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& Sons Company for being a leader in
minority business development by en-
tering a multiyear master service
agreement with All Printing and
Graphics Incorporated, a certified mi-
nority business enterprise headed by
Mr. Hoyett Owens.

This agreement goes beyond the ordi-
nary tier one vendor relationship and
creates a new model that encompasses
the spirit of minority business develop-
ment. This alliance enables an impor-
tant minority-owned business in Chi-
cago to draw on R.R. Donnelley’s man-
ufacturing, information technology
and product development resources,
making All Printing and Graphics one
of the leading minority-owned printing
companies in the country.

R.R. Donnelley is a premier, full-
service global print provider and the
largest printing company in North
America. It was founded 140 years ago
and serves the largest companies in the
world through a comprehensive range
of verifiable printing services and mar-
ket-specific solutions.

All Printing and Graphics provides
award-winning graphic design and im-
printing services. Under the leadership
of Mr. Hoyett Owens, it developed from
a small printing company to a multi-
million-dollar business that was se-
lected by Chicago’s Civic Committee of
Inner City Business Development and
the city of Chicago for a unique pro-
gram connecting strong minority com-
panies with large corporations.

The relationship between R.R.
Donnelley & Sons Company and All
Printing and Graphics, Incorporated,
can serve as an example of a possible
solution to the problems facing small
businesses.

There are an estimated 25 million
small businesses in America. They em-
ploy half of our workers that account
for half of our gross domestic product
and create three out of every four new
jobs. Small businesses have and will
continue to pull the U.S. economy out
of recession. They anchor our neighbor-
hoods, employ and train our workers,
and take care of our families. They are
the reason that the United States econ-
omy has consistently been known as
the strongest in the world.

Despite all of their contributions,
they still have many problems and face
many barriers, access to capital, oppor-
tunity for new markets.

The agreement between R.R.
Donnelley and All Printing and Graph-
ics is an example of something called
BusinessLINC, where a major business
links with a smaller business in order
to provide not only resources but also
technical assistance and open markets
for the smaller unit.
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And so I commend R.R. Donnelley
and All Printing and Graphics as an ex-

ample of how to strengthen and de-
velop small business enterprises in this
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country and make sure that small busi-
nesses continue to grow, thrive and de-
velop.

————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take the time of
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

———
DRUG PRICES IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
tonight to talk about an issue that is
not new to this Congress and certainly
is not new to the American people, and
that is the price that Americans pay
for prescription drugs relative to the
rest of the industrialized world.

I started this pilgrimage about 5 or 6
years ago. Many Members do not know
how I got involved in this, but the
issue that got me involved was the
price of pigs. Because about 5% years
ago, the price of live hogs in the United
States collapsed. It dropped from about
$37 per hundred-weight down to about
$7 per hundred-weight. So these farm-
ers started to call me and say, Can’t
you do something about this, Congress-
man? And I said, Well, I don’t know
what we can do. They said, At least can
you stop all these Canadian pigs from
coming across our border making our
market even more difficult?

So I did what any good Congressman
would do, I called the Secretary of Ag-
riculture, I called the Secretary of
Commerce, and essentially I got the
same answer. And the answer was:
Well, that’s called NAFTA. That’s
called free trade. We have open bor-
ders. I said, You mean we have open
borders when it comes to pork bellies
but not open borders when it comes to
Prilosec? And the Secretary of Com-
merce literally said to me, Well, I
guess that’s right. I said, Well, that
doesn’t sound right to me.

So I got some charts and started
comparing what Americans pay for
drugs compared to Canada and Europe,
and I started bringing these charts
down to the floor of the House and
talking about those differences and
saying essentially that if we are going
to have open markets that our farmers
have to compete with, then the big
pharmaceutical companies ought to
have to compete as well.

Last year, I had a chart from Ger-
many, and we have some relationships
now with some of the pharmacies
around the world, and they give us reg-
ular prices in terms of what they are
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charging for the drugs. Last year, the
difference between Germany and the
United States, depending on how you
look at it, about a 40 percent dif-
ference.

Over the last year, the price of the
American dollar has declined by over 20
percent relative to the Euro. So when
we got these charts, I was afraid the
differences would have all but evapo-
rated. Lo and behold, the prices are
even more exaggerated today than they
were a year ago. In other words, prices
here in the United States, the differen-
tial is even greater today than it was a
year ago, even though the value of the
dollar has declined by 20 percent.

