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will now be a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

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

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. 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rescinded.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.

———

CREATING AMERICAN JOBS AND
ENDING OFFSHORING ACT OF
2010—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 3 p.m., Monday,
September 27, the Senate proceed to
consideration of Calendar No. 578, S.
3816, a bill to create American jobs and
prevent the offshoring of such jobs
overseas.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Mr. McCCONNELL. I object.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
Calendar No. 578, S. 3816, and I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The cloture motion having been
presented under rule XXII, the clerk
will report the motion to invoke clo-
ture.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the motion to
proceed to Calendar No. 578, S. 3816, the Cre-
ating American Jobs and Ending Offshoring
Act of 2010.

Richard J. Durbin, Charles E. Schumer,
Tom Harkin, Sheldon Whitehouse,
Debbie Stabenow, Barbara A. Mikulski,
Roland W. Burris, Bernard Sanders,
Tom Udall, Mark Begich, Daniel K.
Akaka, Jeff Merkley, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Edward E. Kaufman, Chris-
topher J. Dodd, Arlen Specter, Sherrod
Brown, Amy Klobuchar, Byron L. Dor-
gan, Barbara Boxer.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the vote on the motion to invoke
cloture occur at 11:30 a.m., Tuesday,
September 28, with the mandatory
quorum being waived.

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

The Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, the
majority leader has generously con-
sented to allow me to make a few ob-
servations before I must leave the
Chamber.

My view is the majority has literally
wasted months in the Chamber trying
to tell the private sector what to do in-
stead of providing certainty to help
them make investment decisions. This
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bill we will be voting on cloture on
Tuesday will do nothing to create jobs
in our country. Most of the factories
the Durbin bill is trying to prevent
from moving overseas are not traveling
overseas to sell back to the American
market but are moving there to gain
competitive advantage over foreign
companies in foreign markets. In doing
so, they create more jobs and more op-
portunity in the United States. The
nonpartisan Joint Committee on Tax-
ation has informed my staff that this
bill, similar to so many others pro-
duced by the majority this year, will
increase the deficit by nearly $1 bil-
lion, violating the majority’s own pay-
go rules.

It is my hope we will not decide to
debate and pass this bill. I think it
would be a step in the wrong direction.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my friend
is correct. There has been a lot of wast-
ed time in the Senate. But it hasn’t
been because of the majority. We have
had to answer to more than 100 filibus-
ters, which have eaten up weeks and
weeks of our time, when we should
have been talking about jobs for the
American people. For my friend to
stand on the floor and say the con-
tinual exporting of jobs is good for the
country is beyond the ability of some-
one to believe. Not only does the fact
that these jobs are transferred to an-
other country create tremendous job
losses, but we give these people tax
benefits for doing so. It is hard to com-
prehend how such a policy ever came to
be. This is an effort to stop it.

We have some very commonsense
ideas. One says: If you want to come
back to the United States and you
want to create some jobs here, we will
give you a tax benefit for that. But we
do say that if you are going to tear
down a plant, an operation in America,
you should not get a tax benefit for
doing that, as now exists. Right now, if
you move a wood manufacturing com-
pany out of the State of Washington,
tear down your plant and move it to
China, you get a tax break for that.
The American people don’t want that.
Finally, outsourcing these jobs is the
third part of our legislation—shipping
jobs overseas, terminating the jobs
here and then making the product over
there cheaply and then sending the
product back here and you get a tax
break for it. The American people don’t
understand that. They don’t under-
stand it because it is illogical. That is
what the debate will be about.

We will start the debate Monday
afternoon. Everyone should be aware
that we will have a live quorum at
about 7 o’clock on Monday evening. I
explained to the minority leader yes-
terday that we were going to do that so
it is no surprise. Then we will see if
during the evening we need any more.
We will try to set up the debate in a
constructive fashion. It is a debate we
on this side relish.
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Mr. President, I now withdraw my
motion to proceed.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The motion is withdrawn.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to a period of
morning business, with Senators al-
lowed to speak for up to 10 minutes
each.

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

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

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

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. 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.

