
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6497 November 12, 2019 
of Law. But this spring, her mother 
was pulled over in Georgia for driving 
with a broken taillight. Her mother is 
now in deportation proceedings. 

It is tough enough to go to school 
without Federal financial help. It is 
tough enough to work your way 
through it. It is tough enough not to 
know how the Supreme Court is going 
to rule tomorrow or the day after and 
whether it will change your fate. It is 
tough enough to know that any knock 
at the door could mean deportation for 
members of your family. Yet she has 
persevered. 

A hardened criminal, Mr. President? 
Fernanda’s dream is to become an 

immigration lawyer. She wants to help 
people just like her mom. 

Without DACA, Cesar Montelongo 
will not become a doctor. Fernanda 
Herrera Vera will not become an attor-
ney. Will America be a better country 
if they are forced to leave, if they are 
deported? I don’t think so. 

Cesar, Fernanda, and hundreds of 
thousands of other Dreamers are 
counting on the Supreme Court to do 
the right thing and reject President 
Trump’s repeal of DACA. They are also 
counting on those of us who serve in 
the Senate to stop making excuses and 
solve this crisis. 

A bill has passed the House. I tried to 
bring it to the floor of the Senate, and 
there was an objection today. It isn’t 
because we are overwhelmed with 
work. As you can see, we spend a lot of 
time making speeches. 

Since Senator MCCONNELL refuses to 
take any action to address the plight of 
the Dreamers, I am going to continue 
to make this unanimous consent re-
quest. Next week, I don’t want the ex-
cuse to be that we are not following 
regular order, but in the meantime, I 
hope the Senate Judiciary Committee 
will take up this measure, as they have 
so many times over the last 15 years or 
so, and bring it to the floor of the Sen-
ate. 

Once and for all, could we be the U.S. 
Senate for a week? Could we actually 
consider a piece of legislation here that 
addresses an issue that is critically im-
portant to hundreds of thousands of 
people living in the United States of 
America? 

What a relief it would be to see this 
Senate actually as a Senate, to see 
Members on the floor debating issues. I 
am not going to win every debate. 
Every amendment I want is not going 
to pass, but I am prepared to accept 
the outcome. Let’s do what the Senate 
was elected to do. 

I am sorry there was an objection 
today. As long as I am a U.S. Senator, 
I am going to continue to come to the 
floor of the Senate to advocate for 
Cesar, Fernanda and all of the Dream-
ers. It would be an American tragedy 
to deport these two promising young 
people. 

Now it is in the hands of Senator 
MITCH MCCONNELL, the Republican ma-
jority leader, to give the Dream and 
Promise Act a vote and to say to those 

780,000 who do not know what their fu-
ture will be just days or weeks from 
now that there is an answer: We want 
you to be part of America. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I know 

my friend from Illinois, Senator DUR-
BIN, is sincere in his desire to get some 
relief for the DACA recipients, whose 
case is now pending before the U.S. Su-
preme Court. I share a desire to give 
them some certainty. That is why I 
supported what President Trump of-
fered in February of 2018, which was a 
pathway to citizenship not only for the 
individuals who had applied for and re-
ceived deferred action under President 
Obama’s administration but for all 
those who were eligible but did not 
apply. 

What continues to confuse me is how 
our Democratic colleagues will rou-
tinely vote against that offer, which 
was incredibly generous. I don’t think 
any other President in my lifetime 
would have had the boldness and the 
courage to offer a pathway to citizen-
ship for 1.8 million DACA-eligible 
young people, but President Trump did, 
and our Democratic colleagues turned 
it down. That leads me to wonder 
about their sincerity. Do they like this 
political issue more than they have a 
desire to find a solution to the prob-
lem? 

I agree that these young people, who 
through no fault of their own came to 
the United States because their par-
ents brought them here, are the most 
sympathetic and deserving cohort of 
immigrants in the country. I wish we 
could work together to come up with a 
solution. But at some point you have 
to wonder whether our Democratic col-
leagues prefer not to solve the problem 
but would rather try to portray this as 
a political football for partisan advan-
tage in the runup to the next election. 

That is tragic—toying with the lives 
of these young people, stoking their in-
security, telling them you are on their 
side but on the other hand voting 
against an offer to provide them a 
pathway toward citizenship. I don’t 
know how you reconcile those two po-
sitions. 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG COSTS 
Mr. President, on another matter, I 

introduced a bill with our colleague 
from Connecticut, Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, to address the rising 
costs at the pharmacy counter. Sen-
ator BLUMENTHAL is a Democrat. I am 
a Republican. He is from Connecticut. I 
am from Texas. But we both heard the 
same thing from our constituents: Pre-
scription drugs—particularly the out- 
of-pocket costs to consumers—are too 
high, especially with the huge 
deductibles and the huge copays under 
the Affordable Care Act. 

Over the last several months, we 
have dug into the reasons behind those 
high costs, and it is safe to say there is 
a lot that concerns us. 

