&
H3580

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Bass
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bono
Boozman
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clyburn
Coble
Combest
Condit
Costello
Cox

Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge

[Roll No. 232]
YEAS—360

Evans
Everett
Farr
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hill
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kind (WI)
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
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Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica

Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Miller, Jeff
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Osborne

Ose

Otter

Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor

Paul

Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schakowsky

Schiff Strickland Upton
Schrock Stump Visclosky
Scott Stupak Walden
Sensenbrenner Sullivan Walsh
Shaw Sununu Wamp
Sherman Sweeney Waters
Shgrwood Tancredo Watson (CA)
Shimkus Tanner Watt (NC)
Shows Tauscher W

N atts (OK)
Shuster Tauzin Waxman
Simmons Taylor (MS) X
Simpson Terry Weiner
Skeen Thomas Weldon (FL)
Skelton Thompson (CA) ~ Weldon (PA)
Slaughter Thompson (MS) Weller
Smith (MI) Thornberry Whitfield
Smith (NJ) Thune Wicker
Smith (TX) Thurman Wilson (SC)
Smith (WA) Tiahrt Wolf
Snyder Tiberi Woolsey
Solis Tierney wWu
Souder Toomey Wynn
Spratt Turner Young (AK)
Stark Udall (CO) Young (FL)
Stearns Udall (NM)
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Bachus Gilman Portman
Baker Gutierrez Pryce (OH)
Barton Herger Putnam
Becerra Hilleary Quinn
Berman Hilliard Rangel
Blagojevich Hinchey Riley
Bonior Honda Rothman
Borski Horn Roukema
Boswell Israel Rush
Brady (PA) Jenkins Ryun (KS)
Brown (FL) Jones (OH) Sanders
Callahan Kaptur Sandlin
Cannon Kilpatrick Serrano
Carson (OK) King (NY) Sessions
Clement Kingston Shadegg
Collins Lantos Shays
Conyers Lipinski Stenholm
Cooksey Matsui Taylor (NC)
Crowley McInnis Towns
DeLauro McKeon Traficant
Dooley Millender- Velazquez
Fattah McDonald Vitter
Ferguson Nadler Watkins (OK)
Ford Payne Wexler
Gallegly Phelps Wilson (NM)
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK. Madam Speaker, due to
official business in my District, | was unable to
record my votes scheduled for June 17, 2002.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yea”
on the following rollcall votes: On Approving
the Journal (rollcall No. 230); H. Con. Res.
415, Recognizing National Homeownership
Month (rollcall No. 231); and H. Con. Res.
340, Supporting the Goals and Ideals of Men-
ingitis Awareness Month (rollcall No. 232).

———

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 2(c)(1) OF RULE XII ON A
BILL INCLUDING A PROPOSAL
TO PROVIDE A PRESCRIPTION
DRUG BENEFIT PLAN

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the require-
ment of clause 2(c)(1) of rule XII not
apply to a bill that includes a proposal
to provide a prescription drug benefit
plan.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

—————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3686

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that my
name be removed as a cosponsor of
H.R. 3686.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

————
2002 WORLD CUP

(Mr. WALSH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WALSH. Madam Speaker, at the
2002 World Cup in Korea, what began as
a singular and stunning event, the U.S.
Men’s team victory over Portugal, has
become prologue for its current run
into the quarter finals. No American
men’s national team has ever reached
this point nor achieved such success.

Last night, our guys convincingly de-
feated their arch rival and fellow North
Americans, Mexico, 2-0. Mexico also
had a remarkable run through group
play, emerging undefeated, that is
until last night.

Coach Arena, once again, put a team
on the field that played with convic-
tion and with class. While Mexico
dominated possession, our team was
opportunistic scoring on all its best
chances. Goalkeeper Brad Friedel was
once again outstanding, as was overall
team defense.

Next up, Friday morning, 7:30 a.m.
BEastern Standard Time, mighty Ger-
many, a team that is, again, one of the
favorites. France, Argentina, Portugal,
and now Mexico have gone home and
our team is still playing. Can Germany
be next? Join a billion other people for
breakfast in Korea. Support our guys
Friday morning.

—
0 1915

CONGRATULATIONS TO U.S.
SOCCER TEAM

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, as a less-than-proficient soc-
cer player, and probably a less-than-
proficient soccer fan, let me also add
my accolades to the United States soc-
cer team. There are millions of soccer
players in the United States, Little
Leaguers, and large soccer clubs. Let
us applaud our U.S. soccer team for its
good sportsmanship and its out-
standing accomplishment of reaching
the quarter finals.

I hope all Members recognize that
sometimes it is lonely to play far, far
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away from the United States; but those
young men have done an outstanding
job. Congratulations, and we wish them
the best as they go forward to the next
level. I believe we may just be the win-
ners.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. THURMAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. THURMAN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FILNER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

PRESCRIPTION DRUG PRICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, 1
rise tonight to talk about an issue that
the House is going to be addressing in
the next several weeks. We are going to
start having hearings, I understand,
later this week or early next week on
the issue of prescription drugs. What I
want to talk about tonight is the dif-
ference between what Americans pay
for prescription drugs and what con-
sumers in the rest of the world pay.

