Announcement

from the Copyright Office, Library of Congress, Washington, B.C. 20559

L

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATES ON CONFERENCE REPORTS ON THE

COPYRIGHT LAW REVISION

Debates on conference reports in the Senate and the House of
Representatives on copyright law revision appearing on pages

S17251 through S17253,

S17256 through S17257, and HI2017 through

H12018, respectively, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Volume

122, Number 150 (daily edition,

duced below:

COPYRIGHT LAW REVISION—
CONFERENCE REPORT

“<«., McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I
. ait a report of the committee of oon-
ference on S. 22 and ask for its immedi-
ate consideration.
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr,
Curver). The report will be stated by
title.

The assistant legislative clerk read u
follows:

The committee of oonronnc' on the dl.u- ‘

greeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. 23)
for the general revision of the copyright law,
title 17 of the United Statas Code, and for
other. purposes, having met, after full and
free conference, have agresd to recommend
and do recommend to thelr respective Rbuses
this report, ucmdbynnotuuennlcn-.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

objection, the Senate will proceed to the
consideration of. the conference report.

The Senats promdod to-consider the
report.

(The conference report:is. printed in
the House rroceedings of - the Rrcorp of
.Sept. 30, 1976.) .

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, the

" conference report has been signed by-all
the conferees on the part of the Senats
and- the House of Representatives.

.The long journey of.this legislation in
‘the Senate bezan on August. 18, 1965,

when- the.. Subcommittee: on- Patents,

Trademarks, and Copyrights commenced -

hearings on a bill for the general revision
of the caopyright law. I said at'that time

th»* my sole objective “was to devise a-

a 1 copyright statute that would en-
cow.age creativity and protect the inter-
ests whiclr the public has in the subject
matter of thig legisiation.” I belisve these
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Senate

This is Dot the proper oocasion to re-
view the protracted and. at- times, acri-

monious history of this legialation. Much -
_will be written on that subject in the fu-

ture. Rather, I belisve it is sppropriate -

today to take satisfaction in the suocess-.

ful completion of_this monumental leg-
-islative project, which is entirely. the

-work product of the legislative branch.

Considering the-controversies that ex-
isted on certain issues in the past, it is
gratifying that S. 22 passed the Senaie

in this Congress by a vote of 97.to 0.

I belleve that the final version of this
legislation is just and equitable between
the creaters of copyrighted matertals,

_and the users thereof.

Mr. President, I wish to thank all of
my colleagues on the Judiciary Commit-
tee and others-who have worked with us
in developing and processing this legisla-
tion. There were many issues that had to
be resolved, there were differing opinions
that had to be discussed, and a lot of give
and take had to occur in order for this

bill to emerge: but everyone worked in

good falth, with a purpose to revise the

copyright laws of this country, which.

had not been revised since 1909, and we
do believe, now, that we have a good
bill. In accomplishing that purpose, we
were greatly aided by the committee
staff; and, Mr. President, I would be
greatly remiss in meeting my respon-

sibilities as chairman of the subcommit- .

tee that processed this legislation if I did
not acknowledge and express deep grati-
fication for the staff assistance we were
so fortunate to have throughout our
drafting, revising and of this
messure. The subcommittee stafl, under

September 30, 1976) are repro-

Again, Mr. President, I express my
deepest gratitude for the assistance given
to me: by-my colleagues. who served on

_ the committee with me.

Mr. Pruident.lmmtholdopﬂonul
the conference report. .

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. President, u”t.here
are no other Senators who wish to ad-

1
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‘The PRESIDING
objection, it is so orderved.



