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from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the
Senator from Alaska (Mr. STEVENS)
were added as cosponsors of S. Con.
Res. 15, a concurrent resolution com-
memorating the 140th anniversary of
the issuance of the Emancipation Proc-
lamation.
S. RES. 44
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM of
South Carolina, the name of the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. FEINGOLD)
was added as a cosponsor of S. Res. 44,
a resolution designating the week be-
ginning February 2, 2003, as ‘“‘National
School Counseling Week™’.
S. RES. 48
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 48, a resolution designating April
2003 as ‘‘Financial Literacy for Youth
Month’.
AMENDMENT NO. 270
At the request of Mr. DuURBIN, his
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 270 proposed to S. Con.
Res. 23, an original concurrent resolu-
tion setting forth the congressional
budget for the United States Govern-
ments for fiscal year 2004 and including
the appropriate budgetary levels for
fiscal year 2003 and for fiscal years 2005
through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 275
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the names of the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SPECTER), the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHN-
SON) and the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. DAYTON) were added as cosponsors
of amendment No. 275 proposed to S.
Con. Res. 23, an original concurrent
resolution setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Governments for fiscal year 2004 and
including the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal year 2003 and for fiscal
years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 276
At the request of Mr. SARBANES, the
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW),
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
LAUTENBERG), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DoDD), the Senator from
Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) and the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. BINGA-
MAN) were added as cosponsors of
amendment No. 276 intended to be pro-
posed to S. Con. Res. 23, an original
concurrent resolution setting forth the
congressional budget for the United
States Governments for fiscal year 2004
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal year 2003 and for
fiscal years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 278
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the
names of the Senator from lllinois (Mr.
DuURBIN), the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator from
Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI), the Senator
from Nevada (Mr. REID), the Senator
from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) and the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

Senator from Nebraska (Mr. NELSON)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 278 intended to be proposed to
S. Con. Res. 23, an original concurrent
resolution setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Governments for fiscal year 2004 and
including the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal year 2003 and for fiscal
years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 282
At the request of Mr. BROWNBACK, the
names of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from
Ilinois (Mr. FITZGERALD) were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 282 pro-
posed to S. Con. Res. 23, an original
concurrent resolution setting forth the
congressional budget for the United
States Governments for fiscal year 2004
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal year 2003 and for
fiscal years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 283
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mrs.
HuUTCHISON) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 283 intended to be pro-
posed to S. Con. Res. 23, an original
concurrent resolution setting forth the
congressional budget for the United
States Governments for fiscal year 2004
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal year 2003 and for
fiscal years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 285
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
DURBIN) and the Senator from Indiana
(Mr. BAYH) were added as cosponsors of
amendment No. 285 intended to be pro-
posed to S. Con. Res. 23, an original
concurrent resolution setting forth the
congressional budget for the United
States Governments for fiscal year 2004
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal year 2003 and for
fiscal years 2005 through 2013.
AMENDMENT NO. 294
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, his
name and the names of the Senator
from New York (Mrs. CLINTON) and the
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. DAYTON)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 294 proposed to S. Con. Res.
23, an original concurrent resolution
setting forth the congressional budget
for the United States Governments for
fiscal year 2004 and including the ap-
propriate budgetary levels for fiscal

year 2003 and for fiscal years 2005
through 2013.
——
STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-

TIONS—March 18, 2003

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 649. A bill to amend the Reclama-
tion Wastewater and Groundwater
Study and Facilities Act to authorize
the Secretary of the Interior to partici-
pate in projects within the San Diego
Creek Watershed, California, and for
other purposes, to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, |
rise to introduce legislation to amend
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the Reclamation Wastewater and
Groundwater Study and Facilities Act
to authorize the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to fund projects within the Irvine
Basin.

This bill will authorize up to $19 mil-
lion in funds in order to cover up to 25
percent of the costs of constructing
three water projects in Southern Cali-
fornia. Water is an issue of paramount
importance in California, and these
projects provide innovative examples
of ways that we can improve our water
quality and increase our water supply.

The first project, called the Natural
Treatment System, will build a net-
work of wetlands to filter surface
water and urban runoff in the San
Diego Creek Watershed and Upper New-
port Bay. Based on the performance of
a single constructed wetland in the
area, we expect the Natural Treatment
System to filter out 126,000 pounds of
nitrogen and 21,000 pounds of phos-
phorus from the watershed each year
and reduce levels of harmful bacteria
such as fecal coliform by as much as 26
percent.

