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from communications because of a reason-
able fear that such communications would be 
the subject of electronic surveillance con-
ducted without an order issued in accordance 
with title I of the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) or 
a joint authorization by the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Director of National Intel-
ligence issued in accordance with title VII of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 
1978, as added by this Act, under a claim of 
Presidential authority under either the Con-
stitution of the United States or the Author-
ization for Use of Military Force (Public Law 
107–40; 115 Stat. 224; 50 U.S.C. 1541 note). 

(b) RULES APPLICABLE TO ACTIONS.—In any 
civil action filed under subsection (a), the 
following shall apply: 

(1) The action shall be filed in the United 
States District Court for the District of Co-
lumbia and shall be heard by a 3-judge court 
convened under section 2284 of title 28, 
United States Code. 

(2) A copy of the complaint shall be deliv-
ered promptly to the Attorney General, the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, and 
the Secretary of the Senate. 

(3) A reasonable fear that communications 
will be the subject of electronic surveillance 
may be established by evidence that the per-
son bringing the action— 

(A) has had and intends to continue to 
have regular communications from the 
United States to one or more persons in Af-
ghanistan, Iraq, Pakistan, or any country 
designated as a state sponsor of terrorism in 
the course of that person’s paid employment 
doing journalistic, academic, or other re-
search pertaining to terrorism or terrorist 
groups; or 

(B) has engaged and intends to continue to 
engage in one or more commercial trans-
actions with a bank or other financial insti-
tution in a country described in subpara-
graph (A). 

(4) The procedures and standards of the 
Classified Information Procedures Act (18 
U.S.C. App.) shall apply to the action. 

(5) A final decision in the action shall be 
reviewable only by appeal directly to the Su-
preme Court of the United States. Such ap-
peal shall be taken by the filing of a notice 
of appeal within 10 days, and the filing of a 
jurisdictional statement within 30 days, 
after the entry of the final decision. 

(6) It shall be the duty of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia 
and the Supreme Court of the United States 
to advance on the docket and to expedite to 
the greatest possible extent the disposition 
of the action and appeal. 

(c) MOOTNESS.—In any civil action filed 
under subsection (a) for declaratory or in-
junctive relief, a defendant’s claim that the 
surveillance activity has been terminated 
may not be grounds for dismissing the case, 
unless the Attorney General files a declara-
tion under section 1746 of title 28, United 
States Code, affirming that— 

(1) the surveillance described in subsection 
(a) has ceased; and 

(2) the executive branch of the Federal 
Government does not have legal authority to 
renew the surveillance described in sub-
section (a). 

(d) LIMITATION OF DAMAGES.—In any civil 
action filed under subsection (a), a pre-
vailing plaintiff shall recover— 

(1) damages for injuries arising from a rea-
sonable fear caused by the electronic surveil-
lance described in subsection (a) of not less 
than $50 and not more than $1000; and 

(2) reasonable attorney’s fees and other in-
vestigation and litigation costs reasonably 
incurred relating to that civil action. 

(e) SEVERABILITY.—If any provision of this 
section, or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstances is held invalid, the 

validity of the remainder of the Act, any 
such amendments, and of the application of 
such provisions to other persons and cir-
cumstances shall not be affected thereby. 

(f) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to— 

(1) affect a cause of action filed before the 
date of enactment of this Act; 

(2) limit any cause of action available to a 
person under any other provision of law, in-
cluding the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.); or 

(3) limit the relief that may be awarded 
under any other provision of law, including 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 
1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

(g) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘electronic surveillance’’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 101 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801). 

SA 3867. Mr. DODD (for Mr. DORGAN) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
2096, to amend the Do-Not-Call Imple-
mentation Act to eliminate the auto-
matic removal of telephone numbers 
registered on the Federal ‘‘do-not-call’’ 
registry; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. 3. REPORT ON ACCURACY. 

Not later than 9 months after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shall report to the Congress on efforts 
taken by the Commission, after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to improve the accu-
racy of the ‘‘do-not-call’’ Registry. 

SA 3868. Mr. DODD (for Mr. LEAHY 
(for himself, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. KYL)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 660, to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to protect judges, prosecu-
tors, witnesses, victims, and their fam-
ily members, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Court Secu-
rity Improvement Act of 2007’’. 

TITLE I—JUDICIAL SECURITY 
IMPROVEMENTS AND FUNDING 

SEC. 101. JUDICIAL BRANCH SECURITY REQUIRE-
MENTS. 

(a) ENSURING CONSULTATION WITH THE JUDI-
CIARY.—Section 566 of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(i) The Director of the United States Mar-
shals Service shall consult with the Judicial 
Conference of the United States on a con-
tinuing basis regarding the security require-
ments for the judicial branch of the United 
States Government, to ensure that the views 
of the Judicial Conference regarding the se-
curity requirements for the judicial branch 
of the Federal Government are taken into 
account when determining staffing levels, 
setting priorities for programs regarding ju-
dicial security, and allocating judicial secu-
rity resources. In this paragraph, the term 
‘judicial security’ includes the security of 
buildings housing the judiciary, the personal 
security of judicial officers, the assessment 
of threats made to judicial officers, and the 
protection of all other judicial personnel. 
The United States Marshals Service retains 
final authority regarding security require-
ments for the judicial branch of the Federal 
Government.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 331 
of title 28, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘The Judicial Conference shall consult 
with the Director of United States Marshals 

Service on a continuing basis regarding the 
security requirements for the judicial branch 
of the United States Government, to ensure 
that the views of the Judicial Conference re-
garding the security requirements for the ju-
dicial branch of the Federal Government are 
taken into account when determining staff-
ing levels, setting priorities for programs re-
garding judicial security, and allocating ju-
dicial security resources. In this paragraph, 
the term ‘judicial security’ includes the se-
curity of buildings housing the judiciary, the 
personal security of judicial officers, the as-
sessment of threats made to judicial officers, 
and the protection of all other judicial per-
sonnel. The United States Marshals Service 
retains final authority regarding security re-
quirements for the judicial branch of the 
Federal Government.’’. 

