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Late Breaking News! 
New E-Government Bill to Include Provisions on 

Electronic Government Information and Permanent 
Public Access 

I
mportant e-government draft legislation is scheduled to be 
announced on May 1st by Sen. Joseph Lieberman (D-CT). 
Lieberman will hold a press conference at 2:30 pm on 

Tuesday morning in the Dirksen Senate Office Building, Room 
342. Library Legislative Day participants are encouraged to 
attend the press conference, schedules permitting. 

The most important aspect of the proposal is that the bill's 
objectives are on target: harnessing technology and the 
Internet to manage and make accessible government infor
mation for the public's benefit. The bill recognizes that it is not 
efficient for Congress to make decisions on exactly what stan
dards should be set or information catalogued, etc. Rather 
Congress is best involved by establishing objectives, designat
ing specific individuals or entities to work together to develop 
the way to reach them, setting up a process in which they will 
work, and providing funds to reach the objectives of the legis
lation. 

Details of the e-government legislation are expected to 
include creation of a Federal government chief information 
officer (CIO) and a broad range of other provisions that address 
different aspects of e-government including a recognition of 
the importance of access to government information. The bill 
is also predicted to address increased interagency cooperation 
in providing e-government on line services. 

One expected provision would establish an advisory board to 
review existing government standards and practices with 
regard to inventorying, cataloging, and preserving electronic 
government information. The bill may also address accessibili
ty, usability, and preservation of government information as 
well as further commitments to an online national digital 
library and evaluation of community technology centers. 

Rep. Owens Introduces School Library Resource Bill 

On April 23, Rep. Major Owens introduced H.R. 1570, a school 
library resources bill in the House. It is our hope that the bill can 
be amended into H.R. 1 ESEA Reauthorization currently pend
ing in the House Education and the Workforce Committee. 
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Checklist of Legislation Important to 
Libraries 

§> _ H.R. 323 21st Century Community Learning Centers-- Rep. Xavier Becerra (D

CA) - Amends to include public libraries as lead agencies. Bill needs more spon
sors. 

©> _ H.R. 1570 School Library Resources-Rep. Major Owens (D-NY) Improving 

school library resources. Bill needs sponsors in House 

§> H.R. 1525 Public Libraries Enhancement Act of 2001, Rep. Mike Thompson 

(D-CA) Amends LSTA to add funds for Library Construction, modernization, 
extended hours and materials. 16 current sponsors. Bill needs sponsors in 
House. 

©> _ H.R. 17 Younger Americans Act, Rep. George Miller (D-CA) 24 sponsors, 

Subject: Comprehensive bill to carry out youth development programs in com
munities. Bill needs further House sponsors. 

©> _ S.B.? To be Introduced by Senator Joseph Lieberman (D-CT) on May 1-(see 

"Late Breaking News" fact sheet) Subject: Access to Government Information. 
Bill will need sponsors in Senate. 

§> _ S. 487 Senators Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and Patrick Leahy (D-VT) Technology 

Education and Copyright Harmonization Act (TEACH). Subject: Distance 
Education (see fact sheet). Bill needs sponsors in Senate 

§> _ S. 671 Andrew Carnegie Libraries for Lifelong Learning Act, Sen. Charles 

Schumer (D-NY) Library Construction. Bill needs sponsors in Senate 

©> _ S. 327 Senators Jack Reed (D-RI) Thad Cochran (R-MS) Improving Literacy 

Through School Libraries Act of 2001, (16 co-sponsors-see fact sheet) to be 
offered as an amendment on the Senate floor to S. 1, ESEA Reauthorization. 
Ask Senators to support the Reed school library amendment. 
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The current Library Services and Technology 
Act (LSTA) authorization ends in 2002. A pro
posal developed by a broad coalition of 
library groups would increase the funding 
level, adjusting the base amount formula 
(which hasn't changed since 1970) to help 
small states and to hold harmless large states. 
In order to do this, additional overall funds 
will be required. 
The library community is asking for an 
authorizing level of $500 million.The propos
al also includes provision for analysis of LSTA 
programs. We need Congressional support, 
sponsors for the legislation and passage by 
2002. Ask specifically for your Representative 
and Senators to cosponsor LSTA legislation. 

FY 2002Appro s: 
Funding for W(elbqg, rtting •·• 

Fund the Library Services and Technology 
Act (LSTA) in the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services (IMLS) at $350 million, an 
increase over the $207 million from FY2001. 
An increase in program dollars will make sig
nificant differences in the lives of library users 
across the country. The Administration's pro
posal would fund library programs at $168 
million. See the appropriations fact sheet for 
a full list of literacy and library related pro
grams. 

"'" 
CC?pyrjght Protect Fair Use 

Co-sponsors needed: Senators Orrin Hatch 
and Patrick Leahy have introduced S. 487, a 
bill to update the distance education provi
sions of the Copyright Act to account for 
advancements in digital transmission tech
nologies that support distance learning. The 
bill is called the Technology Education and 
Copyright Harmonization Act, short title, 
TEACH Act. ALA supports this bill. We ask 
Senators to co-sponsor this bill with Sens. 
Hatch and Leahy. 

Protect Fair Use: Rep. Rick Boucher (R-VA) 
intends to introduce legislation to guarantee 
fair use in six areas including distance educa-

tion, the "first sale" doctrine, incidental copy
ing and software backup. We ask 
Representatives to cosponsor Boucher's bill 
when it is introduced. 

Database: Rep. Billy Tauzin (R-LA), House 
Energy and Commerce Chairman, and Rep. 
Jim Sensenbrenner (R-WI), House Judiciary 
Committee Chairman, have announced that 
their two committees will work together to 
produce a database protection bill and have 
invited all of the stakeholders to participate 
in open negotiations on how to approach 
such legislation. Any database bill must allow 
"fair use" of databases comparable to that 
under copyright law and permit down
stream, transformative use of facts and gov
ernment-produced data contained in a 
database. 
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Ask members of the House to work with ALA 
to co-sponsor Rep. Major Owens' H.R. 1570 
bill.The bill is favorable to school libraries and 
is similar to the Reed amendment (S.327 -see 
below). This is a critical time since the House 
may report out H.R. 1, its version of ESEA reau
thorization, as early as late April or early May. 

Ask Senators to co-sponsor the Reed amend
ment. The Senate Health, Education, Labor 
and Pensions Committee voted out its ver
sion of ESEA reauthorization without S. 327, 
the school library legislation introduced by 
Senators Jack Reed of Rhode Island and Thad 
Cochran of Mississippi. When the main legis
lation reaches the Senate floor perhaps as 
soon as the end of April, Senator Reed plans 
to offer his bill again as an amendment. 

Use every opportunity to say Thank You for 
the E-rate and to respond to questions about 
government information issues such as the 
pending Lieberman e-government legisla
tion. Stay tuned for breaking news about 
the E-Rate! 
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Appropriations FY2002 
Action Needed 

Fund the Library Services and 
Technology Act at $350 million. A 
strong investment will connect more 
libraries to the world wide web, sup
port literacy for young children and 
adults, help libraries provide job and 
consumer health information, serve 
small business and provide informa
tion for lifelong learning. 
Funding for library programs under 
the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services as part of the Library Services 
and Technology Act would be set at 
$168,078,363 in the Administration's 
budget for FY2002. FY2001 funds for 
LSTA were $207,219,000. 

Fund ESEA Title VI at a level of $400 
miliion. School and public libraries 
provide not only up-to-date materi
als, but library professionals to teach 
students information-seeking skills. 
Schools can use Title VI funds for 
school library and other instructional 
materials-and the need for updated 
materials is great. The current bills for 

ESEA reauthorization would expand 
the choices for the block grant from 9 
to 17, decreasing possible funds for 
school library materials and increas
ing the need for expanded funding 
for the block grant. 

Support full funding for the Federal 
Depository Library Program and 
the Government Printing Office. 
Last year's budget cuts impacted the 
ability of FDLP to provide services. No 
fee public access to government 
information is ensured through the 
operations of the Federal Depository 
Library Program. 

Restore funding for the National 
Commission on Libraries and 
Information Science. Since its estab
lishment in 1970 as an independent 
agency within the executive branch, 
NCLIS has carried out its founding 
purpose to "advise the President and 
the Congress on the implementation 
of national policy'' by holding hear
ings, issuing reports and studies and 
assessing the library and information 
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$547,24~. 

$2()7,21-9 

$24.6,801 

"*Th~ bpdget request ~q~s $3s:a 
mlilion In authority to use recelp~ 

needs of the Nation. Funding for 
NCLIS in FY2001 was set at $1.5 mil
lion. 

Support other library and library 
related programs at the 
Administration's requested level 
for FY2002; restore zeroed out library 
and related programs (See reverse of 
this page). 



FY2002 Funding for Library -Related Programs 
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EIBRARY2~~ATEO,PROGRA.MS (ain9l!rit thous~nds) FY20Pc2 Budget Reque~t 

D~partqie~tof/~ducati~n 
Adult Education & Literacy 

ESEA title I, Education for Disadvantaged 

ESEA title I-B, Even Start 

ESEA title II-A, Eisenhower profes. develop. (Fed. activities) 

ESEA title 11-B, Eisenhower profes.develop. (State grants) 

ESEA title 111, Educational Technology 

Technology Literacy Challenge 

Star Schools - part B 

ESEA title VI,( Innovative education program strategies (State grants)) 

ESEA title X-I, (21st Century Community Learning Centers) 

Special Education (IDEA) state grants 

Educational Research 

Educational Statistics 

Educational Assessment 

HEA title 111, Institutional Development 

HEA title IV-C, College Work-Study 

HEA title VI, International Education 

HEA title X-A, Postsecondary Ed. Improvement Fund 

Inexpensive Book Distribution (RIF) 

Reading Excellence Act 

Reading First State Grants (proposal in ESEA Reauthorization) 

Othe~ G~vernme,,~t Agenc!es 

IMLS Museum Grants 

NTIA Information Infrastructure 
Grants (TOP) 

National Archives & Records Administration 

National Endowment for the Arts 

National Endowment for the Humanities 

National Historical Publications & Records Commission 

540,000 

9,788.6 

250,000 

230,000 

485,000 

872,096 

450,000 

59,318 

385,000 

845,600 

6,340,000 

185,567 

80,000 

40,000 

332,500 

1,011,000 

78,022 

146,687 

23,000 

286,000 

n/a 

24,907 

45,500 

209,393 

102,656 

115,656 

6,450 

540,000 

10,980.6 

250,000 

o-

o-

817,096* 

0* 

0* 

471,500** 

845,600 

7,339,685 

123,067 

85,000 

109,053 

347,500 

1,011,000 

78,022 

51,200 

0***** 

0***** 

900,000***** 

24,899 

15,503 

244,247 

105,200 

120,500 

4,436 

* Consolidated Ed Tech programs, Community Technology Centers, Star Schools, Ready to Learn Television & several other programs 
into one block grant. 

** Consolidated into a block grant with a number of other programs. 
*** The budget request adds $35.8 million in authority to use receipts. 
**** Merged into one block grant for Improving Teacher Quality. 
***** Administration's ESEA reauthorization proposal would abolish the Inexpensive Book Distribution and Reading Excellence Act and 

change it to a Reading First State Grant program. 



Museum & Library Services Act of 1996 
Reauthorization Due in 2002 

T
hroughout the last year, a broadly representative inter-association 
Coalition representing sectors of the library community has been 
meeting to discuss reauthorization of the Museum and Library 

Services Act of 1996, of which LSTA, the Library Services and Technology 
Act is a part. 

At the 2001 ALA Midwinter Meeting a draft outline was agreed to, and a 
resolution on LSTA Reauthorization was passed by ALA Council. A 
description of the proposed legislation was distributed at the Midwinter 
Meeting which outlined the proposal: 

• The annual authorization level would be increased to a minimum for 
the first year of enactment of $500 million; 

• Funding would be provided for an IMLS analysis of the impact of 
library services in addressing national needs in annual selected 
areas of concern; 

• The base grant formula (which has not changed since 1970) would 
be increased for all states; 

• The inclusiveness of the program and its focus on assisting libraries 
of all types would be emphasized. 

It will be important that library supporters inform Members of Congress 
about the importance of LSTA in the community and the increased 
need for support not only for reauthorization but for an increased fund
ing level. 

Why There is a Federal Role 
Libraries receive public support 
because it is not reasonable to 
expect anx4.on-e person to pur
chase or pqs~ess all the informa~ 
tion resources necessary for 
personal growth, education and 
research and work and commu
nity responsibilities. The public 
good which emerges from the 
provision and use of library 
resources flows f~eely beyond 
the boundaries of the institution, 

community or state which pro
vides them. Further, access to the 
ag, f'egate system of U.S. liq~ ,, s, 

, ,,librarians-have cr~at 'i 

w h federal encouragemenfand 
support, increases the publ;cv 
good beyond what any on~ 
library could ever supply,and 
makes supportand improvement 
of library services a goal in the 
national interest. 

· · Senate Health, 
Educa~ion"Labor 

and P~i:isions 
Com"1 

• te~ 

Chair,Jim Jeffords (R-VT) 

Edward Kennedy (D-MA) 

Judd Gregg (R-NH) 

Christopher Dodd (D-CT) 

Bill Frist (R;~r>:t 

Tom Harkin (D-1~) 

Michael Enzi«(R-WY) 

Barbara Mikulski (D-MD) 

Tim Hutchinson {R-AR) 
·1". " 

Jeff Bingaman (D-NM) 
§%; ;}) 

· John Warner(R--VA) 
"'U 

Paul Wellstone (D-MN) 

Kit Bond (R-MO) 

Jack Reed (D-RI) 

Pat Roberts (R,-KS) 

Hillary Clihf 
,,;; .. :>t., 

-NY) 

Susan Collirls (R-ME) 

John Edwards (D-NC) 

Jeff Sessions (R-AL) 

continued 



Historical Perspective on LSTA 
The Library Services and Technology Act was passed and became P.L. 104-208 on September 30, 1996. 
LSTA built on the strengths of previous federal library programs, but included some major advantages 
and differences. While it retained the state-based approach from previous legislation, it sharpened the 
focus to two key priorities for libraries-information access through technology and information 
empowerment through special services. It also relocated library program offices from the Department 
of Education to a new Institute of Museum and Library Services.The Library Services and Construction 
Act, throughout its history beginning in 1956 as the Library Services Act, has acted as a remarkable 
stimulus to a wide variety of library activities. The Federal role in support of libraries embodied in LSCA 
has allowed states considerable flexibility to adapt to state needs within federal priorities. Those priori
ties have included public library construction and renovation (most recently to provide access for the 
disabled); interlibrary cooperation and resources sharing; adaptation of new technologies for library 
services; outreach to special segments of the population such as the disadvantaged, those with disabili
ties, the elderly and homebound, those in institutions, those with limited English-speaking ability, those 
who need literacy services, those on Indian reservations; and innovative services at child care centers 
and for latchkey children. 



Support the Library Services & Technology Act 
(LSTA) 

Libraries: the Pillar of Every Community 

The LSTA is the only federal program exclusively for libraries, administered by the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services. The law's definition of library includes institutions of all types and sizes, such as public, 
academic, research, school, and state libraries - even a digital library like one in Illinois. Libraries are found in 
cities,suburbs and rural areas large and small;they serve people from all walks of life, from "infancy to old 
age." The law includes grants for Native American and Native Hawaiian library services, as well as National 
Leadership grants aimed at education and training; research and demonstration projects; preservation of 
library materials; and model projects between libraries and museums. 

Thanks to the LSTA and other important programs, libraries play a central service role in providing crucial 
services to the communities they serve. As a result, today's 21st century library is not just a provider of 
books; instead, the typical American library coordinates a complete and comprehensive approach to com
munity development and services. In many states, the state library network provides enriched content 
databases for information access to all in the state. For example, here are just a few of the community 
services libraries provide: 

• Reading and Family Literacy. From Texas's McKinney Can Read Program to Rhode Island's Help 
With Homework program, libraries are at the forefront of reading, and family literacy programs 
throughout the nation. Many States coordinate "Born to Read" programs that provide books to 
parents of infants. 

• Helping People with Disabilities. Libraries are a crucial link to the world for people with 
disabilities, providing them with specialized materials and resources that are unobtainable in nearly 
any other single location. In Maine, libraries have developed a talking book project for the sight 
impaired; many libraries provide special training and computers for people with disabilities, in 
Milwaukee County, libraries have intensified their efforts to serve 20,000 children with disabilities. 