The second project, the Irvine
Desalter, will clean brackish ground-
water and provide drinking water for
between 40,000 and 50,000 people. By al-
lowing the Irvine Basin to access an-
other water source, the desalter will
reduce our dependence on imported
water and take considerable pressure
off of our other water resources.

The final project will construct a re-
gional brine line to dispose of brine di-
rectly into the ocean. Like much of
California, the Irvine Ranch Water Dis-
trict is a leader in water reclamation
and recycling efforts. Buildup of too
much salt in the system can hamper
these reclamation efforts. The brine
line will allow the District to continue
its innovative efforts to ensure that
water is used more than once while in-
creasing use of brackish water re-
sources.

These projects shows us how Cali-
fornia and the West can improve our
water situation. Projects like these
show us the way forward. | urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

———
STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND  JOINT RESOLU-

TIONS—March 19, 2003

By Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr.
BAuUcCUS, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr.
ALLARD, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BEN-
NETT, Mr. BOND, Mr. BREAUX,
Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING,
Mr. BURNS, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr.
COLEMAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. DOLE,
Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, Mr.
ENSIGN, Mr. ENzI, Mr. FRIST,
Mr. GRAHAM of South Carolina,
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, Mr.

HAGEL, Mr. HATCH, Mrs.
HUTCHISON, Mr. [INHOFE, Mr.
JOHNSON, Mr. KyL, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr.
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LoTT, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. MIL-
LER, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. NEL-
soN of Nebraska, Mr. NICKLES,
Mr. REID, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr.
SANTORUM, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
SHELBY, Mr. SMITH, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SUNUNU,
Mr. TALENT, and Mr. THOMAS):

S. 659. A bill to prohibit civil liability
actions from being brought or contin-
ued against manufacturers, distribu-
tors, dealers, or importers of firearms
or ammunition for damages resulting
from the misuse of their products by
others; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, | rise to
urge my colleagues to support the Pro-
tection of Lawful Commerce in Arms
Act that | and my good friend from
Idaho, Senator CRAIG, have introduced
yesterday. This bill already enjoys
strong bi-partisan support—Senator
CRAIG and | are joined by over 50 other
co-sponsors, both Democrat and Repub-
lican.

This bill will correct a significant in-
justice that threatens the viability of a
lawful United States industry, the fire-
arms industry. An increasing number
of lawsuits are being filed against the
firearms industry seeking damages for
wrongs committed by third persons
who misuse the industry’s products.
These lawsuits seek to impose liability
on lawful businesses for the actions of
people over whom the firearms indus-
try has no control.

This is just outrageous. Businesses
that comply with all applicable Fed-
eral and State laws, that produce a
product fit for its intended lawful pur-
pose—be it elk hunting, duck hunting,
target shooting or for personal protec-
tion—should not be subject to frivolous
lawsuits that have only one goal—to
put them out of business. This an unac-
ceptable burden on lawful interstate
commerce.

That’s why Senator CRAIG and | have
introduced the Protection of Lawful
Commerce in Arms Act. The bill is
carefully tailored to bar actions
against firearms manufacturers or
dealers that are based solely on the
criminal or unlawful misuse of fire-
arms by third parties. The bill would
not block legitimate actions against
the firearms industry for cases involv-
ing defective firearms, breaches of con-
tract, criminal behavior by a firearm
manufacturer or seller, or the neg-
ligent entrustment of a firearm to an
irresponsible person.

This is only fair and right. The U.S.
firearms industry serves America’s gun
owners and sportsmen well, and pro-
vides good-paying jobs for many Amer-
icans. They shouldn’t be penalized just
for legally producing or selling a prod-
uct that functions as designed and in-
tended.

I would ask all of my colleagues to
support this important piece of legisla-
tion. It is very important that we take
up and pass this bill as soon as pos-
sible.
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr.
REID, and Mr. BAuUcCUS):

S. 670. A bill to designate the United
States courthouse located at 95 Sev-
enth Street in San Francisco, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘“James R. Browning
United States Courthouse”; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, | am re-
introducing legislation today to name
the courthouse at 95 Seventh Street in
San Francisco, California, as the
“James R. Browning United States
Courthouse.”’

