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level of their advertising budgets and
their level of inducements offered to
prescribing physicians.

This Member firmly believes that
many of the safety issues which oppo-
nents have brought to the forefront in
this debate are really red herrings. The
real issue is the prices Americans pay
for the medicines they need.

According to a recent Washington
Post-ABC News poll, there is strong
support for opening drug markets, de-
spite warnings by FDA that it cannot
guarantee the safety of these life-sav-
ing medicines. Even with the possi-
bility of a drug safety issue being men-
tioned in the question, more than two-
thirds, or 69 percent of respondents,
said it should be legal for Americans to
buy prescription drugs from Canada or
other industrialized countries. In fact,
12 percent of those surveyed said that
they or a family member had pur-
chased prescription drugs from Canada
or other country in order to obtain a
better price.

The reimportation debate is not a
battle of right versus left, it is a battle
of right versus wrong. It is simply
wrong to require Americans to pay the
world’s highest prices for prescription
drugs, so they thereby can subsidize
consumers everywhere else on earth to
generate the research, advertising and
profit revenues for pharmaceutical
companies.

As a Member of Congress serving in
the people’s House, this Member has a
responsibility to do what is right for
Nebraskans and all Americans. This
Member supports prescription drug re-
importation because Americans de-
serve access to quality drugs at world
market prices and reimportation seems
to be the only solution immediately
available to reduce the gross over-
charge of American consumers for pre-
scription drugs.

A typically cynical comment was
made by an unnamed health care lob-
byist found in the November 1, 2003,
Congressional Quarterly Weekly re-
garding the Medicare bill and the like-
lihood that the final bill will include
importation provisions that will never
be implemented. The unnamed source
is quoted as saying, ‘“You tell them
that this will only kick in after FDA
has appropriated $100 million for border
safety, or FDA has a counterfeit, tam-
per-resistant device packaging system
in place.”” The lobbyist concluded,
“Whatever the trigger is, just say it
will never be met.”

Mr. Speaker, there have been rumors
that the Medicare conference report
will come out of committee with a drug
reimportation provision which will
contain language under which the FDA
can say they cannot responsibly or le-
gally implement, as they did on two
previous congressional efforts to pro-
vide for prescription drug reimporta-
tion. This is unacceptable.

Governor Rod Blagojevich, our
former colleague in the House, is ask-
ing the FDA to allow lllinois to explore
a plan to import approved medications
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from Canada, and knows this issue
well. He recently said, “It is awfully
hard to stop an idea whose time has
come.” He is absolutely right in that
assessment. Americans will find a way
to buy FDA-approved drugs from
abroad, either legally or illegally. The
FDA needs to face the fact and get on
with the method of discharging its re-
sponsibilities given those realities.

Mr. Speaker, there is a serious call
for action from the American people.
We must open the drug markets so
Americans can obtain the prescription
drugs they need when they need them
most and at affordable prices.

Mr. Speaker, 1 include for the
RECORD an article published in the Los
Angeles Times today entitled, ““Open
Door to Drug Imports.”

[From the Los Angeles Times, Nov. 6, 2003]

OPEN DOOR TO DRUG IMPORTS

In the 2002 election cycle, the U.S. drug in-
dustry gave political candidates nearly $30
million. For the 2004 cycle it has already
spent more than $3 million, two-thirds of it
on GOP members of Congress. The industry
is getting a good return on its money. Bush
administration officials and sympathetic
legislators are still trying to add a $400-bil-
lion drug benefit to Medicare that prohibits,
not just omits, cost controls. House and Sen-
ate conferees have proposed forbidding the
federal government to negotiate better
prices, as such countries as Canada and agen-
cies as the Department of Veterans Affairs
do.

The glimmer of good news is that at least
one consumer-friendly reform may survive.
The conferees, pressured by state and local
leaders, last week began considering an
amendment to let consumers buy drugs di-
rectly and more cheaply from Canada.

The Bush administration and most legisla-
tors on the conference committee, including
some Democrats, say it is dangerous to le-
galize drug purchases from Canada. They
echo Food and Drug Administration head
Mark B. McClellan’s line that the agency
can’t guarantee the safety of drugs that
aren’t manufactured, stored and distributed
under FDA guidelines. McClellan says he
fears tampering by shippers as well. Canada,
however, has one of the world’s most strin-
gent pharmaceutical quality oversight sys-
tems. As for adulteration in shipping, that
can happen in any mail-order operation.