• Serving America's Seniors. For older library users, libraries provide a place to interact with others, 
surf the net, and receive services. In states like Nebraska, libraries have developed a specialized 
Internet access program for Veterans. 

• Underserved Populations. For those persons of limited financial resources or who live in remote 
areas, libraries provide access to books and reference materials, computers and the Internet, and 
community-based social services that are often available no where else. In Alaska, libraries provide 
on line health journals to residents of the Alaskan bush; in New Mexico, libraries are instituting a 
special rural services program to reach those in hard to serve, out of the way locations throughout 
the state; California is instituting a new "Information to the People" program to extend the reach of 
libraries to people from all walks of life. 

continued on back 



The Library Services and Technology Act:The Cornerstone of Federal Aid for 
America's, Libraries 

The Federal government has provided direct aid for public libraries from the initial adoption of the original Library 
Services Act and then the Library Services and Construction Act, the forerunner to the LSTA, since 1956. The LSTA is 
the only Federal program solely devoted to aiding libraries and provides assistance for public and research 
libraries, public school, college/university, and (at state discretion) private and special libraries meeting certain 

conditions. 

The Federal role through the LSTA provides incentive funding for activities that libraries have difficulty initiating 
independently, which involve coordinated interstate efforts, or which benefit from a national policy initiative. 

The LSTA is very flexible, and built around the idea of local control and support for library services. Federal aid for 
libraries is concentrated on two key national goals: outreach to those for whom library service requires extra effort 
or special materials, (such as individuals with disabilities); and, mechanisms to identify, preserve, and share library 
and information resources across institutional or governmental boundaries through technology. 

One of the few sources of funding for innovation available to libraries is federal funding through the LSTA. The 
legislation includes a requirement for a state match, which helps federal dollars stimulate approximately $3 to $4 
for every Federal dollar of investment. 

, Support Reauthorization of tfte' LSTA 

The LSTA expires this Congress,and must be reauthorized to continue to receive funding. 

The library community strongly supports this reauthorization, and recommends two key changes to the current 
LSTA law: 

• Increase authorization level to $500 million. This increase will provide for more equity in allocating funds 
across the nation, and ensure that all libraries have enough resources to provide library users access to 
successful programs in their communities.This increase will double the minimum allotment to the states to 
$680,000, an amount that has not changed since 1971 and has restricted smaller states from increasing 
services for those most in need for nearly three decades. 

• Provide for a regular evaluation of the program's effectiveness by providing for a new line item for a yearly 
evaluation. The library community believes a regular analysis by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
of the LSTA's effectiveness will lead to improved program services for all people who use libraries throughout 
the nation. 

Support Increased Funding for Libraries 

The need for greater funding is a result of this exponential growth and interrelationship of services, such as: 

• Increased needs for access to information, which is a basic right of all people - regardless of income level or 
background 

• Increased use of technology to provide full access to all available information and resources and to establish a 
core infrastructure to administer services 

• Increased need for digitization to prepare materials to be web accessible 

• Increased need to reach underserved populations to help address the digital divide among various groups 

• Increased need to train new librarians and information specialists 

• Increased emphasis on collaboration and partnerships within communities and among institutions to expand 
services to those most in need. 



Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
(ESEA ) Reauthorization 

,curr~nt<st~tos 
Congress ancl' ~ducai'ion supporters have been working for several years now to achieve a reau
thorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. The Senate bill, S., 1 is expected to 
reach the Senate floor late in April or early in May. The House legislation, H.R., 1 is still in the 
House Education and the Workforce Committee but may be voted out of committee quickly. 

Support Senator R~ed's, ~,tnehdment totthe+Senate en,1. ,, ;) 
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Senators Jack Reed (D-RI) and Thad Cochran (R-MS) introduced S. 327, the Improving Literacy 
Through School Libraries Act, as an amendment during markup of S. 1, ESEA Reauthorization, 
and will again introduce the bill as an amendment when S. 1 reaches the Senate floor. S. 327 
has bi-partisan support and sixteen co-sponsors and is a necessary part of improving the read
ing ability of all students. Studies have shown that good school libraries can help to improve 
test scores and overall student achievement. 

1,ntroduce Comparabli L~gisl«jtion in tb~, .. .flc:,11~~" 
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House sponsors are needed to introduce legislation for school library resources like S. 327 in the 
House. 

• The most recent National Assessment of Educational Progress Report, released earlier this month, 
showed that fourth-graders' average reading score in 2000 was similar to the average scores in 1998 
and in 1992. The National Center for Education Statistics from the 1993-94 school library media cen
ters study shows a mean per-pupil expenditure on library materials of $7.04 in 1985, dropping in 
1992 to $6.93. That's not enough to buy even half of a book per child. The average price of a hard
cover book is around $16.00. It is of paramount importance to provide a well-equipped school 
library if we want student reading scores to improve. 

• How unequal is it? In New York, the New York State Supreme Court (CFE v. State of New York, 
1/10/01 ), found that the State must take steps to ensure "at least the following resources: [among 7 
listed] 4. Sufficient and up to date books, supplies, libraries, educational technology and laborato
ries." In Ohio, the Columbus School Superintendent hired the national educational professional 
association Phi Delta Kappa to do a management audit which found inequities in the way resources 
were distributed to schools with students of varying economic backgrounds. In some schools, there 
were only five or six books per student, while other schools had 30. In Maryland, a recent study of 
collections found the same inequity of numbers in various parts of the state. 

• Studies of school libraries in Alaska, Pennsylvania and Colorado completed in 2000 proved that in 
schools with a qualified library media specialist and a well-stocked, up-to-date library, student 
achievement scores increased (www.lrs.org). We can't afford to ignore this research any longer. 
Students beginning school and trying to succeed in school deserve the best reading material we 
can furnish them. 

continued on back 



• The Reed Amendment has Bipartisan Support. 16 cosponsors from both parties, 
including Senator Cochran (R-MS) and Minority Leader Daschle (D-SD) 

• The Reed Amendment provides flexibility to target resources to meet local 
needs, including: 

• The most up-to-date books and reading materials 
• 21st Century technology 
• Training and professional development for library media specialists; and 
• Keeping libraries open during non-school hours - before and after school, 
weekends, and summers 

• Materials to support scientifically based reading instruction. The Reed 
Amendment provides urgently needed books, additional support, and accessible 
locations, to support the scientifically based reading programs that are an integral 
part of the national effort to improve reading scores for all children. 

• Not a separate program. If adopted, the Reed Amendment would be incorporated 
as a subpart of the Reading First Program in S.1, rather than as a separate, stand
alone program - without reducing Reading First funding. 

• Targeted to those most in need and to students in the early grades. The Reed 
Amendment is targeted to children in the highest poverty, highest need schools -
the very same schools served by the Reading First Program and targeted by the 
Lieberman/Bayh proposals. 

• Supported by research-based evidence. Research indicates that students with the 
highest literacy levels and achievement scores come from schools with strong 
libraries and library services. In one study, this was the case for every school and in 
every grade level tested (regardless of social and economic factors in the communi
ty), in the very dissimilar states of Colorado, Pennsylvania, and Alaska. 



Database Protection Legislation 

a March 29, Rep. Billy Tauzin (R
), House Energy and 

ommerce Chairman,and Rep. 
Jim Sensenbrenner (R-WI), House 
Judiciary Committee Chairman, 
announced that their two committees 
plan to work together to produce a 
database protection bill. 
Acknowledging that in the past the dif
ferent approaches taken by the two 
committees led to a stalemate on any 
database legislation, Rep. 
Sensenbrenner stated, 'We are going 
to do our level best to make it work.." 

To that end, the Congressmen invited 
all of the stakeholders to participate on 
a weekly basis over the next two 
months in open negotiations on how 
to approach such legislation. The ALA 
Washington Office is a participant in 
the meetings, the first of which was 
held on April 5. 

Background 
Throughout the 106th Congress ALA 
and the other national library associa
tions conducted extensive, and suc
cessful,grassroots lobbying to defeat or 
delay repeated threats by the House 
leadership to allow floor votes on H.R. 

354. That bill - the Collections of 
Information Antipiracy Act - was 
opposed by ALA as overly broad and 
detrimental to the library, scientific and 
education communities. (ALA support
ed the other database bill introduced in 
the 106th Congress, H.R. 1858 - the 
Consumer and Investor Access to 
Information Act of 1999 - as a more 
narrowly-focused attempt to prevent 
misappropriation of works but still 
allow the reuse of information and 
facts.) 

Who is pushing for database protec
tion legislation and why? 
The proponents of database protec
tion legislation are chiefly large data
base producers, such as publishing 
companies, the National Association of 
Realtors, and eBay. 

Under copyright law,basic factual infor
mation is in the public domain and is 
not entitled to copyright protection. 
However, many databases-which con
sist of individual pieces of information 
that have been organized in one col
lection so that the data are easier to 
access - are protected because of the 
creative way that the information in 

--------------.,,,.-----,them is selected, 
·'.❖:-

Who is ALA working with on this issue? coordinated and 

We are part of a broad and diverse coalition of con
sumers,educators, libraries,and businesses (includ
ing telecommunications, financial services, and 
high techn~logy). Many of our coaliti~? members 
are. them~~rv~~ database produc~rs anq, we fully 
appreciate the efforts of those who . wantto pro
vide relief through the adoption of a database pro
tection law. We are concerned, however,'that the 
measure could have unintended,and harmful,con
sequences, as set out above. 

arranged. Databases 
may also be protect
ed from copying 
under other federal 
laws, such as the No 
Electronic Theft 
(NEf) Act,and under 
state laws, such as 
misappropriation 
and trespass laws. 

Nevertheless, some 
For more details ~bout the impact of database commercial data-

protection legislation on libraries;see base producers 
www.ala.org/washoff/database:htrral. want additional 

c-;· ·· -:\:C;\i '.:• -:-, 

L,_ _____________ ......., __ __, assurances of pro-

Ito ~ataba~,e pr~~~gion bill 
. h~s yet been in{r'acluced in 
this Congress. So, what do we 

say to our Representatives 
.· and Senators? 

We believe that current laws are 
more than adequate to protect 
hese interests. But, if Congress i 

to consider a new lm,y, we 
;{Oppose anY dafabase'biU that: 

• Would not allow 11fair use" 
of databases comparable 
to that under copyright 
law 

• Would protect facts, which 
copyright has' never pro
tected 

• Would allow a producer or 
publisher unprecedented 
control over uses of infor
mation, including down
stream, transformative use 
of facts and government
produced cpata ,contained 
in a datab~se 

• Would not provide safe
guards against monopo
listic pricing 

• Could hinder the progress 
of science, education, and 
research by not allowing 
researchers an~ educators 
access to anofoseof infor
mation arid facts 

:,,. 

tection for their works, in which they 
have considerable investment and feel 
that current law does not give them 
the protection from piracy they need. 
Digital works available overthe Internet 
are considered particularly vulnerable 
to unauthorized copying and dissemi
nation. 



Distance Education 
On March 7, 2001, Senators Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and Patrick Leahy (D-VT) introduced a bill to update the 
distance education provisions of the Copyright Act to account for advancements in digital transmission 
technologies that support distance learning. The bill, S. 487, is entitled the "Technology Education and 

Copyright Harmonization Act" (the "TEACH Act"). The text of the bill can be found at: 
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d107:s.00487. 

,,,,. 

U 
nder the current provisions 
of the Copyright Act of 
1976, instructors may per-

form or display any copyrighted 
material (audiovisual, literary, and 
musical works) in a classroom 
without having to secure permis
sion from the copyright owner. 
Though the law also provides a 
limited extension of this class
room exemption to distance edu
cation, the distance education 
exemption was developed in an 
era of television transmission and 
does not accommodate online 
distance education. Moreover, the 
current exemption is limited to 
performances of only certain 
kinds of works (non-dramatic liter
ary and musical works), requires 
delivery of educational content to 
a remote location serving as a 
physical classroom, and requires 
simultaneous delivery and receipt 
of a performance or display. 

As instructed in the DMCA of 
1998, the U.S. Copyright Office 
conducted a study on the need for 
revising the copyright law. After a 
thorough, balanced study, the 
Office submitted a report to 
Congress in May 1999, concluding 
that changes to copyright law were 
needed to bring the intent of prior 
law into accord with current tech
nology [http://www.loc.gov/copy
right/disted]. The changes in 

copyright law recommended by the 
Office included: eliminating the 
physical classroom requirement; 
permitting material to be stored on 
a server for asynchronous use by 
students; expanding the categories 
of works that may be used to 
include reasonable and limited por
tions of audiovisual and dramatic 
works as well as sound recordings; 
and expanding the rights subject 
to the exemption to those neces
sary to ensure that the workings 
of the Internet do not create unin
tended liability. 

The Copyright Office report also 
recommended safeguards for pro
tecting digital copyrighted mate
rial used in distance education, 
including: limiting the distribu
tion of material to enrolled stu
dents; requiring materials to be 
used through mediated instruc
tion (analogous to classroom use); 
requiring the use of technological 
measures that reasonably prevent 
downstream redistribution; and 
limiting performances of many 
types of works to reasonable and 
limited portions of those works. 
The TEACH bill closely tracks the 
recommendations of the 
Copyright Office. Some adjust
ments are needed -- see reverse -
but overall this is a good piece of 
legislation. 

continued on back 



S.487 Can Be Strengthened With Modest Changes 

5.487 would significantly benefit on line distance education. However, several changes to this legislation 
are needed to ensure that distance education stands on the same footing as the classroom, a necessary 
condition for the full development of distance education. 

1. The Exemption Should Apply to Works Produced Primarily for Instructional Use Lawfully made 
works produced for instructional use may be performed and displayed in the classroom without permis
sion from or payment to copyright owners. Distance education should not be treated differently. 
Instructional works will be essential in distance education. Further, the market for such works is not 
threatened in light of the requirements that the copy used for distance education be lawfully made and 
acquired, particularly if the exemption applies to performances of only reasonable, limited portions of 
instructional works. 

2. The Exemption Should Extend to Works in Analog Form 5.487 would not exempt the digitizing of 
analog works to load onto an institution's server. This limitation threatens to eviscerate the exemption. 
Digital versions of works are likely to be protected by technological protection measures. 5.487 provides 
that circumvention of those measures would void the exemption. Circumvention may also subject an 
institution to liability under the DMCA. If the analog version cannot be used, there likely will be no ver
sion of the work available for distance education. As the Copyright Office has recognized, the availability 
of works in analog form is an important safeguard against technological lock-up that preserves the inter
ests reflected in the Copyright Act's exemptions. 

3. Obligations on Institutions To Apply Technological Protections Should Be Limited to Those 
Which Are Technologically Feasible and Economically Reasonable 5.487 would impose on institu
tions obligations to restrict access and to apply technological measures to limit downstream dissemina
tion. Measures aimed to prevent downstream dissemination do not yet exist. Further, such technologies 
that do become available may initially be technologically infeasible for educational institutions to imple
ment, or may be prohibitively expensive. The obligation to apply such measures should be technologi
cally feasible and economically reasonable. 

4. Circumvention of Technological Protections that Frustrate the Exemption Should Not Invalidate 
the Exemption Several provisions of 5.487 would deprive an institution of the exemption if it circum
vents a technological protection in order to use a work for distance education. But these provisions 
essentially leave the availability of a legally authorized exemption up to the copyright owner. When tech
nological measures are applied in ways that frustrate permitted uses, an institution should not lose an 
exemption if it circumvents those protections. Such a precedent currently exists in section 112(a) of the 
Copyright Act, under which a copyright owner must make available the necessary means to carry out an 
exempt use and if the owner fails to do so, the user is not liable for circumventing the technological pro
tections that prevent that use. A comparable provision should be included in 5.487. In any case where 
an institution has inappropriately circumvented a technological protection measure, the copyright owner 
will still have recourse to a claim of liability for circumvention under the DMCA. 

5. S.487 Should Reflect Internet Technological Realities Several aspects of 5.487 contain limitations 
that are not wholly consistent with the operation of the Internet (e.g., limitations on the retention of 
"transient" copies, and the failure to account for caching). These should be corrected. 