Mr. BAKER. Mr: Presidant, I foix in
support-of the conference report om 8-
22, the first general revision of the copy-
right law since 1909. This is an historio
day and one that would not have been

cation to resolving the complex issues

- self to several of those

During Senate debste on 8. 22, an

amendment was proposed that would
have removed the compulsory license fee

for juke boxes from periodic review by
the Copyright Royalty Tribunal. That-

amendment was defeated. It is my un-
derstanding that under the review provi-
sions of chapter 8 of 8. 22, as agreed up~
on by the Senate-House conferees, it
will be possible to have full-periodic re-
view of the juke box performance royal-
ty by the Copyright Royaity Tribunsl
Section 108 of the bill is also of par-
ticular interest to me. In 1974, during
Senate debate on S. 1361, I proposed an
amendment to section 108 which was in-

tended to permis librartes and archives,.

recordings. of television Dews programs. |

‘The purpose of that clause was to pre-
.~ven$ the- copyright law from precluding
suech operations as the Vanderbilt Uni-
‘versity Television News Archive, which
" makes videotape recordings of television
news programs, prepare indexes of the
" contests, and .leases copies of complete
. broadcasts or compllatijons of coverage
of specified subjects for limited periods
upon ‘request trom scholars and re-
searchers, .. .
Mr. President, the nonse sccepted the
Senate language. with reference to this
“matter  except for the asddition of the
words “by lending.” However, I found
the ' reference to . this clauss in the
House report to be confusing. As the
original sponsor, my understanding of
sectkm '108(1) (3) is that it/is not in-

’mduthnchmtoMnetworknm

casts. Programs that would come within
the scope of the clauses_include local,
: " or -networkv newscasts, inter-
views: concerning current news events,
and on-the-spot coverage of news events,
"Purthermore, it is not intended to limit -
in any way the means or physical form
& Hbrary or archives may chose in which
mortmodm programs under tho

wm:mmo&cw
tion. of this dll to the attention of my

that would have required the Librarian of .

Congress to establish and maintain a
repoeitory for radio and television pro-

. grams of historio importance. My pur- -

pose In proposing such legislation was to

should dedicate oursalves to the preser-
vation of the material that will illumi-
nate our Natlon's performancs ln. the
next 200 years.

Copyrights Subcommittes, and Barbary
Ringer, Registrar dmhh for thely
mtiring *. on N oopyTisht

Imetheﬂmtcto-pmnthem--

ference report on 8. 22.

hops and expect thlt ‘he
achieve such fitting unsnimity in the up-~
coming vote on the conference report.

mbmlnlttnmltormnwsenha
talr balancing of the various interests.

. My one regret-is that we failed toen- -

‘act In my last year in the Senate-my per-
formery’ rights bill.. I have championed
.Shig concept for my entire career In the .
House and Senate. The performing artist

.38 the only contributor on the recording
i l.encno-whohunuﬂondmuctmdutho-

.of -the ramifications of

‘the Senste

rights issue to be addressed on lts merits

in the next Congress.
Another issue that was subject to con-

- troversy was the so-called manufacturing

clause. The Senate bill had preserved this
provision to safeguard the U.S. printing
industry. The House, however, chose to
delete {8, while agreeing to an extension
olthophumﬂdmmumumewm
ehable Congress to take a close loo
the dangers faced by the printing xnd[
£y in thiscountry. -

To insure that Congress has adequate
and sesurate information on which to
basé s recsssssment before the phase-

eonmt.l(rPnsl

. unanimous-~
dent, that the text of the. lstter from-

Sensator McCLELLAN AD4 myself be re--
printed in the Rxcorp,.... - -
mmmwmmcmw
was ordered to be printed in the Rxcono,
as follows:.
wm-.no.muru uu
ln.mn

Duax Ms. ll:i- “WRE-have- discosssd  With.
‘you thenecsssity of making a thorough study-
called. Mlﬂuclu- o(‘:omy:l;;

man of the Cop: t
lmtdm-lny l.'xm.;ta&phmom date

phased out. Our positicn is nn-dcmop.d in

Judictary Committee Repory.(No."

94-473) - dated November 20, 1978, at pages.
14820 180

Our ococnclusion appears.in two: pearagraphs

at page M40 which read..as fOHOWS:. . -wd. .

*On balance it appears that, utuou;n_t.hnro

- ute, there may stil} be some sconomic ;

fication for it. Section 60} represents a mo-.

