
broadcaat eateWtea are· auCC888fQl1y
eDPl1Dlr in d1rect competition with·
cable compa.n1es.

Mr. Cba1rman, the Ta.uz1D amend
ment would require that all video d1a
tributors obtain programming at a
Government regulated wholeaale price.
The Tauzin a.mendment 18 not about
acoeaa. it's a.bout wholesale price regu
lation.

The Tauzin amendment 18 an unpreo
edented and unwarranted abridgement
of intellectual property rights that
would effectively prohibit all exclusive
contracts between a video programmer
and a cable operator.

Mr. Ch&1rman. exQIusive contractual
a.rrangements pla.y an important and
.beneflcial role in the multichannel
video marketplace. The recognition of
exclusive rights lives programmers and
cable operators an incentive to invest
in new and improved programming.
thereby increaa1ng the quality of diver
sity of programming a.VILilable to con~

sumers. Ba.rr1ngexolusive arrange
ments will have a ch1ll1ng effect on the
development of.new producta.

Mr. Cha1rma.n. the gentleman tram
Louisiana baa repeatedly cla1med that
his amendment 18 designed to foster
the growth of alternative multicha.nnel
video technololies. spec111caUy high
power d1rect broadcast 8&teWtes. How
ever. a leading force in the DBS indus
try, the U.S. Satell1te Broadcuting
Co.. bellevea the Tauzin amendment
goes too tar, and they have endorsed
the approach taken in the Manton
Rose amendment.

In a letter to the Energy and Oom
merce Committee cha.1rman. Mr. Stan
ley Hubbard. the president of the U.S.
Satellite Broadcasting Co., stated the
following:

'OSSB d881rel that DBS operators have an
opport1mlt7 to engage In rood. ta1th newot1A
tIona wIth Pl"OI'I'lUD provIders for cable pro
rrammIDI'. Our preference would be for 1180
t10D Ca) of the Manton amendment, • •• be
0lUUle the Manton amendment doea not pre
IClr1be terms and oondlt1ona. OUr only Inter

.eat 11 that there be a level playtq field
whereby we CaD barp.1n In a tree and open
marketp1aoe torour~.

Clearly. this DBS operator under
stands that the Manton-Role amend
ment takes a balanced approa.ch to pr0
gram acoeas that affords all dtatribu
tors an opportunity to negotia.te on a
level playtng field and does not tip the
sealea in favor of any one comP8J17 or
industry. .

F1na.lly, Mr. TAUZIN hu ·cal1ed the
Manton*Rose substitute a phony
amendment. Let me take th1a oppor
tunity to share with my colleaauea
what Mr. TAUZIN had to say about th1a
phony amendment when it was part of
the bill that paaaed the House 2 years
ago. Here's what Mr. TAUZIN 8&1d:

1'1nall:v.. th1a bW really addre8lel the l8aue
of competitIon. When services In Video are
cleUvereclllOt II1mply~ wIn but throagh the
air. throagb the advmces In ·.teWte tech
nolOl7 &Del eventuall7 the DeW ICU-baDd lI&t
emtee that wW deUver services on a dish no
btaei' tUn the .a1H of a table napkin. When
tboIe tllIDp are· poalble 1Iilder th1a bW. the

out abuaing the lqit1mate r1Ihta ot
video prorra.mmers.

OUr amendment 18 virtually identical
to the program acceaa provision c0n
tained in the cable reregulation leg1&
lation that unanimously passed the
House during the l018t Congress.

Th1a language W8.II a.lao 1ncluded .. a
provta1on in HeR. l303. cable rereguIa.
tion lertala.tion introduced earlier th1a
COngreas by the cha.1rman of the Tele
communications Subcommittee. Mr.
lIrlAB.DY.
. Spec111cally. the Manton-Rose

amendment would do the following:
Pirst, it would prohibit vertically in

tegrated video program suppliers trom
refustng to deal with any-multicha.nnel
video system operator where such re
tusaJ to deal would unreuonably re
strain competition.

In other words, a cable network. like
CNN or Nickelodeon. could not refuse
to deal with a cable competitor. such
as a DBS operator or a wirel... cable
operator. in a manner that unreason
ably restra1na competition.

second. the amendment expressly
recognizea the validity of exclusive
contracta between a programmer and a
d1atributor that do not have the effect
or unreasonably reatra1n1ng com-
petition. .

Complaints allegtng violations or
th18 section would be resolved by the
FCC in an expedited adjudicatory pr0
ceeding.

Furthermore, the FCC would be au
thorized to grant apprOpriate relief tor
violations of this section. 1ncludingthe
power to establish price. terms and
conditions of sale.

F1na.llY, the amendment conta.1na
strong protections for the e-band home
d1ah industry to make certain that
cable programming remaiDa aVlLilable
to d1ah owners at ratea comparable to
cable. The amendment would prohibit
programmers from d1scr1m1na.ting in
wholesale price, terms and conditions
between cable operators. and e-band
home d1ah dtatributors.

Mr. Ch&1rman, our amendment
strikss a. balance between the need to
promote competition in the multi
channel video marketplace· and the
need to protect the legitimate intelleo
tual property righta of video program
mers. It 18 the product of blpa.rt1aan ne
gotiatioD.andcomprom1ae.

The Manton-Rose a.mendment is sup
ported by the cha.1rman of the Energy
and Commerce Committee. Mr. DIN
GBLL, and the ra.nk1nB minority mem
ber of the committee, Mr. LBNT. The
amendment 18 truly a bipa.rt1aan errort.

Proponents of the Tauzin amendment
lament that competition 18 belng sti
fled by cable programmers who are re
fus1nlr to ma.ke their product available
to alternative technologtea. However.
the tacts simply do not support theBe
contentions. Indeed. cable's competi
tors have access to almost all of the
popular programming produced by
cable companies.

In tact, in many areas of the country.
wireleas cable operators and d1rect
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do 1ODl8~ r1eht tor Amer1CL We
can live America IOmeth1na' that th18
tree enterpr1ae QBtem hu prom1aed u
and dellv81'8d in 80 m&D3" other placea.
We can live them competition in tele
vta10D, and we can live them lower
prioea.

We can live them choice. What do
Americana want most in a free enter
pr18e Qatem? Two storM in town. 10 U
one store trea.ta you badly. charpa you
too much. refusea to anawer the phone.
tella you to move U you don't llke the
lemoe you are ptting, you can IrO to
the next atore and ..et trea.ted ta.trly.
Two stori.. in town. that 18 what th18
debate 18 all about.

With the Tauzin amendment we will
create two storea in the telev1a1on mar
ketplace. With the Manton amendment
we are stuck with one. we are stuck
with monopoly, we are stuck with high
prices. and we are stuck with the cyni
cal argument that this Congress can
not do anything right tor the American
people.

Stand up for them tonight. Break the
cable monopoly. Let u create lOme
competition. Let u adopt the Tauztn
amendment.

Mr. WlLLIAMS., Mr. Chairman. will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAUZIN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Montana.

Mr. WlLLIAMS. Mr. Ch&1rma.n, I
hope my colleaguea are listening to the
pntleman in the well who 18 the spon
sor of the amendment. Let me tell the
Members what 18 happening out West.
.. one who represents both rural areu
and people who live in sman c1tiea.

My rural tamilles. whether they own
their own dish or not and draw their
s1gnaJa tram a 8&teWte. because of mo
nopolistic practices by big conglom
erate cable companies, the people who
llve in rural Monta.na pay 500 percent
more rates than do their neighbors who
llve just down the road in cities.

The pntleman 18 absolutely right
about the untair. arbitrary. anti-free
market prices of the cable conglom
erates, and I commend h1m.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Chairman. I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MANTON. Mr. Cha1rm.an.I yield
myeelt such time .. I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I am offering this sub
stitute amendment with my !rOOd
triend and colleague. the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. RosH], who
has been at the forefront in the ngt to
protect the righta of rural Americana
to receive quality video programming
a.t reasonable rates.

Mr. Cha.Irma.n. the Manton-Rose
amendment offers the House .. clear
choice between our reasonable and bal
anced approach. to program a.coeas and
the far reaMing. rad1cal approach
taken by my triend, the gentleman
from Louisiana. [Mr. TAUZIN].

The Manton-Boee amendment 18 a
strong but reasonable aooess to pro
gramminlr amendment that recognizes
the need to promote competition in the
multichannel video marketplace with-
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fQll-blOWll efrec1a of oompet.ttloD wtU be rWJ·
IIecl. &D4 I thtDk. 0ClII81Im8n tD Amer10a wtU
rreatl7 beD.el1t.

And here 111 what the lead1D&' indua
try proponents ot the TaUZin acoeaa
1aDgua.ge had to lay in testimony· be
tore the Telecommunications Sub
committee juat 1 year ago about the
acceea provt81ons or B.R. 1303, whioh
are Virtually identical to the Ma.nton
Rose eubatitute:

Prom Robert BUodeau, Director ot
the W1releea Ca.ble Aeaoo1&tion:

We are wUUDc to take up the oha118!11'8 to
prove ounelvea tD the market. but without
tilem~ IlI'OII'lUD &ooea prov1a10DS iD
ILl\. 1303 beoclmiDlr law, _ may never have
thechaDoe.

Prom Bob Bergland, v.loepreBiden~

Nation&1 RuraJ. Electrio Cooperative
Association:

We caD prove tbat _ are be1D4r 41a
a4vutapcliD pr101D4r, anel we th1DJr:1~
tIoD Ulu JLR. 1303 wtll I1ve ua the remedi88
we Deed 10 that _ are DOt toroecl to pay
more thaD cable oompant88 would JlI.Y, and
that II reall7 the HleDce.

And from Charle. O. Hewitt, preBi
dent, S&telUte Broadcaat1D8' and Oom
munications Aeaoo1ation:

We're here tollJPPQl't R.R. 1808 * * * as it
-relates to aooea to~, we want
to poiDt out tbat it wtll be VelT dU1'1oult tor
u to develop E-baDd 17Btem8 and the h1Ib
~red capabWty anI... we have a
JumPlltart. and that Jumpstart requiree &e
OHI to procramm1D&' and the abWt)' to pro
914e competitive Pl'OC1'&D1D11DI to the Cl1II
tomer.