Let me give a couple of examples of
drugs people might recognize. One is
the drug Nexium, the new purple pill.
At the local pharmacy in Rochester,
Minnesota, a 30-day supply of Nexium,
20 milligrams, is $145. You can buy that
same package of Nexium at the Metro-
politan Pharmacy in Frankfurt, Ger-
many for $60.25.

Norvasc, 30 tablets, $54.83 in the
United States, $19.31 over in Germany.

But here is one that really got our
attention: Zocor. In the United States,
$85.39; in Germany, $23.83. What is in-
teresting there is we negotiate and get
good deals for Federal employees. The
Federal copay right now for Zocor is
$30. In other words, you can buy it
walking in off the street with a pre-
scription in Frankfurt, Germany,
cheaper than you can the copay for
Federal employees.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to serve no-
tice tonight that this issue is not going
to go away, I am not going to go away,
and the people of not only my State
but people all over the country are
only demanding we get fair prices. We
as Americans subsidize the pharma-
ceutical industry in three separate
ways. First of all, we pay for a big
share of the research. This year we will
spend about 27 billion taxpayer dollars
to fund basic research and research in
drugs and chemicals and so forth to de-
termine what might work. And many
of those things are given to the phar-
maceutical industry, essentially, and
then they patent those drugs. So we do
subsidize a big part of their research.

Second, we subsidize them through
the Tax Code. Literally, they write off
all the costs they have for research. In
fact, in some cases they get tax credits,
research and development tax credits.

Finally, we subsidize them through
the prices we pay.

Now, I believe in patents, and I do
not believe anybody should be stealing
other people’s patents. And I do not be-
lieve that we as Americans should es-
cape paying our fair share for the cost
of these drugs. I think it is fair we pay
our fair share. I think we should sub-
sidize the people in sub-Saharan Africa,
for example. But I do not think Ameri-
cans should be forced to continue to
subsidize the starving Swiss and the
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starving Germans and the people in the
industrialized world.

It is time Americans have access to
world-class drugs at world market
prices. I hope my colleagues will go to
my Web site at gil.house.gov. We have
a site there with great charts and a lot
of information. If people will just study
this, be objective, I think they will
come to the same conclusion, that it is
time to open up markets for the phar-
maceutical companies the way our
farmers have to compete in a world
marketplace.

————
PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
last week, President Bush delivered to
Congress his proposed Federal budget.
In the coming months, Democrats and
Republicans in Congress will debate
budget proposals largely based on di-
vergent cardinal moral values. We will
debate budget cuts that represent more
than just program scale-backs. The
President’s proposed cuts to vital gov-
ernment programs are reflective of dif-
ferences in core philosophies on the
role of our government in serving our
people.

Budgets are moral documents that
reveal the fundamental priorities of a
person, of a household, of a govern-
ment. The President’s ‘‘every man for
himself”’ budget disregards millions of
Americans and undercuts our Nation’s
values. There is no better example of
where Democratic and Republican val-
ues diverge than Medicaid. The Presi-
dent claims he only wants to cut pro-
grams that are not getting results or
that duplicate current efforts or that
do not fulfill essential priorities.

So which of these is Medicaid? There
is no question it is getting results. It
operates at a lower cost than private
health insurance, in spite of what my
friends on the other side of the aisle
like to say about Medicaid. In fact, pri-
vate health insurance has grown his-
torically at 12.6 percent a year; Medi-
care costs have grown at 7.1 percent a
year; and Medicaid has grown at 4.5
percent a year. So government-deliv-
ered health care through Medicare and
through Medicaid has been signifi-
cantly more efficient than wasteful,
profitable private insurance.

There is no duplication here, because
Medicaid is the only program of its
kind. It fulfills an essential priority. It
is the sole source of nursing home care
for five million seniors living in pov-
erty.

The President knows that Medicaid
is already running on fumes, but he
made a choice. He chose more tax cuts
for the wealthiest 1 percent of Ameri-
cans instead of providing for subsist-
ence care for America’s seniors. He
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chose tax cuts for the most privileged
Americans instead of subsistence care
for America’s seniors through Med-
icaid. Different priorities reflecting a
different set of moral values.

Medicaid provides health coverage to
52 million Americans, including rough-
ly 1.7 million in the home State of my-
self and the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR). It is the only source of
coverage for one in four of Ohio’s chil-
dren. It provides 70 percent of the nurs-
ing home funding in Ohio, as it does in
most States.

The Bush plan cuts $60 billion out of
Medicaid over the next 10 years. Dif-
ferent priorities reflecting a different
set of moral values.