. stantial liberslisation thas will remove many-

©of the inequitiss of \ve present manufegtur-



twean Section 601 and complate repeal Is an
economio-. one, and oOn purely economic
grounds the possible dangers to the American
‘printing -industry in removing all restric-
tions on foreign manufacture outweigh the
possible benefitsrepesl would bnng to Amer-
ican authors and publishers.

‘“The committee ix awere that uu eoneorn :
on both sices is not 80 much with the pres—.

ent but with the future: and, because-they
machines and devices for reproducing copy-
righted text matter are’in a state of rapid
developmenst, the futurs in- this area is un«
predictable; Cutright repeal of the manufes-
turing requirement should be saccomplished
as-s00D as It can shown convinaingly thas
the effects on the U.S: printing industry as
& whole would not be serious. Meanwhile the
Dbest approach lies in the nompromh.omboq-
fed in Section 601 of the present bill.”..~ .

In the course of our conversations, we m :

gratified to learn of your willingness to un~

dertake a study of the economic ramifications

and possible dangers to the U.S. printing and

book manufacturing industry if this protec-

tion were snded. Purther, we were pleased to
note that you intended to report to Congress
on. your conclusions in sufficient time prior
to July 1, 1983 to allow the Congress to amend
the Copyright law to retaln the manufactur-
Ing clause if your conoclusions-suggest that
such were appropriate. Your formal recome-
mendations to the Congress would of course
be given great welght.

We would suggest the parameters of such -

a study to be roughly as follow:

(a) Participants: Printing and book manu-
facturing industry, graphic arts unions, pub-
lishers and other interested parties.

(b) 8ubject Matter: Economic impect on

U.8. book manufacturing industry; U.8. labor -

rates compared with those adrosd: industry
iealth, import on jobs in U.S. and U.S. indus-
.ry: advances in printing technology that-are
relevant; progress en implementation of the
Toronto Agresment of 1968; ramifications of
granting copyright monopoly on book manns
facturing industry; and other relevant face
tors that you sbould deem |pmprhu

(). Pxocodun 1t would appear appropri-
ate to have informal discussions with the
partiss in a relaxed atmosphere and attempt
to marshal all the facts and statistics withe
out resorting to formal hearings. Adequate
public-records and minutes can be kept o

keep all parties apprised of wlut informs-

tion has been furnighed.

(d) Timetable: The study would “pe
lsunched about January 1, 1981, and would
continue..for approximately four months
“until April 30, 1981. The Copyright Office
could then prepare {ta-final findings and rec-
- ommaendations for the Congress.to be filed on -
‘'or about July 1, 1981.- This would allow

the Congress dpproximatelx one yoar to ans~

. lyae the report, conduct hearings, and make
_its decision whether the manufacturing
clause protection should be contmued be-
- yond '19832.
. We would appreciate your-views-on this
matier at your earliest conventence.
With kind reglrdg
" Sincerely, -
Huoun St:grr
U.S. Senator.
Josu L. McOLxtyaw. -
U& Scnctor

' Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. Presl-
_ dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. '1‘he clerk

" will call the roll..

The assistant- léclslatlve clerk pro- .

ded to call the-roll. .
~ Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
~order for the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wlthout
objection; it is so ordered.:

COPYRIGHT LAW REVISION—CON-
FERENCE REPORT

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the conference report on the
bill (8. 22) for the general revision of the
Copyright Law, title 17 of the United
States Code, and for other f

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the
conference report on the copyright bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there

a sufficlent second? There is a sufficient -

second,
"The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the conference re-
port. On this question the yeas and nays
haye been ordered, and the clerk will call
theé roll.

The assistant legislative clerk callod
the roll.

Mr. nosm'r C. BYRD. I announce
that the Senator from Texas (Mr. BEnt-
sEN), the Senator from PFlorida (Mr.
Cr1Lzs), the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
Cnavurce), the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PrILIr A. Hart), the Senator from
Indiana (Mr. Hartxx), the Senator from
Massachusetts (Mr. Kxnnepy), the Sen-
ator from Wyoming (Mr. McGzs), the
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. MONDALE),
the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. Mow-
T0YA), the Benator from Louisana (Mr.
Lona), the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. Rrszcorr), and the Senator from
Alabama (Mr, sruunmc) are necmruy
absent. -

I further announce t.bat the Senator

from. Ohio (Mr. Grewx), the Senator-

from Montana  (Mr, mumr.n). the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. Mc-
Govern), and the Senator from Hawali
(Mr. Iuom) are absent on official bust-
ness. .