Mr. Ch&1rm&n, now they apparently
- want more than a jumpeta.rt-they
want a free ride.'

Mr. Cha1rma.n, there have been no
4r&m&tio ohangee in the marketplace
over the put year that would wa.rra.nt
the radical and unprecedented
abridgement ot property r1&'hta pro
posed by Congreaama,n TAUZIN.

I urge my colleague. to atiok with
the b&1&Dced, bipa.rt1sa.n and ratioD&!
approa.oh embodied in the Manton-Rose
8'\lbatitute. I urge a vote for the eub
atitute.

01950
Mr. Cha1rma.n, I reaerve the balance

otmytime,
Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Cha1rma.n, ,I yield 3

minutee to the gentleman from Ok1&
homa [Mr. SYNAR],

(Mr. SYNAR &8ked and wa.a riven
penniaB10n to rev1lle and extend h1a re
mara.)

Mr. SYNAR. Mr. Cha1rma.n, there are
almoat 12,000 cable syatema aerv1D&' the
American publio. Of these, only 65 ta.ce
he&d-to-head competition.

The Tauzin amendment 18 a poaltive
step toward oha.ng1ng those numbers. It

- would prevent vertiC&l1y integrated
cable programm~programmers,

BBO or TNT for example, that are
owned &ll or in part by cable ayatem
operator.-from arbitra.r1ly deny1D1' &0
oeea to cable Programming aerv.lcea to
potent1&l·oompetitora.
: At present 'f or the top 10 program
m1Dr sem08l on oable televt810n are
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owned by cable operator parent campa- Without acceee to pr'C)I1'&DUJ11D, new
niee. . progra.m d1atribution aerv1081 will not

AI a reault, when alternative 8J'ateJD8 be able to oompete &r&1D8t entrenched
seek out progra.mming, otten they are cable monopol1ee.
in eft'eot .buy:l:ng it !rOm the com- Areal ourrently unaerved by cable,
petition, a Bitu&tion that 18 not oondu- euch U ruraJ. Oklahoma, will not be
o1ve to oompetitlon. able to take advantage ot new tech-

In &reU unaerved by cable, home eat- nolorlel, auch u eatelUte diahe. and
elUte d1ah ownera otten are oharged W1releea cable, that would m&kepro
Ave timee more by cable program- gramming ohoi08l ava.11a.ble to them.
mera-CNN, HBO, eto.-tor progra.ma Oppose Ma.nton-Roae. Support the
than are cable operators. The oonaum- Tauzin amendment. Ensure oom
era have to bear the &dd1t10n&1 COlta. petition in the cable 1DduatrY and &0-

The TaUZin amendment, whUe it doea ceea to cable TV tor &ll Amer1oa.ns.
not manda.te acceaa, doea toroe pro- Mr. RINALDO. Mr. Cha.1rm&D, I yield
grammers to negotiate with competi- 3 minutes to the gentlema.n fl'om Texas
tore. [Mr. F1BLD8). _

There are thoae who a.rgue that th1a (Mr. FIELDS uked and wu given
amendment 18 unneceaaa.ry because the permiaB10n to rev1lle and extend h1a re
present antitrust 1&ws can be usedU mara.)
there 18 truly no competition. That 18 a toM;.~...~s.: ~~~~ '::.~
fine, but worthleaa, a.rgument. Courts v-J -...

have coD8i8tently fnterpreted Robin- tleman from Louiman&, I think he 18
IOn-Patman and other antitrust 1&.. one ot the bright Urhta ot Congreea. I

t am proud to serve with him on the
to exclude cable from the coverage 0 Merchant Ma.r1ne and Flsher1ee Com-
these liI.wa u a "semce" and not a mittee and on the Ooaat ·Guard Sub
"oommodity" u 18 required. committee. I believe with him in the

8&telllte T. Aaaoolates v. OoDttDeDtal ti d di m ko
Cable VlaiOll or VA., 688 1'.8Upp. 8'l8 (VA ooncept ot campe tion an ve "<T'

1982); &fr'4 '114 1'.24361 (4th Clr. 1883); oert de- 10 I a.rree with hi. ro&1a, but I juat die
Died, 466 U.S. lO'll; HRM Inc. •• Tele- agree with the work produot before U8
oommUD1catiou IDo•• 858 1'. Sapp. M5 (Col. tonight. .
1Il8'I); B&Dk1Jl 00. C&blevls1on v. Pe&rllUver Mr. Cha.1rm&n, -the Tauzin amend
V&1leJ' Water SUpply Dlstrlot, 882 1'. 8upp. ment 18 regula.tory overkill. It would
891 (M1aa. 1988); T.V. OommWllcatloD Net- force cable programmers to 8811 their
work·v. BSPN, mI'. Sapp. 106:1 (001.1991») produot to any oompetitor at a Govern-

Moreover, the Tauzin amendment ment-regu1&ted price.
preventa programmers that are ver- The reault would be iI. litiration
tio&lly integrated with cable syatem nightmare for cable programmers, opo
operators from dieor1m1nating in the erators, and competing delivery aye
price, terma, and conditions that they tema. Every progra.mmtnr contra.ot
oft'er to oompetiuc cable ayatem opera.- would be lubject to court acrutinY. The
tors or alternative program d1a- FCO doea not have the manpower or
tribution technologiee. the relOuroea to addreea &l1 the ol&1ma

The Manton-RoBe amendment oft'era that would potent1&lly be made under
no eueb protection to the competing th1a bUl. .
technologiea. Moreover, Manton-Rose It 18 not COngreaa' role to diotate
would allow exclusive oontra.ots be- how a cable company must diatribute
tween a cable operator and a cable pro- ita produot to compet1Dg deUvery aye
grammer. Further, it &11owa cable to tema.
oh&rge exorbitant prlcea, and deatroya Ca.ble programmers have oertaJn pro
the abUity ot the new technologiea to prletary righta and should be able to
oompete. exerc18e oontrol over their own mate-

The righta ot the v.ldeo programmers rial and to decide who should diatrib
must be b&1&Dced with the interest of ute it.
the publio in receiving acaeea to v.ldeo The Tauzin amendment would deny
prorra.mm1ng, - - cable prorra.mmers the right to dU-

In 1978 Congreea took stepe to &1d theterentlate their whole8&le price baaed
development ot the infa.nt cable indua- on each distributors capital COlts, mar
try. keting commitments, and ftnanc1&l

With Congresa' help, the_industry ha.a .t&bWty.
been able to m&1nt&1D unprecedented Ma.ny competitors, like DBS, who
growth. want manda.ted programming are un-

In 1984 Congreea deregu1&ted cable. d,rwritten by la.rp-acale oompaniea
AI a result cable h&a been able to ra.1ae like GE and Bughe. Aeroapace. Theae
ratea, and use the prooeeda to fund an bUBineaaea have the f1nancial resource,
extr&ordinaryarra.y ot v.ldeoprorram- to develop their own progra,mming
m1Dr choices. they do Dot need any apecial treat-

Consumers have tooted the bm, now ment.
it'a time that they ret a f&1r return on The Tauzin amendment 18 10 reatric-
their investment. tive on the ieaue· ot program e:a:cluBiv-

The induatry 18 now strong enough to tty it would eeaent1ally deny these
.t&Dd on ita own, and ta.ce a little oom- types of a.rranrementa. It exoluBive
petition. oontra.otl were prohibited, a oa.ble net-

Juat u Congreea &1ded the 1nta.nt work like TNT would have never got
cable induatry to crow, it DOW should ten oft' the ground. In order to p.1n
rive· the aame coDBideration to fleda- commitmentl from cable operators to
l1nr technologies. _ ca.rry and pay for TNT, Tamer had to



1l'trat ot all, the amen4ment 11 I'OOd marketplaoe a roa1 we all IUpport;
in itself, and, second, it 1& .. bit of dam- we can't 19nore the almple me.tter ot
are control. ta1l'neaa. The qu&l1t7 IJl'OI1'&DlIIl1

I am aware that m&DY oryou have al-· which hal made cable Inch .. dea1rable
ready made up your mtnda, but I am commodity c11dn't come by &OC1dent.
also reminded ot that wonderful aclmo- but through the investment ot m1ll1ona
Dition of WUbur M1l1a that aa1d that of· dollars in untested 1Jl'OI1'&DlIIl1.
more votes have been oha.nged at the Last year alone, the oable Industry re
House chapel than on the House floor. Invested SSlAl b1ll1on in programm1ng,
But I go ahead anyway. nea.rly half of which went to bUte.

Let me explaJn. 4850 11 short ot the In return tor th18 investmeDt. the
mark. The reason 11 it puts a wet blan- cable industry hal an understandable
ket over a. pa.rt1cula.rly explosive indO&- interest in protecting the identity. and
try. cbaraoter ot its product. ExclUsivity

In 1984, as you all have heard, cable h&8. long been recogD1Jed &8 .. legiti
was deregula.ted, but it really was not. mate mea.na or not only rua.rd1nc Intel
Only the prioes were. T!le &COeaa was leotual property, but &8 a·way ot en
not. coura.g1ng program c11verB1ty &8 well. In

It was not poB8ible tor others to get th18 respect, exclusiverighta aotually
In as they would like In most other work tor, not agaJnst. oompetition.
bualneasea. I honestly O&I1Dot aa.y I blame oa.ble'l

80 what happened? Prices went up. ourrent and tuture oompetitors tor
There was no downward otrsetttng wanting &COeBS to that which h&8 made
force to oounteraot that, and that cable television an enormous BUC088I.
meana obviously competition. Nor could I fault the Colorado Bookies

80 now we ask ourselves: What do we b&aeb&1l team tor wanting to piok and
do? Do we tree up competition &8 we choose among the major league'. beat
c11d the prices, or do we go back to the players rather than investing in their
old burea.uoratio way, whioh 11 to rep- own untested rookies. It may make
late and reregulate and re-reregulate? them more competitive sooner; it