These cuts mean kicking seniors out
of nursing homes. And the President’s
plan, in addition to doing that, shifts
tens of billions of dollars in costs to
States like Ohio. He gives a tax break
to the wealthiest people in the coun-
try, then he shifts costs by cutting
spending in Ohio and the other 49
States, all of which have to make up
for that to take care of Medicaid.

The President cannot eliminate basic
needs by ignoring them. He cannot
eliminate the need for nursing home
care by ignoring it or by shifting re-
sponsibility to the States. In the short
run, his budget cuts will create vic-
tims; in the long run, they will force
the States to spend more.

And who will have to cover these
costs? Students will pay as a result of
the Bush tax cuts for the wealthy and
Medicaid cuts. Students in my State,
and every State, will pay through high-
er tuition; homeowners will pay
through higher property taxes; con-
sumers will pay through higher sales
taxes; workers will pay through higher
income taxes, all to make up for the
President’s tax cuts for the wealthy in
Washington and cuts in Medicaid to
the States.

Medicaid has always been a partner-
ship between Federal and State govern-
ments. Cutting the Federal share hurts
our families and our communities and
our States and our country. We can
give up many things, Mr. Speaker, in
the name of shared sacrifice, but com-
mon sense should not be one of them.
The President’s ‘‘every man for him-
self”” budget neglects our communities
and betrays our values as a Nation.

———

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF

THE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY
AND COMMERCE, 109TH CON-
GRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)2 of Rule Xl of the Rules of
the House of Representatives, | hereby submit
the Rules of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce for the 109th Congress for publica-
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tion in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The Com-
mittee adopted Rules on February 2, 2005,
and amended the Rules on February 9, 2005,
both in meetings that were open to the public.

RULES FOR THE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND
COMMERCE

Rule 1. General Provisions. (a) Rules of the
Committee. The Rules of the House are the
rules of the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce (hereinafter the ‘“‘Committee’’) and its
subcommittees so far as is applicable, except
that a motion to recess from day to day, and
a motion to dispense with the first reading
(in full) of a bill or resolution, if printed cop-
ies are available, is nondebatable and privi-
leged in the Committee and its subcommit-
tees.

(b) Rules of the Subcommittees. Each sub-
committee of the Committee is part of the
Committee and is subject to the authority
and direction of the Committee and to its
rules so far as applicable. Written rules
adopted by the Committee, not inconsistent
with the Rules of the House, shall be binding
on each subcommittee of the Committee.

Rule 2. Time and Place of Meetings. (a)
Regular Meeting Days. The Committee shall
meet on the fourth Tuesday of each month
at 10 a.m., for the consideration of bills, res-
olutions, and other business, if the House is
in session on that day. If the House is not in
session on that day and the Committee has
not met during such month, the Committee
shall meet at the earliest practicable oppor-
tunity when the House is again in session.
The chairman of the Committee may, at his
discretion, cancel, delay, or defer any meet-
ing required under this section, after con-
sultation with the ranking minority mem-
ber.

(b) Additional Meetings. The chairman
may call and convene, as he considers nec-
essary, additional meetings of the Com-
mittee for the consideration of any bill or
resolution pending before the Committee or
for the conduct of other Committee business.
The Committee shall meet for such purposes
pursuant to that call of the chairman.

( ¢) Vice Chairmen; Presiding Member. The
chairman shall designate a member of the
majority party to serve as vice chairman of
the Committee, and shall designate a major-
ity member of each subcommittee to serve
as vice chairman of each subcommittee. The
vice chairman of the Committee or sub-
committee, as the case may be, shall preside
at any meeting or hearing during the tem-
porary absence of the chairman. If the chair-
man and vice chairman of the Committee or
subcommittee are not present at any meet-
ing or hearing, the ranking member of the
majority party who is present shall preside
at the meeting or hearing.

(d) Open Meetings and Hearings. Except as
provided by the Rules of the House, each
meeting of the Committee or any of its sub-
committees for the transaction of business,
including the markup of legislation, and
each hearing, shall be open to the public in-
cluding to radio, television and still photog-
raphy coverage, consistent with the provi-
sions of Rule XI of the Rules of the House.

Rule 3. Agenda. The agenda for each Com-
mittee or subcommittee meeting (other than
a hearing), setting out the date, time, place,
and all items of business to be considered,
shall be provided to each member of the
Committee at least 36 hours in advance of
such meeting.

Rule 4. Procedure. (a)(1) Hearings. The
date, time, place, and subject matter of any
hearing of the Committee or any of its sub-
committees shall be announced at least one
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