One of the most egregious forms of 
abuse we have seen deals with the pat-

ent system. Under the patent system, 
if you come up with a new lifesaving 
drug, then you are guaranteed the ex-
clusive right to make and to sell that 
drug, and you are protected from any 
competition for a period of time. But 
after that period of time expires, what 
is supposed to happen is that generic 
alternatives are supposed to be avail-
able to compete and bring down the 
price for consumers. That is the case 
for 90 percent of the drugs we take. 

Our country offers the most robust 
protection in the world for intellectual 
property. We know companies are un-
likely to pour extensive time, money, 
and resources into developing these 
new cures unless, at the end of it, there 
is some reward. I get that, and I sup-
port that. 

But the patent system is designed to 
provide a limited time period during 
which the manufacturer can be the sole 
seller on the market before generic al-
ternatives can become available and 
before competitors can enter the mar-
ket. What is happening is that some 
companies are abusing that system and 
extending that period of exclusivity by 
filing tens—sometimes in excess of 100 
patents. 

In one case involving a drug called 
HUMIRA, which is one of the best sell-
ing drugs in the world, there are four 
approved competitors in Europe. In the 
United States, HUMIRA has in excess 
of 120 separate patents designed to 
crowd out and prevent any competition 
while maintaining their exclusivity in 
the marketplace. 

That is what is called the patent 
thicketing. It involves using intricate 
webs of patents to keep competition at 
bay for as long as possible, meaning 
that your profits and your exclusive 
rights to sell this drug are high. 

There is also something called prod-
uct hopping, which occurs when a com-
pany develops a reformulation of an ex-
isting drug about to lose its exclusivity 
and then pulls the original product off 
the market. This is done not because 
the new formula is more effective nec-
essarily but because pulling the origi-
nal drug off the market before it loses 
its exclusivity prevents generic com-
petitors. That is called product hop-
ping. 

The bill Senator BLUMENTHAL and I 
introduced aims to stop these anti- 
competitive behaviors, allow competi-
tors to come to market sooner, and 
bring down prices for consumers. The 
Affordable Prescriptions for Patients 
Act streamlines the litigation process 
by limiting the number of patents com-
panies can use when they are litigating 
their patent rights. Ultimately, we be-
lieve—and I believe it is borne out by 
the Congressional Budget Office scor-
ing—this would allow competitors to 
resolve patent issues faster and bring 
those generic drugs to market sooner. 
This is how we improve competition 
and lower prices without getting in the 
way of lifesaving innovation. 

The added benefit to this bill is the 
Federal savings it would provide for 
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taxpayers. The Congressional Budget 
Office says that this bill would lower 
Federal spending by more than half a 
billion dollars over 10 years. That is 
not a panacea, but it is a good start. 
This is just savings to the Federal Gov-
ernment for Medicare and Medicaid. 
There would undoubtedly be more sav-
ings for consumers who get their 
health coverage through private health 
insurance. 

It checks every box. It checks inno-
vation, increases competition, lowers 
prices for patients, and saves money 
for taxpayers. On top of that, this bill 
has a raft of bipartisan cosponsors. 
This is not a partisan bill; this is a bi-
partisan bill. In addition to Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, five other Democrats 
have endorsed the bill, including both 
the Democratic whip and the assistant 
Democratic leader. 

I am sure it comes as no surprise 
that this bill sailed through the Judici-
ary Committee without a single Sen-
ator voting against it. It was unani-
mous. During simpler times, it would 
have quickly passed the full Senate and 
moved on to the House for their consid-
eration and then gone on to the Presi-
dent for his signature. But we all know 
things aren’t quite that easy these 
days, and even bipartisan bills get 
caught up in the political crosshairs. 

According to a report in POLITICO, 
the minority leader from New York, 
Senator SCHUMER, is blocking this bill 
from passing in the Senate. He is 
blocking one of his own Member’s 
bills—and one to lower prescription 
drug prices, of all things. While the 
American people suffer from the crush 
of high costs at the pharmacy, he 
stonewalls, and it is to the detriment 
of just about everybody—except one 
group. 

I know there are some drug manufac-
turers that must be thrilled with his 
blocking the bill that would reduce 
their compensation and increase com-
petition. You see, the army of special 
interests who have been fighting my 
bill since day one when it was intro-
duced is ecstatic that the Democratic 
leader is blocking this bill, but I am 
not, and I don’t think the rest of the 
Senate is either because this is a non-
controversial, bipartisan bill. The only 
thing that Democrats are doing by con-
tinuing to hold up this bill is to carry 
water for one of Washington’s most 
prominent special interest groups. As 
long as they do, it will be to the det-
riment of the American people. 

I know this frustration is bipartisan 
because my friend Senator 
BLUMENTHAL is just as frustrated by 
this ridiculous holdup as I am. We have 
tried to reason with the minority lead-
er. We have tried to negotiate. We have 
tried to get him to allow the bill to 
come to the floor, but we have had no 
luck so far. 