6. S.487 Should Apply to Student-Initiated Presentations During Mediated Instruction The pro
posed distance education exemption would apply only to a performance or display made by or at the 
direction of an instructor. This limitation would preclude important student-initiated performances that 
are fully consistent with the pedagogical intent of the course and its mediated instruction. The language 
of this provision should be modified to include student-initiated work. 
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Copyright 2001 
Threats to Fair Use Shape the 
Copyright Legislative Agenda 

DMCA Section 1201 anti-circumvention: 
Rule issued by Library of Congre~s, 
effective .October 28, 2000 
· www.ala.org/washoff/dmca.html 

DMCA Section 1201 anti-circumvention: U.S. 
District Court ruling ("the DVD case") August 
2000 
Case now on appeal to U.S. Court of Appeals 
for Second Circuit (www.ala.org/washoff) 

• Two narrow exemptions from the antkircumvention 
prohibition q 

• 11No evidence!'' ~f ~qyerse effe.cts to libraries· 
• No review of R&l~"f~r 3 years ' 

• Court rules that "fair use" is no defense to circumven
tion of a technological measure which effectively con
trols access to copyrighted works 

• ALA joined in an amicus curiae brief in the appellate 
court, supporting the defendants 

DMCA Sectio.ri 104 required report to • Report delayed from October 2000 to May 2001 

Congress o~ ,!he effects of DMCA ~~ ;: • NTIA Report lssy~~1Mari:h 2001 . . . 
Copyright Act Section 109 C'first sale'1 do'c2 • Publishers ar:id software developers'urgeno'change in 
trine) www.ala.org/washoff/dmca.titml copyright law to cover digital transmissions 

Distance Education provisions of 
Copyright Act 

www.ala.org/washoff/education.html 

Database Protection Legislation: 
. efforts to pa~s legislation detrimental fo 
'libraries will continue in 107th Congress 

~ala.org/washoff /database.html 

Uniform Computer Information 
Transactions Act (UCITA): 
proposed state contract law 

www.ala.org/washoff/ucita/index.html 

• S.487 introduced March 7,2001,following substantially the 
May 1999 recommendations by the US Copyright Office for 
updating law to accommodate digital technologies 

• Proponents (chiefly publishers and realtors) have 
pushed for pass,~f;of legislation for past 3 ~cmgresses . 

• House sponsgrofclisfavored database bill vows pas
sage in 107th Congress to stop «pirates" 

• Passed in Maryland and Virginia legislatures 
• Proponents are pressing in many states in 2001, backed 

by well-funded Digital Commerce Coalition (which also 
backs database legislation) 

• Proponents vigorously work to defeat proposed Library 
amendments to preserve fair use and other copyright 
privileges 

Congress gave new protections and powers to copyright holders in passing the DMCA in 1998, while hold
ing off on other changes that might be needed for information users to maintain a balance of power. In 
the meantime there have been unrelenting efforts to pass a database protection bill and, in the states, to 
pass UCITA, which would make it easier for information vendors to enforce even onerous license terms that 
prohibit fair use and other user privileges. 

What are libraries fighting for in 2001? 

ALA Washington Office Contact: Miriam Nisbet, Legislative Counsel 

Voice: 202-628-8410 or 800-941-8478; E-mail: mnisbet@alawash.org 
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Cy Dillon 
Sylvia fink 

Alaska Library AssociaHon 
AJJocialion of Colle5e & Research Libraries - New En5land Chapler 

Conneclicul Library Associalion 
Idaho Library AJJocialion 
Iowa Library AJJocialion 

Kansas Library AJJocialion 
Kenlucky Library Associalion 

Maryland Library Associalion 
MiJJouri Library AJJocialion 

New Mexico Library Associalion 
Ohio Library AHocialion 

Ore5on Library AHocialion 
Pennsylvania Library AJJocialion 

5oulh Dakola Library AJJocialion 
TenneJJee Library AJJocialion 

l exas Library Associalion 
Wesl Vir5inia Library AHocialion 

Wisconsin Library AJJocialion 



Schedule 
ALA Legislative Day Briefing, Monday, April 30, 2001 

Holiday Inn on the Hill, 415 New Jersey Ave., NW, Washington, D.C. 2000 l · 202 638 1616 

8:00 - 9:00 am 

9:00 - 10:00 am 

10:00 - 10:15 am 

10:15 - 10:50 am 

11 :00 - Noon 

1 :15 - 2:45 pm 

3:00 - 3:30 pm 

3:30 - 4:00 pm 

Sponsored by the District of Columbia Library Association 
and the American Library Association 

Coffee, folder pick up, & registration 

Opening session 
Welcome - Judy Solberg, DC Library Association President 
Announcements and logistics - Patricia Smith, Committee on 
Legislation Chair 

Fast track summary: 
Key issues and Appropriations overview - Lynne Bradley, 
Director, ALA Office of Government Relations 

BREAK 

Briefing: In-Depth Track 
Room A 

Library Services and Technology 
Act (LSTA) Chad Raymond, Emily 
Sheketoff 

Copyright Issues: Database and 
Distance Learning Miriam Nisbet, 
Legislative Counsel, ALA 
Washington Office and Jonathan 
Band, Morrison & Foerster 

Copyright Issues: Database and 
Distance Learning Miriam Nisbet, 
Legislative Counsel ALA 
Washington Office and Jonathan 
Band, Morrison & Foerster 

ESEA: Support for School Libraries 
Mary Costabile and Vic Klatt 

State Caucuses: An opportunity 
for state delegations to meet in 
small groups 

RoomB 
ESEA: Support for School Libraries 
Mary Costabile, ALA and Vic Klatt 

Communicating with 
Congressional Offices Stephanie 
Vance, AdVanced Consulting and 
Patricia Smith, Texas Library Assn. 

Filtering and CIPA: Answering 
Questions about the Children's 
Internet Protection Act Emily 
Sheketoff, Rick Weingarten, and 
Judith Krug, ALA 

E-Government & GPO: Bill 
including permanent public 
access to government information 
Lynne Bradley, ALA 

Q&A with ALA Staff: An 
opportunity to ask specific 
questions and discuss issues with 
ALA staff 



Schedule 
National Library Legislative Day, Tuesday, May 1, 2001 
8:30 am - 7 :00 pm Capitol Hill Washington, D.C. 

Sponsored by the District of Columbia Library Association 
and the American Library Association 

Tell Your Library Story-Make Friends for Libraries! 
Your mission for this 2Th annual National Library Legislative Day is to make friends for libraries in 
each congressional office. Many legislators and legislative staff are not familiar with today's 
libraries; some have heard that libraries are unsafe for children or are controversial. For many, the 
relevance of libraries to their constituents' lives is not well understood. 

By the end of the visit, your Senator or Representative and his or her staff should feel they know 
what your library does for their community or your students and teachers. During your visit, secure 
a commitment for a congressional visit to your library in the future. Help your congressional 
offices understand their stake in your library's success. Any action needed from congressional 
offices on specific bills must flow from a base of knowledge about libraries' changing roles and 
libraries' continued vitality and relevance. 

Activities will begin in Room 902 of the Hart Senate Office Building with a short briefing and send
off for participants. The ALA Washington Office has prepared background kits for participants to 
distribute during congressional office visits . Please include any materials you brought with you to 
tell state and local stories as well. Later in the day, there will be a wrap-up session for state 
coordinators to discuss the day's experiences, followed by a congressional Reception . 

If problems or questions arise during the day, please call the ALA Washington Office, 202-628-
84 l 0 or 800-941-8478. 

8:30 - 9:00 am 

9:00 - 9:45 am 

ALL DAY 

4:00 - 5:00 pm 

5:00 - 7:00 pm 

Legislative Day and Visits 
Coffee, folder pickup at Hart Senate Office Building, Room 902 

Announcements by ALA Washington Office staff 

Presentation of Awards by Friends of Libraries U.S.A. to 
Rep. Edward L. Schrock of Virginia 

Summary of key issues 
Lynne Bradley, Director, Office of Government Relations 

Reminder of key messages 
Emily Sheketoff, Executive Director, Washington Office 

Possible appearances by other legislators or staff on latebreaking 
developments 

Congressional office visits 

Wrap-up (for State Coordinators only) 
Longworth HOB, Basement Lounge (next to cafeteria) 

Congressional Reception 
Rayburn House Office Building, Room 2175 
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ALA .Washillgt~11 Office 

Effective Ways to Communicate With Legislators 

Five basic ru]~$ I Personal visits I Ie1eph_Q11e q11Js I LE!tt~rs, let_t~t:$_,J~Jt~I$ I E-mail, fax., telegr<lI!l$, 
mailgrams 

FIVE BASIC RULES FOR EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION 

1. Be brief. A legislator's time is limited. So is yours. 

2. Be appreciative. Acknowledge past support, and convey thanks for current action. 

3. Be specific. Refer to local library and district needs. 

4. Be informative. Give reasons why a measure should be supported. 

5. Be courteous. Be positive and polite. Ask for a specific action or support. Do not demand or 
threaten. 

PERSONAL VISITS 

• Face-to-face discussion is the most effective means of communication, and is essential to 
the establishment of a solid working relationship. A meeting is more easily arranged early in a 
session, before pressures build up. 

• Constituents are always welcome in Washington, D.C. All legislators also have one or more 
local district offices that they visit periodically during congressional recesses and between 
sessions. Visits there will often be more convenient for you than visits to Washington, D.C. 
Regardless of where you visit your legislator, be sure you have a firm appointment. Use the 
district office to make local or capital appointments. Get to know district staff members. Close 
working relationships with staff will benefit you in many ways. 

• Take along others-library director, trustee, friend, representative of a community 
organization, citizen, student activist and/or academic-library supporter. Keep the delegation 
small enough for an easy exchange of viewpoints with the legislator. Leave your card and any 
written information you may have prepared. Follow up with a letter of appreciation for the time 
given to you, and include any additional information suggested by the visit. 

TELEPHONE CALLS 

• Once you have made the acquaintance of your representative, telephone calls are 
appropriate and easy. Make them sparingly to the legislator, whose time is heavily occupied. 
Regular contact with staff is possible and often effective. 

• Telephone to ask support before a hearing or a floor vote; to ask for help with legislative 

http://www.ala.org/washoff/ways.html 
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colleagues; to convey urgent local concern. Judge how far to pursue by the reaction. Remember 
that it is more difficult for a legislator to temporize in a conversation than by letter. 

• The U.S. Capitol Switchboard telphone number is 202-224-3121. 

LETTERS,LETTERS,LETTERS 

• Letters are the chief fuel which power any legislative vehicle. They are read. They elicit 
responses. They represent votes. Each letter-writer is deemed to represent several like-minded 
if less highly motivated constituents. 

• Letters may be formal or informal, typewritten or handwritten. You should compose them 
giving your reason for a position and giving the legislator reasons for a position and giving the 
legislator the reasons to support that position. If you are asking support for a particular bill, cite 
it by number and author, and give its title or subject matter. For more information on how to 
write a letter to your legislator, see http://www.ala.org/washoff/letter.html 

E-MAIL, FAX, TELEGRAMS, MAILGRAMS 

• E-mail, fax, telegrams and mailgrams are the fast, easy ways to communicate with 
legislators when the need for action is critical just prior to a committee or floor vote. The same 
general rules for regular correspondence apply. Explore how your congressional offices react to 
newer means of communicating, such as fax or e-mail. Some offices embrace these new 
technologies more readily than others. 

• In e-mail, follow closely the general good form for letter writing. Some congressional 
offices will only respond to e-mail via the postal service. Be sure to provide your mailing 
address in the e-mail message. Other offices are inaccessible via e-mail. Check these URL's for 
up-to-date e-mail addresses: 

o Contacting Senators via the Internet 
http://www.senate.gQY 

o The U.S. House ofRepresentavices: Who's Who and How to Contact Them 
http://www.house.gov/house/MemberWWW .html 

o ALA Office of Government Relations Legislative Action Center 
http://congress.ala.org 

American Library Association• Washington Office• 1301 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. • Suite 
403 • Washington, D.C. 20004-1701 • 202.628.8410 • 800.941.8478 toll free• 202.628.8419 fax• 
webmaster@alawash.org 

