know, I be-
lieve funding is fungible and funding from the ADB, which is in-
tended to go for economic development and for poverty reduction to 
places that need it, it is highly inappropriate that that funding be 
directed to Chinese entities, whether they are state owned entities, 
whether they are private entities, entities of any sort. 

Money is fungible. That money which is not directed toward 
the—you know, the developing country members and goes to 
China, which is still classified as a DCM, I do not think that is ap-
propriate. 

But yes, Senator, I think it is highly inappropriate, and if con-
firmed I would be doing everything in my power to, A, advance the 
longstanding needs to graduate China from the ADB, and second, 
related but somewhat different is ending the lending—ending lend-
ing, right, which is probably a somewhat more immediate possi-
bility. 

Senator RICKETTS. So can you provide a few details? Do you have 
some thoughts about, assuming you are confirmed, what would you 
do within the governance structure of the Asian Development Bank 
to be able to stop this sort of lending to Communist China? 

Mr. SWEENEY. Thank you for the question, Senator. 
The first piece of this is that from what I understand—I have not 

sat in the position. I do not know the details of how graduation 
works. 

But I understand that it is going to need to be a consortium ef-
fort to convince China to withdraw. That is different from stopping 
lending. 

But I believe that with our equal partner Japan and other devel-
oping countries, which have a personal interest in seeing that lend-
ing stop, we will arrive at a program for graduation of China. 

Senator RICKETTS. Yes. Let us talk about—you talked about the 
Belt and Road Initiative, and I mentioned it as well. 

Mr. SWEENEY. Yes. 
Senator RICKETTS. Last year, the Asian Development Bank an-

nounced an investment in a railway along the China-Pakistan eco-
nomic corridor that was closely affiliated with Communist China’s 
Belt and Road Initiative. 

What is especially concerning is this project was previously slat-
ed for Chinese financing but ultimately was deemed to be too risky 
by Beijing. After years of delay, cost overruns, and concerns about 
Pakistan’s debt sustainability, Chinese lenders reportedly stepped 
back. 

The result was that the risk once borne by Chinese policy banks 
is now being transferred to a multilateral development bank in 
which the U.S. is a leading shareholder. 

Should the Asian Development Bank be acting as a lender of last 
resort for the Belt and Road projects that fail to meet market or 
policy bank standards, even by China’s own standards? 

Mr. SWEENEY. Thank you for that question, Senator. 
It should not. It is highly inappropriate. If confirmed, I commit 

to the committee, to you, to oppose any such lending. It is highly 
inappropriate. 

Senator RICKETTS. Great. 
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Well, I do want to commend the Asian Development Bank for its 
recent decision to allow investments in nuclear power projects. This 
is a significant and overdue shift. 

Last year, I led a bipartisan CODEL with Senator Coons to—and 
Senator Budd to the Philippines. During that trip, we heard about 
the immense energy security challenges, and it is not just the Phil-
ippines—it is other countries as well. 

Many of our partners in the region are confronting similar prob-
lems affecting their economies and creating economic instability or 
their impact—their ability to resist disasters, and of course na-
tional security issues come with it as well. 

Authoritarian competitors understand this vulnerability and ac-
tively work to exploit it. The Asian Development Bank’s shift, 
therefore, represents not only an energy milestone but also a stra-
tegic opportunity for the United States. 

How will you ensure the Asian Development Bank’s nuclear fi-
nancing supports partner countries in addressing urgent energy se-
curity needs? 

Mr. SWEENEY. Thank you for the question, Senator. 
We are fortunate to have a country which is second to none, and 

in my opinion above all in our energy development technologies. 
That includes nuclear, and if confirmed, I will work assiduously 

and tirelessly to ensure that U.S. technology is brought to bear on 
those issues. 

Senator RICKETTS. Great. Thank you, Mr. Sweeney. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you. 
Senator Murphy. 
Senator MURPHY. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you all for appearing here today. 
Mr. Carl, I think it is just heartbreaking that you have been 

nominated for this position and that you have reached a panel be-
fore the U.S. Senate. 

But I do want to give you a chance to go a little bit deeper in 
your explanations of your personal beliefs. They are directly rel-
evant to your fitness to serve. 

You already have had some of your statements read to you, but 
I would like you to respond to at least a few of them. 

One of the things you have said is that anti-white discrimination 
is the most pervasive and politically salient form of racism today. 

So do you continue to believe that anti-white discrimination is 
more salient than the discrimination faced today by blacks, 
Latinos, Muslims, or other American groups? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question, and thank you 
also for giving me an opportunity to speak at a little bit of length. 
I have not necessarily had much opportunity to respond. 

Senator MURPHY. I am going to have at least one more question 
for you, so I will give you a minute or two to respond. 

Mr. CARL. Yes. So thanks to the great work of my friend 
Harmeet Dhillon at—the assistant attorney general of civil rights, 
I actually think that we have done an incredible job in this Admin-
istration of getting rid of certain policies that discriminate particu-
larly against white Americans but also, in some cases, Asian Amer-
icans. 
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Senator MURPHY. Well, just maybe answer my question. Let us 
rewind, because maybe you will suggest that everything is fine 
now. Let us rewind a year ago. 

A year ago, were white Americans the most discriminated 
against group in the United States? You said it so do—— 

Mr. CARL. Yes. Senator, certainly, this is my belief. I am not run-
ning away from that. I think that while, of course, all races in dif-
ferent contexts can be subject to really severe discrimination, that 
when we look at our legal structures white Americans are often 
very disfavored in overt ways. We are seeing this in the Small 
Business Administration, many other places. 

Senator MURPHY. So your belief is that white Americans face 
more discrimination, at least prior to the Trump administration fix-
ing this, than black Americans? 

Mr. CARL. On average, Senator. Yes, that is correct, and I am not 
running away from that statement at all. 

Senator MURPHY. You have made several statements about your 
worry regarding the erasure of white culture in America. You 
know, I understand Irish-American culture. I understand Italian- 
American culture. 

I maybe do not understand white culture as well. Tell me the 
values—the white values that you believed are being erased by the 
current American government or prior American governments. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. 
I would say that it is not—I did not use the word values. I use 

the word culture. I think that any time you have large degrees of 
mass immigration, you are going to have a change in culture if 
those are—especially if they are coming from culturally dissimilar 
backgrounds. 

And no matter what group it is—if it were in China, it would be 
the same thing. If it were in New Guinea, it would be the same 
thing. 

Senator MURPHY. Yes, but tell me about what that means. I 
mean, culture is values, right? It is expressions of identity. 

Tell me what is being erased. I mean, give me some examples of 
what you believe are being erased about white identity. What is 
white identity to you? 

Mr. CARL. Well, Senator, thank you for that. 
Senator MURPHY. How is it—tell me how it is different than 

other identities. 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I think the question of identity is something 

that lots of scholars go into. 
Senator MURPHY. Yes, you can do a sermon on identity, but just 

tell me how you define white identity and what you think is being 
erased about white identity. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, it would have—thank you again for the ques-
tion and genuinely thank you for finally letting me have a chance 
to explain some of my comments a little bit. 

But I would say that, you know, they could be things like going 
to a certain type of Christian church and that sort of culture, which 
is very different. 

I mean, you can all be Christians, right, in a certain environ-
ment, but African-American Christians might worship differently 
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than Chinese Christians that might worship differently than white 
Christians. 

Of course, sometimes you have multi-ethnic churches. But things 
like that, certain types of Anglo derived culture that comes from 
our history. 

Senator MURPHY. Like what? 
Mr. CARL. Let me think about this. You know, Senator, I would 

say if you were to look at the book by one of your former Senate 
colleagues, ‘‘Born Fighting’’ about the sort of Scotch-Irish military 
culture and certain, you know, pride that went with that, that 
would be one example. 

Obviously, you could have sub-elements of that culture. You 
could have Italians, you could have Irish, and those are in many 
ways more distinct. 

Senator MURPHY. But you are worried about white culture. You 
are not worried about—you are now retreating to ethnic identity. 
You do not speak about ethnic identity. 

You speak about white identity. So tell me the values that stitch 
together white identity and that make it different than black iden-
tity. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, again, thank you for the question. 
Senator MURPHY. You have spent a lot of time talking about this 

and writing about this. 
Mr. CARL. Yes, no—— 
Senator MURPHY. You should be able to—you are struggling with 

this, but you should be fairly easily, I would assume, able to tell 
us your thoughts on how white identity is different than other 
kinds of identity and how it is being erased. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, again, thank you for the question. 
Senator MURPHY. You are welcome. 
Mr. CARL. I am just trying to be—I am just trying to be very pre-

cise so because I am here in front of a Senate committee. 
I would say that the white church is very different than the 

black church in terms of its tone and style on average. Food ways 
could often be different. Music could be different. 