Californians are right to ask why importa-
tion from Mexico, which also has lower
prices than the U.S., was excluded. Legisla-
tors argue that Mexico’s prescription drug
oversight is too lax, but it's also because
strong proponents of drug importation—
Reps. Bernard Sanders (1-VT.), Gil Gut-
knecht (R-Minn.) and Jo Ann Emerson (R-
Mo.)—are in states closer to Canada.

A temporary solution, which the Canada
measure would be, is better than no solution.
Plenty of individuals and even municipali-
ties are already importing from Canada,
mostly over the Internet. Legalizing the
practice would allow for better safety regu-
lations.

On Tuesday, two top negotiators on the
conference committee, Rep. Bill Thomas (R-
Bakersfield) and Sen. Edward M. Kennedy
(D-Mass.), said the Medicare drug benefit was
“on life support,” imperiled by partisan dis-
agreements. That’s good news, because the
bill would create a gigantic, cost-ineffective
benefits shaped behind closed conference
doors.

Regional leaders whose budgets are being
busted by drug prices—including Minnesota
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Gov. Tim Pawlenty and New York City
Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg, both Repub-
licans—are pressuring the conferees to pass
the Canada measure even if a larger Medi-
care drug benefit dies. As Pawlenty recently
framed the issue: “There’s a rebellion brew-
ing across America. It is the prescription
drug equivalent of the Boston Tea Party.”

————

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

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

———

WHAT IS THE PLAN IN IRAQ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
today the President signed the bill tak-
ing $87 billion to deal with Iraq.

I will include for the RECORD an arti-
cle from the Everett Herald entitled,
“Parents Who Protested War Mourn
Death of Soldier Son.”” This man from
my district leaves behind a wife who is
pregnant to deliver in 1 month and two
small girls.

As we held the memorial service
today for the 15 troops that were killed
on Sunday in Irag when one of our Chi-
nook helicopters went down, | could
not help thinking about the memorial
service that will be held for the person
who died last night and the one who
died this morning, and there will be
more and more. The memorial service
for Benjamin Colgan from my district
is down the road yet.

This morning | spoke about the
President’s need to present a plan for
stopping the bloodshed. As far as we
know, there is no plan. Our experience
shows us there was no or little plan-
ning about what would happen after
the military action stopped. They have
never stopped because there was no
plan. Now, apparently we are going to
sit in Irag while the President con-
tinues to say ‘“‘bring ’em on’ until the
war on terror is won, until Iraq has free
enterprise, until Iraq has good roads,
until Iraq loves Americans. Well, it is
not going to happen.

The war on terror is much like the
war on drugs or the war on poverty, we
have to keep at it, but we are not going
to defeat the enemy and get a sur-
render sign on the battleship Missouri.
If the President says we are going to
keep troops in lIraq until the war on
terror is over, then the President is
planning to keep troops in Iraq forever.

Maybe the lIraqis are ingrates or fool-
ish, or maybe they are reacting like
people have reacted since time imme-
morial to occupations. Many have la-
mented the way the President squan-
dered the good will of the nations of
the world after September 11. Now, the
President is squandering the goodwill
of the Iraqi people, most of whom were
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happy to have Saddam Hussein re-
moved.

I did not, and I still do not, believe
that removing a foreign dictator is suf-
ficient reason for the United States to
invade another country. If it were, we
would be invading dozens of countries.
But the fact is that removal of Saddam
Hussein was a gain for the Iragi people
and the United States for a short time
had their gratitude. Now, that we have
moved from being liberators to occu-
piers, that gratitude is fast drying up.

Our troops are not safe. Our leaders
have gone to such lengths to identify
nongovernmental groups like the Red
Cross and Doctors Without Borders
that they are not safe either, and they
are leaving. The status quo is not sus-
tainable. We need to plan what will re-
place the status quo.

What | fear is that in the absence of
a plan, we will stumble down the path
with a paper Constitution in December
and an improvised election which will
signal our withdrawal, and will leave
Iraq in chaos because we did not bring
the United Nations in to set things up.

J 2030

Mr. Speaker, we need a plan. We need
to know what the benchmarks are,
what the goals are, what the test is
about when we will leave. | think that
the President’s case for war was shod-
dy. | think the planning for the post-
war period was shoddy or perhaps non-
existent. With body bags arriving in
Dover virtually every day, we cannot
afford a shoddy, years-long occupation.
Americans are targeted in lraq in a
way that United Nations blue helmets
would not be, in a way that a force
from countries in the region would not
be, in a way that we cannot sustain.