Sa.dly we have gone that aeoond would undoubtedly ael1 more tickets;
route, and thi8 year when we f&Oe a. but it 11 anything but ta1r to the ez18t
Government deflott, and we put the 1DI' tra.noh1sea.
Government Into the equation where it The MantoD amendment. OD the
waa not betore and we alao cha.rre the other hand, recogD1sea the beneflta of
eleotorate tor that privilege $25 mil- exoluaive d1atribution arra.nrementa
lion. The other route would have been not only tor the cable industry, but tor
to allow the oompetition to work. AI oonaumera who appreciate d1verae pro
you might have noticed, it doe8 in I'J'lUDming aa well. It 11 a b&1&Dced and
other tlelda rather auoo8881'l1lly. But reasonable approach tar more worthy
enough of that. Th&t 11 the philosophic or cur IUpporti and I urge ita adoption.
ltd which 11 already aadly behind us. Mr. RINALDO. Mr. 0ha.1rma.n. I Yield

We now f&Oe the 1aBUe: What can we myself luch time &8 I may consume.
do to make a porous b1llllva.ble? And Mr. OhaJrman, the Manton amend
that 18 the Tauzin amendment. Speo1ft- ment anticipate8 and offers a balanced
c&lly it gives an even break to people solution to pOtential future problema,
who want to ret in the bua1Desa, and it ooourringwhen Dew technologies like
dces not JUD11H1ta.rt. but it ta.trly helps c11rect broadcaat satellltes (DBS] trans
other people ret into the bualneB8. It mit to am&ller d18bes In c11rect com
helll8 the rural satell1te people who petition to cable operato1'll. It prohibita
need to get-in here and who would not cable compa.n1es that own program
be wired anyway by the cable compa.- ming from refuB1ng to sell It to any
Dies. oompetito1'll to cable if that would vio-

So this amendment. oombined with late antitrust principles.
an FCC decia10n on something c&l1ed By providing these new competitors
video c11&1tone, would help to put a to cable with aoceBS to cable program
semblance ot good old American oom- ming, a competitive environment 11
petition back into the process. It savel created. Competition will force
money, and it builds the bualnesa, and oonsumer price tor qu&l1ty video pro
there are lots ot Job8involved. grammfng to be driven down. whUe in-

Mr. RINALDO. Mr. CbaJrman. I yield oreaa1ng the quality of service to oon
2 minutes to the rentlema.n from Colo- 8umera.
rado [Mr. 8cHAEFBR], a member ot the Moreover, by promo·tiDI'. accesa tor
oommittee. these Dew oompetito1'll. oonsUD1e1'll w1ll

(Mr. SCHAEFER asked and was given be given a wider variety of choioes in
permiss10n to revise and extend h18 re- terms ot the type of programm1ng they
marks.) want to receive in the manner they

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. OhaJrma.n, I rise want to receive it.
in BUpport of the Manton amendment. The proV1.B1ons of the Manton amend-

I do so, but would t1l'Ilt like to com- ment are virtually identio&1 to thOse
mend the gentleman from Lowsla.na oonta.1ned in the cable legislation that
[Mr. TAUZIN) for seeking a competitive passed the House by una.nimoua voice
solution to the problema !&Oed by a. mi- vote in September 1990. The Manton
nority of cable oonsumers. In this re- amendment represents .. bipa.rtisan lop
spect. it 11 a far better approach than proaoh to a. deUcate and f&r.reacbJng
that taken by the underlylng bill oonoern.

But in our rush to greater oom- The Manton-Rose amendment i8 ..
petition 1D. the multichannel video ba.la.nced propOsal to the controvera1&l
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offer uolueive dfstrlbution rt.chta.
Therefore, the T&uz1n amendment
would c11Icourage programm8l'l from
Invest1Dg In new produots and would
vutly d1mfnfah the c11vers1ty and qual
ity of programming ava1lable to oon
atun81'8.

8ILUlON8 TO 1JUPPOR'l' 'l'IIII PROOR.AX AOOB88
PROVISIONS IN MANTON SOB8Tl'1'VTII

The aubatttute enaurea that cable'l
competitora have rea.aona.ble &eee88 to
poPul&r cable progr&DUJl1ng. It Ill'O
b1bita vertica.lly integrated cable pr0
grammers from retustng to deal with
&D1' oompetitors to cable if such ref'WJaJ.
would unre&IOnably restri.1n oom
petition.

The prov1B1ona ot the Manton aub
8titute are virtually identical to those
oont&1ned in the cable legislation that
paased the House by unanimous voice

.vote in 1990. Moreover, the White
House h&8 indicated that the Manton
la.nguap.1I aooePtable while the Tau
zin amendment would invite a veto.

The language allOWI exclusive con
tracta as long as those contracta do not
impede oompetition.

C 2000
Mr. MANTON. Mr. Cha.1rma.n. I Yield

1 minute to the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. RoSE]. .

(Mr. ROSE asked and was given per
mi8B1on to revise and extend h18 re-
marks.) .

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Cha.1rma.n. I· rise
today in support ot the program access
amendment o1rered by Mr. MANToN and
myself. Our amendment completely
sat1Bt1es the ooncerns whioh have been
raised by 1'l1r&l Americana who own 0
Band, backyard dishes.

Specitlca.lly, the MAnton-Rose
amendment requ1ree cable networks to
make their progra.mm1ng ava.Uable to
independent distributors who serve the
o-Band backyard dish market at· the
same prices, terma, and cond1tions as
are o1rered to cable operators. It thus
protects the millions ot rural Ameri
cana who depend on C-Band satell1te
d1shes tor their telev1s1on.

80me ot the 8Upporte1'll ot the Tauzin
program access amendment have con
tended that the Manton-Rose amend
ment w1ll not protect rural America.
Th1B simply 11 not the case. In tact, the
C-Band proV1.B1ona ot the Manton-Rose
substitute amendment are identical to
H.R. 3420, the C-Band satell1te program
accea legislation introduced by Mr.
TAUZIN earlier this Oongress.

In conclusion, Mr. Cha.1rman. the de
bate about program &CoeBS i8 not about
whether rural America'8 C-Band home
dish owner'8 needs w111 be served. The
Manton-Rose 8ubstitute amendment
ensures that these needs w111 be met.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Cha.1rma.n, I Yield 2
minute8 to the rentlema.n from New
York [Mr. HoUGRTON1~

(Mr. HOUGHTON asked and was
given perm1aa1on to revise and extend
his remarkL) .

Mr. HOUGHTON. Mr. Cha1rma.n, I
would like to apeak on behalf of the
Ta.uzin amendment for two reasons.

H85S'7
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topio ot P1'OI'l'&D1 acoeu. It 'enauree,that
the' Video marketplace 18 not UD!a.1rly
monopol1zed by reQuiring ca.ble opera..
ton that own or have an interest in
cable programming to make such pr0
gramming ava.1lable to competitors. In
th1J manner new technologie. are g1ven
accesa to the programm1ng needed to
compete With cable, Without p1&c1ng
cable at an unreasonable competitive
d18&dvantage.

Moreover, the White Bouse baa indi
ca.ted that the Manton amendment i.
acceptable, whereas the Tauz1n amend-,
ment would invite a veto. Theretore, in
order to create a piece ot leg18l&tion
which will ultim&tely become law, it 11
necessa.ry to vote in favor ot a pro
gramm1ng acceBI proviaion which pr0
mote. competition Without g1ving an
unta.1r advantage to &ny' one Bide.

Mr. LENT. Mr. Ch&1rma.n, will ·the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RINALDO. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. LENT. Mr. Ch&1rma.n, I jWlt want
to underecore what the gentleman baa
I&1d and subscribe to hie views en
tirely.

I am &Iso very much opposed to the
Tauz1n amendment and think· certa.1nly
that the Manton amendment 11 clearly
preferable. The amendment oftered by
the gentleman from Lou1e1&n& 11 actu
&1ly punitive in nature, and we know
that it 11 lr01nI' to invite and el1cit a
veto from the White House, and the po
tent1&l harm to the cable indWltry by
overregulation in the area ot program
accesa tar outwe1l'ha &ny' 1&V1nga the

/ amendment could shave from the coat
ot S20 aerv1ce, which 11 the average
acrosa the country tor basic today.

C 2010
The result could be a aevere decrease

in the type of educational, enterta.1n
ment, and iiltormational progra.mm1ng
that the American consumer today en
joys acrosa the United States.

Mr. RINALDO. Mr. Ch&1rma.n, I want
to thank my good Mend, the ranking
minority member ot the ruu commit

. tee, tor his support and for the ap
proach that he jWlt outlined.

Let me say in Une With what Oon
gTesama.n LENT baa B&1d that the White
Bowse baa indicated very strongly that
the Manton amendment 11 acceptable,
whereas the Tauzin amendment would
invite the veto that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. LENT] mentioned.
The~fore, It we relilly want to create

a piece ot lel'1s1ation, It we want a
piece ot leg1slation that 11 acceptable,
It we want a piece ot legislation that 11
coilterencable, 1{ we want a piece ot
lel'18l&tlon that can get enacted and
probably will be Bigned into law, then
we should vote for the Manton amend
ment and let us create a piece ot leg1s
latlon that will ultim&tely become law
and vote in favor ot a programmIng ao
cesa prov1a1onwhich promotea com
petition Without g1Ving an UD!a.1r ad
vantage to &ny' one Bide and Without
inviting a veto that Will k1ll the entire

'bUl.

Mr. 0ha.1rman, I reserve the b&1&nce
otmytlme.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Oh&1rm&n, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mas
8&chwsetts (Mr. MA1ucIY], the distin
guished ch&1rm&n ot the Subcommittee
on Telecommunications and Finance ot
the Oommittee on Energy and Oom
merce.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. 0h&1rm&n. I thank
the gentleman tor yielding th1e time to
me, and I rise in support ot the Tauzin
amendment.

The gentleman from Loaiai&n& (Mr.
TAUZIN] and the Senator from Ten
nessee, Senator GoRB, and the Bouse
and Senate proponents ot this approach
to ensuring that there 11 amqre vigor
ous advance in the development of
technology in our country.

Now. to many who are l1stenlng to
this debate. there is a bit ot ha.z1ness in
terms ot what it 11 that we are d1ecUll8
ing. In much the aame way that in 1983
and 1984 when we were discUB81ng the
ca.ble bill. moat of the Members in the
Howse did not know what we were talk
ing about mce we had yet to deregu
late cable, so they were voting on tech
nolog1es that they had yet to in ta.ct
enjoy in their own homes as ot 1984.