ALA Home I ALA Washington Office I Office for Information Technology Poiicy 

http://www.ala.org/washoff/ways.html 
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Tips for National Library 
Legislative Day Participants 
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Before.the Vi~it 
~~~~-~~--

Know your legislator. What does he/she think about library issues? What is his/her voting 
record on library issues? Do you or does someone on your lobby team have a personal con
nection with your legislator? 

Do your homework! Read up on library issues and prepare yourself to answer questions your 
legislator might ask. Determine the key messages you want to leave your legislator with and 
determine the best way to communicate the messages. 

Use a team approach. Assign specific issues to each lobby team member and have him/her 
discuss that issue with the legislator and legislative staff. 

Be brief, concise, and to-the-point. Your legislator's time is valuable. (So is yours!) 

Use specific examples of how federal programs will help libraries in YOUR district. Be specific 
about what you want your legislator to do (i.e. co-sponsor the Reed amendment to ESEA). 

Leave the legislator and staff with materials that outline the benefits of federal programs 
to your libraries. 

Message, message, message! Communicate your main ideas clearly and stick to your mes
sage thr~ughout your legislative visit. 

Thank your leg1slator and the legislative staff for their time and for their commitment to 
library issues. Note who you are meeting with, their title, and how to get in touch with them. 

Fill out your visit feedback form and give it to the ALA Washington Office 

Send a short note thanking your legislator for his/her time and reiterating your 
message for libraries and what you would like your legislator to do. 

Invite your legislator to visit your library during a legislative recess or on the 
weekend. Plan an event at your library and invite the press. 

Keep in touch with your legislator throughout the year by phone, e-mail and fax. 
Remember that your Congressional visit is just one step in an ongoing process to develop and 
maintain a working relationship between the library community and your Representatives 
and Senators. 



PRESS RELEASE 

For Release by (date): Contact: (your name) 
Phone (area code+ number) 

Local Library Supporters Visit Congress 

Jane Adams, Greg Smith and John Matthews were among those urging Capitol Hill 

legislators to support libraries as part of the 27th Annual National Library Legislative Day 

held-April 30th and May 1st in Washington, DC. 

The group, representing Missouri, met with members of the Missouri Congressional 

delegation to seek support for library legislation now pending in Congress. Greg Smith 

said the local group also saw their own representative, Karen McCarthy, of the fifth 

Congressional District. 

The event is sponsored by the American Library Association and other concerned 

organizations to raise awareness about the importance to local communities of federal 

funding and programs such as the E-rate discounts on telecommunications services for 

libraries. 

"Libraries need continued federal support for changing technology if we are to keep pace 

with the rapid growth in library use," Smith said. "Although our library receives much of 

its support from state and local funds, federal assistance stimulates local dollars and 

helps stretch them farther." 

Smith said that with federal aid, the Columbia Public Library (Columbia, MO) was able to 

provide electronic access to a state jobs bank and to federal and other health 

information. (Use local examples of federal funds used for library projects.) 

The American Library Association members include more than 61,000 librarians, 

trustees, friends of libraries, and others interested in improving library service. 

-30-



Don't Miss these Washington Office Programs at 
ALA Annual 2001 in San Francisco! 

Saturday, June 16th 
9:00 am - 11 :00 am 
Washington Office Briefing 
The Washington Office presents an overview of key legislative and policy issues libraries expect to 
face in the coming year and discusses how the fledgling Administration and Congress might 
change our strategies and prospects as well as youclibrary's funding, your daily work, and the 
future of the library world. Special emphasis will bepn the E-rate, School Libraries, library advocacy, 
and reauthorization of the Library Services and Tes~~ology Act (LSTA). 

Saturday, June 16th 
11:00 am -12:30 pm 
Choose one of two sessions! 

Libraries and the Internet of the FutuJ 
Information technology is racing f PtVWi!rd at "lrit@tllt1;§peed both in capacity and 
capability, and libraries are clJ~!l@ls~ltb stgy9he~~g;~ggcurve. OITP, with some key 
experts, will look over the bmrit6r{ti~xplo(¢ll~re tffil!Htirnet and Internet applications 

::n~~fydae! :1x~:i~:~~llf~:;i,,r~~~~ne~d;lif :,ii:~,~~~,,;~~~;:~~t~~~~::·:~ ~~~d 
to follow and take partln~t .·.·.·.········ .·.·.·.·.·.·.· ·.·.·.·.·.·.. .·.·.·.·.·.·.. ·.·.·.·.·.· 

How Will the New AL.u:~~"'""'~
1• 

Libraries face many majlrl1fiiff@i§§ij~gtfil§y~~f ifttfddihgttiJ~§saults gn Fair Use, threats to both 
reauthorization of ~{1;fl9i;llitallilt!ltrlll~l-~~-lere debate over 
filtering. But a new <;tl!!Elfl:ffl~gljlJITT• !lllfl{jlllBlllfl!!• Pes. OGR staff and 
political insiders discus~jffllite§feSahdffilics(qr~afiiig!ifhthl];l~WWasqjRpn players as we fight 
for federal libraryfundirlfd progranlf} .. ww · .·•·•·•·•·•·•·•·•·•·•·•· · WW. WW 

!:~ri::~:e 1641~:~~:;•·~ijf l~•t, 
The ALA E-rate Task figrce Pt¢seriJijfts aqffiµal l;rt~te Forurnimln~@P stilQfthe $@pools and 
Libraries Division (SL;Q}!¥Jillprovi~gan um!ate lid overviile!IIIE-rl~lll$ues. l,is year an offi
cial from the Commdfttarrier Bureauqftlgf§i@rnl~grnlimimilln~m•missioH will also partic
ipate in the FqQJQ'k Im@ E@tYm i~ ; ,111;111111111t~ln llrliltlllttltl lllrllltmrtt f?rog ram par
ticipants, a ndl··~-l- 1ffli~iifl~5·i~i~i~;i~·r~·ih~·r;~i~·~~~ii~:05~ ring this 
year's Forum illlilw~• II • lmilmlllimili,ln[iufJpperation issues for Years Four and Five of 
the program andtfi@dutr88Rf8Fstghificant prograrrf improvements in Year Six. 

turn over for more 



Don't Miss these Washington Office Programs at 
ALA Annual 2001 in San Francisco! 

Saturday, June 16th 
2pm-4pm 
I Want My MP3: Sharing and Ownership in the Digital Age 
Napster, MP3, DVD, peer-to-peer networking. You've heard about the court cases, but have you 
considered how these court rulings may affect library services? Perhaps you have used Napster, 
but have you asked yourself how "Docster" used in libraries? A panel of artists, lawyers, 
librarians and public policy analysts will share and discuss the challenges peer-to-
peer networks and other emerging to libraries. 

Sunday June 17 
1 :00-2:30 
UCITA 101 
What is the Uniform Computer Information 
affect your library? We will give you the basics 
opposing this much criticized law. 

Sunday June 17 
3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 
UCITA: Advanced 
This workshop is 
of librarians and business 
UCITA, will discuss their 
will prepare library 

Monday, June 18th 
2pm-4pm 

Act? Why is it so controversial? How will it 
understand the unique challenges in 

in their state. A panel 
libraries to oppose 

workshop that 

to the E-
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S
ince 1945, the American Library Association has recognized 
the need for a presence in Washington, D.C. to work with the 
federal government. By 2000, this presence has strengthened 

into an Office of Government Relations and an Office for 
Information Technology Policy. Together they promote the best 

interests of libraries in a broad and complex range of 
l legislation, regulatory and public policy issues. 

ALA Washington Office Newsline (ALAWON) 
is a free, e-mail publication providing urgent and late 
breaking news from Washington, D.C. To subscribe, go 
to www.ala.org/washoff/alawon. 

The ALA CIPA Web Site provides information on 
ALA's activities regarding the Children's Internet 
Protection Act. www.ala.org/CIPA. 

The ALA Legislative Action Center at 
congress.ala.org allows you to communicate with your 
member of Congress via e mail. 

The Copyright Web Site at copyright.ala.org will 
help librarians understand copyright and how it 
affects library services. 

UCITA: Issues and Concerns for Libraries 
at www.ala.org/washoff/ucita/ will help librarians 
understand UCITA and how it affects library services. 

Issue briefs at www.ala.org/washoff and 
www.ala.org/oitp contain the latest information on 
library issues. 

National Library Legislative Days 
(www.ala.org/washoff/legday.html) is an annual event in 

May. Hundreds of librarians and library supporters from 
all fifty states come to Washington, D.C. to speak to 

members of Congress about the crucial importance of 
libraries. 

For more information, contact the ALA Washington Office staff at: 
1301 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., Suite 403 

Washington, D.C. 20004 1701 
phone: 202/628 8410 or 800/941 8478 • fax: 202/628-8419 

e mail: alawash@alawash.org 



Save the Date! 

Stay tuned to ALAWON for more information on the 2002 Event! 
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National Library Legislative Day 2001 
Sponsored by the District of Columbia Library Association 

and the American Library Association 

EVALUATION 
Briefing Day 

Monday, April 30, 2001 

Each participant should fill out a separate form. Please complete and leave with ALA Washington Office staff, or fax to the 
ALA Washington Office. Thank you! 

Name: 

Address 

Please rank the following aspects of Briefing Day: 

Location of briefin 

Format of briefin 

Len th of briefin 

Content of resentations: 

Printed materials provided by 
the ALA Washin ton Office: 

excellent satis actory unsatis acto no opinion 

Please answer the following questions to help the ALA Washington Office improve materials for next year's Briefing Day. 

How did you learn about Briefing Day? 

Please comment on the materials provided by the ALA Washington Office. 

Other comments, criticisms and/or suggestions? (Please attach additional pages if needed.) 

Thank you! 
Don't have time to fill this out now? You can fax it to our office at 202-628-8419 
or mail it to 1301 Pennsylvania Ave. NW, Suite 403, Washington, DC 20004-1701 

' -' 



National Library Legislative Day 
Sponsored by the District of Columbia Library Association 

and the American Library Association 

VISIT FEEDBACK 
Tuesday, May 1, 2001 

Each participant should fill out a separate form. Please complete and leave with ALA Washington Office staff. or fax, 
to the ALA Washington Office. Thank you! 

Address 

Do you feel that the materials provided by the ALA Washington Office prepared you for your visits with your legislators? 

Please rank your level of preparedness in these subjects. 
Very Confident Somewhat Confident Not at all Confident 

Access to Government 
~ ' , 

Information -- ,~ 

Database Protection Legislation 

ESEA S' 

" 

Filtering ~ - ~ 

Appropriations 
Library Services and ' -

Technology Act I 

Literacy Programs ' 

Please share any additional resources you found to be helpful in preparing for your visit. 

" . ' 

Please see reverse for legislator's feedback. 



J. J, 'j 
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* ,: 

Legis!at9r - --"'------"------"----'--'-'_c_- ----"''---"-"---"'--'"------'--------=---'-'---"'--'=-

'Ple(lse check the Le issues: (ex , ✓+ (ollows thee ALA stance, ✓- disa ees with the ALA stance) 
lnterested ';Notinterested 'Did not discuss-

LST A Reauthorization 

ESEA Reauthorization 

Ph:ase describe any follow up the Washington O(ficp m~eds to do in order to ),ncrease the impact of Y-OUf vfstt. 

,Dqe the Legislator have a Bersonal co.pnection to libraries or members of your delegation? (ex. you both collectsfamps, sister is a librno; n) 

Please check the Le 

LSTA Reauthorization 

ESEA 'Reauthorization 

Please desc,ribe an.¥ follow u~ the Washington Office needs to do in qrder to incre;ise the irrwact·o.:(,your visit. 
,. 
i 

Does the:,Cegi~la.tor have a ptr-sonal eonnection to libxaries dr rnernbers of t our delegation?' (ex. you both pollect stamps1,sister is.a librarian) 

• i,¢, 
h ci'r~ 

~i 
'r: 

' 
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2001 Congressional Staff Directory Rosters SENATE 3 I 
Senate Roster 
Republicans: 50 Democrats: 50 

Name Party State Rank Building Room Phone Web Site 

Akaka, Daniel K. D HI 43 SHOB 720 202-224-6361 http://www.senate.gov/-akaka/ 

Allard, Wayne R co 70 SHOB 513 202-224-5941 http://allard.senate.gov/ 

•Allen, George +R VA 92 SHOB 708 202-224-4024 http://www.sena1e·. gov/senators/allen.html 

Baucus, Max S. D MT 14 SHOB 511 202-224-2651 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-baucus/ 

Bayh, Evan D IN 84 SHOB 717 202-224-5623 http://www.senate.gov/-bayh/ 

Bennett, Robert F R UT 54 SDOB 431 202-224-5444 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-bennett/ 

Biden, Joseph R. D DE 9 SROB 221 202-224-5042 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-biden/ 

Bingaman, Jeff D NM 23 SHOB 703 202-224-5521 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-bingarnan/ 

Bond, Christopher S. R MO 36 SROB 274 202-224-5721 http://www.senate.gov/-bond/ 

Boxer, Barbara D CA 49 SHOB 112 202-224-3553 http://boxer.senate.gov/ 

Breaux, John B. D LA 29 SHOB 503 202°224-4623 http://www.senate.gov/-breaux/ 

Brownback, Sam R KS 65 SHOB 303 202-224-6521 http://www.senate.gov/-brownback/ 

Bunning, Jim R KY 81 SHOB 502 202-224-4343 http://www.senate.gov/-bunning/ 

Burns, Conrad R MT 40 SDOB 187 202-224-2644 http://burns.senate.gov/ 

Byrd, Robert C. D WV 2 SHOB 311 202-224-3954 http://www.senate.gov/-byrd/ 

Campbell, Ben Nighthorse .R co 51 SROB 380 202-224-5852 http://www.senate.gov/-campbelV 

• Cantwell, Maria +D WA 93 SROB 464 202-224-3441 http://cantwell.senate.gov/ 

•Carnahan, Jean +D MO 99 SROB 480 202-224-6154 http://camahan.senate.gov/ 

• Carper, Thomas R +D DE 95 SDOB B-40-3 202-224-2441 http://www.senate.gov/ 

Chafee, Lincoln D. R RI 88 SDOB 505 202-224-2921 http://www.senate.gov/-chafee/ 

Cleland, Max D GA 73 SDOB 461 202-224-3521 http://cleland.senate.gov/ 

• Clinton, Hillary Rodham D NY 97 SDOB B-40-6 202-224-4451 http://clinton.senate.gov/ 

Cochran, Thad R MS 15 SROB 326 202-224-5054 http://www.senate.gov/-cochran/ 

Collins, Susan M. R ME 78 SROB 172 202-224-2523 http://www.senate.gov/-collins/ 

Conrad, Kem D ND 37 SHOB 530 202-224-2043 http://www.senate.gov/-conrad/ 

•Corzine, Jon S. D NJ 98 SDOB B-40-2 202-224-4744 http://www.senate.gov/senators/corzine.html 

Craig, Larry E. R ID 45 SHOB 520 202-224-2752 http://craig.senate.gov/ 

Crapo, Michael D. R ID 82 SROB 111 202-224-6142 http://crapo.senate.gov/ 

Daschle, Thomas A. D SD 32 SHOB 509 202-224-2321 http://daschle.senate.gov/ 

• Dayton, Mark +D MN 100 SHOB 818-A 202-224-3244 http://dayton.senate.gov/ 

DeWine, Mike R OH 59 SROB 140 202-224-2315 httpl/www.senate.gov/-dewine/ 

Dodd, Christopher J . D CT 18 SROB 448 202-224-2823 http://www.senate.gov/-dodd/ 

Domenici, Pete V. R NM 8 SHOB 328 202-224-6621 http://www.senate.gov/-domenici/ 

Dorgan, Byron L. D ND 48 SHOB 713 202-224-2551 http://www.senate.gov/-dorgan/ 

Durbin, Richard J. D ll 67 SROB 364 202-224-2152 http://www.senate.gov/-durbin/ 

·t Edwards, John D NC 87 SDOB 225 202-224-3154 http://www.senate.gov/-edwards/ 

5 •Ensign, John +R NV 94 SDOB B-341 202-224-6244 http://ensign.senate.gov/ 
i 

Enzi, Michael B. R WY 79 SROB 290 202-224-3424 httpl/enzi.senate.gov/ 

:1 Feingold, Russell D. D WI 52 SHOB 716 202-224-5323 http://www.senate.gov/-feingold/ 

Feinstein, Dianne D CA 47 SHOB 331 202-224-3841 http://www.senate.gov/-feinstein/ 

Fitzgerald, Peter G. R ll 86 SDOB 555 202-224-2854 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-fi.tzgerald/ 