Judge Browning was appointed to the
court by President Kennedy and has
spent 40 years as a circuit judge on the
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.
For twelve of those years, he served as
Chief Judge. As chief judge, Judge
Browning reorganized and modernized
the administration of the Ninth Cir-
cuit. Now, he is on Senior Status.

He is originally from Montana and
graduated from Montana State Univer-
sity in 1938 and from Montana Univer-
sity Law School in 1941, achieving the
highest scholastic record in his class
and serving as editor-in-chief of the
law review. Before being appointed to
the Court, Judge Browning served in
the U.S. Army and worked for Depart-
ment of Justice and in private practice.

I can think of no more appropriate
honor for Judge Browning than to
place his name on the courthouse
building where he has worked for 40
years.

By Mr. ENSIGN:

S. 672. A bill to require a 50 hour
workweek for Federal prison inmates
and to establish a grant program for
mandatory drug testing, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, | rise
today to introduce the Mandatory Pris-
oner Work and Drug Testing Act of
2003. This legislation is the continu-
ation of work | did while in the House
of Representatives to rein in the
undeserved privileges that are cur-
rently given to Federal prisoners.

Today’s criminal justice system is
failing, partly because of what hap-
pens, or more specifically, doesn’t hap-
pen, once convicted criminals arrive in
prison. What prisoners are doing is
watching cable television, getting high
on drugs, lifting weights, and learning
to be better criminals. What they are
not doing is working and paying back
their victims. That’s not justice.

The purpose of the Mandatory Pris-
oner Work and Drug Testing Act is to
help establish a Federal prison system
that provides discipline and rehabilita-
tion for our Nation’s prisoners and re-
quires that they make restitution to
their victims.

First, this legislation requires that
all Federal prison inmates have a 50-
hour work week. Job training, edu-
cational and life skills preparation
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study will also be mandated under this
provision. Current federal law does not
mandate a minimum work week for the
100,000 inmates in the Federal prison
system. Sadly, the average workday for
a prisoner in the United States is 6.8
hours. This is absolutely unacceptable.
American taxpayers should not have to
work full-time to provide rest and re-
laxation for our nation’s prisoners.

Federal prisoners would be paid for
the work they do, but their pay would
be divided and dispersed in the fol-
lowing manner: 25 percent would offset
the cost of prisoner incarceration, 25
percent would go to victim restitution,
25 percent would be made available to
the inmate for necessary costs of incar-
ceration, 10 percent would be placed in
a non-interest bearing account to be
paid to the inmate upon release, and
the remaining 15 percent would go to
states and local jurisdictions that oper-
ate correctional facilities which have
similar programs.

Second, this legislation requires the
Bureau of Prisons to establish a zero-
tolerance policy for the use or posses-
sion of illegal contraband. A drug-free
environment is essential to any hopes
of rehabilitation for our federal prison
inmates. Under these provisions, in-
mates would be subject to random
searches and inspections for drugs not
less than 12 times each year. Federal
prisons would be required to offer resi-
dential drug treatment for all inmates.
And finally, any employee hired to
work in a federal prison would undergo
a mandatory drug test, and all employ-
ees would be subject to random testing
at least twice each year.

I understand that many State and
local prisons would also be interested
in starting programs to get a drug-free
prison, and for that reason have in-
cluded a new grant program. Any State
or unit of local government may apply
for grants if they meet the same drug-
testing requirements that are man-
dated for federal prisons under this leg-
islation.

Third, the Mandatory Prisoner Work
and Drug Treatment Act includes a re-
quirement that all inmates in the Fed-
eral prison system participate in a boot
camp for not less than four weeks. This
boot camp program would include
strict discipline, physical training, and
hard labor to deter crime and promote
successful integration or reintegration
of the offender into the prison commu-
nity. Those prisoners that choose not
to participate or are physically unable
to participate are required to be con-
fined to their cells for not less than 23
hours per day during the duration that
they would otherwise be spending in
this program and be allowed only those
privileges that are granted under Fed-
eral law.

These boot camps work. In fact, the
Federal Bureau of Prisons already sup-
ports two such programs, one for men
and one for women. These programs
place inmates in highly structured,
spartan environments where they un-
dergo physical training and labor-in-
tensive work assignments, coupled
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