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On April 4, 1965, just a week before 

his 36th birthday, he was on a combat 
mission over North Vietnam to bomb 
the Thanh Hoa Bridge. 

Smitty was successful in destroying 
the bridge, but his F–105 fighter plane 
was hit and Smitty was forced to bail 
out over North Vietnam. He was cap-
tured immediately and spent the next 8 
years as a prisoner of war in various 
prisons, where he was confined, mis-
treated, and tortured. 

He is credited with introducing the 
tap code to POWs so that they could 
communicate surreptitiously between 
their cell walls. 

During his distinguished Air Force 
career, Smitty earned two Silver Med-
als, three Legion of Merits, the Distin-
guished Flying Cross, two Bronze Stars 
for valor, two Purple Hearts, and two 
Air Medals as well. 

Smitty retired from the Air Force in 
August of 1979, and entered directly 
into the University of Mississippi 
School of Law, joining the Mississippi 
bar in December of 1981. His post-Air 
Force employment included banking 
law and marketing. In October of 2012, 
Colonel Harris was awarded the Life-
time Achievement Award from the Air 
Force Association. 

Tupelo, Mississippi, is the home to 
Smitty and to Louise, their two daugh-
ters, and a son who was born in Oki-
nawa shortly after Smitty was shot 
down. Their spouses, as well as others 
in their family, reside in Tupelo. 

Madam Speaker, we are urging today 
an extra honor for Smitty Harris, a 
true American, by naming this postal 
facility after him. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. MACE. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 208, a bill to name a Mis-
sissippi post office for Colonel Carlyle 
‘‘Smitty’’ Harris. 

Smitty Harris enlisted in the Air 
Force in 1951, and would later go on to 
serve for 28 years as a pilot instructor, 
operations officer, and faculty member 
at the Air War College. 

In 1965, while on a combat mission 
over North Vietnam, Smitty’s F–105 
was struck and he was forced to bail 
out over North Vietnam where he was 
captured. 

He spent the next 8 years as a pris-
oner of war, where he was confined in 
various prisons and tortured. During 
his time in prison, he is known for cre-
ating the tap code, which POWs used to 
communicate secretly between cells. 

After nearly 8 years as a prisoner of 
war, he returned home to the U.S. and 
to his loving family. His son called him 
his hero and role model. But the truth 
is, he is every American’s hero. 

He has earned numerous medals and 
accolades for heroic service on behalf 
our Nation. Those include: two Silver 
Star Medals, three Legion of Merits, 
the Distinguished Flying Cross, two 
Bronze Stars for valor, two Purple 
Hearts, and two Air Medals. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues today to support this legisla-
tion in recognition of this great Amer-
ican hero, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MFUME. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. MACE. Madam Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. KELLY). 

b 1645 
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. Madam 

Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
allowing me to speak today in support 
of H.R. 208 to designate a post office for 
Colonel Carlyle ‘‘Smitty’’ Harris, my 
friend. 

Madam Speaker, he served with one 
of our colleagues and friends here, Mr. 
Sam Johnson, and was in the Hanoi 
Hilton with him for much of the time 
they shared together. I have this long 
speech written, but I want to talk 
about who Carlyle Smitty Harris is. 

He is Smitty to all his friends. You 
would never know that he was a law-
yer; you would never know that he was 
a pilot; you would never know that he 
was a retired colonel. He is such a gen-
tleman and such a role model for our 
entire community. His family are key 
people in the Tupelo area. 

Smitty was shot down and spent al-
most 8 years in the Hanoi Hilton. Dur-
ing that time, he had learned many, 
many years ago, from a sergeant, about 
a tap code they used to communicate 
in World War II. Being one of the first 
10 or 12 prisoners in the Hanoi Hilton, 
they would separate them so that they 
couldn’t communicate. And Smitty 
taught this to all the other members 
when they came in so that they could 
communicate when they were sepa-
rated and segregated as prisoners. 