Frist, Bill R TN 63 SROB 416 20N.24-3344 http://www.senate .gov/-frist/ 

Graham, Bob D Fl 35 SHOB 524 202-224-3041 http://www.senate.gov/-graham/ 
·- Gramm, Phil R TX 26 SROB 370 202-224-2934 http://www.senate.gov/-gramm/ 

~ 
Grassley, Charles E. R 1A 19 SHOB 135 2-2-224-3744 http://grassley.senate.gov/ 

'• Gregg.Judd R NH 50 SROB 393 202-224-3324 httpJ/www.senate.gov/-gregg/ 
,!! 

1-lagel, Chuck ,:;-;:: R NE 77 SROB 346 202-224-4224 http://www.senate.gov/-hageV 

_f 
Harkin, Tom D 1A 25 SHOB 731 202-224-3254 http://www.senate.gov/-harkin/ 

~--
• Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 

http//csd.cq.com 

I 



4 SENATE Rosters 2001 Congressional Staff Directory 

Name Party State Rank Building Room Phone Web Site 

Hatch, Orrin G. R UT 13 SROB 131 202-224-5251 http://www.senate.gov/-hatch/ 

Helms, Jesse A. R NC 7 SDOB 403 202-224-6342 http://www.senate.gov/-helms/ 

Hollings, Ernest E D SC 5 SROB 125 202-224-6121 http://www.senate.gov/-hollings/ 

Hutchinson, Tim R AR 72 SDOB 239 202-224-2353 http://www.senate.gov/-h11tchinson/ 

Hutchison, Kay Bailey R TX 55 SROB 284 2q2-224-5922 http://www.senate.gov/-hutchison/ 

Inhofe, James M. R OK 56 SROB 453 202-224-4 721 http://www.senate.gov/-inhofe/ 

Inouye, Daniel K. D HI 4 SHOB 722 202-224-3934 http://www.senate.gov/-inouye/ 

Jeffords, James M. R VT 39 SHOB 728 202-224-5141 http://www.senate.gov/-jeffords/ 

Johnson, Tim D SD 69 SHOB 324 202-224-5842 http://www.senate.gov/-johnson/ 

Kennedy, Edward M. D MA 3 SROB 315 202-224-4543 http://www.senate.gov/-kennedy/ 

Kerry, John E D MA 24 SROB 304 202-224-2742 http://www.senate.gov/-kerry/ 

Kohl, Herb D WI 41 SHOB 330 202-224-5653 http://www.senate.gov/-kohV 

Kyl,Jon R AZ 60 $HOB 724 202-224-4521 http://www.senate.gov/-kyV 

Landrieu, Mary L. D I.A 74 SHOB 702 202-224-5824 http://www.senate.gov/-landrieu/ 

Leahy, Patrick D VT 10 SROB 433 202-224-4242 http://www.senate.gov/-leahy/ 

Levin, Carl D Ml 17 $ROB 459 202-224-6221 http://www.senate.gov/-levin/ 

Lieberman, Joseph I. D CT 42 SHOB 706 202-224-4041 http://www.senate.gov/-lieberman/ 

Lincoln, Blanche L. D AR 83 SDOB 359 202-224-4818 http://www.senate.gov/-lincoln/ 

Lott, Trent R MS 38 SROB 487 202-224-6253 http://www.senate.gov/-lott/ 

Lugar, Richard G. R IN 12 SHOB 306 202-224-4814 http://www.senate.gov/-lugar/ 

McCain, John R AZ 33 SROB 241 202-224-2235 http://www.senate.gov/-mccain/ 

McConnell, Mitch R KY 27 SROB 361A 202-224-2541 http://www.senate.gov/-mcconnelV 

Mikulski, Barbara A. D MD 30 SHOB 709 202-224-4654 http://www.senate.gov/-mikulski/ 

Miller, Zell D GA 89 SROB 200 202-224-364 3 http://miller.senate.gov 

Murkowski, Frank H. R AK 22 SHOB 322 202-224-6665 http://www.senate.gov/-murkowski/ 

Murray, Patty D WA 53 $ROB 173 202-224-2621 http://wwwsenate.gov/-murray/ 

• Nelson, Ben D NE 96 SDOB B-40-5 202-224-6551 http://wwwsenate.gov/senators/ben_nelson.html 

•Nelson, Bill +D FL 90 SHOB 818 202-224-5274 http://billnelson.senate.gov/ 

Nickles, Don R OK 21 SHOB 133 202-224-5754 http://www.senate.gov/-nickles/ 

Reed, Jack D RI 71 SHOB 320 202-224-4642 http://www.senate.gov/-reed/ 

Reid, Harry M. D NV 34 SHOB 528 202-224-3542 http://www.senate.gov/-reid/ 

Robens, Pat R KS 66 SHOB 302 202-224-4774 http://www.senate.gov/-robens/ 

Rockefeller, John D., IV D WV 28 SHOB 531 202-224-6472 http://www.senate.gov/-rockefeller/ 

Santorum, Rick R PA 62 SROB 120 202-224-6324 http://santorum.senate.gov/ 

Sarbanes, Paul 5. D MD 11 SHOB 309 202-224-4524 http://www.senate.gov/-sarbanes/ 

Schumer, Charles E. D NY 80 SHOB 313 202-224-6542 http://schurner.senate.gov/ 

Sessions, Jeff R AL 75 SROB 493 202-224-4124 http://www.senate.gov/-sessions/ 

Shelby, Richard C. R AL 31 SHOB 110 202-224-5744 http://www.senate.gov/-shelby/ 

Smith, Gordon H. R OR 76 SROB 404 202-224-3753 http://www.senate.gov/-gsrnith/ 

Smith, Robert C. R NH 44 SDOB 307 202-224-284 l http://www.senate.gov/-srnith/ 

Snowe, Olympia J. R ME 58 SROB 250 202-224-5344 http://www.senate.gov/-snowe/ 

Specter, Arlen R PA 20 SHOB 711 202-224-4254 http://www.senate.gov/-specter/ 

• Stabenow, Debbie +D MI 91 SROB 476 202-224-4822 http://st2benow.senate.gov/ 

Stevens, Ted R AK 6 SHOB 522 202-224-3004 http://www.senate.gov/-stevens/ 

Thomas, Craig R WY 61 SHGJB 109 202-224-6441 http://www.senate.gov/-thornas/ 

Thompson, Fred R TN 57 $DOB 521 202-224-4944 http://www.senate.gov/-thornpson/ 

Thurmond, Strom R SC 1 SROB 217 202-224-5972 http://www.senate.gov/-thurmond/ 

Torricelli, Robert G. D NJ 68 SDOB 113 202-224-3224 http://www.senate.gov/-toricelli/ 

Voinovich, George V R OH 85 SHOB 317 202-224-3353 http://www.senate.gov/-voinovcM 

Warner, John W R VA 16 SROB 225 202-224-2023 http://www.senate.gov/-wamer/ 

Wellstone, Paul D. D MN 46 SHOB 136 202-224-5641 http://www.senate.gov/-wellstone/ 

Wyden, Ron D OR 64 SHOB 516 202-224-5244 http://www.senate.gov/- wyden/ 

o Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 
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2001 Congressional Staff Directory Rost ers HOUSE 185 

... 
House Roster 
Republicans: 220 Democrats: 211 Independent: 2 Vacancy: 2 

figures do not include Delegates from American Samoa, District of Columbia, Guam, Virgin Islands, or the Resident Commissioner from Puerto Rico 

Name Party State District Rank Building Room Phone Web Site 

Abercrombie, Neil D HI 128 LHOB 1502 202-225-2726 http://www.house.gov/abercrombie/ 

• Acevedo-Vila, Anibal D PR AL CHOB 126 202-225-2615 

Ackerman, Gary L. D NY 5 72 RHOB 2243 202-225-2601 http://www.house.gov/ackerman/ 

Aderholt, Robert B. R AL 4 286 LHOB 1007 202-225-4876 http://www.house.gov/aderholt/ 

• Akin. Todd R MO 2 394 CHOB 501 202-225-2561 http://www.house.gov/akin/ 

Allen, Thomas H. D ME 1 287 LHOB 1717 202-225-6116 http://www.house.gov/allen/ 

Andrews, Robert E. D NJ 1 127 RHOB 2439 202-225-6501 http://www.house.gov/andrews/ 

Armey, Richard K. R TX 26 75 CHOB 301 202-225-7772 http://amey.house .gov/ 

Baca, Joe D CA 42 392 LHOB 1133 202-225-6161 http://house.gov/baca/ 

Bachus, Spencer R AL 6 153 CHOB 442 202-225-4921 http://www.house.gov/bachus/ 

Baird, Brian D WA 3 352 LHOB 1721 202-225-3536 http://www.house.gov/baird/ 

Baker, Richard H. R LA 6 87 CHOB 341 202-225-3901 http://www.house.gov/baker/ 

Baldacci, John E. D ME 2 223 LHOB 1740 202-225-6306 http://house.gov/baldacci/ 

Baldwin, Tammy D WI 2 353 LHOB 1022 202-225-2906 http://www.house.gov/baldwin/ 

Ballenger, Cass R NC 10 86 RHOB 2182 202-225-2576 http://www.house.gov/ballenger/ 

Barcia, James A. D Ml 5 154 RHOB 2419 202-225-8171 http://www.house.gov/barcia/ 

Barr, Bob R GA 7 224 LHOB 1207 202-225-2931 httpJ/www.house.gov/barr/ 

Barrett , Thomas M. D WI 5 155 LHOB 1214 202-225-3571 http://www.house.gov/barrett/ 

Bartlett , Roscoe G. R MD 6 156 RHOB 2412 202-2252721 http://www.house.gov/bartlett/ 

Barton, Joe R TX 6 76 RHOB 2264 202-225-2002 http://www.house.gov/barton/ 

Bass, Charles F. R NH 2 225 CHOB 218 202-225-5206 http://www.house.gov/bass/ 

Becerra, Xavier D CA 30 157 LHOB 1119 202-225-6235 http://www.house.gov/becerra/ 

Bentsen, Ken D TX 25 226 CHOB 405 202-225-7508 http://www.house .gov/bentsen/ 

Bereuter, Doug R NE 28 RHOB 2184 202-225-4806 http://www.house.gov/bereuter/ 
' Berkley, Shelley D NV 354 CHOB 439 202-225-5965 http://www.house.gov/berkley/ 

Berman, Howard L. D CA 26 54 RHOB 2330 202-225-4965 http://www.house .gov/berman/ 

Berry, Marion D AR 1 288 LHOB 1113 202-225-4076 http://www.house .gov/berry/ 

Biggert, Judy R IL 13 355 LHOB 1213 202-225-3515 http://www.house.gov/biggert/ 

Bilirakis, Michael R FL 9 55 RHOB 2269 202-225-5755 http://www.house.gov/bilirakis/ 

Bishop, Sanford D., Jr. D GA 2 158 RHOB 2429 202-225-3631 http://www.house .gov/bishop/welcome.htm 

Blagojevich, Rod R. D IL 5 289 CHOB 331 202-225-4061 http://www.house.gov/blagojevich/welcome.htm 

Blurnenauer, Earl D OR 3 279 LHOB 1406 202-225-4811 http://www.house.gov/blurnenauer/ 

Blunt, Roy D. R MO 7 290 CHOB 217 202-225-6536 http://www.house .gov/blunt/ 

Boehlert, Sherwood L. R NY 23 56 RHOB 2246 202-225-3665 http://www.house.gov/boehlert/ 

Boehner, John A. R OH 8 129 LHOB 1011 202-225-6205 http://www.house .gov/boehner/ 

Bonilla, Henry R TX 23 159 RHOB 2458 202-225-4511 http://www.house.gov/bonilla/ 

Bonior, David E. D Ml 10 20 RHOB 2207 202-225-2106 http://davidbonior.house .gov/ 

Bono, Mary R CA 44 347 CHOB 404 202-225-5330 http://www.house .gov/bono/ 

Borski, Robert A. D PA 3 57 RHOB 2409 202-225-8251 http://www.house.gov/borski/ 

Boswell, Leonard L. D IA 3 291 LHOB 1039 202-225-3806 http://www.house.gov/boswell/ 

Boucher, Rick D VA 9 58 RHOB 2187 202-225-3861 http://www.house.gov/boucher/ 

Boyd, F. Allen, Jr. D FL 2 292 CHOB 107 202-224-5235 http://www.house.gov/boyd/ 

Brady, Kevin R TX 8 293 CHOB 428 202-225-4901 http://www.house.gov/brady/ 

Brady, Robert A. D PA 349 CHOB 216 202-225-4731 http://www.house .gov/robertbrady/ 

Brown, Corrine D FL 3 160 LHOB 2444 202-225-0123 http://www.house.gov/corrinebrown/ 

•Brown, Henry E., Jr. R SC 1 395 LHOB 1017 202-225-3176 

Brown, Sherrod D OH 13 161 RHOB 2438 202-225-3401 http://www.house .gov/sherrodbrown/ 

• Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 

http://csd.cq.com 
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Name Pany State District Rank Building Room Phone Web Site J 

Bryant, Ed R TN 7 227 CHOB 408 202-225-2811 hup://www.house.gov/bryant/ 

Burr, Richard M. R NC 5 228 LHOB 1526 202-225-2071 http://www/house.gov/burr/ 

Burton, Dan R IN 6 59 RHOB 2185 202-225-2276 hup://www.house.gov/bunon/ 

Buyer, Stephen E. R IN 5 162 RHOB 2443 202-225-5037 hup://www.house.gov/buyer/ 

Callahan, Sonny R AL 1 77 RHOB 2372 202-225-4931 hllp://www.house.gov/callahan 

Calvert, Ken R CA 43 163 RHOB 2201 202-225-1986 hnp://www.house.gov/calvert/ 

Camp, Dave R MI 4 130 CHOB 137 202-225-3561 hnp://www.house.gov/camp/ 

Cannon, Chris R UT 3 294 CHOB 118 202-225-7751 hnp://www.house.gov/cannon/ 

• Cantor, Eric I. R VA 7 396 CHOB 329 202-225-2815 

•Capito, Shelley Moore +R WV 2 397 LHOB 1431 202-225-2711 

Capps, Lois D CA 22 346 LHOB 1118 202-225-3601 hllp://www.house.gov/capps/ 

Capuano, Michael E. D MA 8 356 LHOB 1232 202-225-5111 hnp://www.house.gov/capuano/ 

Cardin, Benjamin L D MD 3 88 RHOB 2267 202-225-4016 http://www.house.gov/cardin/ 

• Carson, Brad +D OK 2 398 CHOB 317 202-225-2701 

Carson, Julia M. D IN 10 295 LHOB 1339 202-225-4011 hllp://www.house.gov/carson/ 

Castle, Michael N. R DE AL 164 LHOB 1233 202-225-4165 hllp://house.gov/castle/ 

Chabot, Steve R OH 1 229 CHOB 129 202-225-2216 hnp://www.house.gov/chabot/ 

Chambliss, Saxby R GA 8 230 LHOB 1019 202-225-6531 hnp://www.house.gov/chambliss 

Christian-Christensen, 
Donna M. D VI AL LHOB 1510 202-225-1790 h llp ://www.house.gov/christian [] ch ristensen/ 

•Clay, William L, Jr. D MO 1 399 CHOB 415 202-225-2406 

Clayton, Eva M. D NC 151 RHOB 2440 202-225-3101 hllp://www.house.gov/clayton/ 

Clement, Bob D TN 5 104 RHOB 2229 202-225-4311 hnp://www.house.gov/clement/ 

Clyburn, James E. D SC 6 165 CHOB 319 202-225-3315 http://www.housc.gov/clybum 

Coble, Howard R NC 6 78 RHOS 2468 202-225-3065 http://www.house.gov/coble/ 

Collins, Michael A. (Mac), R GA 3 166 LHOB 1131 202-225-5901 hup://www.house .gov/maccollins/ 

Combest, Larry R TX 19 79 LHOB 1026 202-225-4005 http://www.house.gov/combest/ 

Condit, Gary A. D CA 18 123 RHOB 2234 202-225-6131 hup://www.house.gov/gcondit/ 

Conyers, John, Jr. D MI 14 2 RHOB 2426 202-225-5126 hllp://www.house .gov/conyers/ 

Cooksey, John C. R LA 5 296 CHOB 113 202-225-8490 hllp://www.house .gov/cooksey/ 

Costello, Jerry F. D IL 12 106 RHOB 2454 202-225-5661 hllp://www.house.gov/costello/ 

Cox, Christopher R CA 47 109 RHOB 2402 202-225-5611 hllp://www.house.gov/chriscox/ 

Coyne, William J. D PA 14 39 RHOB 2455 202-225-230 I http://www.house.gov/coyne/ 

Cramer, Robert E. (Bud), Jr. D AL 5 131 RHOB 2367 202-225-4801 hllp://www.house.gov/cramer/ 

Crane, Philip M. R IL 8 4 CHOB 233 202-225-3711 hup://www.house.gov/crane/ 

• Crenshaw, Ander R FL 4 400 CHOB 510 202-225-2501 

Crowley, Joseph D NY 7 357 CHOB 312 202-225-3965 http://www.house.gov/crowley/ 

Cubin, Barbara R WY AL 231 LHOB 1114 202-225-2311 http://www.house.gov/cubin/ 

•Culberson, John A. R TX 7 401 LHOB 1728. 202-225-2571 

Cummings, Elijah E. D MD 7 278 LHOB 1632 202-225-4741 http://www.house.gov/cummings/ 

Cunningham, Randy (Duke) D CA 51 132 RHOB 2238 202-225-5452 hllp://www.house.gov/cunningharn/ 

Davis, Danny K. D IL 7 297 LHOB 1222 202-225-5006 hup://www.house.gov/davis/ 

Davis, Jim D FL 11 298 CHOB 424 202-225-3376 hllp://www.house.gov/jimdavis/ 

• Davis, Jo Ann S. R VA 402 LHOB 1123 202-225-4261 

• Davis, Susan +D CA 49 403 LHOB 1517 202-225-2040 

Da,~s. Thomas M., III R VA 11 232 CHOB 306 202-225-1492 hllp://www.house .gov/tomda,~s/ 

Deal, Nathan D GA 9 167 RHOB 2437 202-225-5211 hllp://www.house.gov/deaV 

Defazio , Peter A. D OR 4 89 RHOB 2134 202-225-6416 http://www.house.gov/defazio/index.htm 

DeGeue, Diana L. D co I 299 LHOB 1530 202-225-4431 http://www.house .gov/degeue/ 

Delahunt, William D. D MA 10 300 LHOB 1317 202-225-3111 hllp://www.house.gov/delahunt/ 

Delauro, Rosa L. D CT 3 133 RHOB 2262 202-225-366] http://www.house.gov/delauro/ 

Delay, Tom R TX 22 80 RHOB 2370 202-225-5951 http://tomdelay.house.gov/ 
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R SC 4 358 CHOB 504 202-225-6030 http://www.demint.house.gov 

D FL 20 168 RHOB 2421 202-225-7931 http://www.house.gov/deutsch/ 

R FL 21 169 RHOB 2244 202-225-4211 http://www.house.gov/diaz-balart/ 

D WA 6 21 RHOB 2467 202-225-5916 http://www.house.gov/dicks/ 

D Ml 16 RHOB 2328 202-225-4071 http://www.house.gov/dingell/ 

D TX 10 233 CHOB 328 202-225-4865 http://www.house.gov/doggett/ 

D CA 20 134 LHOB 1201 202-225-3341 http://www.house.gov/dooley/ 

R CA 4 135 RHOB 2410 202-225-2511 http://www.house.gov/doolittle/ 

D PA 18 234 CHOB 133 202-225-2135 http://www.house.gov/doyle/ 

R CA 28 40 CHOB 237 202-225-2305 http://www.house.gov/dreier/ 

R TN 2 107 RHOB 2400 202-225-54 35 http://www.house.gov/duncan/ 

R WA 8 170 LHOB 150 1 202-225-7761 http://www.house.gov/dunn/ 

D TX 11 136 RHOB 2459 202-225-6105 http://www.house.gov/edwards/ 

R Ml 3 219 LHOB 1714 202-225-3831 http:,, www.house.gov/ehlers/ 

R MD 2 235 CHOB 315 202-225-3061 http://www.house.gov/ehrlich/index.htm 

R MO 8 280 CHOB 326 202-225-4404 http://www.house.gov/emerson/ 

D NY 17 110 RHOB 2303 202-225-2464 http://www.house.gov/engel/ 

R PA 21 236 LHOB 14 10 202-225-5406 http://www.house.gov/english/ 

D CA 14 171 CHOB 205 202-225-8104 http://www[]eshoo.house.gov/ 

:n/ D NC 2 301 LHOB 1533 202-225-453 l http://www.house.gov/etheridge/ 

D IL 17 60 RHOB 2211 202-225-5905 http://www.house.gov/evans/ 

R AL 2 172 RHOB 2312 202-225-2901 http://www.house.gov/everett/ 

D AS AL RHOB 2422 202-225-8577 http://www.house.gov/faleomavaega/ 

D CA 17 218 LHOB 1221 202-225-2861 http://www.house.gov/farr/ 

D PA 2 237 LHOB 1205 202-225-4001 http://www.house.gov/fattah/ 

R NJ 7 404 CHOB 214 202-225-5361 

D CA 50 173 RHOB 2463 202-225-8045 http://www.house.gov/filner/ 

R AZ 1 405 CHOB 512 202-225-2635 

R KY 6 359 LHOB 1117 202-225-4 706 http://www.house.gov/lletcher/ 

R FL 16 238 CHOB 104 202-225-5792 http://www.house.gov/foley/ 

D TN 9 302 CHOB 325 202-225-3265 http://www.house.gov/ford/ 

R NY 13 344 LHOB 1239 202-225-3371 http://www.house.gov/fossella/ 

D MA 4 41 RHOB 2252 202-225-5931 http://www.house.gov/frank/ 

R NJ 11 239 RHOB 2442 202-225-5034 http:/ /www.house.gov/frelingh u ysen/ 

D TX 24 29 RHOB 2256 202-225-3605 http://www.house.gov/frost/ 

R CA 23 90 RHOB 2427 202-225-5811 http://www.house.gov/gallegly/ 

R 1A 4 240 LHOB 1108 202-225-4426 http://www.house.gov/ganske/ 

R PA 17 61 RHOB 2109 202-225-4315 http://www.house.gov/gekas/ 

D MO 3 22 LHOB 1236 202-225-2671 http://www.house.gov/gephardt/ 

R NV 2 303 CHOB 100 202-225-6155 http://www.house.gov/gibbons/ 

R MD 137 RHOB 2245 202-225-5311 http://www.house.gov/gilchrest/ 

R OH 5 111 LHOB 1203 202-225-6405 http://www.house.gov/gillmor/ 

