




















Over 2.2 Million copies of 
Worst PiUs, Best Pills books sold 

Inside you'll f1nd easy-to-understand information on 
538 prescription drugs, including 200 top-selling drugs like 

Celebrex, Crestor and Paxil. 

We'll tell you: 
• Which 181 drugs you should not use under any circumstances 
• Less expensive, more effective alternatives 
• Warnings about drug interactions 
• Safer alternatives to harmful drugs 
• Ten rules for safer drug use 

Wor.s-t Pills, Best Pills gives you the information you need 
to defend yourself from harmful and ineffective drugs. 

Order your copy TODAY of the 2005 edition of Worst Pills, Best Pills book for only $19.95* and you'll 
receive a FREE 6-month trial subscription to worstpills.org website, Public Citizen's searchable online 
drug database. 

• Cost includes a non-refundable $5 shipping and handling charge. 

Don't wait another day. Order by visiting 
www.citizen.org/wpbp/lll.65 

PLUS, you'll get a 6 month FREE trial subscription to worstpills.org 
Expires 6/30/06 

If you research drugs online, 
you shouldn't miss worstpills.org 
Worstpills.org website is Public Citizen's searchable, 
online drug database that includes: 

• The entire 2005 edition of the Worst Pills, Best Pills book. Plus, regular updates 
(see what's in WPBP book above) 

• Analyses of pricing, advertising and other drug-related issues, 
• Monthly updates delivered by email 
• Up-to-the-minute email alerts about newly discovered drug dangers 

All for only $15 -a special introductory rate. 

Many websites have information about prescription drugs, but worstpills.org is the only site where rigorous 
scientific analysis is applied to identify drugs that consumers should not use under any circumstances. 

To order your worstpills.org subscription, 
go to worstpills.org and when prompted, 

type in promotional code: In.65 
Expires 6/30/06 
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OUTRAGE OF THE MONTH 

Massachusetts' Mistake 
Steffie Woo/handler and David 

Himmelstein are primary care physi
cians at Cambridge Hospital and 
associate professors at Harvard 
Medical School. 

I
t's a stirring scene . The governor, 
legislative leaders and leaders of 
Health Care For All standing in the 

Massachusetts State House Rotunda 
declaring victory in the fight for 
universal health coverage. Yet, this 
week's tableau is merely a repeat 
from 20 years ago when Governor 
Michael Dukakis celebrated passage 
of his universal healthcare bill. That 
plan imploded within two years, and 
today about 250,000 more people are 
uninsured in Massachusetts than the 
day it was signed. Unfortunately, 
Massachusetts' new health reform 
legislation looks set to repeat that 
disaster. 

The new bill includes three key 
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provisions meant to expand cover
age. First, it would modestly expand 
Medicaid eligibility. Second, it would 
offer subsidies for the purchase of 
private coverage to low-income indi
viduals and families, though the size 
of the subsidies has yet to be deter
mined. Finally, those making more 
than three times the poverty income 
(about $30,000 for a single person) 
would have to buy their own cover
age or pay a fine. 

To help make coverage more 
affordable, a new state agency will 
connect people with the private 
insurance plans that sell the cover
age, and allow people to use pre-tax 
dollars to purchase coverage (a tax 
break that mostly helps affluent tax 
payers who are in high tax brackets). 
This new agency is also supposed to 
help design affordable plans. 

Businesses that employ more than 
10 people and fail to provide health 
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insurance will be assessed a fee (not 
more than $295) to help subsidize 
care. Additionally, hospitals won a 
rate hike assuring them better 
payments from state programs, and 
several provisions were included that 
are meant to attract additional feder
al funding to help pay for the 
Medicaid expansion. 

What's wrong with this picture? 
First, the politicians assumed that 
only about 500,000 people in 
Massachusetts are uninsured. The 
Census Bureau says that 748,000 are 
uninsured. Why the difference? The 
500,000 figure comes from a phone 
survey conducted in English and 
Spanish. Anyone without a phone or 
who speaks another language is 
counted as insured. The 748,000 
figure comes from a door-to-door 
survey carried out in many languages 
(including Portuguese and Haitian 

continued on page 10 
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