Well, that bill helped to telescope the
timetra.me that it would take to get
that technology into everyone'. home.
That 11 what th1e debate 11 about here
today, but it Iii a debate about another
technology which 11 also in its nascent
stage.

Now, the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. TAUZIN], the gentleman trom Ten
neuee [Mr. COOPER], the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. H.A1UUS] and othel'll.
made reterence to' something c&11ed 0
Band. We all say in Boston or Balti
more or New York, what is o-Band?
Well, C-Ba.nd 11 those g1ant dishes
about 8 teet wide that you see in peo
ple'a backyards when you drive out
there into the country-With their
pickup trucka (Uld their 8hotguns up
a.ga.1nst the back porch. It 18 those 0
Band di8hes. They cost about three to
11ve grand and you lrOt to get a zoning
variance to put them in.

N:ow, there will not be m&ny' ot us in
Boston or in Baltimore or in Oleveland
or other major cities in America that
will be seeing too m&ny' ot these 8-toot
dishes in our backyards, not it we want
to keep our ne1l'hbore as our Mends.

So the C-Band technology 11 a nice
technology and it has accese to pro
gra.mm1ng, but limited.

The K-Ba.nd technology, which 11
what this debate is all about, 11 about
12-inch dishea, dishes you can put be
tween the petunias out in the back
yard. No one will even know that it 18
there, but it cannot grow unlesa It has
acceBB.

The CHAIRMAN. The time ot the
gentleman from MsssBchwsetts [Mr.
MABDY] baa expired.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Oh&1rm&n, I yield 1
additional minute to the gentlein&n
from Ma.ssa.chusetts.

'Mr. MARKEY~ Th1e dish, Mr. 0h&1r
man, out there in the'back7&rd. th1e ,18
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the new revolution. Thia 1a' the com
petition to the cable industry. It 18
clear they are not lrOin&' to compete
ap1nst each other. In 99 percent of th~
communitie. that have cable, no other
cable compa,nJ' competes ap1nst them.
They have got some kind ot
nonaggresBion pact that they put to
gether.

Well, the satellite indWltry solves
that problem by bringing in the 12-inch
dish that Will coat you S3OO. You put it
out in the backyard, point it up in the
air, and you are in businesa.

Now, we have got to make sure they
have acceBI to programmtng, and that
11&11 this amendment dOes 11 jWlt
make sure that there 11 a B&1e ot the
video programming from the cable in
dWltry tor a reasonable price over to
the I&tellite indWltry, plain and a1mple
competition, the aame thing we did
when we torced the broadcasters to
g1ve their Bigna.la tor tree over to the
ca.ble indWltl7 back in the mid-seven
ties so that we could g1ve birth to that
indWltl7. .
, It ilt a very simple proposition, and

by the way, by the year 2,000 it would
obviate the need tor any further rate
regulation because you will have real
competition out in the marketplace,
which 11 at least & mantra which is
be1nl' uttered on a constant bas1l by &11
Membel'll on both sides ot the &1sle.

Thi.is the way to get there. Support
the Tauzin amendment.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Oh&1rm&n, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman trom North
Oarol1na [Mr. LANCASTER].

(Mr. LANOASTER asked and was
g1ven perm1BBionto revise and extend
hisremarka.)

Mr. LANOASTER. Mr. Oh&1rman, I
am pleased to r1ae in support of B.R.
4850, the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competitivenesa Act ot
1992 and the Tauzin amendment. As a
long time proponent ot cable retorm, I
hope that the Ameriea.n consumer, es
pecially rural America.ns, Will benel1t
trom this initiative.

Since COngTeBB deregulated the cable
indWltry, in 1984,. the American
consumer baa been the Victim ot unre
lenting rate increases. In le88 than 5
yeare, cable rate. have increased 60
percent during a time when 1nf1&tion
baa been negl1g1ble. Th1e leg18l&tion re
sponds strongly to unjWlt111ed rate in
crease. through regulation in the short
term and, more Importantly, by mak
ing competition within the ca.ble indus
try possible.

America was tounded on tree market
principles-the bel1et that qual1ty
products at reasonable prices can best
be del1vered to the consumer through
competition. Today, only S percent ot
Americana have a choice between cable
companies. Bow can th1e be when the
cable industry Serves more than 51 mil
lion 8ubscribers With annual revenues
of S20 bUlion-almost two times that ot
ABC, OBS, and NBO combined? There's
obviously enough money in cable to be
sh&re4by many competitors.
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New technologies, such as wtrele88 Thta provtaton ta virtuallY identiCal, choices available to consumers: and

cable and dJrect broadcast Atelllte, to one included in the blll that over- last, it protects the legitimate intellec
are ready to compete With cable. These whelmingly pa88ed thta C0ngr888. tual property rights of video program-
competing teohnologie. want to offer Mr. Chairman, the subBtitute i8 rea.- ming creators. .
similar channel selections at competi- 80nable and fair. Mr. Cha.1rJna.n, I am supportlng the
tlve prices. But the cable industry has Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Cha1rma.D, 1 yield 2 Manton-Rose amendment becauae it
done everything in its power to keep minutes to the gentleman trom Con- provides an effective and suMcient
these competitors trom getting off the necticut [Mr. SHAYS}. remedy for anticompetitlve behavior.
ground. Cable programmers, who also Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I thank Cable programming networks w11l not
own local cable companies, have dented the gentleman for yielding me this be permitted to unreasonably refuse to
competing teohnologie. acce88 to their time. deal With their competitors and cable
pr.ogramming---elther by refusing to The best way to provide lower rates programming must be made ava.1l&ble
sell or by oha.rg1ng ridiculously high and better .ervice Is through com- to the e-Band home Atel11te d1ah in
prices. For example, C-SPAN charges petition. That I. my preference. In dustry on nond1Bcriminatory prices,
cable competitors 500 percent more for spite of the fact that I had an amend- terms, and conditions. That ta a .um
the same programintng received by ment to reregulate the cable Industry, cient and proper .olution to the prob
current cable compan1es. H.R. 4850 and my preference, I. to have competition. lema on program acceaa.
the Tauzin amendment would require The cable operators ten iDe that 18 The Tauzin amendment Will take
that cable programmera 8ell their their preference, too; but then they do away a right. trom cable programmers
channels to cable competltora at fair everything they can to prevent com- that 18 given to everyone else in the en-
prices. petition. terta1nment industrr. the right to con-

As a result, competition Will flourish, To start with, cable operators do not trol the use of their intellectual prop-
consumers Will have a choice, prices want telephone companies to provide
will go down and quality of service Will cable service., but they also oppose the e%kers of the Tauzin amendment
go up. In addition,the new tech- Tauzin amendment· which Will allow muet really, belleve that money grows
nologles will provide cable services to Batel11te cable companies, Wireleaa J
rural areas which· today do not have cable companies, and telephone compa.- on trees, and programmers uat go into
cable. n1 t th th the orchard to collect money when

e. acce88 0 e same programa e they have a programming idea. Let me
I commend the committee for giving cable compaD1e. have acce88 to. It does remind ",v colleague. that money doe8

Congress the opportunity to pa88 legis- not make sense. .....,
lation which will restore basic com- There will not be any competition it not grow on treea-it i8 provided by en-
petitive ta.1rne88 to the Nation'8 O&ble th """, ... f t - trepreneurs who are Wil11ng to take aese com~es canno ouer programs risk in the marketplace and invest in aindustry. In the short term, consumers that the consumer wants.
Will be protected from further un.fa.1r So what are we left With? A monopo- programming idea. With the hope that it
ca.ble rates. And in the long term, O&ble li ti ind 40.... that Will tin to t that· program becomes a 8UCceSS, then
rates and service Will be regulated by s c ua~" con ue se they. Will have the legitimate right to

its own price With nothing to restrain ex ia.. control over the -owofc1ng andthe marketplace. Most importantly, it ......- wav vou' look at it the "'4
• ~ -J" 'd18trtbution of that product.the American consumer will f1nally consumer ta being ripped off, because

have a choice. the consumer ta having to pay too It the Tauzin amendment passes, who
Mr. RINALDO. Mr. Chairman, I yield much. With no competition, they are in their right mind ta going to rtak

1 minute to the gentleman from Cali- ......t 11 ti - Th their money in L programming idea..
forn1a [Mr. LEHMANl, a member of the A'A.J.ng a monopo s c .,.4ce. eyare BeO&usein the world env1aioned by the

paytng blllions of dollara they Mould .....ntleman tro'm Lowft4a_a, it vour nPft..

committee. not have to pay for. ..- IUAUA ., ---

Mr. LEHMAN of Californ1a. Mr. Mr. Chairman. I urge all my col- grammtng idea turns out to be a flop-
Chairman, I thank my colleague, the leagues to open the door to true com- too bad. And it it turns out to be a sue
gentleman trom New York, for yielding petition and 8Upport the' TaUZin 0888. well then the Federal Government
me this time. amendment. w11l 8tep in and mandate that you 8811

Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt in Mr. MANTON. Mr. Cha1rm&n. I yield it on certain terma,conditions, and
my mind that the amendment offered 2 minute. to the gentleman trom New price•• Now that i. not an exciting in
by the gentleman from New YOl'k [Mr. Mexico [Mr. RICHARDSON]. . ve.tmeJ!t ,0pportuD1ty, and It w1ll
MANToN] is ta.1r and reasonable and I underatand that the gentleman 8tarve the programming .community ot
does In ra.ct provide for the type of ac- trom New Jersey [Mr. RINALDO] may the investment needed for new program
cess to programming that· the com- also yield the gentleman some time. ventures.
petition, both present and prospective. Mr. RINALDO. Yes- Mr. Ch&1rman, I The _Manton-Rose LlDendment, by
needs to have in order to foster true yield 2 additional minute. to the gen- contrast, recogD1zea the benef'ltB of ex
market competition. tleman from New Mexico [Mr. RICHARD- clueive dtatrtbution a.rra.ngements 80

Doe. it go tar enoUgh to anticipate SON}. ,longas they do not stifle competition.
the technological and marketplace de- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Thta ta not lOme theoretical
mands of tomorrow or the next decade? trom New Mexico [Mr. RICHARDSON} ta f'lnepoint-th1a has real meaD1ng for
Tha.t rema1ns to be seen. recogD1zed for a total of 4 minutes. programmers in the marketplace. It

