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authorization of the respective copyright
owner; or

“(C) appears to be genuine, but is not.”’;

(4) in subsection (¢)—

(A) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

“(3) the counterfeit label or illicit authen-
tication feature is affixed to, is embedded in,
or encloses, or is designed to be affixed to, to
be embedded in, or to enclose—

‘“(A) a phonorecord of a copyrighted sound
recording;

‘“(B) a copy of a copyrighted computer pro-
gram;

‘“(C) a copy of a copyrighted motion pic-
ture or other audiovisual work; or

‘(D) documentation or packaging; or’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘“for a
computer program’’;

(5) in subsection (d)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or illicit authentication
features’” after ‘‘counterfeit labels’ each
place it appears;

(B) by inserting ‘‘or illicit authentication
features’ after ‘‘such labels’; and

(C) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘, and of any equipment,
device, or materials used to manufacture, re-
produce, or assemble the counterfeit labels
or illicit authentication features’’; and

(6) by adding at the end the following:

““(f) CIvIL REMEDIES FOR VIOLATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any copyright owner
who is injured by a violation of this section
or is threatened with injury, may bring a
civil action in an appropriate United States
district court.

‘“(2) DISCRETION OF COURT.—In any action
brought under paragraph (1), the court—

‘““(A) may grant 1 or more temporary or
permanent injunctions on such terms as the
court determines to be reasonable to prevent
or restrain violations of this section;

‘“(B) at any time while the action is pend-
ing, may order the impounding, on such
terms as the court determines to be reason-
able, of any article that is in the custody or
control of the alleged violator and that the
court has reasonable cause to believe was in-
volved in a violation of this section; and

“(C) may award to the injured party—

‘(i) reasonable attorney fees and costs; and

“(ii)(I) actual damages and any additional
profits of the violator, as provided by para-
graph (3); or

“(II) statutory damages, as provided by
paragraph (4).

““(3) ACTUAL DAMAGES AND PROFITS.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The injured party is en-
titled to recover—

‘(i) the actual damages suffered by the in-
jured party as a result of a violation of this
section, as provided by subparagraph (B); and

‘“(ii) any profits of the violator that are at-
tributable to a violation of this section and
are not taken into account in computing the
actual damages.

‘“(B) CALCULATION OF DAMAGES.—The court
shall calculate actual damages by multi-
plying—

‘‘(i) the value of the phonorecords or copies
to which counterfeit labels, illicit authen-
tication features, or counterfeit documenta-
tion or packaging were affixed or embedded,
or designed to be affixed or embedded; by

‘“(ii) the number of phonorecords or copies
to which counterfeit labels, illicit authen-
tication features, or counterfeit documenta-
tion or packaging were affixed or embedded,
or designed to be affixed or embedded, unless
such calculation would underestimate the
actual harm suffered by the copyright owner.

‘(C) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this
paragraph, the term ‘value of the phono-
record or copy’ means—

‘(i) the retail value of an authorized pho-
norecord of a copyrighted sound recording;
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‘‘(i1) the retail value of an authorized copy
of a copyrighted computer program; or

‘‘(iii) the retail value of a copy of a copy-
righted motion picture or other audiovisual
work.

‘(4) STATUTORY DAMAGES.—The injured
party may elect, at any time before final
judgment is rendered, to recover, instead of
actual damages and profits, an award of stat-
utory damages for each violation of this sec-
tion in a sum of not less than $2,500 or more
than $25,000, as the court considers appro-
priate.

““(5) SUBSEQUENT VIOLATION.—The court
may increase an award of damages under
this subsection by 3 times the amount that
would otherwise be awarded, as the court
considers appropriate, if the court finds that
a person has subsequently violated this sec-
tion within 3 years after a final judgment
was entered against that person for a viola-
tion of this section.

¢‘(6) LIMITATION ON ACTIONS.—A civil action
may not be commenced under this section
unless it is commenced within 3 years after
the date on which the claimant discovers the
violation.

‘(g) OTHER RIGHTS NOT AFFECTED.—Noth-
ing in this section shall enlarge, diminish, or
otherwise affect liability under section 1201
or 1202 of title 17.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The item relating to section 2318 in
the table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 113 of title 18, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘or illicit authentica-
tion features’ after ‘‘counterfeit labels’.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 323—TO AU-

THORIZE LEGAL REPRESENTA-
TION IN UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA V. ELENA RUTH
SASSOWER

Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 323

Whereas, in the case of United States of
America v. Elena Ruth Sassower, Crim. No. M-
4113-3, pending in the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia, the defendant has
served subpoenas for testimony and docu-
ments upon Senators Orrin Hatch, Patrick
Leahy, Saxby Chambliss, Hillary Rodham
Clinton, and Charles Schumer, and on Senate
employees Tamera Luzzatto, Chief of Staff
to Senator Clinton, Leecia Eve, Counsel to
Senator Clinton, Joshua Albert, Legislative
Correspondent to Senator Clinton, and Mi-
chael Tobman, Director of Intergovern-
mental Affairs for Senator Schumer; and,

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and
704(a)(2) of the Ethics in Government Act of
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§288b(a) and 288c(a)(2), the
Senate may direct its counsel to represent
Members, officers, and employees of the Sen-
ate with respect to any subpoena, order, or
request for testimony or documents relating
to their official responsibilities: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved That the Senate Legal Counsel is
authorized to represent the above-listed Sen-
ators and Senate employees who are the sub-
ject of subpoenas and any other Member, of-
ficer, or employee who may be subpoenaed in
this case.

————
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2891. Mr. BREAUX (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-

S3003

tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1637, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to comply with the World Trade Organi-
zation rulings on the FSC/ETI benefit in a
manner that preserves jobs and production
activities in the United States, to reform
and simplify the international taxation rules
of the United States, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2892. Mr. BREAUX (for himself and Mr.
HATCH) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1637, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2893. Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
DAYTON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1637,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2894. Mr. KYL (for himself and Mr.
NICKLES) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 2886 sub-
mitted by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. FRIST)
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2895. Mr. DASCHLE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2896. Mr. DASCHLE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2897. Mrs. CLINTON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2898. Mr. GRASSLEY proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 2886 sub-
mitted by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. FRIST)
to the bill S. 1637, supra.

SA 2899. Mr. GRASSLEY proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 2898 proposed
by Mr. GRASSLEY to the amendment SA
2886 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
FRIST) to the bill S. 1637, supra.

SA 2900. Mr. THOMAS (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1637,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2901. Mr. MILLER (for himself, Mr.
ALLARD, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. SCHUMER, and
Mr. CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1637, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2902. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2886 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL (for
Mr. FRIST) to the bill S. 1637, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2903. Mr. BOND (for himself and Mr.
TALENT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 2886 sub-
mitted by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. FRIST)
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2904. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2905. Mr. NICKLES (for himself and
Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1637, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2906. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2907. Mr. MCCONNELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2908. Mr. SMITH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1637, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2909. Mr. GRASSLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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