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From the outset, the administration
tried to cast the freeze as an effort to
look out for American consumers, but
the facts tell a different story. By the
Energy Department’s own analysis, the
United States has more than enough
natural gas to meet both domestic and
export demand.

In fact, if the Biden administration
was really concerned about access to
one of the Nation’s most abundant, re-
liable, and affordable energy sources,
they would release their stranglehold
on domestic energy exploration and en-
ergy infrastructure. Millions of Ameri-
cans live near massive natural gas re-
serves but can’t reap the benefits be-
cause the President is afraid of upset-
ting climate activists by investing in
safe and efficient energy infrastruc-
ture.

Some of the most scathing criticism
of the President’s decision has come
from his own former Democratic col-
leagues. As former Senator Mary Lan-
drieu of Louisiana observed last
month, the administration’s so-called
“pause’” on LNG export permits was
like ‘‘throwing a match in a bale of
hay.”

America’s allies and partners already
doubt our resolve to deter common ad-
versaries, but now the world wonders
why the Biden administration just
handed them a gift.

Just last week, a German state-
owned energy company confirmed that
it would actually keep an LNG supply
contract with Putin. But it gets worse.
The company had a contract in hand to
begin purchasing American LNG in-
stead until the administration an-
nounced its freeze last month. In other
words, the President of the TUnited
States essentially told a NATO ally to
keep on enriching the dictator respon-
sible for the first major land war in Eu-
rope since 1945.

To make matters worse, it is increas-
ingly clear that President Biden’s deci-
sion had another adversary’s finger-
prints all over it. Leftwing activists
have been in the driver’s seat of the
President’s energy policy since day
one. That much is not news, but his top
climate advisers taking private meet-
ings with influencers on a Chinese-
owned social media platform or the
campaign to ban LNG permits being
driven by a private foundation invested
heavily in China’s funds—that is news.

LNG exports are one of the only
areas of U.S.-China trade in which the
PRC is reliant on the United States.
Beijing would be all too happy for an
excuse to buy less clean U.S. energy
and more of what President Biden’s En-
ergy Secretary called ‘‘the dirtiest
form of natural gas on Earth”—Rus-
sian LNG. Well, it appears that Presi-
dent Biden has given our top strategic
adversary precisely such an excuse.

It is hard to understand the Presi-
dent’s decision as anything other than
a compulsive, shortsighted grab for
more fleeting praise from his activist
base. Clearly, it makes no strategic or
economic sense. As one expert analyst
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and Deputy National Security Advisor
under the previous administration put
it, ““Our partners and allies are baffled
and [our] adversaries are pleased.
That’s never a good formula.”

COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

Mr. President, on another matter, 3
days ago, a member of Harvard’s anti-
Semitism task force stepped down over
concerns the university would not ac-
tually implement the group’s rec-
ommendations. Unfortunately, if re-
cent events are any indication, this
professor’s concerns about the un-
checked wave of hate on campus are
well-founded.

A few weeks ago, multiple Harvard
student groups circulated a blatantly
anti-Semitic cartoon of Muhammad Ali
and former Egyptian President Nasser
being hanged by a hand bearing a Star
of David with a dollar sign at its cen-
ter. True to form, the university’s re-
sponse amounted to a sternly worded
letter.

Not to be outdone on this backslide
into brutish hate, fliers were found on
Columbia’s campus depicting an Israeli
flag in the shape of a skunk. A Colum-
bia Law School student senate rejected
a proposal from fellow students seeking
to form a club to combat anti-Semi-
tism.

By now, it is also painfully clear that
the moral failures of campus adminis-
trators go well beyond weak responses
to student behavior. Rutgers recently
hosted an event with a professor who
described the events of October 7 as
‘“‘awesome scenes . . . witnessed by mil-
lions of jubilant Arabs.” City Univer-
sity of New York tried to schedule a
panel titled ‘‘Globalize the Intifada.”

As the glaring moral rot on college
campuses invites scrutiny, even further
evidence of decline has emerged. Not
only are some of the Nation’s most
elite institutions breeding grounds for
the world’s oldest form of hate, they
are also infested with academic mis-
conduct.

Last month, Harvard’s chief diversity
officer was found to have copied her
husband’s work extensively without ci-
tation, and perhaps even more
shockingly, a top neuroscientist at
Harvard Medical School was found to
have falsified data in 21 different pa-
pers—profoundly unserious behavior at
a university that professes world-lead-
ing academic caliber.