, Benjamin A. R NY 20 8 RHOB 2449 202-225-3776 http://www.house.gov/gilman/ 

z, Charlie D TX 20 360 CHOB 327 202-225-3236 http://www.house.gov/gonzalez/ 

D VA 5 304 LHOB 1520 202-225-4 711 http://www.house.gov/goode/ 

R VA 6 174 RHOB 2240 202-225-5431 http://www.house.gov/goodlatte/ 

D TN 6 81 RHOB 2368 202-225-4 231 http://www.house.gov/gordon/ 

R FL 14 112 CHOB 108 202-225-2536 http://www.house.gov/goss/ 

, Lindsey 0. R SC 3 241 LHOB 1429 202-225-5301 http://www.house.gov/graham/ 

-~l\lnger, Kay R TX 12 305 CHOB 435 202-225-5071 http://www.house.gov/granger/ 

ii'.Gtaves, Sam +R MO 6 406 LHOB 1407 202-225-7041 

' ·Green, Gene D TX 29 175 RHOB 2335 202-225-1688 http://www.house.gov/green/ 
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Green, Mark R WI 8 361 LHOB 1218 202-225-5665 http://www.house.gov/markgreen/ 
Greenwood, James C. R PA 8 176 RHOB 2436 202-225-4276 hup://www.house.gov/greenwood/ 

• Grucci, Felix +R NY 407 LHOB 1505 202-225-3826 

Gutierrez, Luis V D IL 4 177 RHOB 2452 202-225-8203 hup://www.house .gov/gutierrez/ 
Gutknecht, Gil R MN 242 CHOB 425 202-225-24 72 http://www.house .gov/gutknecht/ 
Hall, Ralph M. D TX 4 42 RHOB 2221 202-225-6673 http://www.house.gov/ralphhall/ 
Hall, Tony P D OH 3 30 LHOB 1436 202-225-6465 http://www.house.gov/tonyhall/ 

Hansen, James V R UT 43 CHOB 242 202-225-0453 http://www.house.gov/hansen/ 

• Harman, Jane +D CA 36 393 CHOB 229 202-225-8220 

• Hart, Melissa A. +R PA 4 408 LHOB 1508 202-225-2565 

Hastert, j. Dennis R IL 14 91 RHOB 2369 202-225-2976 http://www.house .gov/hastert/ 
Hastings, Alcee L. D FL 23 178 RHOB 2235 202-225-1313 http://www.house.gov/alceehastings/ 
Hastings, Doc R WA 4 243 LHOB 1323 202-225-5816 http://www.house .gov/hastings/ 
Hayes, Robin R NC 8 362 CHOB 130 202-225-3715 http://www.house.gov/hayes/ 
Hayworth, j. D. R AZ 6 244 RHOB 2434 202-225-2190 http://www.house.gov/hayworth/ 
Hefley, Joel R co 5 92 RHOB 2230 202-225-4422 

Herger, Wally R CA 2 93 RHOB 2268 202-225-3076 http://www.house.gov/herger/ 
Hill, Baron D IN 9 363 LHOB 1208 202-225-5315 http://www.house .gov/baronhill/ 
Hilleary, Van R TN 4 245 CHOB 114 202-225-6831 http://www.house.gov/hilleary/ 
Hilliard, Earl F. D AL 7 179 LHOB 1314 202-225-2665 http://www.house .gov/hilliard/ 
Hinchey, Maurice D. D NY 26 180 RHOB 2431 202-225-6335 http://www.house.gov/hinchey/ 
Hinojosa, Ruben E. D TX 15 306 LHOB 1535 202-225-2531 http://www.house.gov/hinojosa/ 
Hobson, David L. R OH 7 138 LHOB 1514 202-225-4324 http://www.house.gov/hobson/ 
Hoeffel, Joseph M. D PA 13 364 LHOB 1229 202-225-6111 http://www.house .gov/hoeffel/ 
Hoekstra, Peter R Ml 2 181 LHOB 1124 202-225-440 I http://www.house.gov/hoekstra/ 
Holden, Tim D PA 6 182 RHOB 2417 202-225-5546 http://www.house .gov/holden/ 
Holt, Rush D NJ 12 365 LHOB 1630 202-225-5801 http://www.house.gov/rholt/ 

• Honda, Mike +D CA 15 409 CHOB 503 202-225-2631 

Hooley, Darlene D OR 5 307 LHOB 1130 202-225-571 l http://www.house.gov/hooley/ 
Hom, Stephen R CA 38 183 RHOB 2331 202-225-6676 http://www.house.gov/horn/ 
Hostettler, John N. R IN 8 246 LHOB 1507 202-225-4636 http://www.house.gov/hosteuler/ 
Houghton, Arno R NY 31 94 LHOB 1111 202-225-3161 http://www.house.gov/houghton/ 
Hoyer, Steny H. D MD 5 52 LHOB 1705 202-225-413 l http://www.house .gov/hoyer/ 
Hulshof, Kenny R MO 9 308 CHOB 412 202-225-2956 http://www.house .gov/hulshof/ 
Hunter, Duncan R CA 52 44 RHOB 2265 202-225-5672 http://www.house.gov/hunter/ 
Hutchinson, Asa R AR 3 309 LHOB 1421 202-225-4301 hup://www.house.gov/hutchinson/ 
Hyde, Henry j. R IL 6 14 RHOB 2110 202-225-4561 http://www.house.gov/hyde/ 
lnslee , Jay D WA 1 351 CHOB 308 202-225-631 l http://www.house .gov/inslee/ 
Isakson, Johnny R GA 6 390 CHOB 132 202-225-4501 http://www.house.gov/isakson/ 

• Israel, Steve +D NY 2 410 CHOB 429 202-225-3335 

• Issa, Darrell R CA 48 411 LHOB 1725 202-225-3906 

lstook, Ernest j., Jr. R OK 5 184 RHOB 2404 202-225-2132 hup://www.house .gov/istook/ 

Jackson, Jesse L., Jr. D IL 2 276 CHOB 313 202-225-0773 

Jackson Lee, Sheila D TX 18 247 CHOB 403 202-225-3816 http://www.house.gov/jacksonlee/ 
Jefferson, William j. D LA 2 139 CHOB 240 202-225-6636 http://www.house.gov/jefferson/ 
Jenkins, William L. R TN 310 LHOB 1708 202-225-6356 hup://www.house.gov/jenkins/ 
John, Christopher C. D LA 7 311 LHOB 1504 202-225-2031 http://www.house.gov/john/ 
Johnson , Eddie Bernice D TX 30 185 LHOB 1511 202-225-8885 hup://www.house.gov/ebjohnson/ 
Johnson, Nancy L. R CT 6 62 RHOB 2113 202-225-44 76 http://www.house.gov/nancyjohnson/ 
Johnson, Sam R TX 3 148 LHOB 1030 202-225-4201 http://www.house.gov/samjohnson/ 

• Johnson, Timothy V R IL 15 412 LHOB 1541 202-225-2371 

Jones, Stephanie Tubbs D OH 11 366 LHOB 1516 202-225-7032 hup://www.house.gov/tubbsjones/ 
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R NC 3 248 CHOB 422 202-225-34 l 5 http://www.house.gov/jones/ 

D PA 11 82 RHOB 2353 202-225-65 l l http://www.house.gov/kanjorski/ 

D OH 9 63 RHOB 2366 202-225-4146 http://www.house.gov/kaptur/ 

R FL 8 413 CHOB 419 202-225-2176 http://www.house.gov/keller/ 

R NY 19 249 LHOB 1127 202-225-544 l http://www.house.gov/suekelly/ 

+R MN 2 414 LHOB 1415 202-225-233 l 

D RI 250 CHOB 407 202-225-491 l http://www.house.gov/patrickkennedy/ 

R IN 7 415 CHOB 226 202-225-5805 

D Ml 9 23 RHOB 2107 202-225-3611 http://www.house.gov/kildee/ 

D MI 15 312 LHOB 1601 202-225-2261 http://www.house.gov/kilpatrick/ 

D WI 3 313 LHOB 1713 202-225-5506 http://www.house.gov/kind/ 

R NY 3 186 CHOB 436 202-225-7896 http://www.house.gov/peteking/ 

R GA 187 LHOB 1034 202-225-5831 http://www.house.gov/kingston/ 

R IL 10 416 LHOB 1531 202-225-4835 

'Jerry D WI 4 73 RHOB 2301 202-225-4572 http://www.house.gov/kleczka/ 

R Ml 11 188 RHOB 2349 202-225-5802 http://www.house.gov/knollenberg/ 

R AZ 5 83 RHOB 2266 202-225-2542 http://www.house.gov/kolbe/ 

D OH 10 314 LHOB 1730 202-225-5871 http://www.house.gov/kucinich/ 

D NY 29 15 RHOB 2310 202-225-3231 http://www.house.gov/lafalce/ 

'Ray R IL 18 251 LHOB 1424 202-225-6201 http://www.house.gov/lahood/ 

D TX 9 315 CHOB 417 202-225-6565 http://www.house.gov/lampson/ 

· , James R. D RI 2 417 CHOB 109 202-225-2735 

D CA 12 45 RHOB 2217 202-225-3531 http://www.house.gov/lantos/ 

R OK 222 CHOB 106 202-225-221 l http://www.house.gov/largent/ 

+D WA 2 418 LHOB 1529 202-225-2605 

D CT 367 LHOB 1419 202-225-2265 http://www.house.gov/larson/ 

, Tom R [A 5 252 CHOB 324 202-225-5476 http://www.house.gov/latharn/ 

R OH 19 253 LHOB 2453 202-225-5731 http://www.house.gov/latourette 

R IA 24 RHOB 2186 202-225-6576 http://www.house.gov/leach/ 

D CA 9 348 CHOB 426 202-225-2661 http://www.house.gov/lee/ 

D Ml 12 64 RHOB 2300 202-225-4961 http://wwwhouse.gov/levin/ 

R CA 40 31 RHOB 2112 202-225-5861 http://www.house.gov/jerrylewis/ 

D GA 5 95 CHOB 343 202-225-3801 http://www.house.gov/johnlewis/welcome2.html 

R KY 2 221 RHOB 2418 202-225-3501 http://www.house.gov/ronlewis/ 

R GA 8 189 LHOB 1727 202-225-4272 http://linder.house.gov/ 

·,William 0. D IL 3 65 RHOB 2470 202-225-5701 http://www.house.gov/lipinski/ 

R NJ 2 254 CHOB 225 202-225-6572 http://www.house.gov/lobiondo/ 

, Zoe D CA 16 255 CHOB 227 202-225-3072 http://www.house.gov/lofgren/ 

D NY 18 113 RHOB 2329 202-225-6506 http://www.house.gov/lowey/ 

R OK 6 220 CHOB 438 202-225-5565 http://www.house.gov/lucas/ 

D KY 4 369 LHOB 1237 202-225-3465 http://www.house.gov/kenlucas/ 

D MN 6 256 CHOB 117 202-225-2271 http://www.house.gov/luther/ 

D NY 14 190 RHOB 2430 202-225-7944 http://www.house.gov/maloney/ 

ey,James H. D CT 5 316 LHOB 1427 202-2253822 http://www.house.gov/jimmaloney/ 

!lo, Donald A. R IL 16 191 CHOB 409 202-225-5676 http://www.house.gov/manzullo/ ~,., 
· ··Jiri:key, Edward J. D MA 7 19 RHOB 2108 202-225-2836 http://www.house.gov/markey/ 

•· .¥ascara, Frank R. D PA 20 257 CHOB 314 202-225-4665 http://www.house.gov/mascara/ ,;/. ·•:.·~ 

•~theson, Jim +D UT 2 419 CHOB 410 202-225-3011 
' Nfatsui, Robert T D CA 5 32 RHOB 2308 202-225-7163 http://www.house.gov/matsui/ 
· McCanhy, Carolyn D NY 4 317 LHOB 1224 202-225-5516 http://www.house.gov/carolynsccarthy/ 
McCanhy, Karen D MO 5 258 LHOB 1330 202-225-4535 http://www.house.gov/karenmccarthy/ 

•McCollum, Betty D MN 4 420 LHOB 1029 202-225-663 l 

• Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 
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McCrery, Jim R LA 4 105 RHOB 2104 202-225-2777 http://www.house.gov/mccrery/ 

McDermott, Jim D WA 7 114 LHOB 1035 202-225-3106 http://www.house.gov/mcdermott/ 

McGovern, James P D MA 3 318 CHOB 430 202-225-6101 http://www.house.gov/mcgovem/ 

McHugh, John M. R NY 24 192 RHOB 2441 202-225-4611 http://www.house.gov/mchugh/ 

Mcinnis, Scott R co 3 193 CHOB 320 202-225-4761 http://www.house.gov/mcinnis/ 

McIntyre, Mike D NC 7 319 CHOB 228 202-225-2731 http://www.house.gov/mcintyre/ 

McKeon, Howard P (Buck) R CA 25 194 RHOB 2242 202-225-1956 http://www.house.gov/mckeon/ 

McKinney, Cynthia A. D GA 4 195 CHOB 124 202-225-1605 http://www.house.gov/mckinney/ 

McNulty, Michael R. D NY 21 115 RHOB 2161 202-225-5076 http://www.house.gov/mcnulty/ 

Meehan, Martin T. D MA 5 196 RHOB 2447 202-225-3411 http://www.house.gov/meehan/ 

Meek, Carrie P D FL 17 197 RHOB 2433 202-225-4506 http://www.house.gov/meek/ 

Meeks, Gregory W D NY 6 345 LHOB 1710 202-225-3461 http://www.house.gov/meeks/ 

Menendez, Robert D NJ 13 198 RHOB 2238 202-225-7919 http://menendezlhouse.gov/ 

Mica, John L. R FL 7 199 RHOB 2445 202-225-2035 http://www.house.gov/mica/mica.htm 

Millender-McDonald, Juanita D CA 37 277 CHOB 125 202-225-7924 http://www.house.gov/millender-mcdonald/ 

Miller, Dan R FL 13 200 CHOB 102 202-225-5015 http://www.house.gov/danmiller/ 

Miller, Gary R CA 41 370 LHOB 1037 202-225-3201 http://www.house.gov/garymiller/ 

Miller, George D CA 7 16 RHOB 2205 202-225-2095 http://www.house.gov/georgemiller/ 

Mink, Patsy T. D HI 2 126 RHOB 2210 202-225-4906 http://www.house.gov/mink/ 

Moakley, John Joseph D MA 9 9 CHOB 235 202-225-82 73 http://www.house.gov/moakley/ 

Mollohan, Alan B. D WV 66 RHOB 2346 202-225-4172 http://www.house.gov/mol1ohan/ 

Moore, Dennis D KS 3 371 CHOB 431 202-225-2865 http://www.house.gov/moore/ 

Moran, James P D VA 8 140 RHOB 2239 202-225-4376 http://www.house.gov/moran/ 

Moran, Jerry R KS 1 320 LHOB 1519 202-225-2 715 http://www.house.gov/moranksO I/ 

Morella, Constance A. R MD 8 96 RHOB 2228 202-225-5431 http://www.house.gov/morella/ 

Murtha, John P D PA 12 13 RHOB 2423 202-225-2065 http://www.house.gov/murtha/ 

Myrick, Sue R NC 9 259 CHOB 230 202-225-1976 http://www.house.gov/myrick/ 

Nadler, Jerrold D NY 8 152 RHOB 2334 202-225-5635 http://www.house.gov/nadler/ 

Napolitano, Grace f D CA 34 372 LHOB 1609 202-225-5256 http://www.house.gov/napolitano/ 

Neal, Richard E. D MA 2 116 RHOB 2133 202-225-5601 http://www.house.gov/neal/ 

Nethercutt, George R. R WA 5 260 CHOB 223 202-225-2006 http://www.house.gov/nethercutt/ 

Ney, Robert W R OH 18 261 LHOB 1024 202-225-6265 http://www.house.gov/ney/ 

Northup, Anne Meagher R KY 3 321 LHOB 1004 202-225-5401 http://www.house.gov/northup/ 

Norton, Eleanor Holmes D DC AL RHOB 2136 202-225-8050 http://www.house.gov/norton/ 

Norwood, Charlie R GA 10 262 LHOB 1707 202-225-4101 http://www.house.gov/norwood/ 

Nussle, Jim R 1A 2 141 CHOB 303 202-225-2911 http://www.house.gov/nussle/ 

Oberstar, James L. D MN 8 17 RHOB 2365 202-225-621 l http://www.house.gov/oberstar/ 

Obey, David R. D WI 7 3 RHOB 2314 202-225-3365 http://www.house.gov/obey/ 

Olver, John W R MA 149 LHOB 1027 202-225-5335 http://www.house.gov/olver/ 

Ortiz, Solomon P D TX 27 67 RHOB 2304 202-225-7742 http://www.house.gov/ortiz/ 

•Osborne, Tom R NE 3 421 CHOB 507 202-225-6435 

Ose, Doug R CA 3 373 CHOB 215 202-225-5716 http://www.house.gov/ose/ 

• Otter, C. L. (Butch) R ID 422 LHOB 1711 202-225-6611 

Owens, Major R. D NY 11 68 RHOB 2309 202-225-6231 http://www.house.gov/owens/ 

Oxley, Michael G. R OH 4 53 RHOB 2233 202-225-2676 http://www.house.gov/oxley/ 

Pallone, Frank, Jr. D NJ 6 108 CHOB 420 202-225-4671 http://www.house.gov/pa11one/ 

Pascrell, William j., Jr. D NJ 8 322 LHOB 1722 202-225-5751 http://www.house.gov/pascrell/ 

Pastor, Ed D AZ 2 150 RHOB 2465 202-225-4065 http://www.house.gov/pastor/ 

Paul, Ron R TX 14 283 CHOB 203 202-225-2831 http://www.house.gov/paul/ 

Payne, Donald M. D NJ 10 117 RHOB 2209 202-225-3436 http://www.house.gov/payne/ 

Pelosi, Nancy D CA 8 102 RHOB 2457 202-225-4965 http://www.house.gov/pelosV 

• Pence, Mike R IN 2 423 LHOB 1605 202-225-3021 
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Peterson, Collin C. D MN , 7 142 RHOB 2159 202-225-2165 http://wwwhouse,gov/collinpeterson/ 

Peterson, John E, R PA 5 323 CHOB 307 202-225-512 l http://wwwhouse,gov/johnpeterson/ 

Petri, Thomas E, R W1 6 37 RHOB 2462 202-225-2476 http://www,house,gov/petri/ 

Phelps, David 0, D IL 19 374 LHOB 1523 202-225-520 l http://www.house,gov/phelps/ 

Pickering, Charles W 
(Chip), Jr, R MS 3 324 CHOB 427 202-225-503 l http://www,house,gov/pickering/ 

Pitts, Joseph R R PA 16 325 CHOB 204 202-225-2411 http://www,house,gov/pitts/ 

• Platts, Todd R R PA 19 424 LHOB 1032 202-225-5836 

Pombo, Richard W R CA 11 201 RHOB 2411 202-225-194 7 http://www,house.gov/pombo/pombo,htm 

Pomeroy, Earl D ND AL 202 LHOB 1110 202-225-2611 http://www,house,gov/pomeroy/ 

Portman, Rob R OH 2 217 CHOB 238 202-225-3164 http://www.house,gov/portman/ 

Price, David E, D NC 4 284 RHOB 2162 202-225-1784 http://www,house,gov/price/ 

Pryce, Deborah R OH 15 203 CHOB 221 202-225-2015 http://www,house,gov/pryce/ 

• Putnam, Adam R FL 12 425 CHOB 506 202-225-1252 

Quinn, Jack R NY 30 204 RHOB 2448 202-225-3306 http://www.house,gov/quinn/ 

Radanovich, George P R CA 19 263 CHOB 123 202-225-4540 http://www,house,gov/radanovich/ 

Rahall, Nick J,, II D WV 3 25 RHOB 2307 202-225-3452 http://www,house,gov/rahalV 

Ramstad, Jim R MN 3 143 CHOB 103 202-225-2871 http://www,house,gov/ramstad/ 

Rangel, Charles B. D NY 15 5 RHOB 2354 202-225-4365 http://www,house,gov/rangeV 

Regula, Ralph R OH 16 10 RHOB 2306 202-225-3876 http://www,house.gov/regula/ 

• Rehberg, Dennis R MT AL 426 CHOB 516 202-225-3211 

Reyes, Silvestre D TX 16 326 LHOB 1527 202-225-4831 http://www,house,gov/reyes/ 

Reynolds, Thomas M, R NY 27 375 CHOB 413 202-225-5265 http://www.house,gov/reynolds/ 

Riley, Bob R AL 3 327 CHOB 322 202-225-3261 http://www,house.gov/riley/ 

Rivers, Lynn N, D Ml 13 264 LHOB 1724 202-225-6261 http://www,house,gov/rivers/ 

Rodriguez, Ciro D, D TX 28 343 CHOB 323 202-225-1640 http://www.house,gov/rodriguez/ 

Roemer, Tim D IN 3 144 RHOB 2352 202-225-3915 http://www,house,gov/roerner/ 

Rogers, Harold R KY 5 46 RHOB 2406 202-225-4601 http://www,house,gov/rogers/ 

• Rogers, Mike +R Ml 8 427 CHOB 509 202-225-4872 

Rohrabacher, Dana R CA 45 118 RHOB 2338 202-225-2415 http://www,house,gov/rohrabacher/ 

Ros-Lehtinen, Ileana R FL 18 122 RHOB 2160 202-225-3931 http://www,house,gov/ros[]lehtinen 

•Ross, Mike +D AR 514 428 CHOB 514 202-225-3772 

Rothman, Steven R D NJ 9 328 LHOB 1607 202-225-5061 http://wwwhouse,gov/rothman/ 

Roukema, Marge R NJ 5 47 RHOB 2469 202-225-4465 http://wwwhouse.gov/roukema/ 

B,oybal-Allard, Lucille D CA 33 205 RHOB 2435 202-225-1766 http://www,house.gov/roybal[]allard 

Royce, Edward R R "CA 39 206 RHOB 2202 202-225-4111 http://www,house.gov/royce/ 

Rush, Bobby L D IL 207 RHOB 2416 202-225-4 372 http://www.house,gov/rush/ 
Ryan, Paul D, R W1 376 LHOB 1217 202-225-3031 http://www,house,gov/ryan/ 

Ryun,Jim R KS 2 281 CHOB 330 202-225-660 l http://www,house,gov/ryun/ 

Sabo, Manin Olav D MN 5 33 RHOB 2336 202-225-4 755 http://www,house,gov/sabo/ 
Sanchez, Loretta D CA 46 330 LHOB 1230 202-225-2965 http://www,house,gov/sanchez/ 

Sanders, Bernard VT AL 145 RHOB 2135 202-225-4115 http://www.house,gov/bemie/ 
Sandlin, Max D TX 329 CHOB 324 202-225-3035 http://www,house,gov/sandlin/ 
Sawyer, Thomas C. D OH 14 97 LHOB 1414 202-225-5231 http://www,house,gov/sawyer/ 
Saxton, Jim R NJ 3 74 CHOB 339 202-225-4765 http://www,house,gov/saxton/ 
