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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, July 20, 1999
The House met at 9 a.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. WILSON).

f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 20, 1999.

I hereby appoint the Honorable HEATHER
WILSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 19, 1999, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 25 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to 5 min-
utes, but in no event shall debate ex-
tend beyond 9:50 a.m.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5
minutes.

f

NAFTA/BORDER CROSSING

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
part of the challenge of a livable com-
munity is to help people compete in
and adjust to the new global economy.
Trade in North America is an impor-
tant part of that challenge. Since the
passage of the North American Free
Trade Agreement, the commerce be-
tween Mexico and the United States
has grown from $80 billion to about $200
billion and is steadily rising. In part, it
could be said to be working.

But there are some points of serious
challenge that are hidden in the statis-
tics about commerce. I am particularly
concerned about lax cross-border cross-
ing controls that put the driving public
at risk and put United States trucking
and passenger transport at a competi-
tive disadvantage.

There are some very serious prob-
lems, the most significant of which is
that Mexican enforcement programs
are still virtually nonexistent 5 years
after the enactment of NAFTA. And
according to the Inspector General, our
own United States Department of

Transportation does not, and I quote,
‘‘. . . have a consistent enforcement
program that provides reasonable as-
surance of the safety of Mexican trucks
entering the United States.’’

Furthermore, should the moratorium
on cross-border trucking be lifted in
the near term, our Department of
Transportation is not ready to reason-
ably enforce the United States’ safety
regulation on Mexican carriers. Few of
the 11,000 trucks now crossing daily
into the United States are inspected,
and almost one-half of those which are
inspected have problems so serious
they must be immediately ordered off
the road. Yet, it is not clear even those
ordered off the road comply.

Also, the Department of Transpor-
tation and State inspectors do not rou-
tinely provide inspection coverage on
evenings or weekends, thereby allowing
thousands of trucks to enter the
United States without even the threat
of possible inspection.

It is not just a problem dealing with
trucking. Mexican buses and passenger
vans pose a serious threat to highway
safety, with low inspection rates and
an out-of-service rate twice as high as
United States buses.

Under recently enacted TEA 21, $124
million of infrastructure was allocated
for border and trade corridor invest-
ment. There is certainly the need and
there are resources available. The DOT
should use the $10 million per year in
TEA 21 for national priority and border
safety enforcement activities to sta-
tion staff at the border and to assist
State border oversight efforts.

Moreover, Texas and Arizona border
inspection facilities and staffing are
woefully inadequate. Neither State has
permanent truck inspection facilities
at the border, even though 76 percent
of cross-border truck traffic entering
the United States comes through those
two States.

The issue goes beyond just simply
what happens at those borders. There
are 24 other non-border States that the
Inspector General found where over 600
inspection records suggest that 68
motor carriers domiciled in Mexico op-
erated illegally outside the permitted
United States commercial zones.

I feel very strongly, as a person who
supports free trade, and I would have
voted for NAFTA had I been in Con-
gress at that time, because my area
and increasingly the United States
economy is contingent upon free and
open trade activity, but there is no ex-
cuse for us to have at risk our environ-
mental and safety laws.

This week over 30 of my colleagues
are calling upon the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure
chairman, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHUSTER), and the rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), to consider
convening hearings on these serious
cross-border problems associated with
commercial vehicles and NAFTA.
Being able to focus on the problem, and
more important, to be able to bring the
United States’ action to bear, both on
the Federal level and the State level, is
critical if we are going to fully realize
the promise of free trade without put-
ting our Nation’s citizens and our envi-
ronmental laws at risk.

f

COMMEMORATING THE THIRTIETH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE APOLLO
11 MOON LANDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. WELDON) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Madam
Speaker, 30 years ago today history
was made. For the first time homo
sapiens took their first steps on a new
world. Thirty years ago today, Amer-
ican know-how and technological
might was demonstrated in a way that
benefited every human on this planet.
Thirty years ago we aimed higher than
ever and accomplished that goal.

The names Michael Collins, Buzz
Aldrin, and Neal Armstrong will for-
ever be etched in the edifice of human
history, next to the names of Columbus
and Lindbergh.

We all know the phrases, ‘‘The Eagle
has landed,’’ and ‘‘That’s one small
step for a man, one giant leap for man-
kind.’’ Most of us can remember where
we were at the time when the Eagle did
make that landing. The magic of tele-
vision helped us all feel like we were
part of what was going on on the Moon.

I remember well where I was. I sat in
my living room with my mother and
father and my three sisters, each of us
glued to the television set in disbelief
that we had actually lived to see peo-
ple, humans, setting foot on another
planet.

Our efforts into space have an un-
canny ability to unite all people and
excite the imagination like nothing
else. One of the privileges that I have
had in serving in this position is the
opportunity to travel and meet many
teachers, and they all tell me, the
thing that they find that most excites
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their young students to study math
and science is our space program, par-
ticularly our manned spaceflight pro-
gram.

As we all know, today in America the
majority of the new high-paying jobs
are being created in high technology
industries like the computing industry,
and those jobs are dependent on Amer-
ica producing young people ready to go
into the workplace with skills in math
and science.

Indeed, the computing industry is so
big that it is generating jobs for art-
ists, for marketers, and for other peo-
ple who do not traditionally study in
the sciences. Many of these jobs are de-
pendent on motivating our kids. There
is nothing that motivates our kids
more than our space program.

Today I am proud to say that the
shuttle Columbia is now preparing to
leave the Earth later this week on a
mission to deploy a new space-based
telescope, a telescope that will aid in
our understanding of our place in the
universe.