SEC. 102. PROTECTION OF UNITED STATES TAX 
COURT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 566(a) of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘and the Court of International Trade’’ and 
inserting ‘‘, the Court of International 
Trade, and the United States Tax Court, as 
provided by law’’. 

(b) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE.—Section 
7456(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to incidental powers of the Tax 
Court) is amended in the matter following 
paragraph (3), by striking the period at the 
end, and inserting ‘‘and may otherwise pro-
vide, when requested by the chief judge of 
the Tax Court, for the security of the Tax 
Court, including the personal protection of 
Tax Court judges, court officers, witnesses, 
and other threatened persons in the interests 
of justice, where criminal intimidation im-
pedes on the functioning of the judicial proc-
ess or any other official proceeding. The 
United States Marshals Service retains final 
authority regarding security requirements 
for the Tax Court.’’. 

(c) REIMBURSEMENT.—The United States 
Tax Court shall reimburse the United States 
Marshals Service for protection provided 
under the amendments made by this section. 

SEC. 103. ADDITIONAL AMOUNTS FOR UNITED 
STATES MARSHALS SERVICE TO 
PROTECT THE JUDICIARY. 

In addition to any other amounts author-
ized to be appropriated for the United States 
Marshals Service, there are authorized to be 
appropriated for the United States Marshals 
Service $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2007 through 2011 for— 

(1) hiring entry-level deputy marshals for 
providing judicial security; 

(2) hiring senior-level deputy marshals for 
investigating threats to the judiciary and 
providing protective details to members of 
the judiciary, assistant United States attor-
neys, and other attorneys employed by the 
Federal Government; and 

(3) for the Office of Protective Intelligence, 
for hiring senior-level deputy marshals, hir-
ing program analysts, and providing secure 
computer systems. 

SEC. 104. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REPORTS. 

Section 105(b)(3) of the Ethics in Govern-
ment Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2009’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘2011’’. 

TITLE II—CRIMINAL LAW ENHANCE-
MENTS TO PROTECT JUDGES, FAMILY 
MEMBERS, AND WITNESSES 

SEC. 201. PROTECTIONS AGAINST MALICIOUS RE-
CORDING OF FICTITIOUS LIENS 
AGAINST FEDERAL JUDGES AND 
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI-
CERS. 

(a) OFFENSE.—Chapter 73 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
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‘‘§ 1521. Retaliating against a Federal judge or 

Federal law enforcement officer by false 
claim or slander of title 

‘‘Whoever files, attempts to file, or con-
spires to file, in any public record or in any 
private record which is generally available 
to the public, any false lien or encumbrance 
against the real or personal property of an 
individual described in section 1114, on ac-
count of the performance of official duties by 
that individual, knowing or having reason to 
know that such lien or encumbrance is false 
or contains any materially false, fictitious, 
or fraudulent statement or representation, 
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned 
for not more than 10 years, or both.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 73 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘‘1521. Retaliating against a Federal judge or 
Federal law enforcement officer 
by false claim or slander of 
title.’’. 

SEC. 202. PROTECTION OF INDIVIDUALS PER-
FORMING CERTAIN OFFICIAL DU-
TIES. 

(a) OFFENSE.—Chapter 7 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘§ 119. Protection of individuals performing 
certain official duties 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly 
makes restricted personal information about 
a covered person, or a member of the imme-
diate family of that covered person, publicly 
available— 

‘‘(1) with the intent to threaten, intimi-
date, or incite the commission of a crime of 
violence against that covered person, or a 
member of the immediate family of that cov-
ered person; or 

‘‘(2) with the intent and knowledge that 
the restricted personal information will be 
used to threaten, intimidate, or facilitate 
the commission of a crime of violence 
against that covered person, or a member of 
the immediate family of that covered person, 

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 5 years, or both. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘restricted personal informa-

tion’ means, with respect to an individual, 
the Social Security number, the home ad-
dress, home phone number, mobile phone 
number, personal email, or home fax number 
of, and identifiable to, that individual; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘covered person’ means— 
‘‘(A) an individual designated in section 

1114; 
‘‘(B) a grand or petit juror, witness, or 

other officer in or of, any court of the United 
States, or an officer who may be, or was, 
serving at any examination or other pro-
ceeding before any United States magistrate 
judge or other committing magistrate; 

‘‘(C) an informant or witness in a Federal 
criminal investigation or prosecution; or 

‘‘(D) a State or local officer or employee 
whose restricted personal information is 
made publicly available because of the par-
ticipation in, or assistance provided to, a 
Federal criminal investigation by that offi-
cer or employee; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘crime of violence’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 16; and 

‘‘(4) the term ‘immediate family’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 115(c)(2).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 7 of title 
18, United States Code, is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 

‘‘119. Protection of individuals performing 
certain official duties.’’. 

SEC. 203. PROHIBITION OF POSSESSION OF DAN-
GEROUS WEAPONS IN FEDERAL 
COURT FACILITIES. 

Section 930(e)(1) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or other dan-
gerous weapon’’ after ‘‘firearm’’. 
SEC. 204. CLARIFICATION OF VENUE FOR RETAL-

IATION AGAINST A WITNESS. 
Section 1513 of title 18, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(g) A prosecution under this section may 
be brought in the district in which the offi-
cial proceeding (whether pending, about to 
be instituted, or completed) was intended to 
be affected, or in which the conduct consti-
tuting the alleged offense occurred.’’. 
SEC. 205. MODIFICATION OR TAMPERING WITH A 

WITNESS, VICTIM, OR AN INFORM-
ANT OFFENSE. 