HEALTH CARE REFORM

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President,
six months ago our Nation accom-
plished something that so many gen-
erations before had struggled to
achieve. Six months ago yesterday,
with the enactment of the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act, our
Nation stood up and declared that the
health of our citizens is worth fighting
for.

There has been a lot of debate, as the
Presiding Officer knows, in this Cham-
ber and in the House of Representa-
tives and on the talk shows and talk
radio. There is a lot of debate about
theories and death panels and health
care and preexisting conditions. But
behind all of that is human beings in
difficult situations. After hearing peo-
ple say things about this health care
law that simply aren’t true, it is im-
portant to remember how this affects
individual human beings.

This legislation began to take effect
when, yesterday, several things hap-
pened. One is that a 22-year-old who is
home from school who just got a job
but doesn’t have insurance in that job
can stay on her parents’ health care
plan until she turns 27. Small busi-
nesses can get tax breaks to insure
their employees. Something most
small businesses—almost every small
businessperson I know—want to do is
provide decent, affordable health insur-
ance to their employees. They will be
better able to do that because of this
bill. Also yesterday, because of this
legislation, we saw movement toward
the doughnut hole being closed. That
simply means that senior citizens, con-
flicted with very high health -care
costs, having to choose between medi-
cation and heating their home or prop-
er food, cutting their pills in half or
having to skip a day in taking it be-
cause they couldn’t afford it—this bill
will begin to close that doughnut hole
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that President Bush and the Repub-
lican Congress created.

We are seeing major progress which
affects individual people. Mary from
Ashtabula, OH, which is in the north-
east corner of the State, shared a story
with me about her friend who is paying
$56 each month for medications to
treat her chronic illness. After the
doughnut hole kicks in, she worries
that her friend will have to pay lit-
erally 10 times that—not $56, which she
can handle, but literally $500 per
month, which she can’t. This increase
will catastrophically affect her friend,
who is 80 years old and living on a
tight budget. Next year, because of this
legislation that is taking effect now,
Mary’s friend will see her prescription
drug costs cut in half.

Robert from Cleveland wrote me a
letter sharing his concerns about being
young and uninsured. As happens to
many young adults, Robert was
dropped from his mother’s insurance on
his 21st birthday. He has been unable to
obtain full-time employment. He has
remained uninsured, not by choice but
because he really had no options. In
fact, he saw the risks associated with
being uninsured firsthand as he accom-
panied his also uninsured friend to the
hospital after sustaining a basketball
injury not too long ago. His friend left
the emergency room with a $3,000 bill.
Robert understands that young adults
such as him and his friend will no
longer have to face the uncertainty and
fear associated with being uninsured.

This legislation also, as of yesterday,
allows States such as Ohio and every
State in the country to set up what are
called high-risk insurance pools. We all
know—and the Presiding Officer knows
it from talking to people in Rochester
and Duluth and St. Paul, and I have
talked to people in Toledo and Dayton
and Springfield who can’t get insur-
ance because they have a preexisting
condition. So 462 Ohioans already have
signed up for what is called this high-
risk insurance pool. That means that
even with a preexisting condition,
those 462 Ohioans have insurance. Six
months ago, they were uninsured and
uninsurable. Today, they have insur-
ance.

Laura from Hamilton County wrote
to me when she learned about the
health care law. She wrote:

I cheered when I learned that children with
chronic conditions cannot be denied health
insurance coverage. I have a child with Type
1 diabetes. I have worried for years about
what will become of him as he ages and
moves off our insurance policy. I have wor-
ried for years what his health plan options
will be. It is a relief to now be able to shift
our efforts to battling the disease, not the
health care system.

Any mother or father with a sick
child wants to focus their efforts on
taking care of that illness, not fighting
with insurance companies, not wor-
rying about cobbling together pay-
ments to pay the doctor, the hospital,
and the drug company.

I am proud to say these changes are
just the beginning. As of yesterday,
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when you renew or purchase a health
insurance plan, you don’t have to
worry about lifetime limits. We know
what happens: If you get sick, if you
live in AKkron or Youngstown and you
get very sick and spend a lot of time in
the hospital, insurance companies—it
is called rescission—will simply cancel
your insurance because you exceeded
the lifetime limits they set up. Well,
no more lifetime limits because of this
bill.

