
 
 
 

 

February 3, 2015 

 

 

 

Dear Representative: 

 

The AFL-CIO opposed H. Con. Res. 16, the "Local Radio Freedom Act", in the 113th Congress 

and on behalf of our more than 10 million members, we ask you not to cosponsor it when it is introduced 

in the 114th Congress.  Although the title of the resolution appeals to reasonable concerns about preserving 

local radio broadcasters, its true substance is directly opposed to the labor movement's core principle of a 

"fair day's wage for a fair day's work." 

 

The core issue at stake is whether or not musicians will be fairly paid for their work--specifically 

for the use of their recordings on radio broadcasts. For 80 years, radio stations in America have played hit 

songs over the public airwaves and made billions in advertising revenue without paying musicians, artists, 

and performers a penny. For just as long, performers have been fighting for a "performance right" that 

would force radio stations to properly compensate them for their work. 

 

Just as we seek labor and wage protections for other workers, the AFL-CIO supports our musician 

members in their ongoing fight for economic justice. The U.S. is one of only a handful of countries where 

performers are not compensated for airplay, including China, Rwanda, Iran and North Korea. It is 

embarrassing for the U.S. to be mentioned in the same breath with countries that treat their workers so 

poorly. It just shows how far behind we are in delivering economic justice for performers, who deserve a 

fair wage just as much as farm workers, machinists, or service industry employees. 

 

The "Local Radio Freedom Act" resolves "that Congress should not impose any new performance 

fee, tax, royalty or other charge" for AM/FM broadcasts of sound recordings. This language is intended to 

stop any efforts to create a performance right that would ensure musicians are paid fairly for their work. 

Performance rights legislation has been proposed several times in past Congresses and even passed the 

Senate and House Judiciary Committees in 2010, although it did not become law. 

 

That legislation, known as the Performance Rights Act, included provisions that would have 

protected small broadcasters from high fees, limiting their annual payments to just $100 for the right to 

broadcast any music they choose. Allegations that a performance fee would present a "hardship" to small 

broadcasters or somehow drain funds for emergency broadcasts--as the "Local Radio Freedom Act" 

claims--are simply untrue. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Establishing a performance right for AM/FM radio is a working families issue, and the AFL-CIO 

opposes any sense of the Congress resolution that stands in the way of such a right. We look forward to 

working with you on this critical issue. 

 

      Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

William Samuel, Director 

Government Affairs Department 
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