We have to plan to get out, sooner
rather than later. It is the only chance
for Iraq to have a fresh start, and it is
the only chance for a lot of young
Americans to come back alive. To fail
to do this, to lay out the plan, what we
are going to do and how we are going
to get out so that the whole world can
see, is the only hope of getting the
Iragis to stop Kkilling our people. The
failure to do that, the stonewalling by
our President and taking the money we
gave him, $87 billion more to keep on
doing what he is doing, we are in for a
long siege.

[Published on HeraldNet.com, Nov. 5, 2003]
PARENTS WHO PROTESTED WAR MOURN DEATH
OF SOLDIER SON
MAN WAS BECOMING SKEPTICAL OF U.S.
SITUATION IN IRAQ

KENT.—As a boy, Benjamin Colgan
marched with his parents in peace protests.

Joseph and Pat Colgan, 62 and 60, respec-
tively, whose activism dates from the Viet-
nam War, were surprised when their son en-
listed in the Army. But they continued to
support him, even as they opposed the war in
Iraq.

0?1 Monday, their worst fears came true.
Colgan, 30, a second lieutenant, the father of
two young daughters with a third child due
next month, died Saturday when a roadside
bomb exploded as he responded to a rocket-
propelled grenade attack in Baghdad, the De-
fense Department said.
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A U.S. flag hung outside the family’s home
Monday. Funeral arrangements were pend-
ing.

\?Vord came with a knock on the door at the
Colgans’ home.

““I saw the cross on his lapel pin and | said,
‘No, not my son! Not my son!”” his mother
said.

“There will be many people experiencing
the same thing,”” she added. “This war, it
shouldn’t be.””

Benjamin Colgan was assigned to the 2nd
Battalion, 3rd Field Artillery Regiment, 1st
Armored Division.

His parents were concerned when he gave a
dim appraisal of Baghdad in an e-mail Fri-
day.

‘¥What raised a red flag was when he said,
‘It’s getting real old and getting real
crazy,’” his father said.

As a young child, he had joined his parents
on marches to protest nuclear weapons at
Naval Submarine Base Bangor. Then, to pay
for college, he enlisted in the Army after
graduation from Mount Rainier High School
in Des Moines in 1991.

“That was hard, but you support your chil-
dren,” his mother said.

She and her husband joined protest
marches again against the war in Iraq this
year.

They tied a yellow ribbon around the
maple in their front yard, a tree they had
planted when Benjamin Colgan was born. On
Monday, they replaced it with a black rib-
bon.

Benjamin Colgan initially planned to be-
come a medic, but joined the Special Forces
and then Delta Force, the military’s most
elite and secretive unit.

He left to attend officer candidate school,
was assigned to the 1st Armored Division in
Germany after graduation, and hoped to re-
turn to Delta Force after earning his cap-
tain’s bars, his father said.

His mother says his death has only
strengthened her position against the war.

“People keep asking, ‘Are the lragis better
off?’”” she said. “What we have to start ask-
ing is, ‘Are we better off?” And we’re not.
We’re losing our children.”

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the
House. His 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.)

————

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.)

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

(Mr. POMEROY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas addressed the House. Her re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.)

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——————

COMMEMORATING VETERANS’ DAY
2003

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CUMMINGS) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the sub-
ject of my Special Order tonight.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I rise with fellow Members of the
Congressional Black Caucus and other
Members of Congress to salute this Na-
tion’s veterans in commemoration of
Veterans’ Day next Tuesday. Mr.
Speaker, it is a very special day for so
many of our men and women who have
given their blood, their sweat, and
their tears to defend the lives that we
live in this country. Many of them
have given their lives standing up for
what America is all about.

And so it gives me great honor to
yield 20 minutes to my distinguished
colleague from the great State of Mis-
souri and the ranking member of the
House Armed Services Committee,
Congressman IKE SKELTON, for his re-
marks.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, let me
first thank my friend and colleague
from Maryland for the honor of ad-
dressing the House at this moment. |
much appreciate it.

Mr. Speaker, recent press reports
have indicated that the administration
is planning to begin the withdrawal of
American forces from Iraq in the
spring of 2004. Based on recent visits to
my congressional district in Missouri, |
believe such a move would be very po-
litically popular. Overwhelmingly, the
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