I further announce t.hat. if present and

- voting; the Senator from Connecticut

(Mr. Rrsrcorr) would vote “yea.”

Mr. GRIFFIN. I announce that the
Benator from Maryland (Mr. BsaLL), the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr, BELLMON),
the Benator from New York (Mr. BUCK-~
LEY),- the Senator from EKansas (Mr,
Doir), the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
Srarrorp), the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
StevENS), the Senator from Ohio (Mr,
Tarr), and the Senator from South
Carolina (Mr. THURMOND) are neces-
sarily absent. ’

I also announce that the Senator from
Virginia (Mr. WrLriax L. Scor?) is ab-
sent on official business. )

I further announce that, if present and
voting, the Senator from South-Carolina
(Mr. THURMOND) wWould vote “yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 75,
nays 0, as follows:
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|Rollcall Vote No. 681 Leg.]

YEAS—T8
Abouresk Garn : Moss
Allen Goldwater Muskie
Baker Gravel Nelson
Bartlett Grifin Nunn
Bayh Hansen Packwood
Biden Hart, G Pastore
Brock . Haskell Pearson
Brooke Hatfield Pell
Bumpers Hathaway Percy
Burdlck - Helms xmire
Byrd, Hollings Randotph
Harry P.. Jr. Hruska Roth
Byrd, Robert C. Huddleston Schwelker
Cannon Humphrey Scott, Hugh
Case Jackson tennis
Clark Javits Stevenson
Cranston Johnston Stone
Culver Lazalt Symington
Curtis Leahy Talmadge
Domenict Magnuson Tower
Durkin Mathiss Tunney
Eagleton McClailan Weicker
Eastland McClure Williams
Pannin Mclntyre Young
Fong Metealt
Ford -
. MNAYS—=0D
NOT VOTING—25
Beall Hartke Ribdicogy
‘Beilmon Inouye Soots,
Bentsen Kennedy William L.
Buckley Long Sparkmar
Chiles - Mansieiq Staffora
Church McQes - Stevens-
Dole McGovern Tats
Glenn Mondale Thwmond .

Hart, Phnlp A. Modtoys -

So the conference repart was agreed to.
(During the preceding vots, the fol- -
lowing occurred:) -

Mr. . GOLDWATER. Regular order,
Mr. President.

Mr. HELMS. Mr, President, before the
Chalir. announces: the “vote, let us have
order in the Senate, because the Senator
irom Nortb Carolina is _going to uek

Fonro). The Senator’s point is well taken.
The Senate will please come to order.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
I move to reconsider the vots by which
the conference report was agreed to.

Mr. JACKSON..XI.move to lay that
motion on the table. —. .

The motion to.lay on the table was
agreed to. .

Mr.- ROBERT C. BYRD and -Mr.
HELMS addressed the Chair.

‘The - PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr..
Forp). The Senator from West Virginia.

Mr, ROBERT C.BYRD. Mr Prwdent.

" with respect to—

‘The PRESIDING OFE'ICKR wm t.ho
Senator suspend. I ask the Senate to
come to order.. Wil the Senators please
clear the well. The Senator is entitled:
to be heard. If the Senators care tocarry
on a conversation the cloakrooms can be
used. .

" The Senator trom West Virginia.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,

. without losing my right to the fioor I

yield to the distinguished Senator from
Alabama (Mr. ALLEN) for not to exceed
2 minutes.

The PRESIDING OPPICER. 'rhe Sen-
ator from Alabama is recognized. With-.
out objection, it is- 50. ordered.
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House of R@resentdtz’ves

CONFERENCE REPORT ON 8. 22,
COPYRIGHT LAW REVISION

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, I
call up the conference on the Senate bill
(8. 22) for the general revision of the
copyright law, title 17 of the United
States Code, and for other purposes, and
ask unanimous consent that the state-
ment of the managers be read in lieu of
the report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
cousin?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement. .

