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Nixon, who used it as a political tool.
It needs to stop.

PHARMACY BENEFIT MANAGERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JOLLY). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) for
5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I come here today, as I have on
many other occasions, to discuss an
issue that is close to my heart, but it
is also close to every small community
and every large community across the
country, and that is the plight of our
community pharmacists. Community
pharmacists are struggling to survive
each and every day in light of the anti-
competitive behavior of pharmacy ben-
efit managers, PBMs.

Let me state up front: I have no prob-
lem with a company doing business. I
have no problem with them playing in
the bounds of what is fair and what is
legal, and PBMs have a role in the mar-
ketplace. However, what we found out
just in the last few weeks in the Judici-
ary Committee in a hearing is there is
still a lack of regulation, enforcement,
and transparency, and it is threatening
the very existence of our community
pharmacists in which the PBMs are
acting not as competitors but, many
times, as bullies.

To make matters even worse—and
this is what was amazing to me—com-
munity pharmacists cannot even speak
out about the appalling practices of the
PBMs that they are forced to do busi-
ness with because, when they do, the
repercussions are swift and severe. It
has been amazing to me to talk all
across the country to community phar-
macists who simply want to talk about
what is going on in their business
model in which they are put at a dis-
tinct disadvantage, and yet there are
many of them saying: I can’t say any-
thing publicly because I know I will be
reprimanded or my contract will be
changed or my contract will be with-
drawn, and I will be out of business.

Mr. Speaker, that is just wrong. No
matter what is said, we have seen first-
hand that in relation to State laws
that have been in response to this
issue, the States have enacted trans-
parency reform with generic drug
prices and reimbursement systems
called the MAC transparency laws.

In fact, to date, 24 States have en-
acted such laws. The goals of these
laws is to increase transparency and
provide structure around the generic
drug pricing and reimbursement sys-
tem. But when community pharmacists
speak out in support of these reason-
able reforms, the PBM community has
retaliated through business lawsuits
against the State and even discussing
it in the contracts with community
pharmacists saying: Well, it would be
better if we get these laws repealed.

There is just a problem here. When
you have the ability to force your com-
petitors to be audited by you and to be
controlled by you to where there is no
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transparency, where there are issues of
community pharmacists simply barely
able to survive, the PBMs are not rep-
resenting the best interests of con-
sumers; the PBMs are representing
themselves. If they were truly acting
in the best interest of consumers, as
they claim, they would not oppose vir-
tually every single transparency re-
form effort on the State and the Fed-
eral level. In fact, it is really inter-
esting. They come to Congress and say
one thing to Members, and then they
turn around and behave however they
wish in the pharmacy marketplace
without fear of enforcement or over-
sight.

As I said from this floor a few weeks
ago, I will continue this fight because
they can’t audit me. They can audit
my community pharmacists, and my
community pharmacists are scared be-
cause they know their very livelihood
is being put out by those who would
come with shiny objects and savings
that many times never materialize, but
at the same time funneling money to
their own businesses.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to change,
and it is time to change it now. We
must preserve pharmacy access for pa-
tients, especially those in rural areas
like north Georgia, and we must put an
end to the bullying that seems to be
going on.

What is amazing is a PBM can make
a mistake and say that a pharmacy
was not part of the new network, and
when called on that, saying that we are
part of that new network, they say:
Well, we will send out a retraction
when we get around to it. Pharmacists
lose business based on these kinds of
letters, and, yet the PBMs say: Oh,
well, we will get around to it when we
can.

That is why I am proposing H.R. 244,
because community pharmacists rou-
tinely incur losses of approximately
$100 or more on prescriptions because
PBMs reimburse pharmacies well below
their cost to acquire and dispense ge-
neric prescription drugs, and they have
skyrocketed in price. The PBMs may
wait weeks or months to update the re-
imbursement benchmarks they use to
compensate pharmacies while drug
prices increase virtually overnight.
This situation jeopardizes pharmacists’
ability to continue to serve patients
because it leaves community phar-
macists with unsustainable losses.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge you and
other colleagues to cosponsor H.R. 244.
This reasonable legislation would re-
quire PBMs to update their maximum
allowable cost benchmark every 7 days
to better reflect market costs and
allow pharmacists to know the source
by which PBMs set reimbursements for
their community pharmacist.

Many times we come to the floor
fighting for businesses both large and
small. But this is a time in which we
are coming and I am coming to the
floor fighting for community phar-
macists who many times are the main
source of health care in a community.
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They are the ones that are trusted.
They are the ones that are needed. And
it is time for this body to stand up for
them, against the anticompetitive tac-
tics of PBMs and the bullying behavior
that has got to stop.

————

OUR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, in
a conversation that I had recently,
speaking about the other body, it was
mentioned that that body is the delib-
erative body. There are opportunities
for collaboration between Members,
Democrat and Republican. But I am in
the people’s House, and I believe that
Members also have the duty and com-
mitment to collaborate and to be delib-
erative and thoughtful.

This morning, I would like to offer
just a number of points about our won-
derful Constitution.

I first want to begin by saying this is
Restore the Vote Tuesday, and I am
wearing a pin that highlights the im-
portance of voting and the responsibil-
ities of our civic constituency. My col-
league from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL) is
on the floor, and I join her in recog-
nizing how special this right is and to
know that many of us—I attempted to
register sharecroppers in South Caro-
lina, North Carolina, and Georgia in
my college days, people who were still
frightened about voting. I saw what the
1965 Voting Rights Act did, and we need
to restore it.

We have an election coming up in
Houston on Saturday, and I want to
say to my constituents that we will do
all that we can to prevent any prohibi-
tive barriers from voting, from your
voting.

That is a right, Mr. Speaker, just as
it is the right to have the right to free-
dom of expression, freedom of speech,
and freedom of religion.

Mr. Speaker, one of our Presidential
candidates took to the airwaves in the
last 24 hours to pronounce or announce
or demagogue, saying that no Muslims
should be allowed in this country. Mr.
Speaker, I believe that we, as Members
of Congress, should be empathetic and
sympathetic to the concern of the
American people. Maybe some are
frightened. I do not make light of that.

I have been on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee since 9/11, and I now
serve as the ranking member of the
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security,
and Investigations Subcommittee. I
take these obligations very seriously.
For any of us who have been to Ground
Zero even at that time and since that
time, it is seared in our minds.

I know the people in San Bernardino,
those of us reflecting on Paris, but now
our own brothers and sisters realize
that government must act in a way for
Americans to feel safe and secure. But
I would say that having met and stood
with the Muslim community in my dis-
trict on Sunday, late in the afternoon,
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