You would think that 8 years serving 
in the Hanoi Hilton that you would be 
bitter, that you would hate humanity, 
that when you were tortured, you 
would want to be tortured or be mean 
to others, but not Smitty Harris. Colo-
nel Harris is a gentleman of all gentle-
men. He took it, and now he uses his 
faith and all the strength that he 
gained from all those years being away 
from the people and the things that he 
loved, and he is not necessarily happy 
about it, but he is so content with his 
life, and he passes on the lessons that 
he learned. 

I think back when I went to the gov-
ernor’s mansion many years ago, and I 
had my—at the time—17-year-old son. 
Smitty spent about 21⁄2 hours on the 
tour bus with my son talking to him 
about life, about what it meant to be a 
man. 

Madam Speaker, there are not 
enough words to describe what Smitty 
Harris has done for this Nation. He is a 
true hero, just like our former col-
league and friend, Sam Johnson, was. 
These guys gave their best to this Na-
tion during the Vietnam war during 
their captivities, but he continues to 
give to his community even today. 

Mr. MFUME. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the distin-
guished gentleman for his remarks, and 
I thank him for his service, as well. 
The distinguished gentleman also is a 
Major General of the Army National 
Guard Element, Joint Force in Mis-
sissippi. I don’t take that lightly. I ap-
preciate all he has done, and I appre-
ciate him calling the name of Sam 
Johnson, who I served with previously 
in this body. 

Madam Speaker, I went to the Hanoi 
Hilton as a tourist, and stood there in 
pain looking at what he and Senator 
McCain, and so many others went 
through in that facility. I mean, it just 
brings you back to Earth. And some-
times we take lightly the service. 
Sometimes, we take lightly the fact 
that some of our servicemen and 
women were captured. And sometimes, 
we take lightly the fact that war can 
happen at any time. And when it does 
happen, we hope that it will continue 
to always bring out the best in all of 
us. 

Madam Speaker, it is my pleasure to 
stand here and to give these remarks 
from our side of the aisle about 
Smitty. I talk about him as if I know 
him, but when I read about him, I feel 
like I do know him. 

My thanks to the gentleman from 
Mississippi and the gentlewoman from 
South Carolina for leading this discus-
sion on the other side. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. MACE. Madam Speaker, I have 
no further speakers, and I am prepared 
to close. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues today to support this bill, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
MFUME) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 208. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. CASTEN. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUN-
SEL IN THE DIGITAL ERA ACT 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 546) to regulate moni-
toring of electronic communications 
between an incarcerated person in a 
Bureau of Prisons facility and that per-
son’s attorney or other legal represent-
ative, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 546 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Effective As-
sistance of Counsel in the Digital Era Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS BE-

TWEEN AN INCARCERATED PERSON 
AND THE PERSON’S ATTORNEY. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON MONITORING.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Attorney General shall cre-
ate a program or system, or modify any pro-
gram or system that exists on the date of en-
actment of this Act, through which an incar-
cerated person sends or receives an elec-
tronic communication, to exclude from mon-
itoring the contents of any privileged elec-
tronic communication. In the case that the 
Attorney General creates a program or sys-
tem in accordance with this subsection, the 
Attorney General shall, upon implementing 
such system, discontinue using any program 
or system that exists on the date of enact-
ment of this Act through which an incarcer-
ated person sends or receives a privileged 
electronic communication, except that any 
program or system that exists on such date 
may continue to be used for any other elec-
tronic communication. 

(b) RETENTION OF CONTENTS.—A program or 
system or a modification to a program or 
system under subsection (a) may allow for 
retention by the Bureau of Prisons of, and 
access by an incarcerated person to, the con-
tents of electronic communications, includ-
ing the contents of privileged electronic 
communications, of the person until the date 
on which the person is released from prison. 

(c) ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE.—Attor-
ney-client privilege, and the protections and 
limitations associated with such privilege 
(including the crime fraud exception), ap-
plies to electronic communications sent or 
received through the program or system es-
tablished or modified under subsection (a). 