Senator MURPHY. And those are being erased? 
Mr. CARL. Music could be different. If you look at the Super Bowl 

halftime show, which was not in English this year. 
Senator MURPHY. My—so our ability to access white churches or 

white food or white music is being erased? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, again, thank you for the question. 
What I would say is the biggest thing because actually, contrary 

to many of the comments that have been shown, racial nationalists 
have been very, very critical of my work because they correctly say 
that I am actually, of course, not a racial nationalist, which I am 
not. 

I am a civic nationalist. I am concerned with the majority com-
mon American culture that we had for some time that through par-
ticularly mass immigration I think has become much more Balkan-
ized and I think that weakens us. 

And again, I am not running away from that comment. I am not 
apologizing for it. 

Senator MURPHY. Well, I am way over my time. I think you are 
struggling to answer this question, right, because underlying your 
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beliefs is a sentiment that white culture is just simply better, that 
minority people are inferior. 

Mr. CARL. No, Senator, I have to disagree with that. 
Senator MURPHY. But you have not been able to really coherently 

answer any of my questions about how you define white culture, 
how you define the threat that is posed. 

I appreciate you being very honest that you believe that white 
Americans are subject to greater amounts of discrimination in this 
country than black Americans. 

I do not think that is a sentiment that is shared broadly on this 
committee. It is all what makes you just wildly, wildly unqualified 
to take this post. 

I am well over my time. Thank you. 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I do appreciate you letting me actually re-

spond. I genuinely do. So thank you. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you. 
Senator Kaine. 
Senator KAINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
Mr. Carl, I will follow up a little bit. You gave a speech to the 

National Conservatism Conference in July 2024 entitled ‘‘The Per-
secution of Whites in America’’ and one of the things you said was 
American whites are victims of a cultural genocide. A cultural 
genocide. 

Where to start? So you would agree with me, would you not, that 
whites are pretty well represented in the U.S. Senate? 

Mr. CARL. They are well represented in this body, yes, Senator. 
Senator KAINE. And how about in the House of Representatives? 
Mr. CARL. Senator Kaine, I do not have those particular num-

bers. However—— 
Senator KAINE. But you would agree that they are pretty well 

represented in the House of Representatives? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I would, again, thank you for the question. 

I would point out that there were no white Protestants by birth in 
the 25 Cabinet members under Joe Biden. 

Senator KAINE. How about in the ranks of American Presidents 
throughout history including now? Pretty well represented, whites? 

Mr. CARL. Senator—— 
Senator KAINE. And how about in the ranks of Vice Presidents 

during American history now? Now, pretty—I mean, whites pretty 
well represented in that group, right? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you again for the question. 
Senator KAINE. I mean, I do not think it is hard. How about on 

the U.S. Supreme Court? Throughout our history and including 
now, whites are pretty well represented on the U.S. Supreme 
Court, correct? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, will you permit me an opportunity to finish 
my answer? 

I think, obviously, historically, I would, of course, agree with you. 
Of course, the vast majority of Americans were white at that time. 
It is now a much more diverse society. 

Senator KAINE. Let us focus on right now. How about in the 
ranks of American Governors? Do you think whites are pretty well 
represented? 
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Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. I would just 
have to look at the numbers. I do not know. 

Senator KAINE. OK. How about this? In the ranks of CEOs of 
major corporations today? Let us now talk about today. Do you 
think whites are pretty well represented? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for the question. I suspect that 
they are probably pretty well represented in that. But there are 
other areas where they are not as well represented. 

Senator KAINE. How about in the ranks of high income people, 
and we can define it however you want. Let us just say, like, top 
10 percent of wealthy Americans. Do you think whites are pretty 
well represented? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for the question. They would cer-
tainly be underrepresented with respect to Asian-Americans, but 
they would be overrepresented with respect to other groups. 

Senator KAINE. Yes. So, you know, a cultural genocide, that is— 
that is a stiff claim, and it is an interesting one because it is kind 
of a white victimhood argument. But if I remember my colleague 
Senator Rosen, she was reading comments to you where you had 
been saying, man, Jews play the victim. Jews like to be the victim. 

And yet you are making a claim that whites are victimized by 
a cultural genocide when all the statistics would say, not just in 
history but today, that whites are very well represented at every 
level of every institution. They are very well represented in the in-
comes of Americans. And that does not mean each person is high 
income or each person is a Supreme Court justice. 

But you could look institution after institution in this country, 
and the facts completely rebut the notion that whites are victim-
ized by a cultural genocide. 

I have a question for Mr. Long I want to get to. 
Mr. Long, we have had a little controversy in the last couple of 

weeks about Iceland. President Trump gave a speech in Davos, and 
he said, ‘‘I am helping NATO until the last few days when I told 
them about Iceland. They loved me. 

‘‘The problem with NATO is that we will be there for them 100 
percent but I am not sure that they will be there for us. They are 
not there for us in Iceland, that I can tell you. 

‘‘Our stock market took the first dip yesterday because of Ice-
land. So Iceland has already cost us a lot of money.’’ Now, the 
White House said the President did not mistake Greenland and 
Iceland. Senator Rubio at a hearing here last week or 2 weeks ago 
said the President mistook Greenland and Iceland. 

But let me ask you this. Do you know of any problem we have 
with Iceland? Has Iceland cost us a lot of money? Did Iceland cause 
our stock market to decline? 

Are you aware of any facts that would support that Iceland has 
cost U.S. a lot of money or hurt our stock market? 

Mr. LONG. Everything. We will not take this against my time, I 
guess. But do you not have a nexus to Missouri also, like—— 

Senator KAINE. I do. 
Mr. LONG. I thought—— 
Senator KAINE. I am a Mizzou grad. 
Mr. LONG. You got two here now. I got a couple of opportunities. 
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But Senator, everything that I have been given to understand, 
everything I have been studying the last 6 months, Iceland is a 
very good ally, as you know, and we have been with them since day 
one when no one else was. 

Senator KAINE. So and actually this is important and I think— 
so you have not in your conversations with folks with the Trump 
administration been told in any way that Iceland is a problem, Ice-
land is costing us money, Iceland is hurting our stock market. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. LONG. I have not been told that, no, and I think just the op-
posite. I think Iceland is a very—we were talking earlier. I am not 
sure if you were in the room or not, but about—— 

Senator KAINE. Well, you were talking about how you regretted 
the 52nd State thing. That is right when I—— 

Mr. LONG. The economy and the biotechnology that they have in 
Missouri—the State of Missouri—as you know, in St. Louis, Rolla, 
Kansas City, huge in biotech, and I am excited to get over there 
and get—you know, have opportunities to get things going. 

But I am a—you know, I am a people person. I was an auc-
tioneer, a real estate broker, salesman, and I enjoy people. I just 
do. And I—if you go over to the House and check through the 
Democrats that are still there that was there when I was there, I 
had as many friends on the Democrat side of the aisle as I do—— 

Senator KAINE. I am over time, but I am—but I am just really 
glad to hear that you have not been given any, you know, warning 
or instruction or expression of concern from the Administration 
that Iceland is a problem. Because I think they are an ally. 

Thanks, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. LONG. They are a big ally. Thank you. 
Senator RISCH. Thank you. 
Senator Booker. 
Senator BOOKER. Mr. Carl, I never thought I would have some-

body that made a lot of the statements that you have made before 
the U.S. Senate, and I would love to discuss some of your com-
ments. 

You are going to be working with international organizations. Do 
you think one race is superior than another race on the planet 
Earth? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, absolutely not. 
Senator BOOKER. You do not? So do you think that America 

would be weaker if it was, say, 40 percent Jewish? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, absolutely not in and of itself. I think the 

problem—— 
Senator BOOKER. Well, why did you qualify that? What do you 

mean in and of itself? 
Mr. CARL. No, Senator, if you would let me finish. 
I do not—I believe that unity, as President Trump has said, rath-

er than diversity is a greater strength. 
Senator BOOKER. But why not simply say it does not matter 

what percentage of our population is Jewish? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, it certainly does not matter. 
Senator BOOKER. It does not matter? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, as—if I could finish. As somebody of Jewish 

origin myself, and I do want to take this moment to say because 
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there have been some comments made, one of my weaknesses—and 
we have discussed some that you may think in general are weak-
nesses—is sometimes I take an idea too far, and I made some com-
ments in interviews about minimizing the effect of the Holocaust 
that were absolutely wrong, and I am not going to sit here and de-
fend them here. 

