February 24, 2004

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHopP of Utah). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 7, 2003,
and under a previous order of the
House, the following Members will be
recognized for 5 minutes each.

———
OUR ECONOMY

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, this book
has not hit the best seller list yet, but
it should. This lays out the agenda of
the President for the future of our
economy, jobs, Social Security, and
other programs. Actually, we have got
to give the principal author, Mr.
Mankiw, the President’s chief eco-
nomic adviser, some points for extraor-
dinary honesty.

A quote from page 229, in reference to
trade, of course, the United States of
America is running a huge and growing
trade deficit. We will borrow more than
one-half of $1 trillion, $500 billion, from
overseas to finance this. We are hem-
orrhaging jobs. U.S. corporations flee
overseas to exploit cheap labor and Mr.
Mankiw says that is all to the good.
“When a good or service is produced
more cheaply abroad, it makes more
sense to import it than to make or pro-
vide it domestically.”

He went on to say that exporting
trade jobs realizes the dream of free
trade that economies have talked
about for 2 centuries.
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But then he says not to worry, be-
cause, of course, we have a compara-
tive advantage. Well, the question
would be, a comparative advantage in
what?

Well, since they told us first we are
going to lose those obsolete manufac-
turing jobs, which | disagreed with, be-
cause | do not think you can be a great
Nation if you do not make things any-
more, but then they said, do not worry,
we are going to go to the intellectual
jobs. We will do those sorts of things,
and we will protect those through
these trade agreements. Well, we now
find we are exporting those intellectual
jobs, and, in fact, we are also losing
them to unfair trade.

But, remember, this President sup-
ported Most Favored Nation status for
the bloody dictators of Beijing, the
Communist Government of China, be-
cause of the insistence of U.S. corpora-
tions. It says here, do not worry, we
will defend our intellectual property
against countries like China, which
regularly steal it. It said that if you
bring intellectual property into China,
within 24 hours it will be on the streets
in counterfeit form; but yet this ad-
ministration, which says if a country is
found to be in violation of their obliga-
tions under a trade agreement, the
United States could retaliate against
those countries, against the entire
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range of transactions covered by the
agreement.

That is right. Could. But guess what?
Will not. How many trade complaints
has the United States filed against the
Communist Government of China for
wholesale theft of American intellec-
tual property, which is leading to our
$124 billion trade deficit with China
and the flood of U.S. jobs into that
country? None. Zero. None.

A company in my district, Videx, an
American dream. The guy started with
Hewlett-Packard and came up with a
new scanner technology. It is all made
in America. All of it. He employs 160
people directly, and even in Texas he
has contractors making this good. He
has also developed an electronic lock.
One day he found out, and he is oper-
ating in 44 countries, that he had been
cloned. His company had been entirely
cloned in China, including the Website,
including the software language that
says U.S. copyright or patents, trans-
lated into Chinese. The Chinese had
even gone one better. They took the
Videx Website and put a little waving
American flag up in the corner on this
phony Website for a Chinese company,
and condoned by the Chinese Govern-
ment.

I thought, well, certainly the Bush
administration, who say they want
rules-based trade, they will help this
company. They are for small business;
they will help this company. We went
to the Commerce Department and the
answer was, nope, sorry, you are out of
luck. In fact, in a conference call just
2 weeks ago, this company, Videx, Cor-
vallis, Oregon, was told by the Bush
Commerce Department, those great de-
fenders of free trade, intellectual prop-
erty and rules-based trade, that, in
fact, they would do nothing to enforce
their intellectual property rights or
prevent the theft of their entire com-
pany and product in China, as is hap-
pening to dozens of other American
firms, because the big corporations do
not want such complaints filed against
China because it might make them
mad, and they might lose access to the
cheap labor to produce the goods that
they export back here.

That is what this administration is
all about. They talk about small busi-
ness, but they are just there for a few
multinational corporations. They have
a real chance here to help an American
company to save hundreds of American
jobs, to stop the Chinese from stealing
that product and the product of many
other American firms and stop stealing
those jobs. All they have to do is file a
complaint.

The company cannot file the com-
plaint at the World Trade Organiza-
tion. The Bush people stacked the
deck. The only way it can be filed is by
the United States Government and the
Commerce Department, and they are
refusing to do that. If they care about
jobs, if they care about the future of
this country, they will eschew these
radical free trade policies. And they
are not only free trade, they are theft
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policies being pursued by other coun-
tries against the U.S.

