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So I urge my colleagues to do the
right thing on this amendment and
vote for it. I am baffled as to why there
would be hesitation about it. I think if
people look at it, it is very simple. The
E-Verify system is up and running. The
government employment offices use it
before they hire anybody for the gov-
ernment. Thousands of businesses are
using it every day. Over 130,000 employ-
ers are currently enrolled in the pro-
gram, and about a thousand businesses
a week are signing up to use it. It pro-
tects them, in a way. If somebody says:
You knowingly hired illegal workers,
they can say: I checked and they had a
good I.D. and a good name, and I did
my best. And that will protect them
from complaints against them. Most
employers want to do the right thing.
They do not want to hire people who
are not lawfully in the country. So
that is why it is working even as a vol-
untary program. We are not hearing
complaints about it. It is not violating
people’s civil rights. It is working in a
healthy way.

All we need to do now is make this
system permanent, not keep leaving it
out here in limbo. And secondly, let’s
make sure it applies to people who not
only go directly to work for the U.S.
Government but for contractors who do
work for the government, people who
are getting money under the stimulus
bill, which was designed to create jobs
for American citizens.

I thank the Chair, and I yield the
floor.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

HEALTH CARE REFORM

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, ear-
lier today, just a couple of hours ago, 1
spoke in this Chamber about the need
to expand access to generic drugs. I
spoke about expanding generic access
for biologics—drugs that treat cancer,
and diabetes, and rheumatoid arthritis,
Alzheimer’s, multiple sclerosis, Par-
kinson’s, and a whole host of disabling
and often fatal diseases. I talked about
how much money could be saved with a
pathway to what are called follow-on
biologics—or generics—and how much
better access that would be for people
who simply can’t afford the thousands
of dollars per month that it often costs
for these biologics, these very expen-
sive treatments. I talked about how it
could save money for small businesses
that so often pay the freight for health
care, for health insurance for their em-
ployees, and how it could save money
for large companies that simply aren’t
able to be as competitive around the
world because of the high cost of these
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biologics. All this is part of a larger de-
bate about health care reform.

Just a few short days after cele-
brating our Nation’s birthday, we are
fighting for what should be a right for
every American; that is, access to af-
fordable health coverage. This isn’t
about the Republicans. It isn’t about
Democrats. It is not about my part of
the country, the Midwest, or the Pre-
siding Officer’s part of the country,
New England. It is not about Ohio or
New Hampshire or California or Ne-
braska. It is about America. It is about
fighting for the next great progressive
chapter in our Nation’s 233-year his-
tory.

Think of the progress as a nation we
have made in the last hundred years. I
wear on my lapel a pin depicting a ca-
nary in a bird cage. The mine workers
used to take a canary down in the
mines. If the canary died from lack of
oxygen or toxic gas, the mine worker
knew he had to get out of the mines
immediately. He had no union strong
enough to protect him or no govern-
ment that cared enough to protect
him. Think of the progress this coun-
try has made over these past 100 years
since the canaries went down in the
mines with the miners.

A baby born in America at the turn
of the last century, say, in 1900, had a
life expectancy of only about 46 years.
Today, we live three decades longer be-
cause of our progressive government,
because of a ban on child labor, because
of civil rights and women’s rights, be-
cause of safe drinking water and clean
air, because of seatbelts and airbags,
because of Medicare and Social Secu-
rity and minimum wage and workers’
compensation, and so many great
things this institution has done.

Over the Fourth of July weekend, I
was honored to have spent time with
the Scalia family from Australia. Nat-
alie and Greg Scalia lived in the United
States, just upstairs from my wife
when she was a struggling single par-
ent. Greg Scalia was an intern, I be-
lieve at the Cleveland Clinic, making
very little money. They had two chil-
dren then. They now have four chil-
dren. Will and Issy were born and were
here a dozen years ago when they lived
in the United States for a couple of
years in the 1990s. Born to the Scalia
family since living here and joining the
family on this visit were Richie and
Rosie. They came to Cleveland over the
Fourth of July weekend. They did what
Americans do: They went to a Cleve-
land Indians game. TUnfortunately,
typically, they saw the Indians lose—a
pattern that has been all too common
this year. They went to a parade in the
southwest part of Cleveland, they went
to picnics, and they had family time.

As I talked with Dr. Scalia and all of
us talked about the current debate
over health care reform, it occurred to
me that this debate and the hours and
hours spent by staff and Members who
work in the Senate in crafting the pub-
lic plan we announced last Thursday,
the issue of generic drugs we engage in
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today and all the work done on preven-
tion and on quality of care and on
workforce training and on stopping
fraud in the Medicare system—all the
different kinds of health care systems
overall are really part of the American
experience. But years from now, when
we look back on this, we will know
that it is not about terms such as
“public option” or ‘‘follow-on bio-
logics’ or concepts such as preventive
care, quality control, or the discharge
plan, where people leave hospitals; this
is really all about American families.