I just want to be very, very clear on that point. Again, had I been 
in Germany in that time, even though I am a sixth generation 
American, but had I not, you know, I would have been killed just 
like anybody else. 

Senator BOOKER. I have heard you say that you regret some of 
your comments about Jews. 

Mr. CARL. Absolutely. 
Senator BOOKER. Do you regret any other comments about any 

other races? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, you would have to reference a certain com-

ment, but I am certainly not a perfect person, and I am sure that 
I have made—— 

Senator BOOKER. Do you regret any of your comments about 
Latino Americans? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I am sure that if you read me every single 
comment I have made about a group there would be some that 
upon consideration—— 

Senator BOOKER. So you stipulate for this body that you have in 
your past made comments about Jews and Latinos, and perhaps, 
blacks that you, perhaps, regret? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for the question. 
As a Calvinist who believes that we are all infinitely sinful and 

only redeemed through grace—— 
Senator BOOKER. But you—see, sir, we are sending you into a 

very diverse world. 
Mr. CARL. Yes. 
Senator BOOKER. And you cannot say unequivocally that America 

it does not matter what our racial makeup is. You believe it mat-
ters what the racial makeup of America is? 

Mr. CARL. Senator—— 
Senator BOOKER. Do you believe it matters, yes or no, what the 

racial makeup of America is? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, to echo President Trump, I believe in unity 

rather than diversity. 
Senator BOOKER. I do not want you to echo President Trump. I 

want you to answer my question, yes or no. Does it matter what 
the racial makeup of America is? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I will stand on my comment. Thank you. 
Senator BOOKER. What is your comment? Answer the question, 

yes or no. 
Mr. CARL. Echoing President Trump, I believe unity rather than 

diversity is a strength. 
Senator BOOKER. So you have a problem if America grew to be 

more Latinos than white people? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, the individual group is not important. This 

is a cross societal—— 
Senator BOOKER. Why—and what do you mean when you say 

that you believe in the great replacement theory? 
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Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. 
This refers to the intentional demographic replacement of Euro-

peans in Europe. It was invented by Renaud Camus who was a 
French scholar. 

Senator BOOKER. You think there is an active effort to, quote/un-
quote, ‘‘replace’’ Americans right now? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I think the Democratic Party through its im-
migration policies has certainly shown signs of that. 

Senator BOOKER. And I do not understand that. So you are say-
ing that if more Americans are black or Latino Americans, that 
that somehow weakens America because it puts whites in a minor-
ity? 

Mr. CARL. Senator, I never said anything like that nor do I actu-
ally believe that. I want to be very clear that regardless of country, 
if people generally share more in common that is—— 

Senator BOOKER. Can I read you what you have said? Because 
it sounds like this. You said ‘‘the great replacement is real, and 
they are going to try to make you pay for it.’’ 

Who is they? 
Mr. CARL. Senator, thank you for that question. I simply do not 

know from you reading that one isolated comment. 
Senator BOOKER. So this is the problem. You make the most in-

cendiary comments that you admit that you regret about Jews, 
about Latinos, about blacks, and you sit here and say that you do 
not have a world view that somehow our country is weakened 
based upon the populations of each. 

In fact, you say in your writings that it is a threat to the United 
States of America and create an us versus them, and the only in-
terpretation I can have of us versus them is it is white people 
against others, which sounds deeply racist to me. That somehow 
you think our country’s greatness depends upon its ethnic diversity 
as long as white people have more numbers than others. 

That does not sound like a nation that was founded with the be-
lief that all people are created equal and equal before the eyes of 
God. It sounds like you have a racial hierarchy. There is no way 
for me to read this in any other way. 

Mr. CARL. Senator—— 
Senator BOOKER. You have said our country based upon religious 

diversity, based upon ethnic diversity, based upon racial diversity, 
you have indicated that somehow those make America weaker or 
stronger, that God forbid our nation grows in population that then 
you suddenly say, I am aggrieved, and they are trying to replace 
us. 

This is the United States of America. We are one nation under 
God, but you cut us up and divide us along racial lines. 

Mr. CARL. Senator, respectfully, I do not think that they do. 
Senator BOOKER. Sir—sir, sir, you cannot use the word respect-

fully because you do not respect me. 
Mr. CARL. Oh, no, actually I do. 
Senator BOOKER. You look upon me as my color of my skin. You 

say holidays like Juneteenth are racial hustles. Do not come here 
and hustle me. 

Mr. CARL. Senator—— 
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Senator BOOKER. You have said statements that other nations 
are going to look upon you and read plainly when you go to a coun-
try of a different religion or ethnicity. You have discriminated 
against Jews in your writing, you have discriminated against oth-
ers, and then you claim yourself as a victim. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never seen such a blatantly racist indi-
vidual who does not even deny that he has made these statements 
but wants to tell us that he regrets them, and yet still believes that 
this body, who is committed to principles of equality, who is com-
mitted to ideals of our Founders, that you are not in direct viola-
tion to the ideals and values and principles. 

And the last thing I want to say, I watched people beat others 
when they attacked the Capitol, viciously attacked police officers. 

Brian Sicknick, a New Jersey resident, was beaten near death 
and would die days later, and you say those violent felons—you lit-
erally have said that they were treated worse than people during 
Jim Crow. 

When thousands of Americans were lynched, murdered, beaten, 
and killed, you equate Capitol Hill rioters with receiving worse 
treatment than Americans during Jim Crow, which even some of 
the worst people who participated in that violence and beatings 
have come forward decades later and said, ‘‘I was wrong.’’ 

It is shameful that when this body ran for its life, when they had 
gallows for the Vice President put outside, when they tried to stop 
the peaceful transfer of power, that you would equate those people 
to the folks that were victimized and terrorized by white nation-
alist organizations like the KKK. 

Sir, you have no decency. You have no honor. You say inflam-
matory things because you think it will ingratiate you to those who 
are paying your salary, and you sit here before me and try to wrap 
yourself in the American flag. 

Well, I believe in this nation. I believe in the principles. I believe 
in those who fought and died for our country. 

You disgrace that legacy and the ideals that we all swear an oath 
to uphold that does not believe in one nation for one people and 
another people. 

Dear God, I pray for us if we let somebody like you represent us 
to the diverse nations of the world as representing the values of 
our country. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield. 
Mr. CARL. Senator, I absolutely deplore Jim Crow, but I do not 

agree with the characterization that you have done of my views. 
Senator RISCH. The record will remain open until close of busi-

ness tomorrow. If there are any questions that are put into the 
record, I would appreciate it if you would respond to the record or 
respond to the questions as quickly as you can. 

I want to thank all of you and all of the families who are here 
today for submitting yourself for a potential nomination by the 
President, and I will include in the record all letters of support and 
other matters we received regarding any of the nominees. 

And again, thanks from the committee. With that, committee is 
adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 12:17 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.] 
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Additional Material Submitted for the Record 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO DR. WESLEY BROOKS BY SENATOR JAMES E. RISCH 

Question. To what extent has the reorganization of OES been implemented? 
Answer. As I am not a member of the Department of State, I do not yet have the 

details on the Department’s reorganization. 
Question. What priorities do you intend to focus on as Assistant Secretary, if con-

firmed, to make the bureau streamlined and effective? 
Answer. If confirmed, I commit to driving OES diplomacy on the Administration’s 

priorities to ensure that OES is at the forefront of common-sense environmental pol-
icy that puts America, and American workers, first. I will do so in line with the 
President’s Management Agenda to ensure the bureau prioritizes diplomacy and 
programs that deliver results. 

Question. How will you increase inspections of Chinese and Russian research sta-
tions in Antarctica as well as other treaty enforcement actions to ensure these na-
tions adhere to the Antarctic Treaty? 

Answer. The United States was a leader in the Antarctic region even before the 
signing of the Antarctic Treaty in 1959, and has continued to be a leader in main-
taining the Antarctic region for peace and science, consistent with the Antarctic 
Treaty. The United States uses all tools available to safeguard American economic 
and national security in Antarctica, including maintaining our unmatched footprint, 
superior logistical capability, and economic dominance. 

The United States has conducted more inspections of foreign stations than any 
other party to the Antarctic Treaty, including an inspection of five foreign facilities 
in January of this year. If confirmed, I commit to continue to use the Antarctic 
Treaty’s verification and transparency tools to ensure all parties are conducting 
their activities for peaceful purposes only, and will instruct my team to match fu-
ture Antarctic Treaty inspections to national security needs. 

