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A great many talented and dedicated pro-
fessionals went far above and beyond the or-
dinary course of their duties to help the U.S.
Senate complete this unusual but essential
constitutional duty. This institution is not
good enough at saying ‘‘thank you,” let
alone after an undertaking of literally his-
toric proportions. We are grateful to all of
you for your work—these past days and
every day.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill 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the quorum call be rescinded.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. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SENATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the im-
peachment process that has consumed
our country over the last several
months is finally at an end. Every
Member of this Chamber has spent doz-
ens of hours, if not more, studying the
precedents, listening to the House
managers and the President’s legal
team as they presented their argu-
ments, including the testimony of 13
witnesses whose sworn testimony was
presented during the Senate trial.

In the end, the majority of the Sen-
ators agreed that President Trump
should be acquitted of the charges
brought by the House. No matter how
each Senator voted or felt about the
end result, I can hope that we would all
agree on one thing, and that is, it is
time to move forward.

Impeachment has paralyzed the work
of Congress for far too long, and we
can’t continue to allow the divisions
and partisan games that are associated
with it to prevent us from doing the
jobs we were sent here to do. We are 9
months away from the next election. I
think it is somewhere around 267 days,
if I am not mistaken. That is when the
American people will choose their next
President and vote on the direction of
the country. But until then, our con-
stituents expect us to use the remain-
der of the time we have here to find
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consensus where and when we can and
to make progress on issues that they
care most about.

For my constituents in Texas, the
No. 1 item on their list is prescription
drug pricing. I continue to hear from
my constituents in Texas who feel bur-
dened, confused, and down-right frus-
trated by rising costs at the pharmacy.
One of the reasons why I think that is
probably true is that under the Afford-
able Care Act deductibles have risen
and copays have ballooned, such that
consumers are now paying more out of
pocket for their prescription drugs
than ever before, because from all of
the negotiated deals between the phar-
maceutical manufacturers and the pre-
scription pharmacy benefit managers,
none of that savings directly goes into
the pocket of the consumer. So with in-
creased deductibles and with expanded
copays, my constituents, and, I dare
say, all of our constituents are feeling
more of that coming out of their pock-
et.

Medications that people have been
taking for years just keep getting more
and more expensive with no expla-
nation behind the increase. To me, the
No. 1 example of that is insulin. I sup-
port the role of our patent system to
protect research and development of
lifesaving and innovative drugs, that
people get a period of exclusivity—the
companies that bring them into the
market—a period of exclusivity so they
can recoup their sunk costs and per-
haps even make a profit, but there is
just simply no explanation for a drug
like insulin, that has been on the mar-
ket for so long, for people to see $1,200
and higher copays, as we heard in the
Senate Finance Committee hearing.

A mother talked about her young son
who was leaving the nest, so to speak,
but he was unable to meet the $1,200
copay. He was deferring decisions in his
life like buying a house and perhaps
even getting married because of the
burden of that copay. We must do bet-
ter, particularly on drugs that have
been on the market for a long, long
time, like insulin, that are so impor-
tant for treating conditions like diabe-
tes.

But perhaps the single most—well, it
is really the most common concern I
hear about is a drug called HUMIRA,
and that is perhaps because it is the
most widely prescribed drug in the
world. This drug is a miracle drug, to
be sure. It treats arthritis and a num-
ber of other immunodeficiency condi-
tions, and it has been available for 15
years.

Now, you typically think of an ex-
pensive drug as being one, as I said,
freshly on the market, which has just
completed costly research and develop-
ment, but a drug that has been around
15 years, can it be still protected by
those patents, even though it was sup-
posed to expire years earlier? Well, ap-
parently, it can.

Smart lawyers with pharmaceutical
manufacturers have figured a way to
impose what is known as patent thick-
ets. In other words, they can request
and get issued so many different pat-
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ents that they literally can prolong the
period in which a drug manufacturer
can claim exclusive right to the sales
of that drug.

AbbVie, the company that makes
HUMIRA, has figured this out. They
figured out how to game the patent
system so that no competition ever
comes to market, and they remain the
sole provider of this widely used drug.
Their playbook involves an intricate
maze of overlapping patents, which
make it nearly impossible for a com-
petitor to come to market.

Here is the best evidence of that.
Today there are five companies that
compete with HUMIRA in Europe, but
all are blocked from their competing
drugs being sold here in America until
2023. That is as a result of this patent
thicketing gamesmanship. The smart
lawyers at AbbVie have effectively
found loopholes that allow them to cre-
ate and maintain a monopoly.