Scarborough, Joe R FL 265 CHOB 127 202-225-4136 http://www,house.gov/scarborough/ 
Schaffer, Bob R co 4 331 CHOB 212 202-225-4676 http://wwwhouse,gov/schaffer/ 
Schakowsky, Janice D, D IL 9 377 CHOB 515 202-225-2111 http://www,house,gov/schakowsky/ 

•Schiff, Adam +D CA 27 429 CHOB 437 202-225-4176 

•Schrock, Edward L +R VA 2 430 CHOB 128 202-225-4215 
Scott, Robert C. D VA 3 208 RHOB 2464 202-225-8351 http://www.house,gov/scott/ 
Sensenbrenner, F James, Jr, R W1 9 34 RHOB 2332 202-225-5101 http://www.house.gov/sensenbrenner/ 

ell Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 

http://csd,cq,com 
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Name Party State District Rank Building Room Phone Web Site 

Serrano, Jose E. D NY 16 125 RHOB 2342 202-225-4361 http://www.house.gov/serrano/ 

Sessions, Pete R TX 5 332 LHOB 1318 202-225-2231 http://wwwhouse.gov/sessions/ 

Shadegg, John R AZ 4 266 CHOB 432 202-225-3361 http://www.house.gov/shadeggl 

Shaw, E. Clay R FL 22 48 RHOB 2408 202-225-3026 http://www.house.gov/shaw/ 

Shays, Christopher R CT 4 103 LHOB 1126 202-225-5541 http://www.house.gov/shays/ 

Sherman, Brad D CA 24 334 LHOB 1524 202-225-5911 http://www.house.gov/sherrnan/ 

Sherwood, Don R PA 10 378 LHOB 1223 202-225-3731 http://www.house.gov/sherwood/ 

Shimkus , John M. R lL 20 333 CHOB 513 202-225-5271 http://www.house.gov/shimkus/ 

Shows, Ronnie D MS 4 379 LHOB 1408 202-225-5865 http://www.house.gov/shows/ 

• Simmons, Rob +R CT 2 431 CHOB 511 202-225-2076 

Simpson, Mike R ID 2 380 LHOB 1440 202-225-5531 http://www.hotise.gov/simpson/ 

Sisisky, Norman D VA 4 69 RHOB 237 1 202-225-6365 http://www.house.gov/sisisky/ 

Skeen, Joe R NM 2 49 RHOB 2302 202-225-2365 http://www.house.gov/skeen/ 

Skelton , Ike D MO 4 26 RHOB 2206 202-225-2876 http://www.house .gov/skelton/ 

Slaughter, Louise M. D NY 28 98 RHOB 2347 202-225-3615 http://www.house.gov/slaughter/ 

Smith, Adam D WA 9 335 CHOB 116 202-225-8901 http://www.house.gov/adamsmith/ 

Smith, Christopher H. R NJ 4 50 RHOB 2373 202-225-3765 http://www.house .gov/chrissmith/ 

Smith, Lamar R TX 21 99 RHOB 2231 202-225-4236 http://www.house.gov/lamarsmi th/ 

Smith, Nick R Ml 7 209 RHOB 2305 202 -225-6276 http://www.house.gov/nicksmith/ 

Snyder, Vic D AR 2 336 LHOB 1319 202-225-2506 htt!J://www.house.gov/snyder/ 

• Solis, Hilda L. +D CA 31 432 LHOB 1641 202-225-5464 

Souder, Mark R IN 4 267 LHOB 1227 202-225-4436 http://www.house .gov/souder/ 

Spence, Floyd D. R SC 2 6 RHOB 2405 202-225-2452 http://www.house.gov/spence/ 

Spratt, John M., Jr. D SC 5 70 LHOB 1536 202-225-5501 http://www.house.gov/spratt/ 

Stark, Pete D CA 13 11 CHOB 239 202-225-5065 http://www. house .gov/stark/ 

Stearns, Clifford B. R FL 6 119 RHOB 2227 202-225-5744 http://www.house.gov/stearns/ 

Stenholm, Charles W D TX 17 35 LHOB 1211 202-225-6605 http://www.house.gov/stenholm/ 

Strickland, Ted D OH 6 285 CHOB 336 202-225-5705 http://www.house .gov/sttickland/ 

Stump, Bob R AZ 3 27 CHOB 211 202-225-4576 http://www.house.gov/stump/ 

Stupak, Ban D MI 210 RHOB 2348 202-225-4 735 http://www.house.gov/stupak/ 

Sununu, John E. R NH 337 CHOB 316 202-225-5456 http://www.house.gov/sununu/ 

Sweeney, John E. R NY 22 381 CHOB 416 202-225-5614 http://www.house .gov/sweeney/ 

Tancredo, Tom R co 6 382 CHOB 418 202-225-7882 http://www.house.gov/tancredo/ 

Tanner, John S. D TN 8 120 LHOB 1226 202-225-4714 http://www.house .gov/tanner/index.htm 

Tauscher, Ellen 0 . D CA 10 338 LHOB 1122 202-225-1880 http://www.house.gov/tauscher/ 

Tauzin, W J. (Billy) R LA 3 38 RHOB 2183 202-225-4031 http://www.house.gov/tauzin/ 

Taylor, Charles H. R NC 11 146 CHOB 231 202-225-6401 http://www.house.gov/charlestaylor/ 

Taylor, Gene D MS 5 124 RHOB 2311 202-225-5772 http://www.house.gov/genetaylor/ 

Terry, Lee R NE 2 368 LHOB 1513 202-225-4155 http://www.house.gov/terry/ 

Thomas, William M. R CA 21 36 RHOB 2208 202-225-2915 http://www.house .gov/billthomas/ 

Thompson, Bennie G. D MS 2 216 RHOB 2432 202-225-5876 http://www.house.gov/thompson/ 

Thompson, Mike D CA I 383 CHOB 119 202-225-3311 http://www.house.gov/mthompson/ 

Thornberry, Mac R TX 13 268 CHOB 131 202-225-3706 http://www.house.gov/thornberry/ 

Thune, John R. R SD AL 339 LHOB 1005 202-225-2801 http://www.house .gov/thune/ 

Thurman, Karen L. D FL 5 211 CHOB 201 202-225-1002 http://www.house.gov/thurman/ 

Tiahn, Todd R KS 4 269 CHOB 401 202-225-6216 http://www.house.gov/tiahrt/ 

•Tiberi, Pat R OH 12 433 CHOB 508 202-225-5355 

Tierney, John F. D MA 6 340 CHOB 120 202-225-8020 http://www.house.gov/tiemey/ 

Toomey, Patrick J. R PA 15 384 CHOB 224 202-225-6411 http://www.house .gov/toomey/ 

Towns, Edolphus D NY 10 71 RHOB 2232 202-225-5936 http://www.house.gov/tovms/welcome. htm 

Traficant, James A , Jr. D OH 17 84 RHOB 2446 202-225-5261 http://www.house.gov/traficant/ 

Turner, Jim D TX 2 341 CHOB 208 202-225-240 I http://www.house.gov/tumer/ 

o Freshman + Seat that switched parties in 2000 
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Name 

Udall, Mark 

Udall , Tom 

Underwood, Robert A. 

Upton, Fred 

Velazquez, Nydia M. 

Visclosky, Peter J . 

Vitter, David 

Walden, Greg 

Walsh, James T. 

Wamp, Zach 

Waters, Maxine 

Watkins, Wes W 

Watt , Melvin L. 

Watts, j. C. , Jr. 

Waxman, Henry A. 

Weiner, Anthony D. 

Weldon, Curt 

Weldon, Dave 

Weller, Gerald C. 

Wexler, Robert 

Whitfield, Edward 

Wicker, Roger F. 

Wilson, Heather A. 

Wolf, Frank R. 

Woolsey, Lynn 

Wu, David 

Wynn, Albert R. 

Young, C. W (Bill) 

Young, Don 

• Freshman 

Party State District Rank 

D co 2 385 

D NM 3 386 

D GU AL 

R MI 6 100 

D NY 12 212 

D IN 1 85 

R LA l 391 

R OR 2 387 

R NY 25 121 

R TN 3 270 

D CA 35 147 

R OK 3 282 

D NC 12 213 

R OK 4 275 

D CA 29 18 

D NY 9 388 

R PA 7 101 

R FL 15 271 

R IL 11 272 

D FL 19 342 

R KY 273 

R MS 274 

R NM 350 

R VA 10 51 

D CA 6 214 

D OR 389 

D MD 4 215 

R FL 10 7 

R AK AL 12 

+ Seat that switched parties in 2000 
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Building Room Phone Web Site 

CHOB 115 202-225-216 l http://www.house.gov/markudall/ 

CHOB 502 202-225-6190 http://www.house .gov/tomudalV 

RHOB 2428 202-225-1188 http ://www.house.gov/underwood/ 

RHOB 2333 202-225-3761 http://www.house.gov/upton/ 

RHOB 2241 202-225-2361 http://www.house .gov/velazquez/ 

RHOB 2313 202-225-2461 http://www.house .gov/visclosky/ 

CHOB 414 202-225-3015 http://www.house.gov/vitter/ 

LHOB 1404 202-225-6730 http://www.house.gov/walden/ 

RHOB 2351 202-225-3701 http://www.house.gov/walsh/ 

CHOB 423 202-225-32 71 h ttp://www.house.gov/wamp/ 

RHOB 2344 202-225-2201 http://www.house.gov/waters/ 

LHOB 1401 202-225-4565 http://www.house.gov/watkins/ 

RHOS 2236 202-225-1510 http://www.house .gov/watt/ 

LHOB 1433 202-225-6165 http://www.house .gov/watts/ 

RHOB 2204 202-225-3976 http://www.house.gov/waxman/ 

CHOB 222 202-225-6616 http://www.house.gov/weiner/ 

RHOB 2466 202-225-201 l http://www.house.gov/curtweldon/ 

CHOB 332 202-225-3671 http://www.house .gov/weldon/ 

LHOB 1210 202-225-3635 http://www.house.gov/weller/ 

CHOB 213 202-225-3001 http://www.house.gov/wexler/ 

CHOB 236 202-225-3115 http://www.house .gov/whitfield/ 

CHOB 206 202-225-4306 http://www.house .gov/wicker/ 

CHOB 318 202-225-6316 http://www.house .gov/wilson/ 

CHOB 241 202-225-5136 http://www.house .gov/wolf/ 

RHOB 2263 202-225-5161 http://www.house .gov/woolsey/ 

LHOB 1023 202-225-0855 http://www.house.gov/wu/ 

CHOB 434 202-225-8699 http://www.house .gov/wynn/ 

RHOB 2407 202-225-5961 http://www.house .gov/young/ 

RHOB 2111 202-225-5765 http://www.house.gov/donyoung/ 

hup://csd.cq.com 



American Library Association 
Washington Office April 2001 

UCITA FLASH REPORT 

UCITA .. .. down but not out for the count! 

As legislative sessions wind down in most 
states, we can report that UCIT A has not passed 
anywhere and has met stiff opposition in the 
bellwether states where the proponents had 
hoped to tout major victories. Opponents have 
been on the scene in 21 states laying 
groundwork where no activity is expected or 
mobilizing quickly with business and industry 
partners in the AFFECT (Americans for Fair 
Electronic Computer Transactions) coalition. 

A UCIT A scorecard for 2001 ... so far 
See <ala.org/alawash/ucita/news.html> for 
updates. 

Arizona 
District of Columbia 
Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Illinois 
Iowa 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Michigan 

New Hampshire 

Rhode Island 

Texas 

Washington 

Carol Ashworth 

Bill tabled after hearing 
Introduced 3/27 
Early hearing but no 
formal introduction 
On leg agenda but did 
not advance 

No support for re
introduction 
Bill killed immediately 
Bomb-shelter extended 
until 2002 
Under study by LA Law 
Institute 
Bill killed on floors of 
House and Senate 

NCCUSL Commissioner 
decided not to introduce 
Hearing 4/3; expected 
to be referred for study 
NCCUSL sponsor did 
not proceed with intro 
Hearings expected in 
May 
Hearings likely 

ALA UCITA Grassroots Coordinator 
Cashworth@alawash.org 

National Association of Attorneys 
General to reconsider UCITA 

At its June meeting, NAAG is expected to 
consider 6 consumer amendments to UCIT A 
that have been negotiated by Attorneys General 
Carla Stovall (KS) and Drew Edmondson (OK). 
Twenty-six AGs signed an opposition letter to 
the National Conference of Commissioners of 
Uniform State Laws (NCCUSL), the drafting 
body of UCIT A, in 1999. Support for these 
amendments could signal a significant shift in 
attorney generals' criticism of UCIT A in the 
future. However, strong opposition to the 
amendments is expected from Eliot Spitzer 
(NY), Bill Lockyer (CA) and Tom Miller (IA). A 
letter from the AFFECT to AGs Edmondson and 
Stovall is posted at <affect.ucita.com> 

Proponents claim libraries settled their 
problems in Virginia 

Many legislators have been told that the library 
concerns were resolved this winter with the 
library amendment negotiated in Virginia. This 
is untrue! The amendment that was supported 
only by the Virginia Library Association and no 
other state associations is not a model for other 
states. VA librarians sought amendments to a 
bill that had already passed and had little 
bargaining power. They agreed to a limited 
amendment that deals only with tangible goods. 
See <ala.org/washoff/ucita>for a copy of Ruth 
Kiter's letter to AG Edmondson explaining the 
VA amendment situation. 

UCITA workshops planned at Annual! 
Sunday June 17 1 :00 -2:30 p.m. 
Introduction to UCIT A 
Learn the basics about UCIT A and how it will 
impact your library. 

Sunday June 17 3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 
Advanced Advocacy Workshop 
UCIT A veterans will discuss coalition 
advocacy and prepare you to face the 
proponents' arguments. 
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ALA AMERICAN LIBRARY ASSOCIATION 
Washington Office 

BASIC FACTS ABOUT UCITA 

What is UCIT A? 
The Uniform Computer Information Transactions Act (UCITA) is a proposed state 

contract law designed to standardize the law regarding the licensing of software and all other 
forms of digital information. UCITA is a complex law that will adversely affect libraries, individual 
consumers, business, industry, schools and universities --anyone using software or any kind of 
digital information. 

UCITA may be introduced in as many as 20 states in 2001. Virginia and Maryland 
passed it in large part because it was touted as an essential component to strengthe'ning a 
state's position in the new economy. The a-economy will function well only if all businesses and 
organizations are able to operate under reasonable and fair laws. UCITA does not promote a 
level playing field. 

What are the libraries' key concerns about UCITA? 
• Consumers of software products will no longer own the products upon purchase; rather 

consumers will be licensees whose use of the product is determined by license provisions. 
• Mass-market licenses, like those accompanying plastic shrink-wrapped software packages 

as well as other electronic products obtained with "click-on" buttons over the internet, will 
include restrictions that cannot be previewed. 

• Currently, these mass-market licenses may prohibit public criticism of the product, allow 
vendors to determine jurisdiction for litigation, prohibit resale or donation of products, and 
permit vendors to assume rights to creative endeavors of users and to change contract 
terms anytime. 

• Libraries which negotiate licenses with software vendors (often sole source for library 
purchasing) will incur higher administrative costs for increased need for contract review. 

• The kinds of library services now permissible under law --like inter-library loan, distance 
learning programs, archiving and preservation -- will be threatened. 

• Vendors can sell software with known defects, not disclose them and avoid liabilities for 
subsequent damages to the licensee. Vendors may disclaim warranties normally expected 
with other products. 

• Vendors will be permitted to insert "back doors" to programs in order to monitor licensee use 
and to disable the product in the case of disputes with licensees. No judicial process will be 
required. Vendors could remotely disable software and not be liable for damages to the 
user. 

• Product return or litigation will be the only recourse for licensees dissatisfied with licensing 
terms or the performance of the product. 

Who are the opponents of UCIT A? 
Twenty-six state attorneys general, libraries, consumer advocates, software developers, large 
software customers, insurance companies, industrial firms, many high tech firms, the Institute of 
Electrical and Electronic Engineers, the National Writers' Union, magazine and newspaper 
publishers, entertainment industry and many law professors. 

For more information go to <ala.org/washoff/ucita> or <ucita.com> and contact: 



Dear National Library Legislative Day Participant, 

Over the years, National Library Legislative Day has become one of the most popular events among ALA members 
throughout the country.This year, five-hundred-fifty library supporters have come to Washington tel fight for .library issues! 
Your efforts have made an' enormous difference to the library community, and your continued partitipation in this event is 
crucial to the futµre of library programs ar:id funding. "' 

-:r":.t "'-· ,,,~-~·l"~A~ ~~,~ ~~.•'ll, 1,,"'!i, 'lf:} .. tli-~ 

A downside of our Library Legislative Day's ?uccess is that we are quickly outgrowing our meeting ~pace at the Holiday Inn. We 
have booked the Holiday Inn for next year's event, and anticipate again having a cramped space for Briefing Day. Although we 
would like to be able to provide more meeting space irt 2003 at the Capitol Hill Hyatt, we've learhed tnat the Hyatt's larger 
meeting rooms will cost us twice as much as we currently pay for the Holiday Inn. The Hyatt i's available in 2003 only on May 
J 2th and 13th, the Monday and Tuesday following Mother's Day. 

Due to increasing costs, nexf year, the participant fee will rise from $10 to $15. If we are to expand our meeting area for 2003, 
we will have to increase the participant fee eyen more. In addition to an increased participant fee, we will need even more 
financial suppert from state libra.ry associations. 

We want National Library Legislative Day to continue to attract library supporters from around the country, and want to 
ensure that the cost of Legislative Day remains affordable for our meml:5er~. But we also recognize the need to expand as a 
result of the event's enormous success. Please let us know what you think by answering the questions at the bottom of thi{ 
page and returning the form to the starred box at tbe staff table, or to a Washington Office staff member (they are wearing @ 

Your Library pins). 

Best of luck with yOur legislative visits and tl)ank you again for all your hard worl<l 

Sincerely, 