Question. Do you believe US scientific and research presence in Antarctica is suffi-
cient to preserve US science leadership, particularly in light of the expansion of Chi-
nese presence? 

Answer. The United States was a leader in the Antarctic region even before the 
signing of the Antarctic Treaty in 1959, and has continued to be a leader in main-
taining the Antarctic region for peace and science, consistent with the Antarctic 
Treaty. 

China’s footprint in Antarctica is expanding, but the U.S. footprint in Antarctica 
dwarfs China’s and all others. Over 3,000 people come through the U.S. Antarctic 
Program each year, while all other countries combined bring about 2,000. The three 
U.S. year-round stations together have about 1,400 total beds compared to China’s 
240 and Russia’s 335. 

The U.S. National Science Foundation manages the U.S. Antarctic Program, 
which supports U.S. scientific research in Antarctica. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO DR. WESLEY BROOKS BY SENATOR JEANNE SHAHEEN 

Climate Change 
Question. If confirmed, will you commit to ensuring that decisions under your pur-

view on international climate, environmental, and ocean issues are guided by sound, 
peer-reviewed scientific evidence? 

Answer. If confirmed, I commit to ensuring decisions are informed by gold stand-
ard science and rigorous analysis, consistent with this administration’s direction. I 
will ensure my team carefully evaluates scientific and technical information while 
accounting for U.S. national interests, economic impacts, energy security, and Amer-
ican workers’ livelihoods. 

I will ensure the Department maintains appropriate rigor in evaluating evidence, 
consulting with U.S. Government scientific agencies and relevant experts. Ultimate 
policy choices should reflect the full range of strategic, economic, and national secu-
rity considerations necessary to advance American competitiveness and sovereignty 
in international forums. 
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Question. In your role as Deputy Assistant Administrator for Policy at EPA, what 
involvement have you had over the past year in matters related to the U.S.-Mexico 
water treaty, deep-sea mining and the EPA’s decision to overturn the 2009 green-
house gas endangerment finding? 

Answer. As Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regulatory & Scientific Affairs at 
EPA’s Office of Water, I was involved in developing and executing a strategy to 
achieve a 100 percent solution to the Tijuana River sewage crisis that also expedited 
construction targets for key wastewater infrastructure. This included direct partici-
pation in bilateral negotiations to secure a new Memorandum of Understanding and 
the signing of Minute 333, a historic new agreement between the United States and 
Mexico. 

With respect to deep seabed mining, I have led the Office of Water’s engagement 
with prospective mining companies that have submitted seabed mineral license ap-
plications to NOAA under the Deep Seabed Hard Mineral Resources Act 
(DSHMRA), and our Federal interagency partners. Pursuant to DSHMRA inter-
agency consultation, the EPA has statutory water permitting program equities that 
may be affected by the activities proposed in such license applications, including 
under the Clean Water Act (CWA) and the Marine Protection, Research, and Sanc-
tuaries Act (MPRSA). The EPA has been working to obtain any additional informa-
tion necessary for water permitting from the applicants, as required by applicable 
statute or regulation. 

EPA’s Office of Water was not substantively involved in Agency rulemaking re-
lated to the 2009 endangerment finding, and I have not participated in any meet-
ings or contributed to any decisions related to that issue. 
International Agreements 

Question. How does withdrawing from international environmental and scientific 
forums, where adversaries such as China and Russia, along with nearly every other 
country, participate in shaping the future global economy, serve the United States’ 
strategic and economic interests? 

Answer. I understand the review of international organizations and agreements 
carried out pursuant to Executive Order 14199 carefully considered whether contin-
ued U.S. participation was warranted as well as the risks of U.S. withdrawal, par-
ticularly with regards to our adversaries. 

If confirmed, I will work with our partners to prevent China, Russia, and others 
from using the U.N. to advance their interests at the expense of the United States. 
Environmental Crime 

Question. How do you envision OES continuing its leadership role in the U.S. gov-
ernment’s interagency efforts to combat transnational environmental crimes, includ-
ing wildlife trafficking, illegal logging and associated timber trade, and illegal min-
ing, and how will you coordinate with other Federal agencies and international part-
ners through diplomatic engagements and multilateral organizations to disrupt 
these networks? 

Answer. OES will deepen its leadership in combating transnational environmental 
crimes that undercut legitimate American businesses, threaten U.S. national secu-
rity, and bolster our adversaries. 

OES will continue to strengthen its whole-of-government coordination to address 
environmental crimes, including convergence with drug trafficking, human smug-
gling, and other threats to the United States. As co-chair of the 16-Federal agency 
Presidential Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking, OES will promote efficiency by im-
proving communication, streamlining operations, and eliminating redundancies 
while coordinating bold action through our global network of embassies abroad. 

In addition, OES will work closely with USTR to support its efforts to monitor 
and enforce transnational environmental crimes, both through existing free trade 
agreements (FTAs) and the agreements on reciprocal trade (ARTs). 

OES will leverage international partnerships, bilateral engagements and, where 
appropriate, lead interagency delegations to multilateral fora to advance inter-
national coordination and information-sharing, and ensure that other nations share 
the financial burden of combating these crimes, which impact us all. 
Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing 

Question. How will you ensure OES continues to play its central role in imple-
menting the Maritime SAFE 5-year Strategy to Combat Illegal, Unreported, and 
Unregulated (IUU) fishing and how would you strengthen OES engagement with 
partners, including other governments, to combat IUU fishing and improve overall 
management of global fisheries? 
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Answer. If confirmed, I would ensure that OES fulfills its congressional mandate 
under the Maritime SAFE Act by maintaining the Department’s central role in im-
plementing the whole-of-government approach to counter IUU fishing and related 
maritime security threats. I would prioritize OES’ leadership of the interagency 
working group, co-chaired by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) and the U.S. Coast Guard, and I would continue to use the 5-Year National 
Strategy to drive coordinated action within the interagency. I would also work with 
our U.S. missions and country teams to deliver results on the ground. 

To strengthen engagement with partners, if confirmed, I would direct OES to 
highlight bilateral cooperation with key nations in the Indo-Pacific, Latin America, 
and Africa where China’s distant water fishing fleet poses the greatest threat to 
global fisheries management. This would include expanding the role of technology 
in combating IUU fishing by building partnerships with the private sector to lever-
age new and existing technologies and tools and providing capacity-building assist-
ance for investigations and prosecutions. I would also prioritize U.S. efforts to pro-
mote transparency initiatives through Regional Fisheries Management Organiza-
tions, including traceability systems that expose IUU activities, hold bad actors ac-
countable, and create a level playing field for American fishermen and the U.S. sea-
food industry. 

RESPONSE TO AN ADDITIONAL QUESTION FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO DR. WESLEY BROOKS BY SENATOR PETE RICKETTS 

U.S. Foundation for Natural Security and Counter Terrorism 
Under-funded national parks in the Global South are often a hotbed for 

insurgencies and terrorists. They are also targeted by Communist China for 
illegal wildlife trafficking and logging. To address this, Congress recently 
authorized the creation of the U.S. Foundation for Natural Security & 
Counter Terrorism. The foundation will leverage private sector philanthropy 
to enhance Federal resources and accelerate critical projects for conservation 
in vulnerable areas. While implementation of the foundation is slowly mov-
ing forward, statutory timelines are not being met. 

Question. Will you prioritize fully implementing this public-private Foundation 
and supporting its important work? 

Answer. I appreciate your interest in this issue. If I am confirmed, my team and 
I will work with you to address any outstanding concerns with USFNSC. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO JEREMY CARL BY SENATOR JEANNE SHAHEEN 

[EDITOR’S NOTE.—We received no response from Jeremy Carl to the following 
questions from Senator Shaheen.] 

In-Office Policy 
Question. If confirmed, do you plan to commute regularly between your home in 

Montana and Washington, DC? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Do you commit to working in-person at the Department of State for 40 

hours per week, consistent with Trump administration policy? 
[No response received.] 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO JEREMY CARL BY SENATOR CORY A. BOOKER 

[EDITOR’S NOTE.—We received no response from Jeremy Carl to the following 
questions from Senator Booker.] 

On August 31, you tweeted the following: ‘‘Going down the aisle boarding 
the plane and I heard a flight attendant say to a woman behind me ‘So cute! 
How old is your baby?’ And she said ‘Six weeks. And there’s another one a 
few passengers behind me.’ And I started thinking about how if I were seat-



49 

ed near either woman I would tell her that it was totally OK if the baby 
cried a lot and that babies were a great blessing. A minute or two later I 
turned around and saw a seemingly completely able bodied woman carrying 
a dog. Massive modernity L.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

You wrote the following: ‘‘Historically, we were both a nation that sub-
scribed to certain creeds and was overwhelmingly of European origin.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If yes, why? 