Unfortunately, this isn’t the only ex-
ample of anticompetitive behavior in
the pharmaceutical industry. A num-
ber of my constituents have also told
me about their experience with a drug
called Namenda, which is used by pa-
tients with Alzheimer’s, a devastating
disease. Like other new drugs, it began
with an exclusivity period, where they
were the sole provider, but when that
period was coming to a close, the
drugmaker switched from a twice-daily
to a once-daily dose. Believe it or not,
that triggers a new patent application.
That move itself prevented phar-
macists from being able to switch pa-
tients to a lower cost generic, even
though it is just as effective, so the
company could continue to reap enor-
mous profits basically by just changing
from twice-a-day to once-a-day appli-
cation.

The enemy here is not our patent
system. It is the abuse of the patent
system by some pharmaceutical com-
panies—again, not all pharmaceutical
companies—but some in ways that di-
rectly harm the people we represent,
the American people.

Earlier this year, I introduced a bill
with my friend, the Democratic Sen-
ator from Connecticut, RICHARD
BLUMENTHAL, to take aim at some of
these corrupt practices. Our bill strikes
the delicate balance between pro-
tecting innovation while increasing
competition, and when it passes, it will
be a win for every American who has
felt the pain of sticker shock at the
pharmacy.

We know it takes a lot more than
good policy to get a bill turned into
law around here. It takes bipartisan-
ship. It takes broad consensus support
to get the green light from the appro-
priate committees and to pass them
through both Houses of the Senate.
Well, you would think a bill like this
that is bipartisan, has broad support,
passed unanimously out of the Judici-
ary Committee, and reduces Federal
spending would be a piece of cake to
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pass, but they haven’t been in the Sen-
ate during this period of our divisive-
ness.

The senior Senator from New York,
the Democratic leader, has refused to
let this bill pass without a Broadway-
scale production of other unrelated leg-
islation. Back in November, I came to
the floor to ask that this bill be passed
by unanimous consent—again, since it
had passed unanimously out of the Ju-
diciary Committee, and we had
hotlined the bill to see if there were
any other objections in the Senate and
found none.

Well, in the month that followed,
after the senior Senator from New
York objected to passing that bill, I
didn’t hear a single word from the Sen-
ator who had concerns about it, but
when I came to the floor to ask that
the bill be passed again, the senior Sen-
ator from New York, the Democratic
leader, blocked it again. He doesn’t
think it is bad policy. In fact, he ad-
mitted it is a good bill. He is not ob-
jecting to it because it is somehow a
partisan bill that hasn’t gone through
the regular order or would increase the
national debt. As I said, none of these
things are true of this legislation.

The only reason the senior Senator
from New York, the Democratic leader,
objected to this bill is because he is en-
gaging in the kind of politics and
gamesmanship that really gives Wash-
ington, DC, a bad name. It is true that
my name, like a third of the Senators’
names, will be on the ballot in Novem-
ber, and Senator SCHUMER, apparently,
is willing to punish his constituents in
New York State by not allowing this
bill to pass because he wants to make
sure that nobody whose name is on the
ballot, who happens to be a Republican,
can claim any sort of advantage by get-
ting a win, legislatively.

Well, unfortunately, while he is play-
ing those sort of politics and games,
his own constituents are being harmed,
and the American people are being de-
prived of the benefits of this bipartisan
legislation. We saw this mentality dur-
ing the President’s impeachment trial
too. We saw how the Democratic leader
staged vote after vote—not because he
felt like he had a shot at getting a con-
viction of President Trump and a re-
moval but strictly to make Senators
whose names were going to be on the
ballot in 2020 look bad. He wanted to
get the best 30-second TV spot he could
possibly get against all Republican
Senators running in 2020.

He knew he was going to lose on the
main impeachment vote, so he focused
on the one thing that has eluded him
for many years, and that is, his aspira-
tion to become the next majority lead-
er. Now, in his bid to become the next
majority leader, our colleague from
New York is blocking a bill that would
bring down drug prices not only in the
State of Texas but in New York as well
and every other State around the coun-
try.

I wonder what the Senator’s con-
stituents in New York are telling him
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about blocking bipartisan legislation
that would actually benefit them. This
is at the same time that they are try-
ing to figure out how do they pay the
higher copay or deductible for their
prescriptions at the pharmacy. We are
not even a month and a half into the
new year, and drug prices are already
on the rise, with an average increase of
6 percent. HUMIRA, which I mentioned
earlier, has already gone up 7.4 percent.