This is not a level and fair trade
field, and it is time that things
changed. But | doubt very much under
this administration that they will, be-
cause small companies cannot afford to
contribute the millions of dollars to
the reelection campaign that the big
ones can.

——————

CONGRESS SHOULD HOLD BROAD-
CAST MEDIA TO A HIGHER
STANDARD OF DECENCY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHorp of Utah). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, 100 mil-
lion people viewed this year’s Super
Bowl. It was a great football game. Un-
fortunately, most of the publicity did
not focus on the football game, it rath-
er focused on the half-time show and a
few ads. Matter of fact, there were
200,000 complaints concerning some of
the indecency that were filed. | think
this illustrates the culture war we are
currently experiencing, because most
in the entertainment industry really
could not understand the outcry. This
is pretty much business as usual. Yet
those in middle America were not quite
so enthralled. They were hit right be-
tween the eyes by the media content
that our children are immersed in al-
most daily.

Many Members of Congress, myself
included, were concerned and some-
what outraged, and | just am concerned
that this outrage may be short-lived if
we look at the history of such things.
In 2003, 240,000 complaints were filed
with the FCC concerning indecent and
obscene programming, yet there were
practically no responses by the FCC or
by Congress. Few of these complaints
were even answered by the FCC. Com-
plaints are often bundled, they are not
counted separately, so there may have
been well over 240,000 complaints filed.
Only a handful of citations were issued,
which resulted in minimal fines, rough-
ly four or five citations. No TV station
has ever been fined in the history of
the FCC for broadcasting indecent ma-
terial. Since the FCC began in 1934, no
broadcast license has ever been sus-
pended.

The FCC receives $278 million from
Congress annually, yet it is largely
derelict in the enforcement of its du-
ties. On June 2, 2003, the FCC increased
the market share media conglomerates
can control from 35 percent to 45 per-
cent. What does that mean? It means
in a major media market, one conglom-
erate can own three TV stations, one
newspaper, and eight radio stations. So
there has been a huge amount of con-
centration in the media industry.

As media control is more centralized,
and there is less local control, there is
more emphasis on indecent program-
ming. There is a focus on the bottom
line; simply what will sell. Locally-
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owned outlets are more sensitive to
community standards and are less like-
ly to broadcast indecent material. Con-
gress, | think, needs to reverse this
trend towards concentration and move
back to that 35 percent of the market
that was originally the standard.

Our children are paying a price. The
average young person by the age of 18
witnesses 200,000 violent acts and 40,000
murders on television. They average
roughly 6 hours of media exposure per
day. Research by the Congressional
Public Health Summit in 2000 indicated
that children exposed to media vio-
lence are more violent later in life;
more apt to commit crimes of violence.
Studies show that children watching
sexually explicit programming adopt
more permissive attitudes towards pre-
marital sex and become more promis-
cuous.

Our out-of-wedlock birth was 5 per-
cent in 1960, and today it is roughly 33
percent. One out of every three chil-
dren coming into our culture are born
with a huge disadvantage. They have
two strikes against them. These chil-
dren, and really all of us in our culture,
pay a great price. So what | would
urge, Mr. Speaker, is that Congress
needs to stay the course, play its part,
and hold the FCC to its charge.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
BAcA) and | have started a caucus, the
Sex and Violence in Media Caucus,
which we hope people will join. Several
weeks ago, Bono uttered an obscenity
four times during prime time, and the
FCC refused to penalize the broadcast
network because they said he used the
obscenity as an adjective. As a result,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
OsE) has introduced the bill Clean Air-
ways Act, H.R. 3687, which defines
eight obscene words, and it says if
these words are used, no matter wheth-
er used as adjectives, verbs, adverbs,
pronouns, whatever, they are still sub-
ject to penalty. Also, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON) has intro-
duced H.R. 3717, the Broadcast Decency
Enforcement Act, which increases pen-
alties for obscenity from $27,500 to
$275,000, a tenfold increase, which may
get some people’s attention.

I urge my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to
hold the broadcast media to a higher
standard and to require the FCC to en-
force commonly held standards of de-
cency.

———

THE PRESIDENT’S BALLOONING
CREDIBILITY DEFICIT

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, in ad-
dressing the Republican Governors As-
sociation fund-raiser last night, the
President, in a much-touted speech, de-
cided to unveil his reelection strategy.
He pointedly accused the current front-
runner for the Democratic nomination
of having a record of flip-flopping, waf-
fling and temporizing.
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Since the State of the Union and
since Meet the Press, | have been wait-
ing for this President to offer a vision
and an agenda for this country. His
strategy has got America stuck in an
endless occupation and a jobless econ-
omy. | thought last night we were
going to hear a strategy of how to
move forward, yet the President of the
United States, after 3 years of gov-
erning, has decided his strategy is to
tear down his opponent rather than to
offer America a vision of tomorrow and
what we can do to build something to-
morrow.