On August 25, 2025, you tweeted the following: ‘‘I’ve said it before, but it 
bears repeating. If one party can import millions of people ILLEGALLY and 
the other party, when elected, cannot expeditiously deport those same illegal 
immigrants, then you are living in a left-wing oligarchy, not a democracy.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On May 7, 2023, you tweeted the following: ‘‘I would rather be a black 
man on trial for the assault of a white man in 1930s rural Mississippi than 
I would be a right-winger in DC today on trial for political crimes.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 20, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘Yep. P.S. If you’re a white 
person celebrating Juneteenth, you’ve already surrendered.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On June 19, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘There is no ‘‘peaceful coex-
istence’’ we are going to have when our opposition is led by people like this. 
We either win or die.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 28, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘Dems R the real fascists.’’ 
Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On March 9, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘More overt Democrat rac-
ism snuck into the ‘‘COVID Relief’’ bill. Anyone who supported this mon-
strosity is evil.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
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[No response received.] 
On October 1, 2022, you tweeted the following: ‘‘U.S. will no longer deport 

illegal aliens for being here illegally. The treason party strikes again.’’ 
Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On January 10, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘Donald Trump ad-
dressed a political rally and said ‘I know that everyone here will soon be 
marching over to the Capitol building to peacefully and patriotically make 
your voices heard.’ Pelosi attempted a military coup and must be pros-
ecuted.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On January 8, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘The real coup was 
against Trump not by Trump.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On September 10, 2019, you tweeted the following: ‘‘Dear Trump Admin: 
Stop whining and complaining about judicial supremacy and start ignoring 
illegal judicial rulings. America is not a Kritarchy, no matter how much the 
left wishes it were.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On October 28, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘The great replacement 
is real. And they’re going to try to make you pay for it’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘I’m sure #George Floyd is looking up 
from hell right now and he is so proud of America.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘I’m sorry, from the first moment, the 
#GeorgeFloyd case has been pure world. He was a violent felon, drug addict, 
and thug, who resisted lawful arrest and, like many of that description, met 
an unfortunate end.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following: ‘‘Only in a world would America care 
about this case, would the Minneapolis mayor weep at Floyd’s vulgar gold 
casket and would this be a national news story.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
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[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following: ‘‘Only in a world would politicians 
of the ruling party valorize Floyd or pretend that his death was the result 
of ‘‘systemic racism’’ or some similar absurdity when all empirical evidence 
shows that interracial violence goes overwhelmingly in the other direction.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following: ‘‘Only in a world would be talking 
about George Floyd at all. A nation that treats the claims of George Floyd’s 
partisans as serious arguments is a nation that is dying. A nation that ac-
cepts violence following this verdict is a nation whose funeral bell has al-
ready been rung.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On April 28, 2023, you tweeted the following: ‘‘If the U.S. were a serious 
nation, Weingarten would be tried for crimes against America’s children and 
would get the death penalty. Randi Weingarten’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On September 9, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘It’s time to 
#impeachandimprison @Joe Biden.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On December 23, 2023, you tweeted the following: ‘‘There is a pathological 
war on white people in America. It’s time decent people wake up and fight 
against it.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 15, 2024, you tweeted the following: ‘‘As I documented (and 
@TuckerCarlson cited), of the first 97 Federal Judges confirmed by Biden, 
we had 22 black women and only five white men. If you don’t like DA Fanni 
Willis, wait until you see the Fanni Willis Federal judiciary.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you tweeted the following: ‘‘We’ve tried chain migration. We 
now need to try chain deportation’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 
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In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote the following: ‘‘’They speak to a nation where too 
often just the color of your skin puts your life at risk.’ Biden, needless to say, 
did not provide any data or evidence for this assertion, largely because it 
was factually absurd.’’ 

Question. Do you believe that Black Americans are not discriminated against due 
to the color of their skin? 

[No response received.] 
Question. Do you still believe President Biden’s assertion that ‘‘too often just the 

color of your skin puts your life at risk’’ is ‘‘factually absurd’’? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote the following: ‘‘Finally, a few words as to why 
this book is necessary: America is in the midst of a rapid demographic and 
even civilizational transformation. Large numbers of whites, living either in 
disproportionately white areas or white enclaves in more diverse areas, are 
in denial about the degree to which they have been replaced as the dominant 
ethnic group across much of America.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement that white people are being replaced as 
the dominant ethnic group across much of America? 

[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote the following: ‘‘While election integrity is a seri-
ous and real issue, much of the cry we’ve heard lately about ballot fraud is 
really at its heart a complaint about ‘America fraud’—the fact that many 
whites cannot acknowledge that a combination of the civil rights revolution 
and a flood of immigrants over the last sixty years, many from places with 
thin-to-nonexistent ties to America’s core ethnic communities and cultural 
and social traditions, now wield tremendous political power, which they are 
using to advantage their group over whites. 

‘‘What happens when those largely historically responsible for building 
American society and its institutions go from a dominant position to just one 
group among many, and a legally and culturally disfavored group at that? 

‘‘Simply put, what does a post-white America look like, especially when 
that post-white America actively denigrates much of the cultural, political, 
and social legacy that built the country? And can America and its institu-
tions survive such a transformation? 

‘‘If we do not correct the course we are on, I fear we are headed for the 
civil strife and racial violence that has characterized so many other multira-
cial countries over the centuries, including, in the past, our own.’’ 

Question. Please give examples of ‘‘America’s core cultural and social traditions.’’ 
[No response received.] 
Question. Do you disavow the above passage quoted from your book? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Do you believe it is possible to have multiple ethnicities living side-by- 

side with shared mutual respect, recognition, and opportunity? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote about ‘‘natural rights under the Constitution.’’ 
You also talk about people who are ‘‘refusing to give’’ natural rights to ‘‘us.’’ 

Question. Who is ‘‘us’’ in this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Who do you believe is refusing to give ‘‘us’’ natural rights? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Do you believe that all American citizens, regardless of race or eth-

nicity, have what you refer to as ‘‘natural rights’’ under the Constitution? 
[No response received.] 
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Question. Do you disavow this passage from your book? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote: ‘‘What is clear is that the post-1965 immigration 
boom, rather than serving as a continuation of longstanding American pol-
icy, was a spectacular repudiation of that policy. Over the last six decades, 
America’s government has created a new American people. Democrats, who 
have not won the white vote since 1964, simply elected another people and 
attacked any white person who complained as a racist.’’ 

Question. What do you mean when you say ‘‘America’s government has created 
a new American people’’? 

[No response received.] 
Question. Do you disavow this passage from your book, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote: ‘‘A recent survey of Asian Americans found that 
almost 80 percent did not ‘completely agree’ that they belonged in the United 
States, with higher percentages feeling that way among younger cohorts who 
grew up in a much more diverse and accepting America. Older generations, 
likely to be actual immigrants with lower language skills and less engage-
ment with American culture, are more likely to believe they belong in Amer-
ica. These findings should give us pause and lead us to examine the public 
discourse around race in America today and why it has veered so far from 
reality.’’ 

Question. What do you mean by ‘‘actual immigrants’’ in the above statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Why does the following statement give you pause? ‘‘Older generations, 

likely to be actual immigrants with lower language skills and less engagement with 
American culture, are more likely to believe they belong in America.’’ 

[No response received.] 
Question. Do you disavow this passage from your book? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote: ‘‘Another challenge is that while Democratic 
politicians have increasingly waged an all-out assault on the rights of white 
Americans, Republicans have been tepid defenders of them at best.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this passage from your book? 
[No response received.] 

In your book The Unprotected Class: How Anti-White Racism is Tearing 
American Apart, you wrote: ‘‘While some GOP lawmakers have stiffened 
their spines in recent years, and an increasing number of GOP political and 
media figures have called out anti-white racism in direct terms (Tucker 
Carlson, Charlie Kirk, and Matt Walsh have been particular stalwarts), the 
default Republican response to repeated racial insult has been to say, ‘I don’t 
see race/color,’ even in the face of obvious anti-white animus.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this passage from your book? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Do you still stand by the following public statement: ‘‘My forthcoming 

book The Unprotected Class . . . is entirely devoted to the rise of anti-white discrimi-
nation and racism in America. This rise in racism has been enabled by our DEI and 
affirmative action regime, and is fundamentally anchored in metastasizing civil 
rights law and, perhaps even more importantly, subsequent rulings from the unac-
countable administrative state.’’ 