Section 1512 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3)— 
(A) by amending subparagraph (A) to reads 

as follows: 
‘‘(A) in the case of a killing, the punish-

ment provided in sections 1111 and 1112;’’; 
(B) in the matter following clause (ii) of 

subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘20 years’’ and 
inserting ‘‘30 years’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘10 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘20 years’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘ten 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘20 years’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘one 
year’’ and inserting ‘‘3 years’’. 
SEC. 206. MODIFICATION OF RETALIATION OF-

FENSE. 
Section 1513 of title 18, United States Code, 

is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(1)(B)— 
(A) by inserting a comma after ‘‘proba-

tion’’; and 
(B) by striking the comma which imme-

diately follows another comma; 
(2) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by striking ‘‘20 

years’’ and inserting ‘‘30 years’’; 
(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by inserting a comma after ‘‘proba-

tion’’; and 
(ii) by striking the comma which imme-

diately follows another comma; and 
(B) in the matter following paragraph (2), 

by striking ‘‘ten years’’ and inserting ‘‘20 
years’’; and 

(4) by redesignating the second subsection 
(e) as subsection (f). 
SEC. 207. GENERAL MODIFICATIONS OF FEDERAL 

MURDER CRIME AND RELATED 
CRIMES. 

Section 1112(b) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘ten years’’ and inserting 
‘‘15 years’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘six years’’ and inserting ‘‘8 
years’’. 
SEC. 208. ASSAULT PENALTIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 115(b) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘(1)’’ and all that follows through the end of 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(1) The punishment for an assault in viola-
tion of this section is— 

‘‘(A) a fine under this title; and 
‘‘(B)(i) if the assault consists of a simple 

assault, a term of imprisonment for not 
more than 1 year; 

‘‘(ii) if the assault involved physical con-
tact with the victim of that assault or the 
intent to commit another felony, a term of 
imprisonment for not more than 10 years; 

‘‘(iii) if the assault resulted in bodily in-
jury, a term of imprisonment for not more 
than 20 years; or 

‘‘(iv) if the assault resulted in serious bod-
ily injury (as that term is defined in section 

1365 of this title, and including any conduct 
that, if the conduct occurred in the special 
maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States, would violate section 2241 or 
2242 of this title) or a dangerous weapon was 
used during and in relation to the offense, a 
term of imprisonment for not more than 30 
years.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
111(a) of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘in all other cases’’ and 
inserting ‘‘where such acts involve physical 
contact with the victim of that assault or 
the intent to commit another felony’’. 
SEC. 209. DIRECTION TO THE SENTENCING COM-

MISSION. 
The United States Sentencing Commission 

is directed to review the Sentencing Guide-
lines as they apply to threats punishable 
under section 115 of title 18, United States 
Code, that occur over the Internet, and de-
termine whether and by how much that cir-
cumstance should aggravate the punishment 
pursuant to section 994 of title 28, United 
States Code. In conducting the study, the 
Commission shall take into consideration 
the number of such threats made, the in-
tended number of recipients of such threats, 
and whether the initial senders of such 
threats were acting in an individual capacity 
or as part of a larger group. 

TITLE III—PROTECTING STATE AND 
LOCAL JUDGES AND RELATED GRANT 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 301. GRANTS TO STATES TO PROTECT WIT-
NESSES AND VICTIMS OF CRIMES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 31702 of the Vio-
lent Crime Control and Law Enforcement 
Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 13862) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) by a State, unit of local government, 

or Indian tribe to create and expand witness 
and victim protection programs to prevent 
threats, intimidation, and retaliation 
against victims of, and witnesses to, violent 
crimes.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 31707 of the Violent Crime Control 
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 
13867) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 31707. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS. 
‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated 

$20,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to carry out this subtitle.’’. 
SEC. 302. ELIGIBILITY OF STATE COURTS FOR 

CERTAIN FEDERAL GRANTS. 
(a) CORRECTIONAL OPTIONS GRANTS.—Sec-

tion 515 of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3762a) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 

and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) grants to State courts to improve se-

curity for State and local court systems.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘Priority shall be given to State court appli-
cants under subsection (a)(4) that have the 
greatest demonstrated need to provide secu-
rity in order to administer justice.’’. 

(b) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 516(a) of the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3762b) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘80’’ and inserting ‘‘70’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘and 10’’ and inserting ‘‘10’’; 

and 
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(3) by inserting before the period the fol-

lowing: ‘‘, and 10 percent for section 
515(a)(4)’’. 

(c) STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO 
CONSIDER COURTS.—The Attorney General 
may require, as appropriate, that whenever a 
State or unit of local government or Indian 
tribe applies for a grant from the Depart-
ment of Justice, the State, unit, or tribe 
demonstrate that, in developing the applica-
tion and distributing funds, the State, unit, 
or tribe— 

(1) considered the needs of the judicial 
branch of the State, unit, or tribe, as the 
case may be; 

(2) consulted with the chief judicial officer 
of the highest court of the State, unit, or 
tribe, as the case may be; and 

(3) consulted with the chief law enforce-
ment officer of the law enforcement agency 
responsible for the security needs of the judi-
cial branch of the State, unit, or tribe, as the 
case may be. 

(d) ARMOR VESTS.—Section 2501 of title I of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796ll) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and 
State and local court officers’’ after ‘‘tribal 
law enforcement officers’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘State 
or local court,’’ after ‘‘government,’’. 
SEC. 303. GRANTS TO STATES FOR THREAT AS-

SESSMENT DATABASES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General, 

through the Office of Justice Programs, shall 
make grants under this section to the high-
est State courts in States participating in 
the program, for the purpose of enabling 
such courts to establish and maintain a 
threat assessment database described in sub-
section (b). 

(b) DATABASE.—For purposes of subsection 
(a), a threat assessment database is a data-
base through which a State can— 

(1) analyze trends and patterns in domestic 
terrorism and crime; 

(2) project the probabilities that specific 
acts of domestic terrorism or crime will 
occur; and 

(3) develop measures and procedures that 
can effectively reduce the probabilities that 
those acts will occur. 

