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drink. She further said that she has let down
her parents and her team and lost what meant
the world to her; being part of the La Cueva
women’s soccer team. Kristen feels that this
will make her a stronger person and a strong-
er player next year.

Kristen has made all of us stronger. She
has taught all of us who have heard about her
efforts about admitting your mistakes, taking
responsibility for your actions, and apologizing
when you are wrong. This year, Kristen is
going to go to the soccer games and cheer for
her teammates. Next year, she will be back on
the team. A little older, a little wiser, and re-
spected not only for her talent, but for her
character.
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Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of S. 2392, the Year 2000 In-
formation and Readiness Disclosure Act.

This important piece of bipartisan legislation
will encourage sharing of Y2K solutions by
protecting businesses on the Central Coast of
California and throughout the Nation from li-
ability when they share Y2K technologies in
good faith.

As an original cosponsor of similar legisla-
tion, HR 4355, | believe that the bill before us
today will will increase the flow of technical
data on solutions to this difficult problem.

In communities across the nation we could
be facing widespread economic disruption and
inconvience if the problems that the Year 2000
presents are not adequately addressed.

In my district, | am working hard to make
sure that federal Y2K resources are available
to small businesses and community leaders.
We simply must raise the national conscious-
ness on the Y2K problem before it is too late.

This bill is a positive step in that effort and
| urge all Members to support it.
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Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, over 2%z
years ago, my Technology Subcommittee first
began our review of the Year 2000 problem
and discovered that the fear of potential legal
liability created a disturbing chilling effect that
froze private industry from sharing important
Y2K information with each other and with the
American public.

As a result, instead of working together on
an industry-wide basis to craft common solu-
tions to expedite effective Year 2000 assess-
ment, remediation, and validation efforts,
many companies have simply chosen to not
publicly discuss their Y2K situation. With just
450 days before January 1, 2000, clearly this
needs to change. In the short time remaining,

we must foster a climate of greater collabora-
tion and not one of silence and uncooperation.

That is why passage of S. 2392, the Year
2000 Information and Readiness Disclosure
Act, the bill we passed late last night, is so
very important. As the Co-Chair of the House
Year 2000 Task Force and the Chair of the
Technology Subcommittee, | was very pleased
to be an original House sponsor of the bill, to
help address some of the industry concerns in
the original version of the bill, and to work to-
wards its enactment.

Mr. Speaker, in one of the series of Year
2000 hearings conducted by my Technology
Subcommittee, witnesses testified that the risk
of failure and its liability consequences, includ-
ing both punitive and compensatory damages,
has created a large Year 2000 cottage indus-
try for lawyers waiting to file suits. Some are
even speculating that the cost of legal dam-
ages could ultimately exceed the total cost for
actually fixing the Year 2000 problem.

It should then come as no surprise that cer-
tain industries have refused to acknowledge or
share Year 2000 information for fear that such
disclosure could ultimately leave them vulner-
able to negligence and warranty suits. Many
companies have resisted exchanging technical
advice with one another, delaying the pace of
repair work, because they fear costly litigation
if the information they provide inadvertently
turns out to be inaccurate.

The goal of S. 2392 is to encourage the
widest possible dissemination of Y2K informa-
tion so that organizations can move effectively
to remediation by immunizing businesses from
lawsuits if they share information about the
problem. By incorporating certain provisions of
H.R. 4455, the Year 2000 Readiness Disclo-
sure Act, of which | am also an original spon-
sor, into S. 2392 the private-sector should now
have the legal protection needed to share Y2K
information.

The current language in the bill reflects
changes to accommodate the concern of a
number of industries that the original bill was
crafted too narrowly and did not go far enough
to achieve its stated goal. For example, the bill
as originally introduced only protected compa-
nies from liability lawsuits based on unknow-
ingly false Year 2000 information disclosures.

Many companies, however, feared that their
accurate Y2K statements would be used
against them as evidence in liability lawsuits.
S. 2392, as amended in the Senate, address-
es the full range of concerns regarding Y2K
information-sharing by permitting private-sec-
tor entities to release “Year 2000 Information
Disclosures,” as contained in H.R. 4455. Ac-
curate information in these written, labeled
statements would be protected from use in
any civil litigation related to Y2K failures.

Mr. Speaker, while S. 2392 is narrowly tai-
lored to just the issue of information exchange
and does not affect the greater liability ques-
tions, | believe that we must fully explore the
legal liability issues and discuss the policy im-
plications of creating liability caps, safe har-
bors, immunity protection, and alternative dis-
pute resolution mechanisms, among other pro-
visions, in the near future.

While | look forward to engaging in this de-
bate in the upcoming 106th Congress, ad-
dressing legal liability will not be an easy task.
We must continue to encourage all businesses
to devote their full resources and commitment
to solving the Year 2000 problem, and not to
sit around in expectation of enacted legislation
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which has the potential of unburdening them
from taking any corrective action. If we are to
eventually enact liability legislation, we should
not be providing companies an easy out for
failing to engaging in Y2K remediation in a
timely and effective manner.

It concerns me that the legal battles have
already begun. A Michigan grocery store is
suing the manufacturer of its cash registers
because the machines reject credit cards with
year 2000 expiration dates. Several software
companies are facing lawsuits for breach of
warranty, fraud, and unfair business practices
because they charge clients for the upgrades
necessary to correct the millennium bug. Ac-
cording to the Gartner Group, some 200 dis-
putes have already been settled out of court
across the country.

Mr. Speaker, S. 2392 is a necessary first
step in the congressional review of Year 2000
liability issue and will play a significant role in
helping the private sector in addressing the
Year 2000 computer problem. | am pleased to
support its enactment and | look forward to its
signature into law by the President.
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Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
a number of studies have concluded that
many older Americans pay high prices for their
prescription drugs. Senior citizens across the
country are becoming increasingly concerned
about their ability to afford medications that
are necessary to maintaining good health. It
has even been reported that more than one in
eight older Americans has been forced to
choose between buying food and buying medi-
cine.

At the request of my colleague, Rep. Jim
TURNER, the Minority staff of the House Gov-
ernment Reform and Oversight Committee
conducted several studies to determine why
older Americans pay high prices for prescrip-
tion drugs. Their findings are disturbing:

They uncovered a “discriminatory pricing”
scheme whereby senior citizens pay, on aver-
age, over twice as much for prescription drugs
as the drug manufacturers’ most favored cus-
tomers—such as large insurance companies,
hospital chains and the Federal government.
Specifically, corporate and institutional cus-
tomers with market power are able to buy their
drugs at discounted prices—however, prices
are raised for sales to seniors and others who
pay for needed prescriptions themselves in
order to compensate for the discounts offered
to favored customers.

The average price differential among the 10
drugs studied between what seniors pay and
what favored customers pay is five times what
it is for other consumer products.

This practice allows the drug industry to
amass large profits at the expense of those
who are least able to afford it—older Ameri-
cans. Although the elderly have the greatest
need for prescription drugs, they often have
the most inadequate insurance coverage for
the cost of these drugs. Medicare does not
cover the cost of most prescription drugs, and
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