That is why, as we celebrated the
Fourth of July over the weekend, it
was particularly important to think
about what we do this month in the
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions Committee, on which I sit, and in
the Finance Committee—the two com-
mittees of the Senate joined with the
House Ways and Means Committee and
the Education and Labor Committee
and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee—as we work on this. Our first
pledge is to protect what is right in our
health care system, and our second
pledge is to fix what is wrong.

Protecting what is right means if you
have health insurance and you are
pleased with your health insurance,
you keep it. No government is going to
tell you to change that; you keep what
you have. If you are unhappy with your
insurance, if you are dissatisfied or
simply have no health insurance or
have very inadequate health insurance,
then we can offer you private insurance
or we can offer you public insurance—
the public plan option, so to speak—
that will give you the choices as an
American citizen.

This is a historic moment for our
country. This is the first time since
Franklin Roosevelt thought about try-
ing to add health care, a Medicare-like
system, to Social Security in the 1930s.
He backed off under pressure from the
American Medical Association. In the
1940s President Truman offered Medi-
care. He was not able to pass it for all
kinds of reasons. In 1965, President
Johnson, with the huge Democratic
majorities, the biggest majorities we
have had in the last 70 years, was able
to pass Medicare and Medicaid, and
look what that brought us.

Madam President, as you join us in
your first term from New Hampshire,
and many other freshmen who have
moved on this side of the aisle—we
have sort of squeezed these desks to-
gether, as we see—we will be facing a
historic moment where we will have a
chance to provide health insurance and
help all these families I saw on the
Fourth of July reach the American
dream. It is an opportunity for people
who have not had health insurance and
people who have inadequate health in-
surance to be able to provide for their
families. They are working hard and
they are playing by the rules. They
work as hard as any United States Sen-
ator. The comforts of their job are not
nearly as much as we have in this
body, and they are deserving of the
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same Kkind of health insurance that
people in this Chamber have—Senators,
staff people, all of us.

This is a great moment, a historic
moment, as we move forward in the
history of our great country.

———
DISCLOSURE OF CONGRESSION-
ALLY DIRECTED SPENDING
ITEMS

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, pursuant
to Senate rules, I submit a report, and
I ask unanimous consent that it be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DISCLOSURE OF CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED
SPENDING ITEMS

I certify that the information required by
rule XLIV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate related to congressionally directed
spending items has been identified in the
committee report which accompanies S. 1298
and that the required information has been
available on a publicly accessible congres-
sional website at least 48 hours before a vote
on the pending amendment to H.R. 2892.

————

VOTE EXPLANATION

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I was
unavoidably detained during rollcall
vote No. 215, an amendment to strike
the earmark for the Durham Museum
in Omaha, NE, from H.R. 2918, the Leg-
islative Branch Appropriations Act of
2010; rollcall vote No. 216 on a point of
order with respect to amendment No.
1365; and rollcall vote No. 217 on pas-
sage of H.R. 2918, the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act of 2010.

Had I been present I would have
voted yea for rollcall vote No. 215; nay
for rollcall vote No. 216; and nay for
rollcall vote No. 217 and ask that the
RECORD reflect that.

———————

OBSTRUCTIONISM OF
NOMINATIONS

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am
sorry to see Republican obstructionism
in the Senate return with such a venge-
ance. Just last November, the Amer-
ican people voted for change. They sent
a new President to the White House to
lead our government and sent a strong
message that they expected Wash-
ington to put aside pettiness and work
on their behalf on the serious problems
facing them and the country. After
only 6 months, it seems Republicans in
the Senate have already forgotten that
message.

The Senate majority leader has spo-
ken about the difficulties he is having
getting any semblance of reasonable
cooperation from across the aisle. The
Republicans’ obstruction of Presi-
dential nominees is a stark example.
Just a few years ago, they were intent
on employing the ‘‘nuclear option” and
risking destruction of longstanding
Senate rules and practices in order to
ensure that every one of President
Bush’s nominees was confirmed. This
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yvear, with President Obama making
the nominations, they have reverted to
the anonymous holds that character-
ized their actions during the Clinton
yvears. It is impossible to find a prin-
ciple that justifies this obstruction. It
is likewise difficult to see what ‘‘ex-
traordinary circumstances” exist to
justify filibusters and unwillingness to
proceed to consider these nominations.