(c) CORE ELEMENTS.—The Attorney General 
shall define a core set of data elements to be 
used by each database funded by this section 
so that the information in the database can 
be effectively shared with other States and 
with the Department of Justice. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2011. 
TITLE IV—LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS 
SEC. 401. REPORT ON SECURITY OF FEDERAL 

PROSECUTORS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Attorney General shall submit to the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives a report on the se-
curity of assistant United States attorneys 
and other Federal attorneys arising from the 
prosecution of terrorists, violent criminal 
gangs, drug traffickers, gun traffickers, 
white supremacists, those who commit fraud 
and other white-collar offenses, and other 
criminal cases. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
subsection (a) shall describe each of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The number and nature of threats and 
assaults against attorneys handling prosecu-
tions described in subsection (a) and the re-
porting requirements and methods. 

(2) The security measures that are in place 
to protect the attorneys who are handling 

prosecutions described in subsection (a), in-
cluding threat assessments, response proce-
dures, availability of security systems and 
other devices, firearms licensing (deputa-
tions), and other measures designed to pro-
tect the attorneys and their families. 

(3) The firearms deputation policies of the 
Department of Justice, including the number 
of attorneys deputized and the time between 
receipt of threat and completion of the depu-
tation and training process. 

(4) For each requirement, measure, or pol-
icy described in paragraphs (1) through (3), 
when the requirement, measure, or policy 
was developed and who was responsible for 
developing and implementing the require-
ment, measure, or policy. 

(5) The programs that are made available 
to the attorneys for personal security train-
ing, including training relating to limita-
tions on public information disclosure, basic 
home security, firearms handling and safety, 
family safety, mail handling, counter-sur-
veillance, and self-defense tactics. 

(6) The measures that are taken to provide 
attorneys handling prosecutions described in 
subsection (a) with secure parking facilities, 
and how priorities for such facilities are es-
tablished— 

(A) among Federal employees within the 
facility; 

(B) among Department of Justice employ-
ees within the facility; and 

(C) among attorneys within the facility. 
(7) The frequency attorneys handling pros-

ecutions described in subsection (a) are 
called upon to work beyond standard work 
hours and the security measures provided to 
protect attorneys at such times during trav-
el between office and available parking fa-
cilities. 

(8) With respect to attorneys who are li-
censed under State laws to carry firearms, 
the policy of the Department of Justice as 
to— 

(A) carrying the firearm between available 
parking and office buildings; 

(B) securing the weapon at the office build-
ings; and 

(C) equipment and training provided to fa-
cilitate safe storage at Department of Jus-
tice facilities. 

(9) The offices in the Department of Jus-
tice that are responsible for ensuring the se-
curity of attorneys handling prosecutions de-
scribed in subsection (a), the organization 
and staffing of the offices, and the manner in 
which the offices coordinate with offices in 
specific districts. 

(10) The role, if any, that the United States 
Marshals Service or any other Department of 
Justice component plays in protecting, or 
providing security services or training for, 
attorneys handling prosecutions described in 
subsection (a). 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 501. EXPANDED PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY 

FOR THE UNITED STATES SEN-
TENCING COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 995 of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(f) The Commission may— 
‘‘(1) use available funds to enter into con-

tracts for the acquisition of severable serv-
ices for a period that begins in 1 fiscal year 
and ends in the next fiscal year, to the same 
extent as executive agencies may enter into 
such contracts under the authority of sec-
tion 303L of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 
253l); 

‘‘(2) enter into multi-year contracts for the 
acquisition of property or services to the 
same extent as executive agencies may enter 
into such contracts under the authority of 
section 304B of the Federal Property and Ad-

ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 
254c); and 

‘‘(3) make advance, partial, progress, or 
other payments under contracts for property 
or services to the same extent as executive 
agencies may make such payments under the 
authority of section 305 of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
(41 U.S.C. 255).’’. 

(b) SUNSET.—The amendment made by sub-
section (a) shall cease to have force and ef-
fect on September 30, 2010. 
SEC. 502. BANKRUPTCY, MAGISTRATE, AND TER-

RITORIAL JUDGES LIFE INSURANCE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 604(a)(5) of title 

28, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after ‘‘hold office during good behavior,’’ 
the following: ‘‘magistrate judges appointed 
under section 631 of this title, and territorial 
district court judges appointed under section 
24 of the Organic Act of Guam (48 U.S.C. 
1424b), section 1(b) of the Act of November 8, 
1977 (48 U.S.C. 1821), or section 24(a) of the 
Revised Organic Act of the Virgin Islands (48 
U.S.C. 1614(a)),’’. 

(b) BANKRUPTCY JUDGES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Ad-

ministrative Office of the United States 
Courts, upon authorization by the Judicial 
Conference of the United States and subject 
to the availability of appropriations, shall 
pay on behalf of bankruptcy judges ap-
pointed under section 152 of title 28, United 
States Code, aged 65 or over, any increases in 
the cost of Federal Employees’ Group Life 
Insurance imposed after April 24, 1999, in-
cluding any expenses generated by such pay-
ments. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—Any payment au-
thorized by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States under paragraph (1) shall 
apply with respect to any payment made on 
or after the first day of the first applicable 
pay period beginning on or after the date of 
that authorization. 

(c) CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes of con-
struing and applying chapter 87 of title 5, 
United States Code, including any adjust-
ment of insurance rates by regulation or oth-
erwise, the following categories of judicial 
officers shall be deemed to be judges of the 
United States as described under section 8701 
of title 5, United States Code: 

(1) Bankruptcy judges appointed under sec-
tion 152 of title 28, United States Code. 

(2) Magistrate judges appointed under sec-
tion 631 of title 28, United States Code. 

(3) Territorial district court judges ap-
pointed under section 24 of the Organic Act 
of Guam (48 U.S.C. 1424b), section 1(b) of the 
Act of November 8, 1977 (48 U.S.C. 1821), or 
section 24(a) of the Revised Organic Act of 
the Virgin Islands (48 U.S.C. 1614(a)). 