From now on, recommended preven-
tive services, immunizations, mammo-
grams, and other recommended
screenings, will be covered without a
copay or deductible. We want people to
get screened, to get preventive care. It
saves their health, and it saves all of us
money. So they can get less expensive
health care. For them, taking away
their requirement to pay copays and
deductibles will make a huge dif-
ference.

There are now new restrictions on
private insurers from placing unreason-
able limits on your coverage. Patients
can access out-of-network emergency
room services and children can no
longer be denied insurance because of a
preexisting condition. Think of the
parents we talk to who have a child
who is sick and can’t get insurance be-
cause that child has a preexisting con-
dition, as if a parent wanted it that
way. Now we have fixed this.

The Presiding Officer was part of this
debate, as all of us in this institution
were, during last year and the begin-
ning of this year when we passed this
bill. We know what the opponents—
people speaking mostly on behalf of
the insurance industry, the drug indus-
try, and people who just don’t agree
that we should do something like
this—we know what they did. They lied
about death panels. They spread half-
truths about costs. They even labeled
health care reform ‘‘communism.”

They did the same thing with Medi-
care. I remember the same arguments
when I was a kid. I was 12 years old, 13
years old when Medicare passed. They
used the same arguments about Medi-
care. They said: The government is
going to stand between you and your
doctor. They said: It is going to turn
the United States into the Soviet
Union. They said: We are never going
to be able to get health insurance
again. It is going to be big government
running our lives. I don’t think they
say that about Medicare anymore.
They have tried to dismantle and pri-
vatize Medicare, but they know it has
worked.

In the 1930s, these same people with
the same philosophy campaigned
against Social Security, saying it
wouldn’t work. In the 1960s, they cam-
paigned against Medicare, saying it
wouldn’t work. Now they are cam-
paigning against the health care law.

There are Republicans all over this
country—not many voters, I don’t
think—who are talking about repealing
the health care law. So what they are
going to do is kick the 23-year-old off
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their parents’ insurance. Now they are
going to take away these tax breaks
for small businesses to insure their em-
ployees. They are going to reinstate
the doughnut hole. They are going to
put more costs back on senior citizens,
who finally are getting some help with
their drug costs. I don’t get it. They
are going to bring back preexisting
conditions. They are going to say it is
OK again to deny somebody coverage
for a preexisting condition. I don’t
think the public is going to buy that. I
don’t think this institution will vote
that way.

It is important to recognize from
where we have come. Most of all, it is
important to think about individual
human beings we have met who are af-
fected so positively by this law. They
are going to be able to get insurance.
They are not going to be denied cov-
erage if they have a preexisting condi-
tion. Businesses will be able to help
their employees by covering them for
insurance. Senior citizens are going to
get significant help for their drug
costs. What is not to like about that?
That is why it is important that we
stand firm as we mark this 6-month be-
ginning of these changes that will
make our health care system work bet-
ter, be more responsive to people, and,
most importantly, take care of indi-
vidual Americans better than ever be-
fore.

————————

STEELDAY 2010

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the critical role of
structural steel in our Nation’s infra-
structure and industrial economy.

Today, September 24, 2010, is the sec-
ond annual SteelDay and is being cele-
brated through events nationwide.
These events highlight the many
American jobs provided by the struc-
tural steel industry and the contribu-
tions of structural steel as a safe,
strong, green, and effective building
material.

The structural steel industry is a
major employer in Illinois. Today, the
United States has 4 major structural
steel mills, 10 hollow structural shape
producers, and more than 2,600 steel
fabricators. Together, they employ
over 185,000 Americans, producing 4.5
million tons of fabricated structural
steel in 2009. In Illinois, more than 100
structural steel firms provide more
than 2,000 good jobs.

Most of the structured steel in a
building can be recovered and recy-
cled—as much as 98 percent. In fact,
columns and beams that are made at
U.S. steel mills include an average 93
percent of recycled materials. It is the
most recycled material on the planet.

There is a renewed interest in this
country in domestic steel as a building
material, and structural steel accounts
for 5 percent of the steel consumed in
the United States. Shipping steel from
other countries creates a huge and un-
necessary carbon footprint. LEED cer-
tification, an environmental rating
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