(For conference report and statement,
see proceedings of September 29, 1978.)

Mr. KASTENMEIER (during the read-
ing) . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that further reading of the state-
ment be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. Kas-
TENMEIER) for 30 minutes.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Spesker, [
yield myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. KASTENMEIER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, I
am happy to report that the Senate con-
ferees have accepted, for the most part,
the House passed substitute of S. 22, re-
vising the copyright code. The few mat-
ters on which the House conferees found
it necessary to recede are as follows:

Section 105 deals with Government
copyright. The House substitute had pro-
vided an exception to the general rule
against Government ownership of copy-
rights. This exception would have per-
mitted the Department of Commerce’s
National Technical Information Service
to copyright a limited number of publi-
cations. In view of the promise of the
Senate conferees to reconsider the mat-
ter early next year, we receded. The con-
ference substitute, therefore, retains the
existing law- prohibiting copyright of
Government produced works. -

Section 110(5) dealing with the ex-

emption from copyright liability of
transmissions of radio bmdcast.s by
home-type receiving devices.: -

The Senate bill contained language
limiting this exemption to situations
other than where the “transmission is
further transmitted to the public.” The
House bill modified this to read “further
transmitted beyond the place where the
receiving apparatus is located.” The rea-
son the House substitute added the new
language was a disagreement with the

-

interpretation of the Senate language
in its committee report. The Senate re-
port interpreted its version as requiring
liability for royalties for use -of loud-

speaker devices for small business es- -

tablishments such as luncheonettes. The
House conferees receded to the language
of the Senate bill but only after the Sen-
ate conferees agreed to interpret the
language of the conference report in a
manner consistent with the original
House version of the bill.

Section 110(8). The Senate version of
the bill provided for an exemption from
copyright liability simply for “literary
works” used in performances directed
primarily to handicapped persons. The
House substitute, in an attempt to clar-
ify the Senate-passed measure, specifi-
cally restricted the exemption to non-
dramatic literary works as opposed to
dramatic literary works. The conferees
agreed upon a substitute which exempts
from copyright liability performances of
all nondramatic literary works and dra-
matic works for one performance only,
where the works are over 10 years old.

Section 115 dealing with the so-called
mechanical royalty which is paid for the
right to reproduce records. The Senate

‘bill has provided a royslty rate of 2%

cents per record or 0.5 cents per minute,
whichever is greater. The House substi-

tute provided 234 cents per record, a 0.6

per minute, whichever is greater. The
conferees compromised on the House per
record rate of 234 cents and the Senatse
per minute rate of 0.5 per minute.
Section 601 dealing with the manufac-
turing requirement. The House substitute
had provided for termination of the
manufacturing requirement on January
1, 1981. The Senate bill contained no such
provision. The conferees agreed to & ter-
mination date of July 1, 1982. )
CHAPTER 8—CREATING A COPYRIGHT ROTALTY
TRINUNAL

Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill' had-

provided for the creation- of a
Copyright Royalty Tribunal within the
Copyright Office foxr the purpose of re-
solving disputes over the disbursement of
statutory royalties and for the purpese
of reviewing, from time to time,.certain
royalty rates. “The FHouse . substitute
modified the Senate bill by establishing
an independent commission within the
legislative branch with members ap-
pointed by- the President. The House
changes were made on the advice of con-
stitutional scholars who urged that the
Senate version might contain constitue
tional infirmities.

I am pleased to report that the Senate
conferees have agreed to the basie strue-
ture for the Tribunal provided in the
House bill. The conferees havé agreed to
use the term “tribunal” as the name of
the body rather than “commission.” In
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addition, the joint conference agreed, at
the request of the Senate conferees, to
increase the number of commissioners
from three to five, to provide 7-year terms
for commissioners rather than 5-year
terms and the require Senate confirma-

_ tion of commissioners.