(4) Judges retired under section 377 of title 
28, United States Code. 

(5) Judges retired under section 373 of title 
28, United States Code. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (c) and 
the amendment made by subsection (a) shall 
apply with respect to any payment made on 
or after the first day of the first applicable 
pay period beginning on or after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 503. ASSIGNMENT OF JUDGES. 

Section 296 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting at the end of the 
second undesignated paragraph the following 
new sentence: ‘‘However, a district judge 
who has retired from regular active service 
under section 371(b) of this title, when des-
ignated and assigned to the court to which 
such judge was appointed, having performed 
in the preceding calendar year an amount of 
work equal to or greater than the amount of 
work an average judge in active service on 
that court would perform in 6 months, and 
having elected to exercise such powers, shall 
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have the powers of a judge of that court to 
participate in appointment of court officers 
and magistrate judges, rulemaking, govern-
ance, and administrative matters.’’. 
SEC. 504. SENIOR JUDGE PARTICIPATION IN THE 

SELECTION OF MAGISTRATE 
JUDGES. 

Section 631(a) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Northern Mar-
iana Islands’’ the first place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘Northern Mariana Islands (includ-
ing any judge in regular active service and 
any judge who has retired from regular ac-
tive service under section 371(b) of this title, 
when designated and assigned to the court to 
which such judge was appointed)’’. 
SEC. 505. GUARANTEEING COMPLIANCE WITH 

PRISONER PAYMENT COMMIT-
MENTS. 

Section 3624(e) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by striking the last sen-
tence and inserting the following: ‘‘Upon the 
release of a prisoner by the Bureau of Pris-
ons to supervised release, the Bureau of Pris-
ons shall notify such prisoner, verbally and 
in writing, of the requirement that the pris-
oner adhere to an installment schedule, not 
to exceed 2 years except in special cir-
cumstances, to pay for any fine imposed for 
the offense committed by such prisoner, and 
of the consequences of failure to pay such 
fines under sections 3611 through 3614 of this 
title.’’. 
SEC. 506. STUDY AND REPORT. 

The Attorney General shall study whether 
the generally open public access to State and 
local records imperils the safety of the Fed-
eral judiciary. Not later than 18 months 
after the enactment of this Act, the Attor-
ney General shall report to Congress the re-
sults of that study together with any rec-
ommendations the Attorney General deems 
necessary. 
SEC. 507. REAUTHORIZATION OF FUGITIVE AP-

PREHENSION TASK FORCES. 
Section 6(b) of the Presidential Threat 

Protection Act of 2000 (28 U.S.C. 566 note; 
Public Law 106–544) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘fiscal year 
2002,’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, and $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012’’ before the pe-
riod. 
SEC. 508. INCREASED PROTECTION OF FEDERAL 

JUDGES. 
(a) MINIMUM DOCUMENT REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—For purposes 

of section 202(b)(6) of the REAL ID Act of 
2005(49 U.S.C. 30301 note), a State may, in the 
case of an individual described in subpara-
graph (A) or (B) of paragraph (2), include in 
a driver’s license or other identification card 
issued to that individual by the State, the 
address specified in that subparagraph in 
lieu of the individual’s address of principle 
residence. 

(2) INDIVIDUALS AND INFORMATION.—The in-
dividuals and addresses referred to in para-
graph (1) are the following: 

(A) In the case of a Justice of the United 
States, the address of the United States Su-
preme Court. 

(B) In the case of a judge of a Federal 
court, the address of the courthouse. 

(b) VERIFICATION OF INFORMATION.—For 
purposes of section 202(c)(1)(D) of the REAL 
ID Act of 2005 (49 U.S.C. 30301 note), in the 
case of an individual described in subpara-
graph (A) or (B) of subsection (a)(2), a State 
need only require documentation of the ad-
dress appearing on the individual’s driver’s 
license or other identification card issued by 
that State to the individual. 
SEC. 509. FEDERAL JUDGES FOR COURTS OF AP-

PEALS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44(a) of title 28, 

United States Code, is amended in the 
table— 

(1) in the item relating to the District of 
Columbia Circuit, by striking ‘‘12’’ and in-
serting ‘‘11’’; and 

(2) in the item relating to the Ninth Cir-
cuit, by striking ‘‘28’’ and inserting ‘‘29’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a)(2) shall take effect on 
January 21, 2009. 
SEC. 510. NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF JUSTICE 

STUDY AND REPORT. 
(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Director of the 

National Institute of Justice (referred to in 
this section as the ‘‘Director’’) shall conduct 
a study to determine and compile the collat-
eral consequences of convictions for criminal 
offenses in the United States, each of the 50 
States, each territory of the United States, 
and the District of Columbia. 

(b) ACTIVITIES UNDER STUDY.—In con-
ducting the study under subsection (a), the 
Director shall identify any provision in the 
Constitution, statutes, or administrative 
rules of each jurisdiction described in that 
subsection that imposes collateral sanctions 
or authorizes the imposition of disqualifica-
tions, and any provision that may afford re-
lief from such collateral sanctions and dis-
qualifications. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall submit to Congress a report on the 
activities carried out under this section. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include a compilation of 
citations, text, and short descriptions of any 
provision identified under subsection (b). 

(3) DISTRIBUTION.—The report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall be distributed to 
the legislature and chief executive of each of 
the 50 States, each territory of the United 
States, and the District of Columbia. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COLLATERAL CONSEQUENCE.—The term 

‘‘collateral consequence’’ means a collateral 
sanction or a disqualification. 

(2) COLLATERAL SANCTION.—The term ‘‘col-
lateral sanction’’— 

(A) means a penalty, disability, or dis-
advantage, however denominated, that is im-
posed by law as a result of an individual’s 
conviction for a felony, misdemeanor, or 
other offense, but not as part of the judg-
ment of the court; and 

(B) does not include a term of imprison-
ment, probation, parole, supervised release, 
fine, assessment, forfeiture, restitution, or 
the costs of prosecution. 