(d) ACCESSING RETAINED CONTENTS.—Con-
tents retained under subsection (b) may only 
be accessed by a person other than the incar-
cerated person for whom such contents are 
retained under the following circumstances: 

(1) ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The Attorney 
General may only access retained contents if 
necessary for the purpose of creating and 
maintaining the program or system, or any 
modification to the program or system, 
through which an incarcerated person sends 
or receives electronic communications. The 
Attorney General may not review retained 
contents that are accessed pursuant to this 
paragraph. 

(2) INVESTIGATIVE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
OFFICERS.— 

(A) WARRANT.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Retained contents may 

only be accessed by an investigative or law 
enforcement officer pursuant to a warrant 
issued by a court pursuant to the procedures 
described in the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure. 

(ii) APPROVAL.—No application for a war-
rant may be made to a court without the ex-
press approval of a United States Attorney 
or an Assistant Attorney General. 

(B) PRIVILEGED INFORMATION.— 
(i) REVIEW.—Before retained contents may 

be accessed pursuant to a warrant obtained 
under subparagraph (A), such contents shall 
be reviewed by a United States Attorney to 
ensure that privileged electronic commu-
nications are not accessible. 

(ii) BARRING PARTICIPATION.—A United 
States Attorney who reviews retained con-
tents pursuant to clause (i) shall be barred 
from— 

(I) participating in a legal proceeding in 
which an individual who sent or received an 
electronic communication from which such 
contents are retained under subsection (b) is 
a defendant; or 

(II) sharing the retained contents with an 
attorney who is participating in such a legal 
proceeding. 

(3) MOTION TO SUPPRESS.—In a case in 
which retained contents have been accessed 
in violation of this subsection, a court may 
suppress evidence obtained or derived from 
access to such contents upon motion of the 
defendant. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘agent of an attorney or legal 

representative’’ means any person employed 
by or contracting with an attorney or legal 
representative, including law clerks, interns, 
investigators, paraprofessionals, and admin-
istrative staff; 

(2) the term ‘‘contents’’ has the meaning 
given such term in 2510 of title 18, United 
States Code; 

(3) the term ‘‘electronic communication’’ 
has the meaning given such term in section 
2510 of title 18, United States Code, and in-
cludes the Trust Fund Limited Inmate Com-
puter System; 

(4) the term ‘‘monitoring’’ means accessing 
the contents of an electronic communication 
at any time after such communication is 
sent; 

(5) the term ‘‘incarcerated person’’ means 
any individual in the custody of the Bureau 
of Prisons or the United States Marshals 
Service who has been charged with or con-
victed of an offense against the United 
States, including such an individual who is 
imprisoned in a State institution; and 

(6) the term ‘‘privileged electronic commu-
nication’’ means— 

(A) any electronic communication between 
an incarcerated person and a potential, cur-
rent, or former attorney or legal representa-
tive of such a person; and 

(B) any electronic communication between 
an incarcerated person and the agent of an 
attorney or legal representative described in 
subparagraph (A). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BISHOP) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the first thing I 
would like to do is thank our distin-
guished chair of the Democratic Cau-
cus, Mr. JEFFRIES, for working with us 
and moving forward on this bill, along 
with the chairman of the full com-
mittee, Mr. NADLER. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 546, the Effec-
tive Assistance of Counsel in the Dig-
ital Era Act requires the Federal Bu-
reau of Prisons to establish a system 
that ensures the confidentiality of all 
privileged electronic communications 
between incarcerated individuals and 
their attorneys or legal representa-
tives. 

H.R. 546 is identical to bipartisan leg-
islation sponsored by Representative 

HAKEEM JEFFRIES last Congress. Last 
September, the House approved this 
bill by voice vote. However, the Senate 
failed to take up the measure prior to 
adjournment. As we move forward 
today, I hope that the House will ap-
prove this bill with broad support, 
again, so that the Senate will take 
swift action and President Biden can 
sign this much-needed proposal into 
law. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 546 addresses 
important constitutional protections 
for criminal defendants, and all of 
these I support. The Sixth Amendment 
to the United States Constitution pro-
vides the right to counsel, to assist in 
the defense of those accused of crimi-
nal offenses. In order to represent their 
clients in an effective manner, defense 
attorneys must have the ability to 
communicate candidly with their cli-
ents. 

