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Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute
to Mrs. Elestine Smith Norman. Born
December 12 of 1949 to the late Wilbert
and Elese Morton Smith in the Prom-
ise Land Area of Greenwood, South
Carolina, she is the youngest of five
children.

She attended the public schools in
Greenwood and is a graduate of Pied-
mont Tech and Limestone College. She
was the first in her family to graduate
from college.

She has been married to Pastor
Willie Neal Norman for 37 years. Willie
is the pastor of Weston Chapel AME
Church in Greenwood where Elestine
and he have served faithfully for over
18 years. She and Neal have never had
any children of their own, but there are
lots of folks that would call Elestine
their spiritual mother.

She has survived a diagnosis of
breast cancer twice in her life and has
ministered to many, many others with
cancer throughout the years. Her posi-
tive attitude through these trials has
always inspired others to fight a strong
fight. She has trusted faithfully in her
Lord Jesus Christ to bring her through
the many hardships.

Mr. Speaker, she is a former presi-
dent of the Greenwood Business and
Professional Women’s Club. She has
served on the Greenwood United Way
Board, the Lander University Board of
Visitors, and the Piedmont Technical
College Board of Visitors. She is also
the recipient of the 2007 Women’s His-
tory Month Government Award from
the AME Church for the State of South
Carolina.

In 1972 she went to work for then-
Congressman of the Third Congres-
sional District of South Carolina,
Bryan Dorn. She has continued to work
as a senior caseworker in the Green-
wood district offices for the following
Members: Congressman Butler Derrick
and Congressman, now Senator,
LINDSEY GRAHAM. She has worked for
both Democrat and Republican Con-
gressmen, always putting the love of
serving people above politics.

When I was elected to succeed Sen-
ator GRAHAM as the Representative
from the Third Congressional District,
I was honored that Elestine agreed to
continue her dedicated service in my
Greenwood office. Now after 34 years of
public service, she has decided to re-
tire. And all these years of compas-
sionate service, she has never lost her
heart for people. And I know she will
always continue to serve throughout
the community for as long as the good
Lord keeps her on this Earth.

Mr. Speaker, I had these prepared re-
marks that I wanted to say so I didn’t
forget anything. But I want to share
one short story about Mrs. Elestine
Norman. When I was elected in 2002, I
knew Elestine had worked for three
other Congressmen, and I thought to
myself, well, there is no way that she
could have the compassion and the fire
and the desire to help people. And this
lady has proved me wrong time and
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time again. Her love, her can-do atti-
tude, her sweet spirit, she has been a
rock for me, for my staff, and for all
the people of the Third Congressional
District.

Mrs. Elestine, I hope you’re watching
tonight. We love you. I love you. We
will miss you greatly. Godspeed.

——

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

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
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PROPOSED CHANGES TO MEDIA
OWNERSHIP RULES IN SEATTLE,
WASHINGTON

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

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, the FCC held the last of six public
hearings about proposed changes to
media ownership rules. They did so in
Seattle after I called for that meeting
so that people in the State of Wash-
ington could let their government
know what they thought. It was really
an unbelievable showing at this hear-
ing. The FCC callously only gave them
5 days’ notice. But still it is estimated
that 1,000 people showed up on a Friday
night for a 9-hour hearing that ended
up at 1 a.m. on Saturday morning.

Most Friday nights Americans won’t
be going out to hearings. But in Puget
Sound country, and indeed across the
country, people understand how impor-
tant a media consolidation could be as
a threat to our diversity and our de-
mocracy, and 1,000 people showed up to
testify. I encouraged my constituents
to attend. I want to credit Reclaim the
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Media, the Free Press and the Seattle
Times who also got the word out about
this important hearing.

At the hearing, FCC Commissioner
Jonathan Adelstein prophetically stat-
ed that if the FCC quickly proposed a
new rule, ‘‘you know your input was
dismissed.” He was right, unfortu-
nately. Despite the protestations of al-
most every single witness in Seattle on
Friday displaying the overwhelming
sentiment against this consolidation,
on Tuesday, one business day later,
Chairman Martin announced his plans
to end a 32-year-old ban on radio and
television broadcasters owning news-
papers in the Nation’s largest media
markets, including right in Seattle
where 1,000 people asked him not to do
S0.
The fact that Mr. Martin had an op-
ed piece published in Tuesday’s New
York Times just a couple days later
shows this was clearly a preordained
decision and that appearance in Seattle
was just a stunt, and, frankly, an in-
sulting one to the citizens who at-
tended. He went through the motions,
but Seattle people did not.

Now, those people knew that weak-
ening the ownership rules would allow
the media landscape to be dominated
by a few massive corporations, putting
too much control in a few hands and
producing a system where only the
powerful can be heard in our democ-
racy. It would lead to a lack of diver-
sity of voices, programming that is out
of touch with local concerns, as well as
a continuation of the homogenization
of our news and our entertainment.

Already, consolidation has brought
us to the point where in the average
radio market, two companies control 70
percent of market revenue. That is why
the Senate voted to overturn the first
try, the first run that Mr. Martin and
then-Chairman Powell took in 2003 to
loosen these rules. It is why a Federal
court tossed out the ill-advised rules in
the Prometheus decision, and it is why
we need to stop a second attempt to do
the same thing that 1,000 people in Se-
attle asked to be stopped.

Therefore, I am working with my col-
league, Congressman MAURICE HIN-
CHEY, to reintroduce our legislation
that would derail Commissioner Mar-
tin’s cross-ownership scheme that is so
contrary to the wishes of the public.
Mr. Martin claims that his proposal is
a modest one. In fact, it would impact
half of Americans who live in the top 20
media markets and could impact even
more with possible waivers and exemp-
tions. I wish 1,000 voices in Seattle and
thousands more in hearings across the
Nation would have knocked some sense
into a particular commissioner, maybe
three of them on the FCC who are
heck-bent, or perhaps hell-bent, on
loosening media consolidation rules.

Now that this Federal agency has
disclosed its real plan to move ahead
with a plan that runs so counter to
public sentiment and the public inter-
est, the time has come for Congress to
weigh in. We are one voice that the
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