So it is clear to me that this problem
is not going to go away, and the time
to act is now. I would encourage the
Democratic leader to stop blocking the
bill that his conference Member Sen-
ator BLUMENTHAL of Connecticut and I
have introduced, so we can address
these rising costs and provide some
much needed relief for our constitu-
ents.

My constituents have asked me:
What does Congress intend to do be-
tween now and the election? I usually
mention: Well, we can deal with the
prescription drugs, and we can help
bring down the out-of-pocket costs.
Hopefully, we can pass a highway infra-
structure bill that we are working on,
one that passed unanimously out of the
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee under the leadership of Sen-
ators Barrasso and Carper, but the
third thing I think we ought to be able
to do—and really it is a shame it has
taken this long to act—is we need to
take actions to confront the rising
healthcare risks associated with e-
cigarettes.

E-CIGARETTES

In December, I visited the University
of North Texas Health Science Center
in Fort Worth to learn more about the
danger of e-cigarettes, particularly
among adolescents. I heard from a
young Texan named Anna Carey, who
used to be among the many students at
her high school using e-cigarettes. Like
SO many young people across the coun-
try, she became addicted. That is the
point. E-cigarettes are not harmless.
They deliver nicotine, which is an ad-
dictive drug, into your body, and that
is the point of the e-cigarette.

The one advantage it does have over
tobacco is you don’t have to burn it,
which also produces carcinogenic by-
products of combustion, but like so
many people in the country, Anna be-
came addicted, and it didn’t take her
long to experience severe health con-
sequences as a result of the use of this
product.

The once active 16-year-old became
extremely lethargic and would experi-
ence random and severe chest pain.
Eventually, she was admitted to Cook
Children’s Hospital in Fort Worth and
diagnosed with chemical-induced pneu-
monia in both her lungs. She said that
was her wake-up call. Anna quit using
e-cigarettes, and I am glad to report
she has made a full recovery. Others
have not been so lucky.

She now shares her story in an effort
to raise awareness and prevent other
young people her age from going down
the same path, but we can’t let young
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people like Anna lead this fight alone.
We need to do more in Washington to
do our job. This has been a high pri-
ority for Members on both sides of the
aisle. One of our colleagues on the
HELP Committee, the Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee, continues to work to address
this health challenge.

The most effective way to prevent
adolescents from facing the harmful
consequences of these devices is to stop
them from getting addicted in the first
place. A recent survey found that one-
third of underage e-cigarette users
bought them over the internet, where
it is easy to skirt the age require-
ments. That has to change. It has al-
ready changed for tobacco. We just
want to apply the same standard to e-
cigarettes.

I have introduced a bill with the Sen-
ator from California, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
to protect our children from becoming
addicted to the nicotine produced by e-
cigarettes, and I hope we will be able to
make progress on this legislation soon.

As 1 said, e-cigarettes and tobacco
are on totally different playing fields
when it comes to online purchases. For
traditional cigarettes, there are clear
guardrails in place to prevent minors
from using online purchases to skirt
the age requirements. At the time of
delivery, the buyer has to sign and
show an ID proving their age, which
just makes sense. You are required to
show an ID when you purchase ciga-
rettes at a gas station or convenience
store, and online purchases should be
the same, but in the case of e-ciga-
rettes, it is different. Anyone, no mat-
ter how old or young, can go online and
buy e-cigarettes and have them deliv-
ered to their front door without the
legal requirement of an ID, and you
better believe that too many young
people are taking advantage of that
loophole without really fully under-
standing the dangers they are sub-
jecting themselves to.

A recent survey found that about
one-third of underage e-cigarette users
bought them online. This legislation
would change that. It wouldn’t add ad-
ditional requirements. It would simply
apply the same requirements for the
online sale of traditional cigarettes to
e-cigarettes.

As I said, this bill has broad bipar-
tisan support, as you think it would.
So I am hopeful we can pass it and get
it to the President’s desk soon so we
can address this wave of addiction
among our young people.

With impeachment in the rearview
mirror, I hope the Senate will come to-
gether and cross these critical items
off of our to-do list. Our constituents,
the American people, will benefit.

We have a lot of work to do and a lot
of work we can and should get done be-
tween now and the election in Novem-
ber, so I hope we will be able to make
some progress.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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