The attorney-client privilege, which 
keeps communications between indi-
viduals and their attorneys confiden-
tial, exists in part to foster open com-
munications. This privilege is a funda-
mental component of the effective as-
sistance of counsel guaranteed by the 
Constitution. Of course, this privilege 
does not protect communications be-
tween a client and an attorney made in 
furtherance of or in order to cover up a 
crime or fraud, also known as the 
crime-fraud exception. We understand 
that. 

Outside of any custody setting, de-
fendants are less constrained in their 
ability to have candid conversations 
with their attorneys. Generally, out-of- 
custody defendants can go to their at-
torneys’ offices, speak with them freely 
on the phone, or send written or elec-
tronic correspondence without fear of 
interference or monitoring. To an ex-
tent, in-custody defendants also have 
these protections. 

For example, in the Federal system, 
Bureau of Prisons’ regulations ensure 
that inmates can meet with their at-
torneys without auditory supervision. 
Current regulations also allow con-
fidential phone calls and letters be-
tween inmates and their attorneys. But 
these same protections do not apply to 
email communications for the nearly 
152,000 individuals currently in Federal 
custody, including those in pretrial de-
tention who have not been convicted of 
any crime. 

I know that my colleagues can see 
that that is definitively a denial of the 
civil rights, civil liberties, and the 
criminal justice rights that these indi-
viduals should have access to. 

H.R. 546 would ensure that all com-
munications between attorneys and 
their clients remain confidential, in-
cluding email. 

Madam Speaker, over a decade ago, 
the Federal Bureau of Prisons recog-
nized the growing importance of email, 
which is important in providing effi-
cient and swift communications be-
tween inmates and individuals on the 
outside. 

Since 2009, Bureau of Prisons’ in-
mates have been able to access emails 
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through a system known as 
TRULINCS. However, TRULINCS re-
quires inmates and their contacts to 
consent to monitoring of all commu-
nications, even email exchanges be-
tween inmates and their attorneys. 
That, I think we all understand, is un-
fair. 

Madam Speaker, during the last dec-
ade, email has grown rapidly and is the 
primary means of communication be-
tween inmates and their attorneys. 
During the current pandemic, emails 
have become even more important 
given how difficult it is for attorneys 
to meet with their clients. 

Without appropriate safeguards, the 
Bureau of Prisons risks severely hin-
dering the effective representation of 
inmates by limiting attorney-client 
privilege for electronic communica-
tions. Therefore, H.R. 546 would require 
the Bureau to implement an adequate 
system to ensure that these attorney- 
client communications remain con-
fidential—again, a constitutional pro-
vision or principle of the right to coun-
sel. 

H.R. 546 also includes additional pro-
tections, including the requirement of 
the contents of electronic communica-
tions be destroyed when an inmate is 
released from prison, as well as author-
izing the suppression of evidence ob-
tained or derived from access to infor-
mation that is in violation of the pro-
visions set forth in the bill. 

Madam Speaker, this is an important 
bill. Its time is now. I commend our 
colleague, Representative JEFFRIES, for 
his effort and leadership in developing 
this bipartisan legislation. This pro-
posal has already received broad sup-
port by the House during the last Con-
gress, and now we must act swiftly to 
see it enacted into law, moving to the 
United States Senate, and seeing the 
United States Senate act quickly for it 
to be signed by President Joe Biden. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join us in support of this bill 
today, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Madam Speaker, as a senior member of the 
Judiciary, Committee, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 546, the bipartisan ‘‘Effective Assist-
ance of Counsel in the Digital Era Act,’’ re-
introduced by Congressman JEFFRIES of New 
York, legislation that ensures that email com-
munications between people in Federal Bu-
reau of Prisons (BOP) custody and their legal 
teams are protected with the same privilege 
as legal visits, letters, and phone calls. 