The Manton 8ubstitute doe., how- (Mr. RICHARDSON asked and was has real meaD1ng tor someone like Mr.
ever, acknowledge the present tasue. given permission to revise and extend Robert Johnson, the president of Black
and it is realtatio in ita approach. his remarks.) Enterta1nment Telev1B1on @ET]. Years

The Manton substitute prohibita ver- C 2020 ago, nobody wanted to invest In hi8
tically integrated cable entitiea from progra.mm:1ng idea for a black enter-
refusing to deal With multichannel .ye- Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I tainment network-nobody would put
tem opera.tors where auch refusal come trom a rural State. Per capita. I up the 11na.ncing for him. A O&ble oper
would reasonably restrain competition. have as many Atellite dtahe8 as any- ator did and With that investment,

Th1. provtaion provides adequate pro- body in this Chamber, and I Will match today Bob Johnson's BET ta. an enor
tection for extating programmers, yet my consumer rating With anybody on mona auCC888. And 1t the Tauzin
it insure. that other video delivery aye- the other side of th1a i88ue. amendment pa88e&, the Federal Gov-
tem operators have reasonable access I am supporting the Manton amend- ernment Will reward Bob Johnson'.
to these programming course.. ment for four reasons. F1rat,it Batiaf'les SUCC888 by forcing him to sell hta prod-

Further, the manton amendment in- the problema rataed by rural Americans net at Government-mandated whole
surea that cable programming rema.1ns who own backyard dtahe.; aecond, it sale prices. terma, and conditions. I
aVailable to e-Band Satellite dishe. at guarantee. acce88 to programming in a urge my colleagues to reject Mr.
rate8, terma and conditions comparable reasonably balanced way; third, it pro- TAUZIN'S extreme approach . on this
to cable. motes diversity and increaaes the taaue.
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The Ito17 of Bob JohD8oD &D4 BET Ie White HOWIe UlCl tbat veto wm be ... not-the chMP imitation of the JrfaDtoD

not that QJlOODlDlOD In the cable bulua- tamed. So it the Tauzin amendment Ie Abatttute.
try. ID tact, oableoperaton 11&" pro- adopted. the cable bill will not become Mr. 01IInIlM. I rill In euppoIt of the TIUZIn
vided muoh of the tlDaDo1D&' for cable law. ADd tor ClOD81UD..... that meaD8 no amendment.
networlal like CNN, Nickelodeon, aDd rate regulation. no ouetomer..moe AIIhough It II 1IbeoIl_~ that we protect
the DI8ooV8r7 ChaDDel. cable o~ 1taDd&rda, and .ero protection. I 1U'I'8 coneumers tom nd8 gouging In the near tenn.
ton' Investment was $1.6 b1lUon for 1D7 colleaguee not to lead us down the the long-term key to IIoppIng runaway rate ~
programming In 1991. It Ie thIa Invest- road of a oerta1D veto and jeopardize c:reasee and Improve cable .mce II to pro
ment that .. creat1Dg the programmIDg for OOD8UJDere the benetlte of thIa bID. rnoIe competltIon.
everyone Uk... Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Ch&irm&D, I yield I TheN have been ...., JII'8eponelb/e and m-

So let us be clear on what the TaWIiD minutes to the gentlem&D from Ohio eccunde 8Iat8rnef*~ .. amendment
amendment Ie really about: It Ie not [Mr. EoxART]. that must • corrected. It II not 8XtnImI. II ..
about acceee. WbJ' Ie It not &bout &0- (Mr. ECKART asked aDcl was given not regulatoly overIdI. Mr. TAUZIN has aItenId
ceea~ Because alterD&t1ve dletribution perml88lon to revl8e and extend hie 1'6- his language~ ..... a respond a
technologies do Indeed have acce. to marlal.) campIaInta by the cable IrdJaIJy-Io no aveI.
popular ca.ble programmIDg. Forty-two Mr. ECKART. I thank the gentleman They have not taken one _ toward the mdo
cable program aerv10ea are 80ld to for yielding this time to me. die.
MMDS wlreleea cable operators. The Mr. Ch&Irm&D. a great philosopher 1he cable Industry has never been IICCU88d
Wlrele. Oable A88ocl&tion baa re- once I&fd, "Let me speak tender worda of being cUnb. They ... bowing every false
ported that all but one major cable because I m&J' have to eat them." accusatIan end mIar8pnNtenIa1I at ilia
program service Ia ava.1l&ble to Ita Mr. MANTON was trying to torce Mr. amendment a defeattt. Theyknow1hatlthey
membe1'8. So they do have acceu to TAUZIN to eat his worde, referring to maintain 1heIr strangIehcId on IhII program-
cable programming. the 1990 previoua debate. mIng, Ihey eM shut down competIIIon-eve

What Ie this debate about: it is about Well, the tact of the matter Ie that the deep pockeIs of 1M t8Iephone COl'I'lf)IU1Ie8
wholesa.le prioing. It Ie not about the what BILLy l&1c1-the gentleman from for a decade or more.
prioes being charged to ouatomere In Loula1ana [Mr. TAUZIN]--M1d I ye&r'8 lhIa II the StraIts 01 Hon'nuz; this II 1M
rural areas. The National Rural Tele- ago about 1303 was true. But the traglo ctioIce point. Mr. TAUZIN'.' amendment Ia the
oommunicatioDB Cooperative tNRTC] thing 1a that what .. unta.Ir is that only way 1hat free end fair commerce 'NIl be
otters home eatell1te d1ah owners a what we have before us is not what the poesIbIe In 1hI81ndu8try.
package of 47 services; satellite dish gentleman had spoke about several If we don't pasa .... Tauzin .m,"dment, we
ownere can reoe1ve a package of pro- ye&r'8 ago. consign 0UII8Ives to r&tumk1g tD this Issue In
gramm1ng oomparable In retail price to The amendment before us .. not what the next few years. We wi! • certUl tD hear
b&8Io cable packages. Mr. TAUZIN praIaed I yean ago. It oov- an unending atream of cc:mpIeInIa from ow

Are· rural cUeh owners P&J'1D8' more ere fewer programmers. It is not what constIIuents asking "Why dIdn'I we do our
than o&ble oustomeraf Let's look at the Mr. TAtJZIN praIaed S years ago; It cov- Jobr 'Wtrtt cId we ...... a the cable epecIeI
tacta: A tJ'pioal satellite cUeh owner era fewer technologies. ADd it Ia not Int8r88ta hlte8d 01 ow condIuenI8r
pays a retail price of $18.93 and the what we all agreed was good polloy 2 MTIW.. nIlION ca.Nr
price paid by cable ouatomers for a J'e&r'8 ago perhapa, becaQ88 Mr. M.urroHlhIs debate 8180 Irnp&cts on nllran8mlsslon
oomparable package Ie $18.84. DOW \V&Dte to lower the st&Dda.rd. consent. I ftnd It dIaIngenuoua hit cebIe Ia III-

So it satellite dish d18tr1butors and ID tact, 1t lowers the standard eo gUng fer0clousiy against being requited not a
wirel.. cable operators a1readJ' have much that what was & permanent law arbIIr8rtly nlfu8e tD ... cable prognIIYlI'Ml\J
&oce88 to programming, whloh they do, proposal In 1990 and which BILLy TAtJ- when at 1M same time, ., after day, year In
and can provide popular programs to ZIN praised several J'e&r'8 qo, .. now and year out. they are waIIdng IltIIl'I with
ouatomera at competitive pricee, which only tempor&l7 law. Worse yet, the broedca8Ief& I guess It .. 1M old adage "we
they can, what .. the P11l"P088 of the Manton Ab8t1tute would 8QJl8et after IIoIe It fair and~•• M .. head InIo con
Tauzin amendment' It Ie clear17 an e!- only T"&rL fenInce with the other houM, I 8IncereIy hope
fort pushed by a few companjee to get So to re-read the worda back, let ua we can CClW1t on all thoee who would proIec:t
CoD1T888 to pue a law that w1ll give. do It In the context of UDdei'8tand1D&' cable programmer rIghIa D fight equally h8Id
bigger margin of profit to wholeeale that wbat we have here 1a & ftl'J' JlOOI' to protect broadcaslenI'~. ItQhIt
distributors of cable programming. imitation, a very weak carbon cow. with I'8Ir8n8mI8sIon coneent.
That is not In the publlo Interest and It Let me try to place this In 80me Mr. RINALDO. Mr. 0baIrm&D, I yiel4

-should be rejected by the Bouae. Members" contexts. Th1Dk about your 1 minute to the pntleman ttom· 0&11-
The TaWIiD amendment allows worcl.proceuor, 7OUl' computer In your fomla [Mr. BBRKAN].