I have on my Website a chart which
is absolutely eye-opening when one
looks at the differences for the 15 most
commonly prescribed drugs, what we
pay in the United States versus what
they pay in Europe, and let me give
one example. My father is 83 years old.
He takes a drug called Coumadin,
which is a blood thinner, and one of the
most commonly prescribed drugs in the
United States.

In the United States, the average
price for a 30-day supply of Coumadin
is $64.80. That exact same drug made in
the same plant under the same FDA
approval sells in Europe for $15.80. It is
four times more expensive in the
United States. That pattern repeats
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itself with drug after drug after drug. A
few years ago when we first started
doing this research, the price for a 30-
day supply of Coumadin in the United
States was not $68, it was $38. It has
gone up by approximately $30 in a little
over 2.5 years. That is being repeated.

Last year the amount that Ameri-
cans spent on prescription drugs went
up almost 19 percent. That is at a time
when the average Social Security re-
cipient received an increase of only 3.5
percent.

It is outrageous. And I am not here
to blame the pharmaceutical industry.
I am not here to say, shame on the
pharmaceutical industry. They have
really done some marvelous things, and
we all enjoy better health today
thanks to the pharmaceutical industry.

I think we need to pay for the re-
search, but what we are finding out
more and more is not only do we pay
for the research, we pay for the adver-
tising, the marketing. We are paying
for a tremendous amount of overhead,
and they still are the most profitable
industry listed on the New York Stock
Exchange. Almost any way it is meas-
ured, they are the most profitable.

The American consumer is sub-
sidizing the pharmaceutical industry
essentially in three ways: First of all,
we subsidize them in the amount that
we spend on basic research through the
NIH, the Science Foundation, other
groups that are doing research. We are
subsidizing basic research in the
United States by over $20 billion a
year. That is through the taxpayers.

Then we subsidize them in the Tax
Code. When they talk about how much
they spend on research, that is not ex-
actly the whole story, because when
they spend that money on research, at
least they can write it off on the bot-
tom line. Most of these companies are
extremely profitable, in the 50 percent
tax bracket. Half of their research
costs, at least, are written off. In some
cases they qualify for investment tax
credits, and so they get dollar for dol-
lar. In other words, they write off all of
the expense on the Tax Code.

The third way we subsidize the phar-
maceutical industry is in the prices we
pay. Conservatively, we could save
American consumers 35 percent if we
simply do what we do with virtually
every other product, and that is open
up the American market so Americans
would have access to drugs at world
market prices. My vision is that the
average consumer should be able to go
to their local pharmacy, deal with
their local pharmacist, and have this
option. If their drug has to come from
the American inventory, then they
would have to pay the American price,
whatever that is, and we will let the
pharmaceutical industry decide that.

But if the pharmaceutical industry is
willing to sell drugs like Cipro, for ex-
ample, for half the price in Germany,
and that is made by a German com-
pany, Bayer. Bayer makes it in Ger-
many, and they will sell it in Germany
for half the price that they sell it for
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here in the United States. If that is the
case, at least allow that consumer to
say to their pharmacist, is there a way
we can place this order over the Inter-
net and save some money? Then the
pharmacist could say, I can order this
out of a pharmaceutical supply oper-
ation out of Paris, France; Geneva,
Switzerland, and you can save 50 per-
cent, whatever the number is.

The reason this becomes important is
our own Congressional Budget Office is
estimating that American seniors over
the next 10 years will spend $1.8 tril-
lion.

Madam Speaker, if we are correct, by
allowing open markets, free markets,
we believe in NAFTA, GATT, free
trade, except where American con-
sumers could save the most, if we
would just simply open our markets
and allow that kind of competition, we
could save American consumers $630
billion over the next 10 years.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——————

H.R. 3250, CODE TALKERS
RECOGNITION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from South Dakota (Mr.
THUNE) is recognized for 56 minutes.
Mr. THUNE. Madam Speaker, my

State of South Dakota has had a long
history that extends back before the
founding of our country by western ex-
plorers, back to a time when buffalo
roamed the land and Native American
culture was the way of life. Regret-
tably, the important and revered cul-
ture of these great people was nearly
erased from American history.

However, at a time when Sioux Indi-
ans were discouraged from practicing
their native culture, a few brave men
used their language to help change the
course of our Nation’s history. These
men are known as the Sioux code talk-
ers. They served our country with dis-
tinction in both the Pacific and Euro-
pean theaters of World War II. These
code talkers used their Lakota, Dakota
and Nakota dialects to send coded com-
munications that the enemy was un-
able to crack.

They were often sent out on their
own to communicate with head-
quarters regarding enemy location and
strength without protection from the
enemy. Sometimes they spent over 24
hours in headphones without sleep or
food, in terrible conditions.

Today, military commanders credit
the code talkers with saving the lives
of countless American soldiers and
being instrumental to the success of
the United States military during
World War II.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-03T23:12:53-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