This legislation was reported out of the Judi-
ciary Committee unanimously in the 116th 
Congress and was passed in the House 
twice—once as part of a COVID relief bill and 
later without objection on the House floor. 

The principles of justice, fairness, and due 
process upon which our legal system is built 
necessitate confidentiality between the ac-
cused and their defense counsel. 

Attorney client privilege is one of the oldest 
privileges for confidential communications and 
has been an important part of the American 
legal system for hundreds of years. 

This privilege is critical when clients are in 
custody, and the form of communication— 

whether it be in person, by letter, by tele-
phone, or by email—should have no bearing 
on that protection. 

Currently, individuals held in BOP facilities 
are uniformly denied the ability to have privi-
leged communications with their lawyers 
through TRULINCS, the only email system 
available to them. 

In order to use the BOP system, incarcer-
ated individuals must sign a waiver acknowl-
edging that their communications may be 
monitored. 

Without signing the waiver, they cannot use 
the email system, cutting off any opportunity to 
communicate electronically. 

The need for access to privileged email is 
long overdue, and it is more critical than ever 
today. 

As the COVID pandemic has raged across 
the country and spread through detention fa-
cilities, BOP has restricted in-person visits, 
and unmonitored calls and legal mail are more 
difficult to use. 

But incarcerated clients’ need to have ac-
cess to their lawyers is undiminished, and in 
many instances is heightened by the delays 
and fears brought on by the pandemic. 

Email is the safest and most cost-effective 
means of communicating. 

The Effective Assistance of Counsel in the 
Digital Era Act remedies many of these con-
cerns by striking the right balance between the 
government’s limited interest in accessing cer-
tain email communications with a warrant and 
the need to properly protect communications 
subject to the attorney-client privilege. 

This legislation will only require the Depart-
ment of Justice to change procedures con-
cerning attorney-client communications and 
still maintains the ability for United States At-
torneys to access other emails. 

Privileged communication is the cornerstone 
of attorney-client relationships and inseparable 
from the due process rights on which the U.S. 
legal system is founded. 

It is past time for BOP to bring its policies 
into the 21st century and ensure that elec-
tronic communications between people in cus-
tody and their legal teams are protected. 

I urge all Members to join me in voting for 
H.R. 546, the ‘‘Effective Assistance of Counsel 
in the Digital Era Act.’’ 

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 546, the Effective Assist-
ance of Counsel in the Digital Era Act. 

This bill will modernize our criminal 
justice system by extending attorney- 
client privilege to electronic commu-
nication sent or received through the 
Bureau of Prisons’ email system. This 
will ensure that incarcerated individ-
uals can communicate with their attor-
neys efficiently and privately, as it 
should be. 

Under the legislation, the Bureau of 
Prisons will be prohibited from moni-
toring privileged email communica-
tions between incarcerated individuals 
and that individual’s attorney. 

The attorney-client privilege is a 
vital component of our legal system 
that ensures a criminal defendant has 
an effective advocate in the courtroom. 
Emails between incarcerated individ-
uals and their attorneys should fall 

under the attorney-client protections, 
but currently, that is not the case. 

This bill will protect the rights of in-
carcerated men and women to speak 
openly and honestly with their attor-
neys via email, without fear that the 
prosecution is monitoring those com-
munications. Other methods of commu-
nication, such as in-person meetings 
and letters, can be particularly burden-
some and time-consuming. Even if an 
attorney is near the incarcerated cli-
ent, it can take hours to travel to a de-
tention facility and visit with the cli-
ent. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 546 requires 
the Attorney General to ensure that 
BOP’s email system excludes the con-
tents of electronic communications be-
tween an incarcerated person and his 
or her attorney from the current email 
monitoring process. 