Last week, I came to the Senate floor 
to ask unanimous consent to pass this 
bill, and what happened next felt like a 
scene from a bad made-for-TV political 
drama. The minority leader, who was 

unwilling to come to the floor and 
block the bill himself, tried to have 
one of the cosponsors of my bill do it 
for him, the Senator from Illinois. He 
would rather force his own member to 
block a popular bipartisan bill, which 
happens to have my name on it, than 
allow it to pass on its own. 

Well, as you can imagine, that didn’t 
go very well. So then it was on to plan 
B. They wanted to link the fate of our 
bill, which passed unanimously in the 
Judiciary Committee, with another bill 
that hasn’t even passed out of com-
mittee. 

The other bill was introduced by our 
friends, Senators Grassley and Durbin, 
and aims to provide greater trans-
parency on drug prices, something that 
is definitely needed, and I don’t object 
to it. But these bills are in very dif-
ferent places in the legislative process, 
and some Members on our side have 
concerns about a bill coming to the 
floor that hasn’t even been through the 
committee of jurisdiction. 

Now, to the minority leader this is 
just another creative way to stop pas-
sage of a noncontroversial bill and at-
tach a free rider onto the bill, which, in 
essence, is a poison pill. The result is 
the same. Nothing passes. 

As I said, the bill Senator 
BLUMENTHAL and I have introduced is 
bipartisan. It is not controversial. It 
went through regular order. Every 
member of the Judiciary Committee 
had a chance to vote on it, and no one 
voted against it. We checked on our 
side, and there is no objection. We have 
run a hotline on the Democratic side, 
only to find that the Democratic leader 
is the one himself who is blocking it. 

Well, unfortunately, politics, once 
again, has overwhelmed our collective 
good judgment and good sense. I know 
the Democratic leader doesn’t want 
any bills to pass that Republicans can 
use to tell their constituents that they 
are listening to their concerns and act-
ing on those concerns in the run up to 
the next election. He doesn’t really 
care about the merits of the legislation 
or that it would, in fact, help New 
Yorkers. It is politically inconvenient, 
and that, clearly, is his top priority. 

The American people deserve better. 
With the House working day and night 
to remove the President from office 
and the next election less than a year 
away, the opportunities for us to pass 
any sort of bipartisan legislation are 
getting slimmer and slimmer. 

I plan to return to the floor later this 
week with my colleague from Con-
necticut to ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed. If the Demo-
cratic leader is going to block the bill, 
I want it to be clear to the American 
people and the people who would ben-
efit from the passage of the bill being 
signed into law. I want them to see him 
do it and to hold him accountable for 
his misguided politics. 

I hope the minority leader will 
rethink his decision to block this bill 
so that we can all work together to de-
liver bipartisan results for our con-
stituents. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

The Senator from Nevada. 
NOMINATION OF CHAD F. WOLF 

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today in opposition to this administra-
tion’s nomination of Chad Wolf to be 
Under Secretary for Strategy, Policy, 
and Plans at the Department of Home-
land Security. I stand here today op-
posed not only to Mr. Wolf’s nomina-
tion but also to the way in which this 
administration is circumventing the 
constitutional requirement of advice 
and consent to make Mr. Wolf the head 
of the third largest Department in the 
Federal Government. 

By the President’s own admission, 
Mr. Wolf is slated to immediately be 
appointed to serve indefinitely in the 
position of Acting Secretary of Home-
land Security. Thus, our votes tonight 
and tomorrow are effectively to con-
firm Chad Wolf to be Acting Secretary 
of the entire Department of Homeland 
Security, despite limited vetting, no 
committee vote, and no confirmation 
hearing for this position. 

But this is about more than just an 
egregious attempt to bypass the Sen-
ate’s role of advice and consent for 
Cabinet nominees. Rather, this eve-
ning’s vote will advance a nominee who 
played an integral role in this adminis-
tration’s cruel family separation pol-
icy, and tonight’s vote is about the re-
fusal of this administration to address 
its treatment of detained children. 

That is why I was so disappointed to 
see cloture filed on Chad Wolf’s nomi-
nation. I placed a hold on Mr. Wolf’s 
nomination to be Under Secretary as a 
result of the ongoing humanitarian cri-
sis at the southern border, which began 
and grew during Mr. Wolf’s tenure as 
chief of staff to DHS Secretary Nielsen. 

Between July 2017 and June 2018, 
while Mr. Wolf held the position of 
chief of staff, 2,800 migrant children 
were separated from their parents and 
held in DHS custody under this admin-
istration’s cruel, so-called ‘‘zero toler-
ance’’ immigration policy. 

Even today, we don’t know the ex-
tent of the damage. Just last week, re-
ports identified 1,500 more children who 
were separated from their parents dur-
ing that time. We do, however, know 
from emails that Chad Wolf played a 
leading role in developing, suggesting, 
and implementing this inhumane pol-
icy. 

When I asked him if he had helped to 
develop the administration’s family 
separation policy, he said: ‘‘No, 
ma’am.’’ When I asked him if he had 
concerns with the policy of indefinitely 
separating children from their parents, 
Mr. Wolf said: ‘‘My job wasn’t to deter-
mine if it was the right or wrong pol-
icy.’’ 
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