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came together and knew the need for
it.

But let us make it very clear how we
feel about the Constitution and the Bill
of Rights, as the 100 who hold this re-
sponsibility, so that the American peo-
ple know that if we are going to change
our Constitution, we will do it with
real debate and real consideration, and
all 100 of us will be able to stand up on
this floor and vote.

Now, the entire Senate has known—
in fact, the Nation has known—for
weeks that Senator GLENN would be
unavailable this week, and certainly
that alone would be a reason not to
bring this up now. Senator GLENN is
one of the most distinguished Ameri-
cans of all time. He obviously should
have a chance to vote on this. So I am
glad the Senator from Nebraska has
lodged the objection he did. I concur
with it. I have voted on this proposed
constitutional amendment before. I am
not afraid to do so again. But the First
Amendment, the Constitution, the Bill
of Rights deserve more than cursory
attention.

Let us all make it clear to the people
of this country that the Constitution
stands first and foremost. We serve
here only for the time our States allow
us to serve. The Constitution predated
us and will be here after us.

I see the distinguished majority lead-
er once again in the Chamber, and so I
will yield the floor.

f

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 505

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COL-
LINS). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

Mr. LOTT. I thank the Chair. I thank
Senator LEAHY for completing his re-
marks so we could proceed with this
unanimous consent agreement.

This is with regard to S. 505, the
copyright bill. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Judiciary Committee be
discharged from further consideration
of S. 505 and the Senate then proceed
to its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection——

Mr. LEAHY addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont.
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I am

told there is one other Senator who
still has a question on this, and I would
tell my friend from Mississippi that as
a result of that, while I have no objec-
tion to this unanimous consent agree-
ment, and I will be supporting the bill
and have worked hard on the bill, there
is an objection over here and I will
have to lodge an objection.

Mr. LOTT. I will withhold the unani-
mous consent request, but I would once
again like to urge my colleagues to
agree to this. This is a very important
bill that work has been done on for a
period of months, and it also is con-
nected to the music licensing issue
which has been worked out. It has been
extremely tedious, working with all

the interested parties, but they have
been responsible, they have agreed, and
I want to commend and thank all of
those who worked with us and helped
us reach agreement with music licens-
ing, including the Restaurant Associa-
tion, the National Federation of Inde-
pendent Businesses, and the writers
who have been involved in this music
issue, including BMI and ASCAP and
others. They have all given more than
they wanted to, but I think we have
come to a reasonable agreement. And
then also, it is connected to the treaty
with regard to intellectual property.

So I will withhold at this time, but I
hope Senators will not begin putting a
hold on this very important legislation
because of unrelated issues that we
probably are going to get resolved in
the next 2 days anyway.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I say
to my friend from Mississippi, I have
worked on each one of these pieces of
legislation so much. There are times
when I have attempted to pull out
what little bit of hair I have left, and,
frankly, I hope we can move this. I will
personally go to anybody who is lodg-
ing objection to see what I can do to
clear it up, because I absolutely concur
with the Senator from Mississippi and
the Senator from South Dakota, the
Democratic leader, that this is some-
thing which should be moved forward;
we want to move it forward. I hope I
can tell the distinguished majority
leader within a few minutes we do have
it cleared.

Mr. LOTT. I yield the floor, Madam
President.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.
The bill clerk proceeded to call the

roll.
Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask

unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

f

COPYRIGHT TERM EXTENSION ACT
OF 1997

Mr. LOTT. I renew my unanimous
consent request that the Judiciary
Committee be discharged from further
consideration of S. 505, and that the
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
The clerk will report.
The bill clerk read as follows:
A bill (S. 505) to amend the provisions of

title 17, United States Code, with respect to
the duration of copyright, and for other pur-
poses.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 3782

Mr. LOTT. Senator HATCH has a sub-
stitute amendment at the desk. I ask
for its consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The bill clerk read as follows:
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LOTT],

for Mr. HATCH, proposes an amendment num-
bered 3782.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

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

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Amend-
ments Submitted.’’)

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I am
delighted that the Senate is finally
considering the Copyright Term Exten-
sion Act.

Copyright has been the engine that
has traditionally converted the energy
of artistic creativity into publicly
available art and entertainment. His-
torically, government’s role has been
to encourage creativity and innovation
by protecting rights that create incen-
tives for such activity through copy-
right.

On July 1, 1995, the European Union
issued a directive to its member coun-
tries mandating a copyright term of 20
years longer than the term in the U.S.
As a result, the E.U. will not have to
guard American works beyond the
American term limit, whereas Euro-
pean works will have 20 years more se-
curity and revenues in the market-
place.

The songwriter Carlos Santana put it
eloquently in his statement submitted
to the Senate Judiciary Committee
three years ago on this subject, ‘‘As an
American songwriter whose works are
performed throughout the world, I find
it unacceptable that I am accorded in-
ferior copyright protection in the
world marketplace.’’

His reasons are as relevant today as
the day he made that statement. The
1998 Report on Copyright Industries in
the U.S. Economy issued by the Inter-
national Intellectual Property Alliance
indicates just how important the U.S.
copyright industries are today to
American jobs and the economy and,
therefore, how important it is for the
U.S. to give its copyright industries at
least the level of protection that is en-
joyed by European Union industries.

The Report indicates that from the
years 1977 through 1996, the U.S. copy-
right industries’ share of the gross na-
tional product grew more than twice as
fast as the remainder of the economy.
During those same 20 years, job growth
in core copyright industries was nearly
three times the employment growth in
the economy as a whole. These statis-
tics underscore why it is so important
that we finally pass this legislation
today.

I cosponsored the original Senate
copyright term legislation, the Copy-
right Term Extension Act of 1995, S.
483. The Senate Judiciary Committee
held a hearing on that bill on Septem-
ber 20, 1995. At that hearing, we heard
the testimony of Marybeth Peters,
Register of Copyrights, and Bruce Leh-
man, Assistant Secretary of Commerce
and Commissioner of the Patent and
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