MMDS operators ADd DBS operators to o1l'1oe. IBM. It they controlled the h&rcl- Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. 0h&1rmaD. wm
enter Into uclusive contract a.rra.nge- ware for that unit, th1Dk what It would the gentlem&D yield to mef
mente, and there Ie no reason why they be Uke It you could on1J' buy the word Mr. BERMAN. I yield to the "D-
should not be allowed to do 80. Wby.. prooesslDg program from mM. ADd tleman ttom New York.
1t then that cable programmers C&DDot that Ie what Ie at stake here. There Ia Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. CbaIrmaD. I rise
enter Into the same lawful uolU81ve one .mgle ohaDDel of Pl'OtrI'&JDm1D8, a In APPOrt of the Manton amendment.
oontract a.rrangementa as their com- choke point, a Straits of Bormws Mr. ChaIrman, IhII IegWaIlon must addr8Ia
petltors O&D for future programming through wMch the cable companies the l88ue 01 ptOgnIm IlCCIII8, Il88UrIng that ...
Inveetmenta. That Ie a1mply untair, and \V&Dt to control the enttreflow, not of ternatIve video ayatema eM proc:ure quality
represente nothing more than • pan1- oU, as happene In the Middle East, but video prograrnrring, and hie compete with
tive attack on the cable Induatry. of the programs that we use on our the cable 1ndu81ry. \Whout • pIOgf8m~

ll'Inal1J', I will conclude by saying computers. 18CIIon, .... legislation wII not IIImuIaf8 reel
that the program aoceea iune baa deep- Until we fully und8l'8tand that UDleu competIlIon aile cable mOllopoly.
1J' divided the committee. Each aide we Op8D up that choke point, UDleu we However, we must pIOIect program~
baa very strong views on thIa subject allow more people to have acoesa to while aI80 pfeseMng the right 01 programmers
and on how Congreu should 1'0 about that programming, it would be llke the 10 c:onIRlI their product. The Roee-ManIDn
establ1ehIDg a polley that provides con- oomputer in your oMce where you are ernendment wII 8ChJeve bolh goals; the T....
sumere with the greatest divere1ty of forced to go to IBM to buy only their zIn amelldment wII not.
programming. _ programa because only their programs The Roe' Mlluton arnetldm8nt would pre-

But we should not kid ourselves worked In our ocmputers. vent ptograrnrner8 ftom .....ollllbly nlfu8lng
about what JlU8&g8 of the Tauzin ThIa Ie not what we should want for tD deal with aIIen'I8IIW pn:Mder8. such •
amendments meana. The 'l'auz1n a true, tree, democratio aoc1ety. It you wIr8Ieea cable or dInlct br08dCa8t 8Id8IIIte..
amendment Ie a cable bID-buater. It Ie want real competition, you want more. terns. -
a killer amendment that will prompt More Ie Mr. '1'AtJZlN'S amendment and It would require prograrM18IS 10 I'fIIIk8 IheIr
an absolute and certain veto trom the the programming acceu prov1eIon; It is products available 10 the hclrnI satelIIIe dsh
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Industry on nondiscriminatory prtces, terms,
8I'Id condI1lons.

Last, It would provtde an expedited review
process by the FCC for any program access
complaints.

This amendment 18 modeled after language
approved by the entire HouSe In 1990. SInce
that 1Im8, the availability of cable programming
10 a1tematlve provide.. has Increased, not de
creased. In fact, these same alternative pr0
viders, such u wireless cable, endorsed the
Rose-Manton amendment only 2 years ago.
Why do they oppose It now? Because they
know • handout when they see It, and the
Tauzin amendment Is • handout Uke none
other.

The Tauzin amendment Is unnecessary, and
It will be a disincentive for future Investment In
quality cable programming. Only the Rose
Manton amendment wID stimulate Innovation
and competition. I urge my coUeagues to sup
port Rose-Manton, and oppose the heavy
handed price controls offered by Mr. TAUZIN.

(Mr. BERMAN asked and was given
permission to reviae and extend hi8 re-
marks.) -

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding time to me.

Mr. Cha.1rm&n, I r18e in opposition to
the Tauzin program acoe88 amendment
and in 8Upport of the Manton sub
8titute.

To my colleaguea who represent
areas that are unaerved or underserved
by ex18ting cable SY8tems, I want to
sa.y that as a. ma.tter of equity, I share
your concern that your constituents
ha.ve acce88 to ca.ble progra.mm1ng.
Tha.t 11 why I do support a. solution to
the problem you ha.ve a.rt1cula.ted.

But the fa.1r solution 11 the Manton
substitute, not the Tauzin amendment.

The amendment of the gentleman
trom Lou1l1a.na. &'088 well beyond wha.t
11 nece88&l'Y to proteot aga.1nst anti
competitive behavior which ma.y de
prive a.lterna.tive d18tribution tech
nologies of popula.r progra.mm1ng. By
barring exclusive d18tribution a.gree
ments even a.bsent a. showing of anti
competitive conduct, and by forcing
the aaJe of programming a.t, in essence,
uniform na.tiona.l -prices, the amend
ment crea.tes enormous new problem8
while purporting to solve others.

It 1a leg1t1ma.te to consider wha.t 1a
fa.1r to the oompeting commercial in
terests involved; certa.1nly the inter
ests of the o-band home sa.tel11te d1sh
industry and the burgeoning direct
broa.doast sa.tel11te industry ha.ve been
weighed in the deba.te toda.y.

But by the sa.me token, it 18 e88enti&l
that we consider the impact of man
dated program acce88 a.t uniform prices
on the commerci&l interests of pro
gram owners.

Program owners devote enormous
crea.tive powers and invest sign1f1cant
f1na.nci&l resources in their products.
In marketing those products, it 11 only
fair that they seek to get the be8t price
they ca.n. Denying them the a.bility to
enter into exclusive contracts nec
888&rily mea.ns that they ca.nnot get
top dollar from their customers.

Consider that there 1a no Bhortage of
programming. BeUeve me, there 18 a.
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proltfera.tion of studios, 1a.rge and The Tauzin amendment is supported
8IDa.ll, which create television pro- by the Alabama. Rura.! Electric ABso
gra.mm1ng. Program owners 8eeking to clation of Coopera.tives, the National
sell their product in a. highly competi- Rura.! Electric Coopera.tive Associa
tive market otten must guara.ntee ex- tion, U.S. Telephone Association. the
clusivity, and why not'so long as they Consumer Federation of America.
ha.ve not engaged in the antioompeti- among others.
tive beha.vior which the Manton sub- The Manton amendment 11 a weak-
stitute would proscr1be? ened verB10n of the program acce88 seo-

In the name of fa.1rne88 to consumers tion contained in B.R. 1303. It 1a so
and commerci&l interests who ha.ve cable tr1endly as to ra.tae suspicions
been the victimB in those ease8 of de- and rightly so.
monstrable anticompetitive conduct by The exclusive contract language in
programmers who ha.ve tl&tout refused the Manton amendment guts any real
to de&l, the Tauzin amendment would chance for competition by giving ver
deprive program owners of a fair return tieally integrated ca.ble programmers a
on their creative and ftIU!oPcial invest- loophole big enough to drive a transfer

truck through.
ment. The Manton amendment wlll con-

Tha.t 18 not fa.1r. The Manton sub- tinue to allow cable companies to
stitute solves a. problem. The Tauzin stci.ngle at birth the development or
amendment create8 new ones, and urge any new multi-video distributions sys
my colleagues to reject it. terns by !aiUng to provide fair access

Mr. MANTON. Mr. Cha.irman, I re- with very Umited exceptions to any
serve the balance of my time. other technology but C-band satell1te

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Cha.1rma.n, I yield 2 service.
minutes to the gentleman from Ala- Vote "no" on Manton. It is a. trans-
bama. [Mr. HARRIs). parent attempt to include mea.n1ngfu1

(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given acce88 to &II americans to the a.bun
permiBB10n to rev1se and extend his re- dance of news, education and enter
marks.) ta1nment that we ha.ve come to rely on.

Mr. HARRIS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding time to me. C 2030

Mr. Cha.1rma.n, many rural residents Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. ChaJ.rman, I yield 2
are -not served by ca.ble and beca.use of minutes to the gentlein&D trom Ten
the cost of laying the wtr8 may never nessee [Mr. COOPER).
be. In order to get news, educa.tiona.l (Mr. COOPER asked and was given
programs, and entertainment other permission to revise and extend hi8 re
than over-the-air broa.dcasts, they now marks.)
must invest in sa.tell1te dtahe8 a.t sub- Mr. COOPER. Mr. Cha.1rm&D, tonight
stanti&l expense. However, some ca.ble some 50 to 60 m1lUon American house
programmers have chosen not to make holds will" be watching some form of
a.va.1lable the very programming that ca.ble television. Those wa.tching C
rural viewers bought these dishe8 for or Span will know tha.t in short and sim
sell it a.t such grossly inflated cha.rges pIe terms the amendment of the gen
that it prices rural citizens out of the ~ tleman trom Louisia.na. [Mr. TAUZIN) of
1ntorma.tion &ge. fers them the chance to cut their

There are new technologies that may monthly cable bllls by one-third, 34
soon be able to deliver programming to percent to be exact. The amendment of
a.ll american homes and businesses. the gentleman from New York [Mr.
However,without acce88 to quality and MANToN], on the other hand, holds out
diverse programs, these technologies the prospect of higher and higher
may never get off the ground. Ver- monthly cable bllls.
tieally integrated cable companie8 Mr. Chairman, I would urge &11. Mem
ha.ve the ability to choke off these po- bers of this House to vote against- the
tential competitors by keeping a stran- Manton amendment. They have to do
glehold over programming. that in order to ha.ve a. chance to vote

The Tauzin amendment &ddresses on the Tauzin amendment so that we
these issues by preventing these cable can lower consumer bllls allover
programmers trom unreaaona.bly refus- American.
ing to dea.l with &lterna.tive multi- The Tauzin a.pproach gives com
video providers. It w1ll also prohibit petition a. chance. The Manton a.p
these programmers trom diacr1m1na.t- proa.ch gives competition the run
ing in price terms and conditions in of- around. This is proven by' the groups
fering its programming. It does not set that support these different- bllls. The
those prices, terms or conditions at its Tauzin blllis supported by every com
detra.ctors claim, but ra.ther encour- petitor group that is out there: the sat
&ges good !aith negotiations. elUte dish people, the telephone people,
It is important to remember that un- the wireless ca.ble people, the other

Uke the blll that the house passed dur- folks who want to ha.ve & chance to
ing the lOlst Congress. the Tauzin give us a choice in ca.ble programming.
amendment includes all existing tech- The Manton approach, on the other
nologies-C-band satelUte-as well de- hand, 18 supported by the giant monop
veloping technologies. If the Tauzin oUsts.
la.ngua.ge 18 adopted, the house will not "Look at the ma.p of the country," I
be mandating which distribution sys- say to my colleagues, "and you'll see
terns will make it and which ones that &lmosta.ll of America wants the
won't. Tauzin approach. They want their bills
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This la your cha.nce to 8ta.nd up tor
consumers. It you want to 1'0 back to
your 41str1ota. your town ha.ll meet
Ings, and your C&lDpa1gn tra.1la. and tell
your oonatituentll back home you Uke
their cable n.tea. you Uke the monop
oly cable companies. you undereta.n4
ca.ble did not want Ta11Z1n to pus 80
you voted aga.1nst It, you want to 8%
pla.1n tha.t to them, then vote Cor the
Manton substitute.