The Senate’s last week in session be-
fore the July 4th recess witnessed a Re-
publican filibuster of the President’s
nominee to serve as the Legal Advisor
at the State Department. The target
was Harold Koh, the distinguished dean
of the Yale Law School, a former high-
ranking official in the State Depart-
ment as well as a former official at the
Office of Legal Counsel at the Justice
Department. That filibuster was unsuc-
cessful, although 31 Republican Sen-
ators supported it. That was not the
first attempt by Senate Republicans to
filibuster executive branch nominees.
Earlier this year, the Senate was
forced to file for cloture to avert a Re-
publican filibuster against the nomina-
tion of David Ogden to serve as the
Deputy Attorney General.

The destructive strategy culminated
on June 25 when Republicans objected
to confirming nine executive branch
nominees reported by the Judiciary
Committee for action by the Senate.
They included five U.S. attorneys, 3
Assistant Attorneys General and the
Chairman of the U.S. Sentencing Com-
mission. In addition, the Judiciary
Committee has reported 3 judicial
nominees to begin filling the 74 vacan-
cies in our Federal courts around the
country. Republicans are turning the
clock back to 10 years ago, when their
obstructionism led to more than 100 ju-
dicial vacancies and earned rebukes
from Chief Justice Rehnquist.

In an editorial entitled ‘‘Call It Ob-
structionism,” the New York Times on
June 28 noted that the Senate ad-
journed for the July 4th recess with ‘21
nominees for important posts awaiting
confirmation.” Thirteen had been re-
ported by the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee but remained stalled before the
Senate by Republican objections. I
hope this work period sees the coopera-
tion from Senate Republicans that the
American people have demanded.

————

REMEMBERING TERRY BARNICH
AND MAGED HUSSEIN

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I would
like to say a few words about two brave
Americans who were tragically killed
in Iraq earlier this year. On May 25,
2009, Terrance Barnich of Illinois and
Maged Hussein of Florida died when an
improvised explosive device detonated
near a construction site outside of
Fallujah.

Terry Barnich was the deputy direc-
tor of the Iraq Transition Assistance
Office in Baghdad. He had signed on for
multiple tours in Iraq and was the sen-
ior American expert responsible for ex-
panding the generation of electricity
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across Iraq. Dr. Maged Hussein was the
senior adviser for water resources in
the Iraq Transition Assistance Office
and a civilian member of the Army
Corps of Engineers. He, too, volun-
teered for multiple tours in Iraq.

These two men represent the very
best America has to offer. Both gave up
the comforts of home to live in trailers
in Baghdad in an effort to help provide
a better future for Iraq. Countless
thousands of Iraqi civilians have access
to electricity and potable water as a
result of Terry’s and Maged’s efforts.
Along with the personal tragedy, their
loss represents a serious setback for
American reconstruction efforts in
Iraqg. We mourn their passing and offer
our deepest condolences to their fami-
lies.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

COMMENDING LIEUTENANT
GENERAL SCOTT C. BLACK

e Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, today I
wish to recognize and pay tribute to
LTG Scott C. Black for his many years
of loyal and exceptionally meritorious
service to our Nation culminating in
his steadfast devotion, stewardship,
and leadership of the Army Judge Ad-
vocate General’s Corps as the 37th and
first 3-Star Judge Advocate General.
Lieutenant General Black will retire
from the Army on 1 October 2009 hav-
ing completed a distinguished military
career of over 35 years. We owe him a
debt of gratitude for his many con-
tributions to our Nation and the legal
profession, particularly during oper-
ations in support of the global war on
terror.

Born on September 1, 1952, in Camp
Cook, CA, this great patriot grew up
traveling around the world in a mili-
tary family but always considered Cali-
fornia his home and is a resident to
this day. He graduated in 1974 from
California Polytechnic State Univer-
sity with a bachelor of arts in political
science. While attending Cal Poly,
Lieutenant General Black was enrolled
in the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps.
Upon graduation, he began his military
career as a commissioned armor offi-
cer. After completing the armor officer
basic course and Airborne and Ranger
schools, he returned to California for
his first duty assignment and served at
Fort Ord from 1974-1977. In 1977, the
Army selected him to attend law
school through the Funded Legal Edu-
cation Program. He remained on the
west coast and graduated in 1980 with
his juris doctor degree from the Cali-
fornia Western School of Law.

He then attended the Judge Advocate
Officer Basic Course in Charlottesville,
VA, before heading to Fort Bliss, TX,
where he honed his legal skills serving
as the chief of legal assistance; trial
counsel; chief, criminal law; and as a
contracts attorney. In 1984, he returned
to Charlottesville to attend the judge
advocate officer graduate course. In
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