(3) DISQUALIFICATION.—The term ‘‘disquali-
fication’’ means a penalty, disability, or dis-
advantage, however denominated, that an 
administrative agency, official, or a court in 
a civil proceeding is authorized, but not re-
quired, to impose on an individual convicted 
of a felony, misdemeanor, or other offense on 
grounds relating to the conviction. 
SEC. 511. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 2255 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended by designating the 8 undesig-
nated paragraphs as subsections (a) through 
(h), respectively. 

SA 3869. Mr. DODD (for Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 3690, to provide for the trans-
fer of the Library of Congress police to 
the United States Capitol Police, and 
for other purpose: as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘U.S. Capitol 
Police and Library of Congress Police Merg-
er Implementation Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. TRANSFER OF PERSONNEL. 

(a) TRANSFERS.— 

(1) LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE EMPLOY-
EES.—Effective on the employee’s transfer 
date, each Library of Congress Police em-
ployee shall be transferred to the United 
States Capitol Police and shall become ei-
ther a member or civilian employee of the 
Capitol Police, as determined by the Chief of 
the Capitol Police under subsection (b). 

(2) LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE CIVILIAN 
EMPLOYEES.—Effective on the employee’s 
transfer date, each Library of Congress Po-
lice civilian employee shall be transferred to 
the United States Capitol Police and shall 
become a civilian employee of the Capitol 
Police. 

(b) TREATMENT OF LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
POLICE EMPLOYEES.— 

(1) DETERMINATION OF STATUS WITHIN CAP-
ITOL POLICE.— 

(A) ELIGIBILITY TO SERVE AS MEMBERS OF 
THE CAPITOL POLICE.—A Library of Congress 
Police employee shall become a member of 
the Capitol Police on the employee’s transfer 
date if the Chief of the Capitol Police deter-
mines and issues a written certification that 
the employee meets each of the following re-
quirements: 

(i) Based on the assumption that such em-
ployee would perform a period of continuous 
Federal service after the transfer date, the 
employee would be entitled to an annuity for 
immediate retirement under section 8336(b) 
or 8412(b) of title 5, United States Code (as 
determined by taking into account para-
graph (3)(A)), on the date such employee be-
comes 60 years of age. 

(ii) During the transition period, the em-
ployee successfully completes training, as 
determined by the Chief of the Capitol Po-
lice. 

(iii) The employee meets the qualifications 
required to be a member of the Capitol Po-
lice, as determined by the Chief of the Cap-
itol Police. 

(B) SERVICE AS CIVILIAN EMPLOYEE OF CAP-
ITOL POLICE.—If the Chief of the Capitol Po-
lice determines that a Library of Congress 
Police employee does not meet the eligi-
bility requirements, the employee shall be-
come a civilian employee of the Capitol Po-
lice on the employee’s transfer date. 

(C) FINALITY OF DETERMINATIONS.—Any de-
termination of the Chief of the Capitol Po-
lice under this paragraph shall not be appeal-
able or reviewable in any manner. 

(D) DEADLINE FOR DETERMINATIONS.—The 
Chief of the Capitol Police shall complete 
the determinations required under this para-
graph for all Library of Congress Police em-
ployees not later than September 30, 2009. 

(2) EXEMPTION FROM MANDATORY SEPARA-
TION.—Section 8335(c) or 8425(c) of title 5, 
United States Code, shall not apply to any 
Library of Congress Police employee who be-
comes a member of the Capitol Police under 
this subsection, until the earlier of— 

(A) the date on which the individual is en-
titled to an annuity for immediate retire-
ment under section 8336(b) or 8412(b) of title 
5, United States Code; or 

(B) the date on which the individual— 
(i) is 57 years of age or older; and 
(ii) is entitled to an annuity for immediate 

retirement under section 8336(m) or 8412(d) of 
title 5, United States Code, (as determined 
by taking into account paragraph (3)(A)). 

(3) TREATMENT OF PRIOR CREDITABLE SERV-
ICE FOR RETIREMENT PURPOSES.— 

(A) PRIOR SERVICE FOR PURPOSES OF ELIGI-
BILITY FOR IMMEDIATE RETIREMENT AS MEM-
BER OF CAPITOL POLICE.—Any Library of Con-
gress Police employee who becomes a mem-
ber of the Capitol Police under this sub-
section shall be entitled to have any cred-
itable service under section 8332 or 8411 of 
title 5, United States Code, that was accrued 
prior to becoming a member of the Capitol 
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Telemarketing Sales Rule (16 C.F.R. 
310.4(b)(1)(iii)) shall not expire at the end of any 
specified time period. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT.—The Federal Trade Com-
mission shall reinstate the registration of any 
telephone number that has been removed from 
the registry before the date of enactment of this 
Act under a Federal Trade Commission rule or 
practice requiring the removal of a telephone 
number from the registry 5 years after its reg-
istration. 

(c) REGISTRY MAINTENANCE.—The Federal 
Trade Commission may check telephone num-
bers listed on the do-not-call registry against 
national databases periodically and purge those 
numbers that have been disconnected and reas-
signed. 

Mr. DODD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment at the desk be 
considered and agreed to; the com-
mittee-reported amendment, as amend-
ed, be agreed to; the bill, as amended, 
be read a third time, passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements related 
thereto be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 3867) was agreed 
to, as follows: 
(Purpose: To require the FTC to report to 

the Congress on its efforts to improve the 
accuracy of the Do-Not-Call Registry) 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. 3. REPORT ON ACCURACY. 