The bill stipulates that the protec-
tions and limitations associated with 
the attorney-client privilege, including 
the crime-fraud exception, apply to 
electronic communications sent or re-
ceived through the BOP email system. 
The BOP will be allowed to retain elec-
tronic communications until the incar-
cerated person is released, but the bill 
specifies that the contents may only be 
accessed under very limited cir-
cumstances. 

Finally, H.R. 546 allows a court to 
suppress evidence obtained or derived 
from access to the retained emails if 
the emails were accessed in violation 
of the act. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R. 
546, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
JEFFRIES), the sponsor and author of 
this bill, the chairman of the Demo-
cratic Caucus. 

b 1700 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentlewoman, 
my good friend from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON LEE), for yielding and for her tre-
mendous leadership on so many dif-
ferent criminal justice issues, includ-
ing with respect to this particular 
piece of legislation. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BISHOP) for his support as 
well. 

I rise to support H.R. 546, the Effec-
tive Assistance of Counsel in the Dig-
ital Era Act, a critical bipartisan bill 
to protect the constitutional right to 
effective representation. This legisla-
tion passed the House last Congress, 
and I urge my colleagues to pass it 
once again today. 

The Sixth Amendment to the Con-
stitution provides that in all criminal 
prosecutions, the accused shall have 
the assistance of counsel for his or her 
defense. An attorney must be fully in-
formed about the facts of the case in 
order to effectively represent a client 
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and provide the best possible legal ad-
vice and guidance. That is why con-
fidential communication between at-
torneys and their clients is so critical 
and why the attorney-client privilege 
must be protected. 

In Lanza v. New York, the Supreme 
Court stated that even in a jail, or per-
haps especially there, the relationships 
which the law has endowed with par-
ticularized confidentiality must con-
tinue to receive unceasing protection. 

There are nearly 124,000 individuals 
currently in BOP custody, many of 
whom are in pretrial detention and 
have not been convicted of a crime. In 
our system, defendants, American citi-
zens, are innocent until proven guilty. 
Like any person involved in a criminal 
proceeding, these individuals who are 
incarcerated must be able to confiden-
tially communicate with their attor-
neys. 

The bipartisan Effective Assistance 
of Counsel in the Digital Era Act would 
enable incarcerated individuals to com-
municate with their legal representa-
tives privately, safely, and efficiently 
by prohibiting the Bureau of Prisons 
from monitoring privileged electronic 
communications. 

While BOP regulations do protect the 
confidentiality of in-person attorney 
visits, phone calls, and traditional 
mail, no such protections exist in the 
context of email communications sent 
through the BOP’s electronic mail sys-
tem. This system, known as 
TRULINCS, has become the easiest, 
fastest, and most efficient method of 
communication available to incarcer-
ated individuals and their attorneys. 

Let’s consider the alternatives. Even 
a brief client visit can take hours when 
you factor in travel and wait times. 
Confidential phone calls are perhaps 
useful, but they are subject to time 
limitations and can be difficult to 
schedule even for urgent legal matters. 
Postal mail must first be opened and 
inspected by staff for physical contra-
band, which can significantly extend 
the time it takes for the communica-
tion to reach an incarcerated indi-
vidual. 

These delays should be unnecessary 
in a prison system that permits elec-
tronic communications and would be 
available if the attorney-client privi-
lege was consistently applied. 

To address this serious problem, H.R. 
546 would require the Attorney General 
to ensure that the BOP email system 
excludes from monitoring the contents 
of electronic communications between 
an incarcerated person and their attor-
ney. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I yield the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. JEFFRIES) an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. The BOP will be per-
mitted to retain the contents of these 
messages until the incarcerated person 
is released, but they would be acces-
sible only under limited circumstances. 

The bill is supported by a wide vari-
ety of groups, including the American 

Bar Association, ACLU, Americans for 
Prosperity, Dream Corps, Due Process 
Institute, National Action Network, 
Prison Fellowship, Right on Crime, 
Faith and Freedom Coalition, FAMM, 
Federal public and community defend-
ers organizations, and so many others. 