U you want to lower ca.ble n.tee In
Amer1ca.o If you want oompetitiOll In
telev181on, Ifyou want to give oonswn
era a break for a cb&nI'e. 1t you want to
end thla llI'1Y oyn1clam 1D AmerIca. tbat
CoDgreu oa.nnot help the orcl1lw'y
AmeriC&D c1t1J1en any more. you vote
down Manton a.nd vote tor the Tauz.1n
amendment. We w1l1 have competition
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lowered. but 111 .. few BDOte. .. few apota 'l'hi. la the relief they hr.va lIO~ht &OC88I JJrO'f1810De tbat hr... a cha.Dce of
with &11 the mOJlQ'. a few spotll that tor JD&D7 J"8U'L It w1l1 pro-r1de real re- be1Dl' aigned Into 1&w. I 1U'P IDJ' col
own the cable oompant. and own the lIet that OUI'ht to be reflected In lower 1eapea to apport thla mbstltute. aDd
progra:mm.1Dg. the)" don't kind U prices JlriC8L Thoee of our oonatituentll who provide real relief to the ba.ckya.rd
co to the Koon." ave Invested In bacQard Earth st. Earth 8ta.tlon marketplace.

Do not be tooled by t.b1a amendment, tiona ahould rea11R real benef1t11 &II .. Mr. T.\UZIN. Mr. Cb&1rmaD. I yield
the primary torce behind which 18 the result ot the adoption of the Manton nch time as he may ocmswne to the
eeoond largest cable oompany In Amer- amendment. gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BUB
lea. Ttme Warner, the company that With respect to the new. higher BARDJ.
baa not only Ir1ven us cop.k11ler lyrics. power satellites. the Manton substitute (Mr. HUBBARD &8ked and na riven
but the company that wanta to rive us recogn1zee that a balanced approach to perm18810n to revise and extend h18 re
oompetltioner k1ller amendments. The potent1&l problema 18 In order. It pro- marJm.)
Manton amendment 1. .. step back- hiblta cable program networJm trom re- Mr. HUBBARD. Mr. Oba1rm&n, I rise
ward.·It la wsker than the current bill tba1ng to deal with new technologtea In support of the amendment offered by
that puaed with a 3 to 1 majority 1Jl "u mch refu8&1 would unreasonably re- the gentleman from Lou1ld&n& [Mr.
the senate. It 18 weaker than 1303. etra1n competition." TAUZIN] and In oppo81t1on to the
which we paased here lut year. Unlike the Tauzin amendment. It amendment offered by the· gentleman

They a.re not virtua.lly ldenticaJ. It la does not Impose Government price con- from New York [Mr. MANToNJ, and I
true there may be a few worde d1f- trols. It does not micromanage an In- n t te Uk w1se
terenceithbut these worda a.re a.ll Impor- dus~- that doesn't "et exist: Ita ba.l- urge my co e&gUea 0 vo e •

.... 3 01 Mr. ChaIrman. on behalf at my cons1ItUen1s
tant. ey amount to a $4 b1lUon a anced approa.ch w1ll give the new tech- In Kentucky I urge my caleaguel to vote "no'"
year cWrerence. 4 b1lUon dol1are' worth nolorles the opportunity to compete. on the Manton amendment and "y88'" on the
ot COJl8UDl8rll' money that we ahoulcl without skewing the outcome oC that Tauzin amendment. .
and could be 1I&v1ng with the Ta.uz1n competition to C&vor a pa.rt1cula.r com- I urge my coUeaguea to remember you must
amendment. petltor.

Mr. MANTON. Mr. Cha.1rma.n, I yield A lot ha.8 been ea.1d here today about .~~;.~:.=-ntIn order
the ba.laDce of my time to the pn- exclusive distribution oontra.cta. It this Let us vote for 1ha mIIUona of Amerk:ana
tleman from Mloh1g&n [Mr. DINOBLL]. term 18 used In a pejorative ta.ah1on, It who deserve falmeaa as to the coat of cable

Mr. RINALDO. Mr. Cha.1rmaD. I aJao sounds most pern1cl0Wl. tefevIsIon.
yield IDJ' I'E'mainiDI' 1 minute to the But exclusive distribution oontra.cta
gentleman from Mlch1ga.n [Mr. DIN- a.re a C&ct of ille In the video d18- Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Ch&trma.n. I8&Y to
OBLL], the cha.1rman of the Committee trlbution llualn888, aDd have been for the members oC the committee, "You
on Energy and Commerce. more than 40' yea.re. They a.re not evil. ought to ask yourself why Senatore

The CHAIRI4AN. The gentleman The CBS Televi810n Network baa exclu- trom 46 Sta.tea In America. voted for the
from Michigan [Mr. DINOELL] 18 reo- IIIve d18tr1button contra.ct&-w1th the Tauzin amendment when It waa oftered
ogntzed Cor 4 minutes. more than 200 CBS rJnl1a.tee &round to the Senate by Sena.tor AI. GOBB. You

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Cha.1rma.n, the the oountl"y. Likewise with NBC, ABC, ought to ask yo~ why, why It it'.
cha.ra.cter of thla debate In the amend- and FOL mcha bad amendment &8 it was just
ment ahOWB that I'ODd men and honor- Program aynd1cators enter Into ex- descr1be4 to you."
able men 4ed1cate4 to pabUc Interest elusive d18tr1bution oontra.otll &II well. Mr. Cb&1rman. I w1l1 tell my 001
caD cWJer.There are no two better men Only one eta.t1on per market can ahow lea.a'uee why. Here 18 a map of the Unit
on the committee. or anywhere, than JlI'OI'1'&Dl8Uke "'Wheel or Portune." or ad Sta.tea tha.t. aho.. the oongreas1ona.l
the gentleman from New York [Mr. ""Cosby" reruD8, or any of the other d18tr1cta where the ae11en of programs
MA!n'oN] and the gentleman trom Lou- ahows that are ayndle&te4. are loca.ted. the big cable oompantes
181&n& [Mr. TA.UZIN]. They a.re tlne Sporta leagues do It too. ABO baa an that sell programa. and control thoee
Members. &D4 their dttterences. I be- ucluatve arrangement with the NFL to progra.ma and sell them at monopoly
Ueve, are h0D88t and honorable. ahow "Monday Night FootbalL·· I)rioee to American o1t1zena. My 001-

Mr. Cha1rma.D. I r18e In strong lIUP- Not only a.re exoluatve d18trtbution leagues abou1d look for their cUatrict
port of the amendment offered by the contra.cta a C&ct ot Ute In the video on that map. and. U they do not f1n4
pntleman from New York [Mr. MAN- marketplace. Exclusivity Ill'Ovidea the their d18triota In red. If their <Uatrlot 18
'l"ON]. The Manton substitute provides ... mecba.nll1lD to ach1eve dlverlllty-an In white, as 18 moat of the United
ba.lance4 approach to the contentious important policy 1'0&1 that benef1ta the Sta.tea of America under th1a map, I
1s8ue oC program a.ccesa. Moreover. It pubUc. With &OC888 to more choices. w1ll understand why 48 Sta.tea had Sen
doee 80 In .. form that 18 a.coepta.bie to the publ1c baa an 1ncrea8ecl oppor- &tore who voted for the Ta.uz1n amend
the admlniatn.t1on. U you a.re Inter- tuntty to select what they want to see ment when It was offered on the Sena.te
eated In ena.ot1Dg .. ca.ble b11llnto 1&w. on telev181on. Dlvera1ty helpa to pre- 81de.
large you to support the Manton mb- serve our demoara.c:v, a.nd 18 easent1&l
8t1tute beca.use the Tauzin amendment to enlightened 1le1f-governa.nce.
will produce a veto that oannot be The Manton substitute w1ll promote
overridden. 41vera1ty In me41&. programming by

Acoeu to programm1ng fa an a- preeerv1ng 1ncentivea tor the new tech·
tremely oompUcated laeue, with com- nologi88 to develop new progra.mmin~
pel11ng argwnentB on both 81dea. With products. The T&uz1n amendment not
all reapeot to IDJ' dear Mend, the gen- only removes theae incentives tor the
tleman from Lou1a1ana. [Mr. TA.UZIN). future. It also w1l1 make the a.rt1Bta
however, In IDJ' view the Manton sub- who now Cl'8&te theee programs less
stitute provide. a C&r more ba.1&noed wW1ng to enter the video marketplace
approach. by removing their &b1l1ty to oontrol

The 1'8&8ODe are really quite s1mple. who exh1blt8 theJr creative works.
Firat, the Ka.nton sub8t1tute provides Mr. Ch&1rman, I urge the House to re-

an euective remedy tor the problema jeot; the uce8llell of the Tauzln amend
C&ced b7 1Ddependent 41strlbutore of ment, and support the Manton sub
Pl'OlJ'l'DIml"&". It requ1rea video pro- at1tute. The Manton 8Ub8t1tute la ao
gra.rnmin~ vendors to ae11 Into the oepta.ble to the admini8tratlon. The
ba.cb'ard dish market at the aa.me T&az1n amendment la veto ba.lt.
rates. tenna. a.nd conditions as thq Tbe balanoecl approe,ch of the Manton
aen to C&ble dtatrtbutore of their prod- 8Ub8t1tute often Members the opper
uct. tuntty to 8uPport mea.n1ngtul program
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and we will have lower cable rate8 for amendment oftered bJ' the pntleman ""(LA) ~

...,.
America. from LouiBlaDa [Mr. TAUZIN]. BeftIer JIoUobaD IoIaIJII

lbI'laD4 KoD~ 8aIIIuDIr
Mr. 'THOMAS 01 YiyomIng. Mr. ChaIrman. I The vote wu ta.ken bJ' electronic de-~ KGOQ e-aInIIIIer

want 10 IhaI* Mr. TAUZW lor tlIIl8aderstIIp on vice, and therewe~162, n088 241. Bona IIarU 8II1II
this Issue throughout this entire process. Mr; answered "present" I, not voting 24, U BolIPtoa ~ 8Ikol'Ik1

ChaIrman, I rlae In support 01 the Tauzin follows: Babbull lIartII& 8lIIIQ
BlIObllr 117-. 8ba

amendment, and I do 10 lor two simple rea- [Roll No. 310) Barbel
_Ie

8b1toa
sons: To ensure Nr8f ICC888 to c:abIe pro- Bacto lIaCober 81&UeI7
gl'lll'l'\ri1g 8nd 10 8flCOUI8QJ competition. AYES-162 ID!Il* . If. ()(A) 81&lI611W