Not later than 9 months after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shall report to the Congress on efforts 
taken by the Commission, after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to improve the accu-
racy of the ‘‘do-not-call’’ Registry. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time and passed, as follows: 

S. 2096 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Do-Not-Call 
Improvement Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION OF EXPIRATION DATE FOR 

REGISTERED TELEPHONE NUM-
BERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The registration of a tele-
phone number on the do-not-call registry of 
the Telemarketing Sales Rule (16 C.F.R. 
310.4(b)(1)(iii)) shall not expire at the end of 
any specified time period. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT.—The Federal Trade 
Commission shall reinstate the registration 
of any telephone number that has been re-
moved from the registry before the date of 
enactment of this Act under a Federal Trade 
Commission rule or practice requiring the 
removal of a telephone number from the reg-
istry 5 years after its registration. 

(c) REGISTRY MAINTENANCE.—The Federal 
Trade Commission may check telephone 
numbers listed on the do-not-call registry 
against national databases periodically and 
purge those numbers that have been discon-
nected and reassigned. 
SEC. 3. REPORT ON ACCURACY. 

Not later than 9 months after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shall report to the Congress on efforts 
taken by the Commission, after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to improve the accu-
racy of the ‘‘do-not-call’’ Registry. 

COURT SECURITY IMPROVEMENT 
ACT OF 2007 

Mr. DODD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Judiciary Committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 660, and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 660) to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to protect judges, prosecutors, 
witnesses, victims, and their family mem-
bers, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, at the 
very beginning of this Congress, one of 
the very first actions I took was to re- 
introduce the Court Security Improve-
ment Act of 2007, along with Senators 
REID, SPECTER, DURBIN, CORNYN, KEN-
NEDY, HATCH, SCHUMER and COLLINS. 
The Judiciary Committee considered 
this important legislation, and rec-
ommended it to the full Senate. When 
Majority Leader REID wanted to move 
to consider it, he could not get a time 
agreement. We were forced to dedicate 
almost a week of precious floor time to 
overcome a Republican objection, just 
to proceed to debate on the bill. Even-
tually, the measure passed by a 97 to 0 
vote. Not a single Senator voted 
against it. A short time later, a nearly 
identical bill passed the House by a 
voice vote. Despite the broad bipar-
tisan support for both bills, however, 
we were blocked from going to con-
ference to resolve the minor differences 
between them by an anonymous hold 
placed by a Republican Senator. For 
months, we negotiated the minor dif-
ferences between the House and Senate 
versions of this legislation. 

When we are responding to attacks 
and threats on our Federal judges, wit-
nesses and officers, time is of the es-
sence. Just last month in Nevada, a 
man admitted to shooting and injuring 
the family court judge who was pre-
siding over his divorce. This type of vi-
olence against our judiciary can and 
must be prevented. For our justice sys-
tem to function effectively, our judges 
and other court personnel must be safe 
and secure. They and their families 
must be free from the fear of retalia-
tion and harassment. Witnesses who 
come forward must be protected, and 
the courthouses where our laws are en-
forced must be secure. Today, almost 
eleven months after introducing this 
legislation, we may actually reach con-
sent to pass a compromise version that 
will pass the House and be sent to the 
President. 

We must act now to get these protec-
tions in place and stop delaying such 
protective measures by anonymous 
holds. I urge Senators to take up and 
pass this compromise version of the 
Court Security Improvement Act so 
that we can provide the necessary pro-
tections that our Federal courts so des-
perately need. The security of our Fed-
eral judges and our courthouses around 
the Nation is at stake. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I rise today 
to comment on H.R. 660, the Court Se-
curity Improvement Act of 2007. Sec-
tion 509 of the final substitute trans-
fers one seat from the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia Cir-
cuit to the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit. The reasons for this 
change are explained in Senator FEIN-
STEIN’s and my additional views in S. 
Rept. 110–42. 

Section 102 of the bill authorizes the 
U.S. Marshals Service to provide pro-
tection to the U.S. Tax Court, and stip-
ulates that the Marshals Service re-
tains final authority regarding the Tax 
Court’s security needs. The Tax Court 
has expressed concern to me and to 
other Members that the Marshals Serv-
ice should consult with the Tax Court 
about the costs that it expects to incur 
for providing security—costs that will 
be charged to the Tax Court. The Mar-
shals Service has assured Congress that 
it will consult with the Tax Court on 
these matters and that it will not sur-
prise the Tax Court with charges that 
the court may have difficulty paying. 
Rather than include heavy-handed con-
sultation requirements in the text of 
the legislation, we have agreed to 
adopt the bill in its current form on 
the strength of these assurances. 

Section 202 of the bill makes it an of-
fense to disseminate sensitive personal 
information about Federal police offi-
cers and criminal informants and wit-
nesses. The final version extends this 
offense to also protect State law en-
forcement officers, but only to the ex-
tent that their participation in Federal 
activities creates a Federal interest 
sufficient to maintain this provision’s 
consistency with principles of fed-
eralism. 

Section 207 increases statutory max-
imum penalties for manslaughter 
under section 1112 of title 18. I expect 
the U.S. Sentencing Commission to re-
vise its guidelines for these offenses in 
light of these new higher statutory 
maxima. I commented on the need for 
these changes when the Senate version 
of this bill passed the Senate earlier 
this year and would refer interested 
parties to those remarks and especially 
to Paul Charlton’s testimony, at 153 
CONG. REC. S4739–4741, daily ed. April 
19, 2007. 

Section 208 increases the penalties 
for retaliatory assaults against Federal 
judges’ family members. This provision 
also clarifies an assault offense that 
was created by Congress in 1994. The of-
fense establishes penalties for simple 
assault, assault with bodily injury, and 
for assault in ‘‘all other cases.’’ As one 
might imagine, the meaning of assault 
in ‘‘all other cases’’ has been the sub-
ject of confusion and judicial debate. 
The offense has also been the subject of 
constant vagueness challenges, and al-
though those legal challenges have 
been rejected, the offense is rather 
vague. Section 208 takes the oppor-
tunity to correct this legislative sin, 
codifying what I believe is the most 
thoughtful explanation of what this 
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language means, the 10th Circuit’s de-
cision in United States v. Hathaway, 318 
F.3d 1001, 1008–09, 10th Cir. 2003. A con-
forming change has also been made to 
section Ill of title 18, so that sections 
111 and 115 will match each other and, 
again, so that people can easily figure 
out what this offense actually pro-
scribes. 