So it is no surprise to see donors con-
tinue to vote with their checkbooks.
Another prominent billionaire and
longtime donor to Harvard announced
last month that he would end his sup-
port. He said that until Harvard got
back on the right track and focused on
educating future leaders, he said, “I'm
not interested in supporting the insti-
tution.”

For their part, American families are
right to reconsider whether an Ivy
League diploma is worth the cost—or,
for that matter, the hate.

Unfortunately, the Biden administra-
tion isn’t making it any easier for stu-
dents and parents to make informed
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decisions. Beginning with the failure to
launch last fall, the Department of
Education was slow to post the Free
Application for Federal Student Aid
online. Now, months behind schedule,
prospective students and parents are
stuck with incomplete information on
the cost of attending college.

But while the Department is slowing
down and muddling the financial aid
process, they are simultaneously speed-
ing up their student loan socialism
scheme rollout. It is almost as though
the Biden administration wants more
young people to incur excessive debt so
that they can turn around and force
taxpayers to foot an even larger bill to
bail them out.

Not only has the Supreme Court
ruled President Biden’s student loan
socialism unconstitutional, the scheme
is also profoundly bad policy, and it
won’t help American families strug-
gling to afford college. Heaping billions
of dollars of student loan debt on tax-
payers will only drive up tuition prices
at universities that are failing miser-
ably at their most basic responsibil-
ities.

So perhaps—perhaps—it is time the
government followed the lead of par-
ents and business leaders and stopped
providing taxpayer subsidies to institu-
tions that have clearly lost their grip
on reality.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Republican whip.

FARM BILL

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, America
needs farmers and ranchers. We need
the men and women—and often entire
families—who are willing to do the
hard work to feed our country and the
world. In places like my home State of
South Dakota, farming and ranching
are just part of our way of life.

But this important work involves a
great deal of risk. Few jobs, for exam-
ple, are as subject to the whims of the
weather and fluctuations of the mar-
ket. So, for almost 100 years, Congress
has regularly passed a farm bill to back
agriculture producers with programs
and policies that mitigate risk and
help them to keep going through the
tough times.

And with the 2018 farm bill expiring
last year, Congress needs to take up
this important task once again. And
while T am glad Congress passed an ex-
tension of critical farm bill programs
through the 2024 growing season, a
temporary extension is no substitute
for a full, updated bill.

I have been able to help craft four
farm bills during my time in Congress,
and, for me, the process always begins
and ends with farmers and ranchers. In
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addition to my regular discussions
with farmers and ranchers as I travel
around our State, I have held a number
of roundtable discussions across South
Dakota, focused on the next farm bill,
to receive direct input from our State’s
agriculture producers, and most of my
priorities for the farm bill come di-
rectly from the conversations that I
have had.

One thing I consistently hear from
farmers and ranchers is the importance
of a farm safety net. Crop insurance,
commodity, and livestock programs
play a critical role in helping pro-
ducers manage risk in their operations.

Crop insurance is the cornerstone of
the safety net, and we need to
strengthen it wherever possible in the
next farm bill. And while crop insur-
ance has historically supported row
crop production, I am pleased with the
progress we have made in recent years
to improve and expand insurance op-
tions for livestock producers.

But commodity programs like Agri-
culture Risk Coverage and Price Loss
Coverage need to be improved so that
they sufficiently mitigate producers’
losses. And livestock programs like the
Livestock Forage Disaster Program
and the Emergency Assistance for
Livestock Program need to be modified
to improve the assistance that they
provide and make them workable for
producers.

So one of my top priorities for the
next farm bill is improving commodity
and livestock programs so they provide
the support that farmers and ranchers
need during tough times.

As I said, while I am glad we have ex-
tended key provisions of the 2018 farm
bill through this growing season, we
are overdue for a full, updated,
multiyear farm bill, and Republicans
on the Agriculture Committee are
ready to get to drafting a bill.

I am disappointed, however, that
some of my Democrat colleagues don’t
seem to share our sense of urgency.

The Biden administration and con-
gressional Democrats have put funding
their climate and nutrition priorities
ahead of helping farmers and ranchers,
which has stalled what has tradition-
ally been—traditionally been—a bipar-
tisan farm bill process.

With an expected $1.5 trillion
pricetag for the next farm bill—thanks
in part to the Biden USDA’s SNAP
Thrifty Food Plan update, which is ex-
pected, by the way, to cost more than
a quarter of a trillion dollars over the
next 10 years—there needs to be some
give and take when it comes to mean-
ingfully funding the farm safety net
and other components of the farm bill.