[No response received.] 
On January 27, 2024, you wrote the following in the American Conserv-

ative: ‘‘Yes, it is true that Claremont President Ryan Williams and my col-
league Scott Yenor have written that the Civil Rights Act, and, most impor-
tantly, its administrative and jurisprudential interpretations ‘have warped 
American law and culture and traded one set of racial preferences for an-
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other.’ That is a wholly accurate statement, and in a sane society, would not 
be controversial.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On November 20, 2023, you wrote the following in the American Mind: 
‘‘There are implications to this surrender. As Hillsdale’s Thomas West notes, 
a serious Christian nationalism must engage in a potentially unpopular 
challenge to existing civil rights laws, which ‘‘frequently limit religion as 
practiced outside of the narrow realm of ‘religion as such . . . . Civil rights 
laws protect the right of unwed mothers, gays, and transgenders to non-
discrimination—which means religious schools or businesses may be re-
quired to admit them or hire them, contrary to their Christian moral convic-
tions.’’ In such a situation, where Christianity cedes the public square to 
state atheism, it can become functionally impossible ‘‘to follow and teach in 
daily life the moral beliefs of Christianity as understood by most believers.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 9, 2024, you stated the following at the National Conservative 
Conference: ‘‘I don’t think it’s possible to talk about any of this without talk-
ing about civil rights, and there are some questions on our side of the aisle 
as to whether we should use civil rights law or fundamentally reform it. I 
think the answer is both. We need to use it right now for aggressive 
lawfare—but we also need to fundamentally transform a set of laws that 
were designed for a world that no longer exists. We have a very different set 
of problems today, and I think that’s obviously going to be a big political 
lift, but I think it’s a necessary political lift.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On November 1, 2024, you wrote the following in the American Mind: ‘‘If 
Trump does not concentrate first and foremost on destroying the people who 
tried (and failed) to destroy him, his presidency is unlikely to be a long-term 
success.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In March 2023, you posted the following statement on X: ‘‘The Capitol riot 
defendants had it worse than Black Americans in the Jim Crow South.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

Question. Do you regret posting this statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

On May 13, 2025, you wrote the following in the American Mind: ‘‘White 
Americans already pay billions each year to subsidize our cross-border inva-
sion and cultural erasure. If we don’t fight harder, we will soon be sub-
sidizing our own expropriation.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 
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On April 29, 2024, you wrote the following in the Fox News Opinion: ‘‘The 
result: among America’s children, less than half are non-Hispanic White. 
Within approximately two decades, America as a whole is projected to be-
come majority-minority. The Great Replacement isn’t a conspiracy theory; it 
is, as 2024 GOP Presidential candidate Vivek Ramaswamy observed, ‘just 
the basic immigration policy of the Democrats’.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. Will you stop espousing the tenets of the debunked ‘‘Great Replacement 

Theory’’? 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 17, 2022, you wrote the following in the American Mind: ‘‘By 
bringing in millions of people whose traditions are often foreign to those of 
the West, the Great Replacement threatens a culture that my children’s an-
cestors have lived in and helped to build for generations-especially since the 
ideology of patriotic assimilation has largely been abandoned for 
multiculturalism.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 9, 2024, you stated the following at the National Conservatism 
Conference: ‘‘What does a post-white America look like, especially when a 
post-white America actively denigrates much of the cultural, political, and 
social legacy that built the country? Can America and its institutions survive 
that kind of transformation? How do we avoid the sort of civil strife and eth-
nic violence that has characterized a huge percentage of multiethnic societies 
in the past?’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 19, 2025, you stated the following at the Hillsdale College 
lecture: ‘‘I basically argue that white flight was the only form of ethnic 
cleansing in which the victims were really blamed.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On October 28, 2021, you tweeted the following: ‘‘The great replacement 
is real. And they’re going to try to make you pay for it.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

On July 4, 2024, you said: ‘‘American whites are victims of a cultural 
genocide.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 4, 2024, you said: ‘‘We do have anti-white persecution in Amer-
ica.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 
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On July 4, 2024, you said: ‘‘But if I say It’s OK to Be White, I might as 
well just put on my KKK hood right now. I think that’s indicative of how 
whiteness is viewed by society.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On July 9, 2024, you wrote the following in the American Mind: ‘‘I can 
understand why Modi wants India to be a Hindu nation, because I want 
America to be a Christian nation, defined not in total but in part by its Eu-
ropean historic identity.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

On May 19, 2022, in ‘‘The American Conservative,’’ you wrote: ‘‘Elite white 
voters who support the Democrats are supporting a party that rhetorically 
despises them and works against their fundamental material interests. Con-
trast the treatment of white men within the Democratic Party to the status 
of white American men outside of Democratic Party politics. This is not a 
stable equilibrium.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

On February 17, 2022, you wrote the following in ‘‘The American Mind’’: 
‘‘Instead, what America should attempt is what race and ethnicity scholar 
Eric Kaufman has referred to as a ‘whiteshift,’ wherein many Americans 
with multiethnic backgrounds will come to adopt the mores and traditions 
of, and to identify with, America’s founders and history. Already we see this 
in a significant number of the children of white and minority mixed mar-
riages. But our current culture discourages this, providing both legal and 
cultural incentives for these children to claim a non-white identity.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

On the ‘‘Conversations That Matter’’ podcast on December 29, 2025, you 
stated the following: ‘‘My follow up book . . . is all about liberal white people 
and how destructive of forces they’ve been [to white people in the workforce] 
. . . you are giving minorities a free pass and you know, you’re not looking 
at demographic change and the role that that all played in some of these 
thingsit’s important to hold all the groups that were involved in discrimi-
nating—and continue to be involved in discriminating—against white men, 
young white men in particular, to account . . . that minority role is impor-
tant.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

On the No Country for White Men podcast, on December 17, 2025, you 
stated the following four quotes: 

‘‘ . . . If the left has found me to be a little bit of a pain or difficulty, and 
I certainly hope they have, because I want to be their enemy . . . But because 
the regime told me, basically, because you’re white, you’re male, you’re con-
servative, we have no interest in you, you know, I had to go fight against 
the regime . . . ’’ 

‘‘It actually kind of does matter how much we—you—share a historical re-
ligion, or historical culture, a historical sort of social framework with the 
people who founded and built this country.’’ 

‘‘I have friends . . . from kind of non-traditional minorities but who grew 
up in very traditional American places where they were surrounded by a 
bunch of white guys when they were growing up, a lot of those guys . . . I 
might look at that person and say, they’re not from a historical American 
population but those guys are pretty darn American and if they marry some-
one from a more historic American background and have kids, those kids 
are probably going to be very American.’’ 

‘‘You could have the perfect ethnic background by the standards of people 
who would be ethno-nationalists, but if you’re a communist and all these 
other things, then I don’t consider you a good American either . . . it’s a bal-
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ance, so I look at how much in various categories having to do with your 
background, your views, everything else, the more you have in common with 
these traditional American people and ideas, the more American I’m going 
to consider you.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow each of these four quotes copied above? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, which of these quotes above do you still endorse? 
[No response received.] 

