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Since the passage of the 1996 Tele-
communications Act, the overall num-
ber of radio station owners has de-
creased by at least 30 percent. And ac-
cording to a study by the Department
of Commerce, in the year 2000 minori-
ties owned 248 AM stations and 178 FM
stations. That represented 4 percent of
the country’s 10,577 commercial AM
and FM stations.

I am especially disappointed that the
public, the very people who own the
airwaves, were not offered the time to
express their concerns about this very
important issue. How undemocratic of
the FCC to keep the public in the dark
on this very critical matter and not to
afford the American people of this
country, whom we represent, the op-
portunity to comment directly on the
impact that the new specific policies
will have on competition, localism, ac-
cess to multiple sources of informa-
tion, and minority participation.

Unfortunately, the amount of net-
work coverage on this important issue
has been minimal. We could not even
get people from the media to show up
to cover a press conference that we had
last week to disclose what was hap-
pening with this vote that was taking
place today. The public is largely un-
aware of the possible impact these
changes will have on their lives; and it
is discouraging, especially when mil-
lions of Americans have reacted in re-
cent days with amazement at the
FCC’s plans. The FCC should have lis-
tened to the public, not the
megacorporations.

Liberals and conservatives alike,
consumer groups, labor groups, the Na-
tional Rifle Association and others,
have rallied around the cause and
urged the FCC to allow more time for
the public to comment on this critical
matter.

When it comes down to it, today’s
vote was just another example of the
Bush administration’s catering to cor-
porate greed. It is one more example of
corporate welfare. It is a Bush-backed
gift to the major corporations and
their bank accounts. At the expense of
whom? The public.

The FCC was created to serve the
public interest and to ensure diverse
voices in it. The commission failed on
both accounts today. | urge this Cham-
ber to consider legislation to reverse
the commission’s ruling and to allow
the public greater opportunity to learn
about this critical issue and weigh in
with their important thoughts.

————

ADMINISTRATION WILL NOT TELL
THE TRUTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
when you have been away from this
House for a week, sometimes it is hard
to tell what subject you ought to talk
about first, because this administra-
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tion is the gang that cannot shoot
straight. They cannot tell anybody the
truth about anything.

Whether it Is weapons of mass de-
struction, where we have heard every
story in the whole world, yet every-
where you look people do not believe
the President of the United States,
they do not believe our Secretary of
War or anybody else when they talk
about those weapons of mass destruc-
tion. Or we could talk about Medicare,
or we could talk about the tax bill.

My colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), got up
here and told the game that was run on
the people in this House when they
slammed the bill through here, this
rubber stamp Congress. They did it in
one 2-hour period. Bang, they passed
out $350 billion, but could not find $3.5
billion to cover the kids of the working
poor in this country. They could give
money to millionaires, $93,000; but they
could not give even $400 to the children
of the working people of this country.

Now, there is an overarching ques-
tion here and that is this whole ques-
tion of whether you can solve this
country’s problems by tax cuts. You
know, it takes the British. You have to
read the British newspapers to find out
what is going on in this country. If you
read the Financial Times of London,
they tell us that our President hid
something from us when we were pass-
ing this bill. He hid from us a report
done by his Secretary of the Treasury,
Mr. O’Neill. Remember him? He was
the guy before the one we have now.
The one now is Snow, so | guess we will
get Snow jobs. But the guy before was
O’Neill.

Mr. O’Neill said to his staff, suppose
the government could get its hands on
all the revenue it could expect to col-
lect in the future but had to use it
today to pay off future expenditures,
including debt service. Would the
present value of the future revenues
cover the present value of the future
expenditures? Very simple question. He
asked a guy from the Federal Reserve
and his own assistant secretary to sit
down and do this report. They did the
report, and they came back with some
pretty ugly facts. This thing was sup-
posed to go into the budget to talk
about what the future of this country
was about, about those kids that can-
not even get $400 this year. This was a
report that was supposed to go in about
the future.

Their answer was, no, we cannot pay
for it with the money that we need. We
will be $44 trillion in debt; $44 trillion
in debt because of what they are doing
right now. Now, that is a number that,
if you are sitting at home and you are
thinking to yourself, my God, how
much is $44 trillion, well, think of it
this way: imagine that everyone in this
country worked for 4 years, every sin-
gle day went to work for 4 years, every-
body in the country, and handed over
every penny to cover this $44 trillion
deficit. That is what it would take.
Every man, woman and child. Even
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those little kids that they could not
find $400 for now.

