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decision by next Monday, then they
know when they do make a decision,
they are going to be penalized 6 or 7
percent on the premiums they are
going to pay. Either way, they are
going to get hit, through no fault of
their own.

If only we would show some compas-
sion here. As I said, as the Senator was
coming to the floor, you do not have to
take this Senator’s position and delay
it all the way to the end of the year.
Why don’t we get some compassion and
delay it a few months so that, again,
the groups that are out there that are
trying to advise the seniors—one of the
major concerns of the senior citizens is
getting the health care they need; and
prescription drugs today means so
much to them, indeed, to us, as well,
with regard to the quality of life we are
privileged to have not compassionately
extend this deadline a few months in
order to give some relief?

Yet we come to the floor, we try to
do that, and we are prohibited through
a parliamentary procedure of filling
the amendment tree so that we cannot
offer these amendments, whether it be
this one or the one I spoke about ear-
lier which is to correct the deficiency
of the Enzi bill and have some provi-
sion for regulation of insurance compa-
nies in health insurance.

Mr. KENNEDY. I understand the
President is in his home State today.
Given the track record of the adminis-
tration and the mismanagement of the
prescription drug program and the fact
that there is genuine concern and con-
fusion among seniors, what reason did
the administration give you for not fol-
lowing your extremely reasonable,
sound suggestion that could make a
difference for seniors all over the coun-
try?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I thank the
distinguished Senator for his question.
The answer is, I have asked representa-
tives of the administration in two dif-
ferent committees this same question.
The answer comes Dback, cold-
heartedly: We have a deadline. We have
to enforce that deadline or people will
not make a decision.

I understand the necessity of a dead-
line. The nature of human beings is
that we often procrastinate. But there
are compassionate exceptions that
ought to be considered. This is one.
Coming from a State, as I do, with a
high percentage of our population
made up of senior citizens, this cer-
tainly ought to be a compassionate ex-
ception.

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator yield
for a question?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I am happy
to yield to the distinguished assistant
minority leader.

Mr. DURBIN. I understand we are
only about 5 days away from the dead-
line for people to sign up for Medicare
prescription Part D. I know the Sen-
ator has joined me and others in sug-
gesting this program could have been
done differently, a lot fairer, a lot sim-
pler, could have more competition so
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that seniors would have had even lower
drug prices. Sadly, major parts of it
were written by the pharmaceutical in-
dustry and by the insurance industry.

I know the Senator from Florida has
spoken to many seniors, as I have, and
knows that as they have tried to under-
stand the program and sign up for it,
some of them have been overwhelmed.
In Illinois, there are over 45 different
programs from which to choose. I
talked to pharmacists, who are a good
source of information, who tell me the
seniors come in, throw up their hands,
and say: What are we supposed to do?

I ask the Senator from Florida, when
you reflect on the fact that there are
some 35.8 million Medicare bene-
ficiaries who have drug coverage, ac-
cording to the administration, isn’t it
true that 70 percent of those people—
more than 26 million—already had pre-
scription drug coverage before this pro-
gram was underway? And of the 16 mil-
lion who previously did not have cov-
erage, about 10 million or so have
signed up. So we still have about 6 mil-
lion of the 16 we were trying to sign up
for drug coverage—sounds to me like a
substantial percentage, 6 million—who
have not signed up at this point, about
40 percent. They are facing a penalty.

Do I understand the Senator from
Florida has joined with others, includ-
ing myself, in legislation extending the
deadline for signing up, also saying to
the seniors: If you made a mistake in
choosing a program, we will give you a
makeover, a do over, so that you can
change the program within 1 year with-
out penalty? I ask the Senator to ex-
plain.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. The distin-
guished Senator from Illinois under-
stands correctly. If the deadline were
extended until the end of the year, the
administration’s own figures are that
an additional 1 million-plus senior citi-
zens would sign up of that group of 6 or
7 million. If that is a million seniors
who would not suffer the economic
hardship of an additional 6 or 7 percent
penalty or the economic hardship of
not being able to have the right drug
they need because they signed up with
a mistaken decision of a wrong for-
mulary, then is that not worth it for
the sake of the senior citizens to grant
a compassionate extension?

Mr. DURBIN. I ask the Senator from
Florida, does he believe, as I do, that if
we would have allowed the Medicare
Program to bargain with the drug com-
panies to get, by bulk discount, the
lowest prices for seniors, just the way
the Veterans Administration does, that
the end result would have been at least
one kind of standard program, Medi-
care Program, with lower prices which
other private companies could have
competed with, if they chose? Wouldn’t
that have offered the lowest price to
the seniors and one simple standard
program to turn to if they had any
doubts about the right choice?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. The Senator
is correct. As a matter of fact, it is
something the Federal Government has
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been doing for over two decades in the
Veterans Administration. The Vet-
erans Administration buys prescription
drugs in bulk. As a result, the cost to
veterans is $7 per month for their pre-
scription drugs. Using the law of eco-
nomics in the private free market-
place, buying drugs in bulk, you can
negotiate the price down. But when
this body passed the prescription drug
bill 3 years ago, Medicare, the Federal
Government, was prohibited from pur-
chasing in bulk and negotiating the
price down.

Mr. DURBIN. How much time re-
mains, Mr. President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Less
than 1 minute.

Mr. DURBIN. The administration has
argued the reason they didn’t let Medi-
care bargain down in bulk discounts is
because they wanted the market to
work its will. Am I correct in remem-
bering that they also appropriated hun-
dreds of billions of dollars to subsidize
the insurance companies that were
going to offer this? Is that kind of mas-
sive Federal subsidy consistent with
free market economics?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. The Sen-
ator’s point is not only correct, but it
is so pointed that anyone who hears it
should suddenly say: Ouch.

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Senator.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I yield the floor.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ISAK-
SON). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business until 2
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak
for up to 10 minutes each; further, that
this time be equally divided and upon
the conclusion at 2 p.m. the Senate ma-
jority leader be recognized.

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, as
I understand, we are in a period of
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). The Senator is correct.
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Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President,
for those Americans who believe the
Senate was going to have a debate this
week on health care policy—and they
have been watching the activities in
the Senate this morning—they must be
mystified about how and whether we
are going to have a debate at all. We
will know the answer to that at 2
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