On February 19, 2025, you stated the following in the Hillsdale College 
lecture: ‘‘Anti-white discrimination is not the only form of racial discrimina-
tion or racism today. But, I do argue in my book, that it’s the most pervasive 
and politically salient form of racism today.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 19, 2025, you stated the following in the Hillsdale College 
lecture: ‘‘It’s 2025, nobody needs to be reminded that slavery was bad, nor 
does anybody object to have it presented in context.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 19, 2025, you stated the following in the Hillsdale College 
lecture: ‘‘The origins [of the Tuskegee experiments] were very likely not racist 
at all.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On February 19, 2025, you stated the following in the Hillsdale College 
lecture: ‘‘People are being scared of being called racists, and I’m trying to 
tell people to just get over it because they are not going to stop calling you 
racist, I promise. If you do something that is useful, they will call you racist. 
Like, if they stopped calling me a racist, I’d be really nervous. I’d be like, 
‘what am I doing wrong?’ ’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: 
‘‘Christians see Jews overall in a very positive light . . . Jews tend to see 
Evangelical Christians in a very negative light . . . I think it reflects poorly 
on the Jewish community . . . ’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: ‘‘I 
mean, Hitler is always the convenient bad example . . . ’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 

Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 
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In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: 
‘‘Jews have often loved to play the victim rather than accept that they are 
participants in history . . . of course there are times they are victims but there 
are times they are perpetrators.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

On October 30, 2024, you stated the following on the Christina Ghetto 
podcast: ‘‘The Holocaust dominates so much of modern Jewish history . . . it’s 
very unhealthy . . . for the people who survived it, of course they can and 
should tell their stories . . . but now when you’re getting to this next genera-
tion, everyone has traumas in their past, how much are we going to re-liti-
gate them?’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: 
‘‘Jews love to see themselves as oppressed . . . speaking generally, as I want 
to stress . . . speaking communally and in a society in America that has not 
oppressed Jews . . . Jews have not been oppressed here, as a whole, and they 
are very powerful in society . . . this is not conspiracies, look at the percentage 
of billionaires in America . . . Jews are very over represented. That Jews are 
the downtrodden here doesn’t match with reality.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: 
‘‘Jews are more susceptible to political radicalisms of all types.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: 
‘‘Jewish actors love the Groypers because they are so discrediting to anyone 
who would ask questions.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Christian Ghetto podcast: ‘‘I 
don’t really believe in Judeo-Christian, you know like, I think America is a 
Christian nation. It is a nation that has always had Jews in it . . . but the 
Christian-Zionism . . . I think these have all been really negative . . . I have 
a pro-Israel view of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, I just don’t think we 
should be that involved in it . . . Nor do I accept that Israel is our greatest 
ally.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Will Spencer Podcast: ‘‘It’s a 
very freighted thing in any sort of Jewish family to convert to Christianity 
. . . it would be easier to convert to Satanism.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement above, yes or no? 
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[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Conversations That Matter 
Podcast: ‘‘There are also clearly other times where you do need to step back 
and you need say, well, are there other things going on, in Jewish commu-
nities or in subsets of Jewish community, that, um, have pushed some of this 
over time . . . You do have this disproportionate nature particularly of left- 
wing Jews who have been involved in some of these anti-white actions . . . 
’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

In the past, you stated the following on the Conversations That Matter 
Podcast: ‘‘When you look at these anti-Semitism protests on campus that 
really a lot of this is down-stream of, Jews are considered white and these 
groups don’t like white people . . . the white guys are the bad guys.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement? 
[No response received.] 
Question. If not, why not? 
[No response received.] 

During the ‘‘Christian Ghetto’’ podcast, Episode 22, you stated: ‘‘In regards 
to Jewish communal feelings on the Holocaust: ‘‘Everyone has traumas in 
their past, how much are we going to relitigate it . . . .I find it distasteful.’’ 

Question. Do you disavow this statement above, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

In ‘‘The American Mind’’ on May 23, 2023, you wrote:‘‘. . . that 
transgenderism is not simply the latest culture war social issue. It is a fun-
damental transgression against God and nature . . . And both in theory and 
in practice, the beliefs which transgenderism demands can only be described 
as demonic.’’ (The American Mind, May 23, 2023) 

Question. Do you disavow this above statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

Your repost on X copied below publicly amplified and signaled support for 
Christopher F. Rufo’s post. 

Question. Do you disavow this statement copied below, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 
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Your repost (copied below) publicly amplified and signaled support for the 
following statement by Christina Pushaw. 

Question. Do you continue to endorse the substance of this statement posted 
below? 

[No response received.] 

Your repost (copied below) publicly amplified and signaled support for 
these statements posted by Sean Davis and Katie Pavlich. 

Question. Do you continue to endorse the substance of these two statements, yes 
or no? 

[No response received.] 

Your repost (copied below) publicly amplified and signaled support for the 
following post by Matt Walsh. 
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Question. Do you continue to endorse the substance of this statement, yes or no? 
[No response received.] 

Your repost (copied below) publicly amplified and signaled support for the 
following posts by @realchrisrufo. 

Question. Do you disavow the post below? 
[No response received.] 

Do you disavow the substance of the post below that you retweeted? 
[No response received.] 
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RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO HON. WILLIAM LONG BY SENATOR JAMES E. RISCH 

Question. What threat do you assess that Russia and China pose to the U.S. in 
the Arctic and High North, and how will you work with Iceland to prioritize re-
sponses to them? 

Answer. The Arctic is a growing feature of Russia and China’s ‘‘no limits’’ friend-
ship. Russia has augmented its hard power by rebuilding cold war bases and in-
creasing military exercises’ tempo and complexity. China has pursued greater eco-
nomic and soft power influence through its ‘‘Polar Silk Road’’ while stepping up joint 
military activity. If confirmed, I will partner with Iceland to facilitate increasing 
NATO’s High North presence to maintain stability in one of the world’s most strate-
gically significant areas and support commercial outreach and joint ventures for 
U.S. firms to counter China’s economic efforts. 

Question. While Iceland does not have a military, it plays an important part in 
NATO’s collective security. How will you engage with your counterparts from other 
NATO nations to ensure U.S. security interests are prioritized in Iceland? 

Answer. Iceland’s new security and defense policy frames NATO and the bilateral 
U.S.-Iceland defense relationship as Iceland’s two core security pillars. I am grateful 
to Iceland for advancing U.S. security, from hosting P–8A aircraft, to facilitating 
submarine port visits, to running Icelandic Air Policing with NATO Allies. If con-
firmed, I will work closely with Iceland’s government and other NATO Allies to en-
sure personnel and resources are allocated to U.S. priorities in Iceland—air and 
maritime domain awareness, infrastructure for naval and air assets, and secure 
communications—and ensure the Arctic remains secure. 

Question. How will you advance U.S.-Iceland economic relations, especially with 
regard to its subjection to European Union trade policy and rapidly growing U.S. 
tourism in the country? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will advocate for U.S. firms’ free, fair, and open access to 
the Icelandic market, urging the Icelandic government to adopt laws and regulations 
that provide a level playing field for our businesses. I and Embassy staff will con-
stantly be on the lookout for commercial opportunities and advocate for U.S. firms 
as permitted by law. If confirmed, I will also provide timely information for U.S. 
tourists and seek to address any challenges that emerge. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO ROBERT SWEENEY BY SENATOR JAMES E. RISCH 

The President’s fiscal year budget requested $43.6 million to fully fund its 
commitments to the Asian Development Fund. 

Question. What is your view of the U.S.’s role within the ADB, and what should 
the U.S.’s priorities for cooperation with the ADB be? 

Answer. As one of the ADB’s two largest shareholders, the United States has a 
leadership role at the ADB. I will seek to focus the Bank on its core mission of re-
ducing poverty and increasing economic growth. Expanding access to affordable and 
reliable energy is important to both of these goals and there is significant scope for 
the United States to help the ADB in this area. 

Country self-reliance and graduation should also be the ultimate goal of all the 
ADB’s lending operations. Countries should have a clear path to grow out of reliance 
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on ADB support, and we should view it as a sign of success when countries grad-
uate. If confirmed, I will press the Bank to implement its graduation policy, support 
countries in achieving self-reliance, and concentrate resources on poorer, less credit-
worthy countries where support is most needed and impactful. I believe it is impor-
tant to work with other like-minded shareholders on the ADB Board to advance 
these development objectives. 

Question. The ADB’s policy on funding fossil fuel projects has flip flopped over the 
years. Given its relative lack of experience in funding LNG and nuclear projects, 
how can the ADB increase its competitiveness and support for projects critical to 
regional energy security? 

The ADB should position itself to meet the scale and range of energy demand 
from clients, which includes LNG and nuclear. I understand that the ADB com-
pleted an update to its Energy Policy in November 2025, which took steps to meet 
energy demand in the region by allowing the Bank to make new investments in 
midstream and upstream gas and finance nuclear for the first time. However, there 
remains work to be done at the ADB to ensure that arbitrary barriers and climate 
targets don’t prohibit gas projects from moving forward. Nuclear is extremely impor-
tant but very complex, so I will encourage the ADB to work with other MDBs to 
advance nuclear power in a coordinated and thoughtful manner. The ADB needs to 
build its own technical capacity in nuclear, explore technical engagement with nu-
clear experts, and coordinate with other MDBs, so that it is best positioned to sup-
port nuclear projects effectively. 

Question. If confirmed, what would be your priorities for countering coercive Chi-
nese capital, particularly in heavily exposed places like Papua New Guinea or 
Kiribati? 