They are creating a problem out
there that when their fathers and their
mothers come to Medicare and come to
Social Security, they will say, well,
gee, we would like to help you out, but
it is all gone. They are creating it right
here in front of us. And it is bad
enough, | mean, people voted, we did
talk a little bit about it out here, peo-
ple talked about it; but what is awful
about this is that they knew these fig-
ures and they kept them from us.

Just like the weapons of mass de-
struction. There is a kind of a pattern,
you see, in this administration. Feed
the people the facts you want them to
know, keep snapping your fingers so
they will look up here, and meanwhile
take away from them down here. They
did it with weapons of mass destruc-
tion. We were assured. Our President
said he has them. Our Secretary of
State said he has them. He went to the
United Nations and put up charts and
graphs and all kinds of pictures. We
have them, he said. The Secretary of
War, Mr. Rumsfeld, he said the same
thing. One after another these guys
went down the line telling us what
they knew was not true.

The Voice of America carried a very
interesting interview with a man who
came out of the Iraqg situation. He was
in the United States, and he said there
were no weapons of mass destruction
after 1991. This administration will not
tell you the truth, but you are in for
one awful problem dealing with $44 tril-
lion all of a sudden.

————

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND RANSOM
HOWARD

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

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
great sadness to honor my friend, Rev-
erend Ransom Howard, the pastor for
almost 4Y%; decades of First Sixth
Street Baptist Church in Port Arthur,
Texas. Reverend Ransom Howard died
on Thursday, May 29.

Reverend Howard was a remarkable
man who was committed to his com-
munity, to his country, and, above all,
to his family. Reverend Howard was a
long-time civic and community leader.
He was always a man who believed in
equality and justice. He fought hard for
civil rights when it was not an easy
thing to do, although it is never an
easy thing to do. His impact on the
community could be felt everywhere,
but you could certainly say he was a
positive force for all of southeast
Texas.

Rev, as we called him, was instru-
mental in the integration of the Port
Arthur public schools and city busi-
nesses. He served as youth director for
the YMCA, was a past president of the
NAACP, and president of the Con-
cerned Citizens of the Port Arthur As-
sociation. He was of the utmost char-
acter, and his attributes of selflessness
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and commitment to others are rare
gifts that this Nation was lucky to
have.

It was interesting that one of the
times | saw him, probably 25, maybe 30
years ago, | saw him in coveralls work-
ing around a building that was being
demolished. He was cleaning bricks and
had several people working with him.

O 2015

Mr. Speaker, what | found was inter-
esting, that he believed that godly men
and women should serve their commu-
nities and should be role models for
others within their communities, and
he did that. Regardless of what the job
might be, he was willing to work the
dirtiest, the hardest, perhaps the low-
est of jobs to encourage someone else
to be a better person within his com-
munity.

He was a man who served his commu-
nity with a great deal of pride and with
a great deal of devotion. He was my
friend. Interestingly, also, Reverend
Howard would not want us to mourn
today, so | ask Members to celebrate
his life, that we should come together
as Americans and continue to work to-
ward the principles by which he lived
which are so very important to each
and every one of us and to our free-
doms.

It is important that current and fu-
ture generations understand the his-
tory of African Americans, of their
struggle for freedom and the part that
people like Martin Luther King, Jr.,
like the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEwIS) and, yes, like Reverend Ransom
Howard played, the awesome part that
they played.

Mr. Speaker, Reverend Ransom How-
ard was part of the fiber of Southeast
Texas and, with his passing, a great
loss will be felt in the spirit and the
heart of our community. It has been
said about some people, he knew his
flock and his flock knew him; and in
this case, they dearly loved him and
will truly miss this great gentleman.

———

FCC VOTE ON MEDIA CROSS-
OWNERSHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHocoLA). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATSON) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. WATSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today to voice my ut-
most frustration and disappointment
with the Federal Communication Com-
mission’s vote today to relax media
cross-ownership rules. I am frustrated
by the process through which the Re-
publican-controlled commission sought
to manipulate its rulemaking by lim-
iting public input and discussion. I am
frustrated that the majority on the
commission chose to ignore the over-
whelming public opposition to the pro-
posed rules, and | am disappointed that
these commissioners failed to learn
from existing evidence, especially in
the area of radio ownership, the dan-
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gerous impacts of unfettered media
consolidation.

