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The drug industry has some good ar-

guments. I don’t disagree with their ar-
gument that they need money for re-
search. And these new pills have helped 
people. But faced with all of these 
blockbuster drugs that are going off 
patent, and the companies being so 
used to the high rate of return they 
have had—higher than any other Amer-
ican industry—they are pushing the en-
velope way too far in terms of trying to 
keep that level of profitability. 

They ought to understand—and I ask 
my colleague from North Dakota to 
comment on this—their job is to go 
back into the laboratories, come up 
with real new drugs, and work on 
those—not extend the patent—or, in 
the case of what the Senator from 
North Dakota has discussed, make the 
U.S. price above all the other prices. 
This involves lots of work and lots of 
focus. 

Every time I read one of these arti-
cles, it makes my blood boil. When I 
came here, I was not regarded as a 
hardliner on this issue. I have a great 
deal of respect for companies that re-
search and produce these drugs. How-
ever, the limits they are going to, with 
the advertising on television—and I 
know my colleague from Michigan is 
working on this—with the huge price 
differential where the United States 
consumer pays for all the research, yet 
around the world the costs are much 
lower—I know my colleague from 
North Dakota is looking into this—to 
the manipulation of the generic drug 
law, which Senator MCCAIN and I are 
looking at, something is rotten in Den-
mark. 

I thank my colleague his remarks 
and his persistent leadership on this 
issue and ask him what he thinks of 
what is going on, and has he seen this 
change over the years? 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I 
chaired a hearing recently at which 
Senator SCHUMER testified and Senator 
MCCAIN, as the ranking member, at-
tended. Generic drugs are a very impor-
tant issue. 

I push for price restraint because I 
think it is very important with respect 
to what is happening to price increases 
of prescription drugs. However, I bear 
no ill will toward this industry. I think 
the drug industry is a remarkable in-
dustry. It does some remarkable 
things. We should compliment them for 
some of the programs they have initi-
ated in recent weeks, for the low in-
come senior citizens. That is a good 
step. They do some awfully good work. 
Tamoxifen costs one-tenth the price in 
Canada; you pay 10 times more if you 
are an American, that drug resulted 
from public funding and public re-
search at the National Institutes of 
Health. 

So I worry very much that what is 
happening is that the public is paying 
for research in some areas and, when 
the drugs are privatizing, a price is af-
fixed to them that is way out of 
bounds. 

I bear no ill will towards this indus-
try. I want them to do well and to con-

tinue to search for lifesaving drugs. 
But I think it is important to point out 
that, when we talk about miracle 
drugs, Americans who need them will 
get their lifesaving benefits only if 
they can have access to them, and can 
afford them. There are so many Ameri-
cans who cannot chase double-digit 
price increases every year. That is why 
we deal with this issue. The issue I 
have been concerned about is re-
importation from Canada. Not because 
I want anybody to have to go to Can-
ada to buy prescription drugs, that is 
not my goal. My goal, of course, is the 
repricing of those drugs in this country 
because, if distributors and pharmacies 
can go to Canada and access the same 
drugs, it will force a repricing of those 
drugs here. 

I want to have a prescription drug 
benefit in the Medicare Program but I 
don’t want to break the bank. If we do 
that and do nothing about price re-
straint and downward pressure on 
prices we will break the bank of this 
Government. We must address both 
issues, coverage and price. 

Ms. STABENOW. Will the Senator 
yield for a moment? I just wanted, as 
we conclude this time, to thank my 
colleagues for their continued leader-
ship and to, once again, call upon our 
colleagues across the building, in the 
other Chamber, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and his col-
leagues, to go beyond the principles 
that were put out yesterday and join 
with us in the concrete proposals that 
we have. 

We have the ability to act now. We 
could do it this month if they are will-
ing to join with us. We ask them to get 
beyond the words and let’s get together 
and let’s do the right thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I com-
mend the Senator from North Dakota 
who organized the preceding discussion 
with respect to the high price of drugs 
and unavailability of prescription 
drugs. I asked the General Accounting 
Office to do a study of coverage of pre-
scription drugs in my home State of 
Montana. The conclusions were for 
those seniors in our State who are not 
covered by health insurance, those sen-
iors pay more for prescription drugs 
than do seniors anyplace else on the 
face of this Earth. That is more than 
any other part of the United States and 
certainly more than people overseas, as 
has been demonstrated ably by the 
Senator from North Dakota. The same 
drug by the same company is less ex-
pensive to someone overseas as com-
pared with the United States. 

This is a critical issue. I thank my 
friend from North Dakota as well as 
the Senator from Michigan, Ms. STABE-
NOW, and others. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
for morning business has expired. 
Morning business is closed. 

ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE 
EXPANSION ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
resume consideration of H.R. 3009, 
which the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

An act (H.R. 3009) to extend the Andean 
Trade Preference Act, to grant additional 
trade benefits under that Act, and for other 
purposes. 

Pending: 
Daschle amendment No. 3386, in the nature 

of a substitute. 
Dorgan amendment No. 3387 (to amend-

ment No. 3386), to ensure transparency of in-
vestor protection dispute resolution tribu-
nals under the North American Free Trade 
Agreement. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, yester-
day the Senate began debate on the 
Trade Act of 2002. This legislation in-
cludes three bills reported by the Sen-
ate Finance Committee last year: No. 
1, an extension of fast track negoti-
ating authority—also known as trade 
promotion authority; No. 2, an expan-
sion and improvement of the Trade Ad-
justment Assistance Program and No. 
3, the Finance Committee’s version of 
the Andean Trade Preferences Act, or 
ATPA. As the debate moves forward, I 
suspect other international trade mat-
ters may also appropriately be at-
tached to this bill. 

The Trade Act of 2002 will be the first 
major rewrite of international trade 
legislation in 14 years. If passed, it will 
be, as the National Journal has said, ‘‘a 
historic breakthrough.’’ 

Why are we taking up a trade bill? 
What does this bill—and the expanded 
trade that will follow—mean for this 
country? Trade means jobs. Twelve 
million Americans—one out of every 
ten workers—depend on exports for 
their jobs. These are jobs that pay 
more—thousands of dollars more per 
year—than jobs unrelated to trade. 
Trade supports jobs in all sectors. We 
often think of trade as helping big 
multi-national companies. In fact, 
firms with fewer than 20 workers rep-
resent two-thirds of American export-
ers; and U.S. agriculture exports sup-
port more than 750,000 jobs. Trade also 
means choice. It means more afford-
able products and more variety for 
American families. It means that hard- 
earned paychecks go further. 

In many ways, new trade agreements 
are like a tax cut for working families. 
Studies have suggested that the aver-
age family of four sees annual benefits 
of between $1,300 and $2,000 because of 
the agreements we negotiated in the 
last decade. And according to a recent 
University of Michigan study, if we 
complete the next round of negotia-
tions under the World Trade Organiza-
tion, it could increase that benefit by 
as much as $2,500—per family, per year. 

But trade is about more than simple 
economics. When we trade with coun-
tries, we do not just export corn and 
cars, we export our ideas, we export 
our values. We export freedom, in a 
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