I thought it was very ironic for a
President of the United States, who
has a growing credibility gap, where
people question the validity and the
very truthfulness of his words, to begin
to question the consistency of the
front-runner for the nomination of the
Democratic Party. | thought it was
very interesting because, if 1 am not
mistaken, this was the President of the
United States who has flip-flopped on
steel tariffs. That has been this Presi-
dent’s record. He flip-flopped within 18
months of having imposed the tariff.

This is a President who, although
promoting tax cuts for the very
wealthy, called them a middle-class
tax cut. We now find out, in Paul
O’Neill’s book and Ron Suskind’s book,
the President of the United States
knew that his tax cut went to the top
end. He went into a meeting, said,
‘““Haven’t we done enough for the top
end?”” And yet he went out and sold his
tax cuts as something else and then ac-
cused Democrats of class warfare for
asking the very same question he had
asked. And he wants to accuse the
Democratic nominee, or near nominee,
of being a flip-flopper?

He has a very interesting economic
strategy. He is trying to wage three
wars with three tax cuts and tell us the
deficit is a result of something else;
spending on veterans, police, edu-
cation, and health care. Ever since his
tax cuts for $3 trillion, America has
added $521 billion to the deficit, 3 mil-
lion Americans have lost their jobs, 5
million additional Americans are with-
out health care, and over $1 trillion
worth of corporate assets have been
foreclosed on.

His economic report has now told us
that the middle class of India, where
they are outsourcing jobs, is the pri-
mary concern of the President’s eco-
nomic report rather than the shrinking
middle class in Indiana. This is a Presi-
dent who then walked away from that.
In Ohio, he said manufacturing was his
top priority, yet year after year his
budget cuts the manufacturing exten-
sion program which helps small busi-
nesses.

This is a President of the United
States who on foreign policy took the
Nation, regardless of whether you are
for or against it, to war based on weap-
ons of mass destruction, yet we have
now found out in two State of the
Union Addresses that he raises threats
that are not true; in the State of the
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Union to the United States, where the
world was listening.

The President’s credibility gap is
stretched even wider by his budget that
is filled with flip-flops and inconsist-
encies. He has pledged $3.5 million in
new money for police and firefighters,
yet his budget cuts $1 billion out of ex-
isting grants to local police and fire-
fighters. He told us the budget deficit
would be manageable, but his plan to
halve it by the year 2009 is an account-
ing fiction. Even Goldman Sachs and
the IMF have blamed the Government
of the United States for being a danger
to the world economy, let alone em-
ployment growth here in the United
States.

The President told conservatives of
his own party that Medicare would cost
only $400 billion. Within 2 months, the
bill was for $537 billion. He promised to
clean up the Great Lakes on one hand,
so he increased the funding for $35 mil-
lion, but with the other hand he cut
the State Revolving Fund for water
cleanup by $400 million. And this is an
administration that wants to challenge
people on the word of credibility, on
their flip-flops and waffling?

The only thing this White House
never waffles on is when you are a spe-
cial interest and you need a special
favor. They have been quite consistent
if you are a pharmaceutical company,
you are a polluter, or you are an insur-
ance company or an HMO. So when this
President says he wants to campaign
on somebody’s credibility and on their
consistency, | as one Democrat wel-
come that, because we have 3 years of
a record. This President has done a
phenomenal job of getting America
stuck in a jobless recovery and an end-
less occupation in Iraq.

This is an election about America’s
future, not offering the status quo that
has put America in the position it is.
So if credibility is a question we are
going to have in this campaign, let us
bring it on.

—
[ 2015

RISING COST OF PRESCRIPTION
DRUGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHorp of Utah). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, there has been a lot of talk over the
past few months and debate here in the
Congress about the high cost of pre-
scription drugs. | just got a letter from
one of my constituents in Indiana, Jo-
seph Neff. Joseph is 67. He and his wife
buy a lot of prescription pharma-
ceuticals from Canada. In this letter he
sent me, it shows a 3-month supply of
the products he has been buying from
Canada, and it shows he is going to
save $3,007 a year by buying pharma-
ceuticals from Canada, the very same
thing he would buy here in the United
States, the same identical prescription
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