. Mr. Speaker, the report of the eon-
feres adopts, overwhelmingly, the House
version bill. To the extent that changes
have been made in the House version,
these changes reflact. in part.. the con-
cerns of House Members expressed dur-
ing the floor debate. Particularly, I would
invite my colleagues’ attention.to the
longer phaseout period for the manu-
facturing clause and the more liberal ex-
emption for handicapped reading serv-
ices to perform dramatic literary. works.

I would, therefore, urge my colleagues
to endorse the work of the conferees with
a strong affirmattve vote.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yleld?

Mr. KASTENMEIER. I yield to my
Iriend, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. HUTCHINSON) .

(Mr. HUTCHINSON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. s;:ea.ker. )
rise in support of the conference report
to accompany S. 22, the general revision
of the copyright law. I am pleased to re-
port that the other body, in general,
adopted the House version of S. 22 with
five or six exceptions. Two of those ex-
ceptions, the House did not recede from,
but adopted compromises that will, in
fact, please many Mambers of the House.
One of those concern section 601, the
so-called manufacturing clause. The
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. A¥DERSON)
will be happy to learn that, in response
to his concern which he made known on
this floor last week, the phase-out of the
prohibition on the importation of books
not published in this country was ex-
tended to a year and b half, to July 1982.
In addition, language was agreed to and
is contained in the conference report
which makes clear that “If for any rea- .
son the Canadian trade groups and the
Canadian Government do not move
promptly in reciprocation with U.S. trade
groups and the U.8, Government to re-
move such tariff and other trade bar-
riers, the Congress will reconsider the
Canadian exemption. In addition, it (Mr.
ANpERSON) wishes our Register of Copy--
rights to study the pros and cons of our
action in section 601 and report back to
the Congress prior to such phaseout, I
understand that she would welcome such
A request.

Another compromise concerns the -~v-
emptior of the use of dramatic wor!
the blind.” Although this idea was _ -
feated by a narrow margin on this floor,



.nhe House conferees agreed to permit
such use- withr three restrictions: That
such a performances no#s be reeorded, that
it only be performed once; and that such
dramnatic work will have been pubuahed
for at-least 10 years. -

On a-different item of disagreement,
because-of ‘lack of Senate hearings on

the issue, the conferees recommend that

the NTIS request for Hmited copyright
in order to -control foreign copying be
considered at hearings early in the next
session. In the interim, consideration
should also be given to compensatory

appropriations to NTIS in lieq of rev-

enues Jost as a result of unauthorized
foreign copying.

All - things ‘considered, Mr. “Speaker, '

the House did quite well in retaining its

version in almost every case, and I urge’

my colleagues to support enactment of
the conference report on 8. 23.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, the
gentieman from Michigan has served on
thie subcommittee over 10 years and un-

doubtedly remembers and reeails many

of the speeifics of the legislationr we are
about to adopt in this bill.
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Mr. DANTELSON. Mr. Smker will the
zentlenun yield?
KASTENMBIER. I yield to the
gentlemu from California.
(Mr. DANIELSON asked and was
given permission-to revise and extend his
remaris.) i

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to associate myself with the remarks of
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
KasTouzrzn) and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Hurcamesow).

I further wish to point out to my col-
leagues that this conference report was
signed by all of the conference managers
on the part of the House and of the Sen-
ate, iIn both parties, s0 it is a consensus
and I hope that all Members will support

Mr KAZEN, Mr. Spenker will t.he gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. KASTENMEIER. I yileld to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. KAZEN. Mr, Speaker, the genile-
man knows that I am interested it one
part of the bill which pertains to the
Spanish-speaking radio stations along
the horders with Mexico and also Can=-
ada, were those provisions retained in
the conference report? -

Mr. KASTENMEIER. In every respecz
with regard to the interest of tha gentle-
man from Texas in the Spanish-speaking
radio and cable stations and other broed-
cast stations, the provisions were res
tained and the gentleman’s interest is
fully reflected in the conference report.

Mr. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman. - -

Mr, KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, I
‘move the previous question-on the con~-
ference report.

. The previocus quesuan was ordered.

. The conference report was agreed fo.

ﬁmoﬂmtomonaidemhidonthe’ .
ta e. :