InI&Dd IJeal (lfC) 8adSil (I'L)
Of primary Importance to me Is the Issue of Aoterm&ll JI&DoooII: 0x1e7 J_tIa NlclIIoJa 8adSll(IA)

access to programming. In WYOiTllng, as In A11u'd ~ Palletta
~

If__
8adSll(TX)

nsral areas throughout the country, many folks Ana Bef1Q Parlier .JoImIoJl (8D) 0Ibr 8IIoft
ADdmra(NJ) Bary Putor .Jo.-(GA) ObenW ss--live In small, sparsely populated communI1Ies AIlDWIIiO ...... Puo1l .JoJIta 0lIq spn&$

that 818 unse~ by cable t8IevIsIon. If this Arober Hertel Nod KaDjorUI Omr Stantn
Important group or Amelfcans warns to receive .upm Botiaoll Plotle Kaptar Ortla StalUJlp
the programming you and I take for granted,

BanIard BoUcnr&T Prloe KeIIDlIdi o-(1J'l') 8tId
Berm&II Bopldu PlII'Iell

~. PIoIlarll 8teabolmthey must do It 1hrough olher, IOI1'I8t1mes cost- II1UraIl1I BortoII Bamlta4 m-a PalIoIIe Stoltel
IV technologies, IUCh as satellite dish. I BUler Bo7w 1l&DIeI LIh10I ~ 8taddI
wor1ced WIth these folks an • dally basis when Boehlert BllJlter Recu1& ~ter PIpe(lfJ) 8aIIdqalI&

Boeb.IIer .J&mIII BbodeI Lutoe PIpe (VA) SparI was WIth the WyomIng Rural Electrtc Asso- BoDior JIIIIltDI Blo!l&rdloll LaRoooo Pelle '1'luI.-elation. and I hear from them today about the BorUI ~(C71') atdIe LMcIl ~ TaaIdII
unfair prtces they pay tor programs, IOI'I'l8- BoRr JolIIIIoII ('l'X) BlDaI40 LnII(OA) I'vldlll '1'Q'kIr (118)

JIroomfteI4 JolmlItoa Rtttertimes 5OO-pen:ent more than cable subscrIb- B1IltoD Kaatoll BoIIr&bacbIr ~
PeterIOII (101) '1'IIomM.(ClA)

LlpIUId P*t 'flIIIt0lUtera. or their inability to.even receive C8fta1n O&mpbeU (CO) K1J4ee Bole LloJd PIotett 'l'nAaaDt
programs. The Tauzin amendment lIImpIy 8nd Cu'per ][law BouIlema LoIIe Pllrter _V~

justly ensures that I8t8IIIt8 cIsh owners wIA carr Kolbe aa-
~ "'1'oIb&rd V&1llltlDe

have ICC888 10 these progf8ITI8 lit • fair pice.
0lla.D4ler Kope&Ul 8uIImeIIter IIarIler Qa1lIeII Vato
Coble K.oetaIaJtr IlutorlUD

~ It&b&Il \'IIclIoeQRural people .. not aklng 10 receive this 001l1IIlI (KI) Kyl ButoII
~ Ra-a v~

programming for free, which, frankly, II the 00Qere LIIomanlDo 8oIIMteI'
1Ia~ Bee4 V-.scII

deal the cable cornpenlea have wRec1 They 0Ium1JIP&III ~(OA) IoIleaer
~ B1na WlIIIIl

aImpIy want fair 8CC888.
DamIeaIerer LIIIt BoIlUr II~ ~ 1I'uII1IIc&oDDarI1III IMIII(III) Ilc1II'oeder IIClClIoeIlq Hoe WatenThIa eet up Is • perfect 8lC8IIlIlI8 01 how moo DIDI'ell IAwII(OA) IlerrUIo lIoCrerJ' BoeIIIer Wbeat

nopoIIes work. certain cable companIea have Dooler IAwII(PL) 1lJI&rp' IICCllI1'Q -- Wb1ttea
unfairly raised their rates, used these monop- DoolIttle Ll9tIIptcm ll1I&w 1Icn.4e Boe-Le1lttMD W1US&IMDorIIaa (CA) ~(OA) 8IIaIter IIcDenDot$ BoeteIIIlowUt ".oty proft1s to purchase and create program- B4WUl11(OlQ LowQ'(NY) 8bnI lIoBwea I10tIl WoIImIng, then denied that product to their~ Bncel Lallell 8IIIlSil (N,J) lIoIIWU (IJCl) BcnrIaD4 ",..
petItors. If that Is not tightening the monopoly IlBW IlaDtoa Imtt1l(OR) Xer- BorlJal W71le
grip, I do not know what Is. The Tauzin ranU IIartiII lo10iiioii

~ Ilabo YatroaJ'uto M&tea1 8teenII JIlobel lluden YOIIJIC (AK)amendment would 8M that .. monopoly Pleldl IIclOoI1aID Btamp IODeta 8u'prJ1u
practice Is brought 10 en end. There are I'1Ib lIoGrMIl IIweft 1IlIIk. 11&....
emerging technoIogIea that can· proyIde~ Ford ('l'N) lIoBQIII 8w1ft

J'raJW (C71') IIoIIIUeII OlD) '1'Q'1or (lfC) ARSWERED ''PBBSBN'l'''-lpetI1Ion 10 cabIe..We .. know what hu hap- 0&1lIe~ IIcNI1l~ 'ftIorDtoa
WIdIIpened In lho88 comrnunIIea lucky enough to Oallo 1IlU.,(0A) Tome

have competing~ have come GeIlu 1IlU.,(OB) '1'oWM lIOT VOTINo-at
down. The frit thlngatandlng In the way or Oepbuft , 1IlU.,(WA) V]ltOII

AII~ B&taJIer ..,
OUcbreet lloUDarl VUlC1er .rap

fuIy developing ... emerging techi'lcloglee ommor IICIOI'beIl4 Walter COaPUD ..,. IIo1aIs

Is access to progranvnIng. Cable 8hoUd un- OiDlrtcll lIorel1& W&llIII&II DeUaa .J-.(lfC) 'l'aDoII

deratand thIa b8tIer than anyone. We all prefer 000c11lDI' IIOITIIoII Weber ~ Jrolter '1'IIoDU(OA)
Oradlloll lIurpQ WeI40II l'elaw LuP11II '1'IIoDU (W!)

competition to regulation, and we ought to OJWII lCowaIl Walpe J'ord(KI) Le1ImaII (I'L) 'l'ruler
gIYe emerglng·f8c:hnoIogIes ilia foot In the B&J1 (OR) 01lll YOIIIII' (FL) ProIt LmDe(CA) wu-
door that wDI allow competition to deYelop. If BamUtoll 0rt0II Zel11r ~ I'etenoII (I'L) Y&CeI

you are for cornpetItIon, you 8hcuId be for this BammerecI1Imt4t Oweucn> Zlmmer

amendment. NOES--arr
D 2100

So, again, • thank Mr. TAUZIN tor his Ieadet- Abercrombie C&11&baD Dnler Mr. MdDADE and Mr. EDWARDS of
ship on this Issue 80 Important to folks In Wy- A1u&Dd.. 0UDp ~ eautothia. ohanged their vote trom
omIng'l rural areas, and I urge edoptIon of the AII4.- campbell (OA) DadIIIl "aye" to ''no.''

ADdren (lIOI) CU'dJII Dwrer Mr. HENRY cha.nced h18 vote fromTauzin amendment, 8nd adoption of H.R. AII4ren ('!'X) C1I&J)IIlIII IlIr1V "no" to "aye."4850. ADIiePte C1Q IIcbr$

The CHAIRMAN. All time for debate Anrwi memeli\ Jldnrdl (CA) So the amendment oftered as a lIUb-
baa expired. The question 18 on the AtIdIII ClUIIpr IIllnrdI (TX) Bt1tute tor the amendment wall re-

A1lCo1II ~()IO)
....,.

Jected.amendment otrered bJ' the gentleman Baocllu 001_(TX) 1IDrlUh
from New York [Mr. MANToN] &8 a sub- B&Iler 'tlo11llla (lI<) Brdn10ll The result of the vote wall announoecl
stitute for the amendment oftered by JI&l1eDpr Oombeet BvaIIe as above recorded.

JIarnlit 0lIIIdl\ . JIlrI-. The ORAmM'AN. The questton 18 onthe pntleman from Lou18Iana· [Mr. BartolI Cooper ra-n
TAUZIN]. Batemall 00atel10 P!&Ile the amen4ment otrered bJ'. the gen-

The question wu taken; and the Be11eIBIII 00K(0A) hrUetta tleman from Lou1ldan&[Mr. TAUZIN).

Cha1rman announced that the noes a~ BeIlDet$ 00K~ PraIIIl (MAl The question was taken; Ul4 the
BeIItler 00JIIe a.ra Cha.1rman announced that the ayes ap-peared to have it. Jlereater Clr&m8' CJejdeum

ImOOaDBD VOTa Be9l11 en. Gena peared to bave it.
Mr. MANTON. Mr. 0ha.1rman. I de- Bl11lrQ Da.tl Olblloaa

JmD01U)BD~Jll&oIlwel1 dl1aClula 011maa
mand a recorded vote. JlolIcIIer DePuio OUotmall Mr. :MURPHY. Mr. Cha.trman. I de-

A recorded vote was ordered. JlrnIIter DeLalII'o . ocma. mand & recorded vote.
The OBAIRMAN. Pursuant to the BrooD DeLq 00IIt0Il A recorded vote wall ordered.Browder DerrIck Ooeeprovisions of c1auae 2 of rule XXIII. the BrowII Dl~ ~ The CHAIRMAN. The Chatr will ad-

Chatr announced that he will reduce to ~ Dlote Olllltlll v1Be Membera that W. vote will be 6
a minimum of 5 minutee the period of Br7Ut Dba ~ minutes fD duration.
time within which & vote bJ' electronio ~ DomIel17 BaUmQ The vote was ta.ken by electronic de-B1IIt&maDte DomD(ND) Banta
device, If ordered, will be ta.ken on the BJroIl Do1nIer

__ (IL) vice, and therew~ 338, noes ..
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