Section 503 of the bill guarantees 
that senior district judges may elect to 
participate in court rulemaking, ap-
pointment of magistrates and court of-
ficers, and other administrative mat-
ters, so long as such judges carry at 
least half of the caseload of an active 
district judge. I believe that this provi-
sion is a bad idea, though its negative 
consequences have been greatly miti-
gated in this final substitute as a re-
sult of the intervention of Senator SES-
SIONS. Many senior judges are often not 
present at the courthouse and are dis-
engaged from the work of the court and 
the life of the court. Moreover, Con-
gress has no business telling the courts 
how to manage these types of internal 
organizational matters. Those jurists 
who share my objection to this provi-
sion should be grateful to Senator SES-
SIONS, who insisted that the provision 
be limited to district judges as opposed 
to circuit judges, that a senior judge be 
required to elect to exercise these func-
tions, and that a senior judge carry at 
least half of a full caseload in order to 
be entitled to assume these powers. 

Finally, section 511 adds nomen-
clature to section 2255 of title 28, a 
change recommended to me by Kent 
Scheidegger of the Criminal Justice 
Legal Foundation. This change has no 
substantive effect but should make this 
code section easier for litigants to cite. 

Mr. DODD. I ask unanimous consent 
that a Leahy substitute amendment at 
the desk be agreed to; the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time and 
passed; the motions to reconsider be 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate, and any statements 
related to the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 3868) was agreed 
to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill read a third 
time. 

The bill (H.R. 660), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 

f 

U.S. CAPITOL POLICE AND LI-
BRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE 
MERGER IMPLEMENTATION ACT 
OF 2007 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of H.R. 
3690, just received from the House and 
at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 3690) to provide for the transfer 
of the Library of Congress police to the 
United States Capitol Police, and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

RIGHTS AND PROTECTIONS 
Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I 

appreciate the work by my colleague, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, who chairs the 
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, and by other Senators over many 
years to accomplish this merger of the 
U.S. Capitol Police and the Library of 
Congress Police. 

The U.S. Capitol Police and Library 
of Congress Police Merger and Imple-
mentation Act of 2007 provides that 
employees of the Library of Congress 
Police shall be transferred to the 
United States Capitol Police. I would 
like to ask my colleague Senator FEIN-
STEIN about provisions under which the 
Chief of the U.S. Capitol Police will 
make certain final determinations re-
garding the incoming Library of Con-
gress Police employees that shall not 
be appealable or reviewable in any 
manner. It is my understanding that 
these provisions would generally pre-
vent individuals from appealing or 
seeking review of the determinations 
of the Chief of the U.S. Capitol Police, 
but would not limit the right of any in-
dividual to seek any appropriate relief 
under the Congressional Account-
ability Act if these determinations by 
the Chief allegedly violated that act. 

The Congressional Accountability 
Act was enacted in 1995 to provide to 
congressional employees the same 
rights and protections that are avail-
able to other employees in our Nation, 
including protection against discrimi-
nation on the basis of race, sex, na-
tional origin, religion, or age. My un-
derstanding is that the merger legisla-
tion would in no way limit the right of 
any employee covered under the Con-
gressional Accountability Act to ini-
tiate an action regarding any alleged 
violation of rights protected under that 
Act. I have also been told that this in-
terpretation of the legislation is shared 
by the Chief of the U.S. Capitol Police, 
and that Library of Congress employ-
ees transferring to the U.S. Capitol Po-
lice will be informed and educated 
about their rights and protections 
under the Congressional Account-
ability Act. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. The understanding 
of my colleague from Connecticut, Sen-
ator LIEBERMAN, is correct. The final-
ity provisions in this legislation were 
intended to give the Chief of the U.S. 
Capitol Police authority to transfer 
employees and assign duties as nec-
essary to meet the mission of the U.S. 
Capitol Police in maintaining the secu-
rity of the Capitol complex. However, 
the provisions in this legislation in no 
way limit the protections and rights of 
an employee to seek relief under the 
Congressional Accountability Act. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I thank the Sen-
ator for her assistance and courtesy. 

Mr. DODD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment at the desk be 

considered and agreed to; the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time, passed, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table; that any statements re-
lating to the bill be printed in the 
RECORD without further intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 3869) was agreed 
to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill (H.R. 3690)was read the third 
time and passed. 

f 

NATIONAL TEEN DATING VIO-
LENCE AWARENESS AND PRE-
VENTION WEEK 
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 541, S. Res. 388. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 388) designating the 

week of February 4 through February 8, 2008, 
as ‘‘National Teen Dating Violence Aware-
ness and Prevention Week.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
the motions to reconsider be laid upon 
the table, and that any statements re-
lating to the resolution be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 388) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 388 

Whereas 1 in 3 female teenagers in a dating 
relationship has feared for her physical safe-
ty; 

Whereas 1 in 2 teenagers in a serious rela-
tionship has compromised personal beliefs to 
please a partner; 

Whereas 1 in 5 teenagers in a serious rela-
tionship reports having been hit, slapped, or 
pushed by a partner; 

Whereas 27 percent of teenagers have been 
in dating relationships in which their part-
ners called them names or put them down; 

Whereas 29 percent of girls who have been 
in a relationship said that they have been 
pressured to have sex or to engage in sexual 
activities that they did not want; 

Whereas technologies such as cell phones 
and the Internet have made dating abuse 
both more pervasive and more hidden; 

Whereas 30 percent of teenagers who have 
been in a dating relationship say that they 
have been text-messaged between 10 and 30 
times per hour by a partner seeking to find 
out where they are, what they are doing, or 
who they are with; 

Whereas 72 percent of teenagers who re-
ported they’d been checked up on by a boy-
friend or girlfriend 10 times per hour by 
email or text messaging did not tell their 
parents; 
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