I want to thank all the sponsors of 
this bill, most particularly Representa-
tives VAN TAYLOR, JERRY NADLER, TOM 
MCCLINTOCK, DON BACON, NANCY MACE, 
and SHEILA JACKSON LEE, as well as 
DAN CRENSHAW and DUSTY JOHNSON. 
This has truly been a bipartisan jour-
ney. 

Our criminal justice system depends 
on the attorney-client privilege to en-
sure effective representation. I urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 546. 

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I have no further 
speakers, and I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

I wanted to say my compliments to 
the gentleman from New York in pur-
suit of this bill and the things he spoke 
to about the presumption of innocence 
and the right to counsel, among those 
sacred core rights that our Constitu-
tion guarantees to every individual in 
this country. This important bipar-
tisan bill is preservative of that. 

That is what we do in this Chamber. 
That is what this Congress should al-
ways do. So my compliments to the 
gentleman from New York and the co-
sponsors on this piece of legislation. I 
encourage my fellow Members to sup-
port it. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I yield myself the balance of my time. 

Let me thank the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. BISHOP) for his col-
legial response and his very important 
remarks on collaboration for impor-
tant legislation like this. 

Let me also thank the distinguished 
gentleman from New York for finding 
an Achilles’ heel that would really and 
continues to undermine the true sense 
of attorney-client privilege and to re-
spect that privilege, whether you are in 
custody or not, and also recognizes the 
increasing utilization of the digital 
world to file briefs, to make argu-
ments, and, of course, to find that di-
vide between those in-custody inmates 
incarcerated and those that are not in 
custody. We are now moving to exten-
sive virtual court proceedings. 

As we well know, individuals in cus-
tody are making a number of efforts to 
prove their innocence. They are appeal-
ing. They are seeking new trials. They, 
too, have rights that should be re-
spected under both the Criminal Code 
and the Constitution. 

So, again, I thank the gentleman for 
his thoughtfulness and all the bipar-
tisan cosponsors that he has. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 546 would en-
sure that the attorney-client privilege, 
again, is safeguarded in all commu-
nications between criminal defendants 
and their attorneys. This bipartisan 
legislation addresses an issue that is 

essential to the fair administration of 
the criminal justice system. 

During this ongoing pandemic, this 
measure has become even more urgent 
when there is even more reliance on 
electronic communications between at-
torneys and incarcerated individuals. 

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this 
bipartisan legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 546. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

PUERTO RICO RECOVERY ACCU-
RACY IN DISCLOSURES ACT OF 
2021 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 1192) to impose require-
ments on the payment of compensation 
to professional persons employed in 
voluntary cases commenced under title 
III of the Puerto Rico Oversight Man-
agement and Economic Stability Act 
(commonly known as ‘‘PROMESA’’). 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1192 

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 ‘‘Puerto Rico 
Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures Act of 
2021’’ or ‘‘PRRADA’’. 
SEC. 2. DISCLOSURE BY PROFESSIONAL PERSONS 

SEEKING APPROVAL OF COMPENSA-
TION UNDER SECTION 316 OR 317 OF 
PROMESA. 

(a) REQUIRED DISCLOSURE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In a voluntary case com-

menced under section 304 of PROMESA (48 
U.S.C. 2164), no attorney, accountant, ap-
praiser, auctioneer, agent, consultant, or 
other professional person may be com-
pensated under section 316 or 317 of that Act 
(48 U.S.C. 2176, 2177) unless prior to making a 
request for compensation, the professional 
person has submitted a verified statement 
conforming to the disclosure requirements of 
rule 2014(a) of the Federal Rules of Bank-
ruptcy Procedure setting forth the connec-
tion of the professional person with— 

(A) the debtor; 
(B) any creditor; 
(C) any other party in interest, including 

any attorney or accountant; 
(D) the Financial Oversight and Manage-

ment Board established in accordance with 
section 101 of PROMESA (48 U.S.C. 2121); and 

(E) any person employed by the Oversight 
Board described in subparagraph (D). 
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