Since the last farm bill passed in
2018, farmers and ranchers have faced a
number of challenges. Inflation has
driven up farm production expenses by
$100 billion since the last farm bill.
USDA is forecasting another decrease
in net farm income this year, following
last year’s drop. And farm input costs
are projected to stay near record highs
this year.
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The Biden administration’s failure to
promote trade and new market access
opportunities will continue to nega-
tively impact farmers and ranchers in
their bottom lines. This year, the
United States is on track to post a
record-high agriculture trade deficit,
and recent disruptions to shipping in
the Middle East could have impacts on
global markets that negatively affect
American farms and ranches.

Our focus needs to be on helping
farmers deal with these challenges.
Simply put, we need to put more farm
in the farm bill, and we need to get
moving now.

America’s farmers and ranchers can’t
afford more unnecessary delays or par-
tisan exercises. It is time to get the
farm bill done and done right.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). Without objection, it is
s0 ordered.

BORDER SECURITY

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, tomor-
row President Biden will do something
he has done only once before in his
term as President of the United States,
he will travel to the U.S.-Mexico bor-
der to Brownsville, TX, in an attempt
to address his biggest political liabil-
ity. Since the President took office 3
years ago, U.S. Customs and Border
Protection has logged more than 7.2
million migrant encounters at the
southern border. By that, we mean peo-
ple who have shown up at the border
and, by and large, have simply been re-
leased into the interior based on an ini-
tial claim of asylum which has yet to
be put in front of an immigration
judge. And it may be as long as, in
places like New York, 10 years in the
future before they ever get in front of
an immigration judge; or, as we have
seen tragically here most recently,
these migrants will be paroled or sim-
ply released into the interior of the
country—even without a claim of asy-
lum—given a work permit, and stay
here indefinitely.

Mr. President, 7.2 million is higher
than the total number of migrants who
came across the southern border under
President Obama, who served 8 years,
and President Trump, who served 4
years. So the Biden administration has
done in 3 years what it took 12 years
for the two previous administrations to
accomplish. We have experienced more
illegal immigration in the last 3 years
than in the last 12.

The American people have become
increasingly concerned at the southern
border because they see with their own
eyes that this is a humanitarian crisis,
and it is a public safety crisis. And
they overwhelmingly—and quite appro-
priately—blame Biden administration
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policies and the President himself.
They see that his policies and his rhet-
oric, rather than deter illegal immigra-
tion, have actually encouraged it.

Let me say that again: They under-
stand that the policies of this adminis-
tration and the rhetoric that has been
used are the driving force behind Amer-
ica’s most serious border crisis in his-
tory.

But, as usual, the President refuses
to accept any responsibility. He has
tried to blame everybody but himself.
He has blamed congressional dysfunc-
tion. He has blamed MAGA Repub-
licans. He has blamed anybody and ev-
erybody that he can possibly think of,
rather than accept responsibility him-
self. Not only that, he has, at different
times, claimed that he lacks the tools
to fix this crisis. At different times, he
has claimed that his hands are tied un-
less Congress passes new laws.

The problem with that storyline,
that narrative, is the facts simply
don’t support it. For one, the sugges-
tion that only Congress can fix the cri-
sis implies that Congress created the
crisis. I would point out the same laws
that were in effect during President
Trump’s administration are still in ef-
fect during President Biden’s adminis-
tration with far different outcomes.

As each of our colleagues knows,
Congress has struggled to pass any im-
migration laws in recent years; and,
certainly, it has not passed any that
would cause the dramatic surge in im-
migration that began the day that
President Biden took office. The Presi-
dent was dealt exactly the same hand
as his recent predecessors. The only
difference is he used these authorities
entirely differently and sent an en-
tirely different message.

As I have spoken before on the floor,
the Border Patrol, which are the ex-
perts on border security, tell me that
there are two main drivers of illegal
immigration: One is push factors, they
call it—poverty, violence, a desire for a
better life. And we understand that.
America is a nation of immigrants, of
legal immigrants.

But there is also the pull factors, like
a magnet encouraging people to make
the dangerous journey to our border,
even in the form of unaccompanied
children designed to exploit gaps in
Biden administration policies and per-
manently reside in the United States.

Earlier this week, I was surprised by
a New York Times article that ac-
knowledged the fundamental hypocrisy
behind President Biden’s efforts to
shift the blame once again. This is a
quote from February 26, 2024, the New
York Times. David Leonhardt is the
columnist. He said, in part:

Biden is the president, after all, and a
president has significant authority to shape
immigration policy even without new legis-
lation. Biden himself has been aggressive
about using this authority—albeit to loosen
immigration policy rather than tighten it.

So the current phenomenon, this cri-
sis—humanitarian and public safety
crisis—is as a result of President
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