Madam Speaker, we should be proud
of our space program, and on this day,
the 30th anniversary of the first
manned lunar mission, we should con-
tinue and remember to support our
space program to the fullest extent
possible.

f

PRICE DIFFERENTIALS IN PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUGS ARE A FORM
OF PRICE DISCRIMINATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. WISE) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WISE. Today I am releasing the
results of a report that we have done, a
study that we have done, an inter-
national comparison of retail prescrip-
tion drug prices and the rate that West
Virginia senior citizens pay versus
what a citizen would pay in Mexico or
Canada for the same prescription drug.

The results are astounding. What we
have concluded is that West Virginia
senior citizens, and incidentally, this is
true for all senior citizens across the
country, West Virginia senior citizens
pay significantly higher retail prices
for prescription drugs than consumers
in either Canada or Mexico.

This also applies to other nations as
well. We chose Canada and Mexico as
ones that we could survey easily. For
instance, in Canada, West Virginia sen-
ior citizens will pay, on the average,
the average retail price difference will
be 99 percent more for certain prescrip-
tion drugs than the Canadian citizen
will pay. A West Virginia senior citizen
will pay 94 percent more than a citizen
in Mexico for the same drug.

We took five prescription drugs, and
these are not generic medications, five
prescription drugs that are the five

patented non-generic drugs with the
highest annual sales to senior citizens
in 1997. They are Zocor, Prilosec,
Procardia XL, Zoloft, and Norvasc.

If we look at just the top two, Zocor,
these are prescription drugs that our
senior citizens need the most and buy
the most. If we look at Zocor, the Ca-
nadian retail price for the particular
dosage is $46.14. If we look at the Mexi-
can retail price, $63.15 cents. If we look
at the West Virginia senior citizen out-
of-pocket price, it is $114.48. Prilosec,
that is $54.87 to the Canadian con-
sumer, $39.47 to the Mexican consumer,
and $127.34 to the West Virginia con-
sumer.

So the price differential, once again,
between Canada and West Virginia is
132 percent, between Mexico and West
Virginia is 223 percent, as illustrated in
the chart I have here, with Canadian
price in blue, the Mexican price in red,
and the West Virginia senior citizen
price in beige.

We looked at two other medications
as well, Synthroid and Micronase. We
found in those particular cases that
West Virginia consumers would be pay-
ing three times, and in one case as
much as nine times, more than their
Canadian and Mexican counterparts.
This simply is not fair, Madam Speak-
er. Senior citizens in West Virginia
should not have to go to Toronto or Ti-
juana to do their prescription drug
buying. Why is it that Zocor costs
more for a senior citizen in Martins-
burg or Maronette, West Virginia, than
it does for a citizen in Montreal or
Mexico City?

Two weeks ago I issued a report com-
paring prices that a West Virginia sen-
ior citizen would pay versus what the
prescription drug companies were
charging their most favored customers,
HMOs, insurance companies, and the
Federal Government. The results were
exactly the same. It does not matter
where we are, apparently, in the world,
maybe in the universe, but if you are a
West Virginia senior citizen, you are
going to be paying more out of pocket
than the favored customers who nego-
tiate lower rates with the prescription
drug companies, or even consumers in
foreign countries.

I object what some are going to say.
They are going to say, but, Congress-
man, the production cost of that medi-
cation is different in Mexico or Con-
necticut or wherever else it is being
purchased. GAO looked at this in 1992
and concluded that production and dis-
tribution and research and develop-
ment costs did not account for this
large price differential; that indeed, it
was simply a markup.

Indeed, I question whether the pre-
scription drug companies are even
spreading those research and develop-
ment costs across the entire world con-
sumer base. My study shows, and inci-
dentally, let me just thank very much
the gentleman from California (Mr.

WAXMAN), the ranking member of the
Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight, and his staff who provided
much of the background and did much
of the analysis for this study.

What our study shows, though, is
that people who need the prescription
drugs the most, the senior citizens in
our country, and who have the least
ability to pay end up paying the most.
Why? Because the prescription drug
companies engage in differential pric-
ing. These folks, the senior citizens,
are the ones who pay out of pocket.
They are the ones who are paying the
bulk of this.

Mine is not the only report that il-
lustrates this. Look at the Canadian
Patented Medicine Price Report. I
would just say in closing, Madam
Speaker, that clearly West Virginia
senior citizens are paying far too much
out of pocket for the same prescrip-
tions that their counterparts are pay-
ing in other parts of the country and
the world.

f

WILL WE SQUANDER OUR
SURPLUSES?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I am
sure everybody this morning has heard
all about the surpluses we have here.
We have had the Office of Management
and Budget, which is the arm of the
White House, indicate that there will
be $1 trillion in surpluses over the next
15 years, and we have heard informa-
tion from the CBO, which is the arm of
Congress, also saying there will be a
huge amount of surpluses.

My concern this morning is that the
spending that we are talking about
here in Congress is increasing, and I
hear all the new programs that the
President is proposing, so I am con-
cerned. I thought I would bring my
concerns to the floor today to discuss
with my colleagues a couple of things
we should concern ourselves with.

When the Congressional Budget Of-
fice and the Office of Management and
Budget made their forecast, they used
the assumption that none of the spend-
ing increases would break the budget
caps; that is, the spending limits set by
the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement
would be held intact.

I think we all know here this morn-
ing that we have already broken the
budget caps in some ways, and many of
us feel that, in certain areas, we
should. But there are several factors
that must be in place in order for these
optimistic forecasts that CBO and OMB
have projected to become reality.

Besides holding within the caps from
the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement,
there is a built-in assumption in both
these organizations that the economy
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