By voting to radically deregulate
media ownership, this administration
has created the most unimaginable at-
mosphere for further national and local
concentration of media outlets, leading
to the erosion of localism, diversity
and competition so essential to a
healthy democracy. | fear that as the
media conglomerates move forward
with the rulings and gobble up more
and more independent outlets, not only
will the consumers suffer from the lack
of diverse voices on our airwaves, but
the core values of what it means to live
in a free and open society will be great-
ly demolished.

Many of my colleagues in both Cham-
bers of Congress have expressed a great
deal of skepticism toward today’s FCC
rule. Close to 150 Members of this
House, including the Congressional
Black Caucus, Hispanic Caucus and
Asian and Pacific American Caucus
have asked the FCC to delay its deci-
sion. That came in addition to nearly
750,000 e-mails, letters and phone calls
from the public to the FCC expressing
their opposition to the current rule-
making process and the rule. All of
them, including a letter | sent on be-
half of 28 other Members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, have fallen on
deaf ears.

Over the entire course of the rule-
making process, FCC Chairman Powell
has held only two public hearings while
meeting 71 times, | repeat, 71 times,
with top broadcasters behind closed
doors. How can we say that the FCC is
following  Congressional statutory
guidance to serve the public’s interest?
How is the FCC performing its special
duty as mandated by the Supreme
Court to protect an uninhibited mar-
ketplace of ideas?

Chairman Powell says that the rule
changes will help preserve free, over-
the-air television, but free, over-the-air
television is alive and well. Advertising
revenues for free, over-the-air tele-
vision were up 15 percent last year.
However, it is not the job of the FCC to
make sure that every network in this
country makes a lot of money. It is the
job of the FCC to make sure that
Americans get a variety and diversity
of viewpoints.

The bottom line is that as the rule
changes lead to greater media consoli-
dation, small and independent compa-
nies will be drowned out. Some critics
have called it ‘‘the Wal-Mart effect,”
‘““the emergence of a 21st century Cit-
izen Kane,” as noted by Commissioner
Adelstein. The big five media compa-
nies, Disney, Viacom, AOL-Time War-
ner, News Corp. and General Electric
Company will end up squeezing out the
small companies. It is already hap-
pening. The new rules will only speed
up the process.

Ted Turner is right in saying that
when small businesses get hurt, big
ideas get lost. When the next Water-
gate happens, Americans need to know
that a truly independent third estate
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will be up to the task of conducting a
free and independent investigation. Mi-
norities are deeply suspicious of the
rule changes. There is ample precedent
for their feelings since the passage of
the 1996 Telecommunications Act
which resulted in a frenzy of media
consolidation, radio station ownership
has decreased by 30 percent. Many of
the stations gobbled up were minority
owned.

It was a bad decision at the FCC
today.

Minority broadcasters believe that media
consolidation has all but eliminated opportuni-
ties they need to expand their media compa-
nies. They can’'t expand or compete with the
big players and are often left with one alter-
native: To sell.

It would have been prudent for the FCC to
allow more time for public hearings as well as
congressional input. We have been presented
with a backroom deal that will dramatically
change the structure of our media market-
place, significantly impact media diversity, and
inhibit the free flow of information.

Today’s adoption of media ownership rules
represent a giant step backward for con-
sumers, and as members of Congress we
have a responsibility to exercise our legislative
oversight role. As Commissioner Copps said
today, this is only the beginning. | strongly
urge my colleagues and the public to take up
this important debate.

———

EXORBITANT PHARMACEUTICAL
PRICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
GUTKNECHT), the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. ALLEN), the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) and myself are going to be
talking this hour about the problems
that we have in this country with exor-
bitant pharmaceutical prices.

We all believe in the free enterprise
system, and we believe that private in-
dustry ought to make a profit, but we
also believe the American people ought
to get the best bang for their buck. Un-
fortunately, the pharmaceutical indus-
try has been taking advantage of
Americans for a long, long time, and it
is just now becoming evident.

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
GUTKNECHT) made this chart up origi-
nally, and this chart, | know it is dif-
ficult for my colleagues to see, but it
shows the disparity between pharma-
ceutical products purchased in the
United States and those purchased in
Canada. In some cases, products, phar-
maceutical products manufactured
here in the United States that are sold
in other parts of the world, sell for one-
tenth the price that they sell for here
in the United States; and yet the
American people, when they try to buy
those products abroad through the
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