The ADB must prioritize its resources on poorer countries with less access to cap-
ital, continue providing appropriate and transparent financing terms, and reduce 
red tape while still delivering high-quality projects that build countries’ own capac-
ity and self-reliance. This will allow ADB to continue offering a strong alternative 
for these countries to lower-quality, unsustainable, and non-transparent financing 
from China. The ADB should fully implement its new procurement rules to improve 
development outcomes and make it harder for Chinese state-owned enterprises to 
unfairly limit procurement competition in exposed places like Papua New Guinea 
and Kiribati. If confirmed, I will prioritize coordination with the USG and explore 
opportunities to counter Chinese influence and efforts to rig ADB procurement. I 
will particularly focus on outreach to U.S. companies and advocate for U.S. commer-
cial interests in ADB funded procurement. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO ROBERT SWEENEY BY SENATOR JEANNE SHAHEEN 

PRC Competition 
Question. Despite being the third largest shareholder at the Bank, China con-

tinues to be one of the Asian Development Bank’s top borrowing countries. How do 
you envision working with allies and partners within the Bank to set policies, par-
ticularly in the Bank’s next strategy document, to wean the PRC off its heavy bor-
rowing from the Bank? 

Answer. There is no justification for China to continue receiving ADB resources. 
If confirmed, I will work to put China on a rapid path to zero borrowing from the 
ADB. I will also work with my U.S. Government colleagues and likeminded inter-
national partners to identify more opportunities for ADB financing in countries with 
more acute needs for ADB’s support. 

Question. The Asian Development has made significant progress in changing its 
procurement polices away from lowest cost, which tended to benefit PRC firms, to 
procurement practices based on best value. Can you tell us how you will ensure that 
work continues? What more can be done to bring U.S. and allied companies to com-
pete more effectively for Asian Development Bank projects? 

Answer. If confirmed, I will advocate for and closely monitor improvements to 
ADB’s procurement policy to ensure they are fully implemented. I will also watch 
closely to identify any additional gaps in the procurement process requiring reform. 
I will also work with Treasury, ADB’s North American Representative Office, and 
colleagues at State and Commerce to boost business outreach to U.S. companies and 
to help them compete more effectively for ADB projects. 
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Your Priorities at the Asian Development Bank 
Question. The Administration has continually pointed to the importance of devel-

opment finance institutions to take the place of traditional U.S. development assist-
ance. What will be your goals in advancing the development mission of the Asian 
Development Bank? 

Answer. The ADB should return to its core mission of poverty reduction and eco-
nomic growth, support access to affordable and reliable energy, and improve quality 
of investment financing through better procurement outcomes. ADB has removed its 
prohibition on financing nuclear power and has increased quality procurement ap-
proach. If confirmed, I will work closely with the ADB to see these policies translate 
into tangible and high quality projects, including with the input from U.S. experts 
and enterprises. The ADB has made positive steps, but must continue focusing on 
its core missions and delivering greater development impact in the region. 

Question. The Administration has committed to an ‘‘all of the above’’ energy ap-
proach. Does ‘‘all of the above’’ include clean energy technology, and how will you 
work to implement that approach at the Bank and be responsive to borrowing coun-
tries’ energy needs, irrespective of whether they are fossil fuels or clean energy? 

Answer. I agree that ADB should take an approach to energy that is technology 
neutral, which means considering all technological options to best advance afford-
able, reliable, and secure energy access in Asia. This approach is fundamental to 
achieving economic growth and poverty reduction. All-of-the above includes renew-
able energy, when it is economically appropriate and wanted by countries. If con-
firmed, I will encourage the ADB to develop a robust pipeline of energy projects, 
which given the scale and diversity of the region will certainly include a diversity 
of energy sources. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO ROBERT SWEENEY BY SENATOR BILL HAGERTY 

On Investment to Counter Chinese Exploitation: 
In 2019, the Hanjin shipyard at Subic Bay in the Philippines ceased oper-

ations and was scheduled for sale. Leading bidders included firms with ties 
to the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). It was only through the help of a 
U.S. firm and an associated public-private partnership that this critical port 
infrastructure was kept in allied hands. The Asian Development Bank 
(ADB) can also help countries avoid the sale of strategic assets to China by 
providing an alternative source of financing for key projects. Such efforts 
make it harder for Beijing to spread its malign influence and to undermine 
the sustainable development goals in Asia. 

Question. Will you commit to ensuring that the ADB approaches infrastructure fi-
nancing—particularly in strategically sensitive sectors such as ports, shipyards, en-
ergy, and digital connectivity—with a clear understanding that the Chinese Com-
munist Party actively uses economic leverage to gain strategic footholds? 

Answer. Yes. If confirmed, I look forward to working with the Administration, the 
Committee, and likeminded countries on the ADB Board to advance this under-
standing; boost ADB’s role as a source of transparent, high-quality financing that 
provides borrowing countries a strong alternative to CCP-influenced financing; and 
increase ADB-financed business opportunities for U.S. companies while encouraging 
a shift away from procurement that prioritizes the lowest bid and disproportionately 
favors China’s subsidized state-owned enterprises. 

Question. Will you commit to advocating for ADB financing decisions structured 
to counter coercive or CCP-linked projects? 

Answer. Yes, if confirmed, I am eager to use my position to help counter coercive 
or CCP-linked projects. The ADB can play an important role as an alternative to 
Chinese financing, offering not only financial resources but also higher quality 
standards and technical support for projects. 
On Asian Development Bank Financing for the People’s Republic of China: 

The ADB is an institution established to promote economic development 
and reduce poverty among developing nations in Asia. Yet today, the ADB 
continues to provide financing to the People’s Republic of China, a country 
that the World Bank classifies as an upper-middle-income economy—well 
past the income level traditionally associated with MDB lending eligibility. 
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Question. Do you agree that China—given its economic status and strategic pos-
ture—should no longer be eligible for ADB financing? 

Answer. There is no justification for China to continue receiving ADB resources. 
If confirmed, I will work with U.S. Treasury, other U.S. Government agencies, ADB 
Management, and other like-minded shareholders on the ADB Board to seek an end 
of lending to and graduation for China. 

Question. What priorities should the ADB prioritize instead—particularly for 
lower-income developing member countries facing greater development challenges 
than China? 

Answer. ADB should prioritize its resources on poverty reduction, economic 
growth, private sector jobs, and access to reliable energy in poorer, less creditworthy 
countries that are members of the ADB. This is where ADB support is most needed 
and impactful. 
On Advancing Nuclear Energy: 

The ADB recently revised its energy policy to allow the financing of nu-
clear energy projects for the first time in its history. Nuclear reactors deliver 
24/7 power with the reliability and scalability required by Artificial Intel-
ligence and other modern technologies and manufacturing processes. This 
represents an opportunity for the United States and other ADB members— 
like Japan—who are working together to develop and deploy nuclear tech-
nologies like Small Modular Reactors (SMR). 

Question. How will you work to ensure that the ADB implements these updated 
energy policies to support member countries in deploying nuclear energy, including 
new technologies like SMR? 

Answer. I believe ADB needs to build its technical capacity and expertise to sup-
port nuclear, which it can do by coordinating with other MDBs and partners and 
building staff capacity to support nuclear. If confirmed, I will reach out to my coun-
terparts in the U.S. Government and industry, encouraging them to share their ex-
pertise on nuclear technology with the ADB so that it can support member countries 
in deploying nuclear energy while protecting nuclear security. 

RESPONSES TO ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED 
TO ROBERT SWEENEY BY SENATOR TAMMY DUCKWORTH 

Question. Have you reviewed the Asian Development Bank’s Strategy 2030? 
Answer. Yes. 
Question. If so, what portion of Strategy 2030 are you most likely to implement 

during your tenure, if confirmed? 
Answer. As noted in my opening statement to the nomination hearing, if con-

firmed I intend to focus my efforts on the core mission of the bank in providing fi-
nancing for economic development and poverty reduction. Of the seven operational 
priorities, I believe that addressing poverty, rural development and food security, 
and building institutional capacity most directly address the original mission of the 
ADB. I support expanding private sector operations, mobilizing financial resources 
for development (PPPs), strengthening knowledge services, and modernizing busi-
ness processes and efficiency. 

Question. What portions of Strategy 2030 do you disagree with? 
Answer. As noted above, I believe the ADB will do the most good when its re-

sources are applied directly to economic development and poverty reduction, mean-
ing increased productivity, return on investment and increased material welfare. 
Any non-economic or secondary objectives, while potentially meaningful, are not 
properly the mission of the ADB. 

Question. What is the rationale for your disagreement? 
Answer. Please see the reasoning in question 3 above. 

[EDITOR’S NOTE.—Senator Jeanne Shaheen submitted all of the following mate-
rial.] 
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