~~~~)-
Emily Sheketoff 
Executive Director, Washington Office 

1. Please check one box:. In 2003, would you prefer to: 

ij;: iL $10 (current participant fee) 
tJL $ lS (20Q2 participant fee) . 

$40 
k:---~' 

_' _ Other amount ($__J 
,,: 

3. Does your state library association contribute to National Library Legislative Day? 

;. •· No ~ I don't know l -. -



The current Library Services and Technology 
Act (LSTA) authorization ends in 2002. A pro
posal developed by a broad coalition of 
library groups would increase the funding 
level, adjusting the base amount formula 
(which hasn't changed since 1970) to help 
small states and to hold harmless large states. 
In order to do this, additional overall funds 
will be required. 
The library community is asking for an 
authorizing level of $500 million.The propos
al also includes provision for analysis of LSTA 
programs. We need Congressional support, 
sponsors for the legislation and passage by 
2002. Ask specifically for your Representative 
and Senators to cosponsor LSTA legislation. 

Fund the Library Services and Technology 
Act (LSTA) in the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services (IMLS) at $350 million, an 
increase over the $207 million from FY2001. 
An increase in program dollars will make sig
nificant differences in the lives of library users 
across the country. The Administration's pro
posal would fund library programs at $168 
million. See the appropriations fact sheet for 
a full list of literacy and library related pro
grams. 

Co-sponsors needed: Senators Orrin Hatch 
and Patrick Leahy have introduced S. 487, a 
bill to update the distance education provi
sions of the Copyright Act to account for 
advancements in digital transmission tech
nologies that support distance learning. The 
bill is called the Technology Education and 
Copyright Harmonization Act, short title, 

TEACH Act. ALA supports this bill. We ask 
Senators to co-sponsor this bill with Sens. 
Hatch and Leahy. 

Protect Fair Use: Rep. Rick Boucher (R-VA) 

intends to introduce legislation to guarantee 
fair use in six areas including distance educa-

tion, the "first sale" doctrine, incidental copy
ing and software backup. We ask 
Representatives to cosponsor Boucher's bill 
when it is introduced. 

Database: Rep. Billy Tauzin (R-LA), House 

Energy and Commerce Chairman, and Rep. 
Jim Sensenbrenner (R-WI), House Judiciary 
Committee Chairman, have announced that 
their two committees will work together to 
produce a database protection bill and have 
invited all of the stakeholders to participate 
in open negotiations on how to approach 
such legislation. Any database bill must allow 
"fair use" of databases comparable to that 
under copyright law and permit down
stream, transformative use of facts and gov
ernment-produced data contained in a 
database. 

Ask members of the House to work with ALA 
to co-sponsor Rep. Major Owens' H.R. 1570 
bill.The bill is favorable to school libraries and 
is similar to the Reed amendment (S.327 - see 
below). This is a critical time since the House 
may report out H.R. 1, its version of ESEA reau
thorization, as early as late April or early May. 

Ask Senators to co-sponsor the Reed amend
ment. The Senate Health, Education, Labor 
and Pensions Committee voted out its ver
sion of ESEA reauthorization without S. 327, 
the school library legislation introduced by 
Senators Jack Reed ofRhode Island and Thad 
Cochran of Mississippi. When the main legis
lation reaches the Senate floor perhaps as 
soon as the end of April, Senator Reed plans 
to offer his bill again as an amendment. 

Use every opportunity to say Thank You for 
the E-rate and to respond to questions about 
government information issues such as the 
pending Lieberman e-government legisla
tion. Stay tuned for breaking news about 
the E-Rate! 



ALA Office of Government Relations 

Late Breaking News 
on the E-Rate 

E-rate Questions 
On Effect of Pending Telecommunications 

Legislation 

H 
.R. 1542 was passed by the House Commerce 
Subcommittee on Telecommunications on Thurs., April 
26th. It is unclear how 2 of the 4 amendments passed on 

Thursday affect the E-rate. The full House Energy and 
Commerce Committee could vote on H.R. 1542 as early as 
Wednesday, May 2d. Because we have not been able to obtain 
and analyze the official language of the amendments spon
sored by Rep. Christopher Cox (R-CA), we need your help. 

Thank legislators for the E-rate and ask them to maintain secure 
support for the program. Ask them about H.R. 1542 and if it may 
cause problems for the E-rate discounts. This is especially 
important for library supporters visiting members of the House 
Energy and Commerce Committee (see attached list.) 

Background on H.R. 1542 

H.R. 1542, the "Internet Freedom and Broadband Deployment 
Act of 2001 ", would keep the Internet deregulated and gives 
Bell operating companies the right to provide high-speed 
Internet and data services. Supporters acknowledge this lets 
the Bells into Internet telephony in the next few years. 

Opponents argue that the legislation would limit competition 
in the telecommunications market and is unfair because the 
Bells would not have to allow access to their networks for other 
providers, (ex.: long distance cos.) 

Reports indicate that the two Cox amendments are meant to 
exclude Bell companies from receiving certain types of subsi
dies for highspeed Internet access (universal service funds) and 
assure that no "fees, taxes, charges, or tariffs" are collected on 
services covered by the bill. 

continued 011 back 

House Energy & Commerce 
Committee Members 

W.J. "Billy'' Tauzin, Louisiana, Chair 

John D. Dingell, Michigan, Ranking 

Member 

Michael Bilirakis, Florida 

Joe Barton,Texas 

Fred Upton, Michigan 

Cliff Stearns, Florida 

Paul E. Gillmor, Ohio 

James C. Greenwood, Pennsylvania 

Christopher Cox, California 

Nathan Deal, Georgia 

Steve Largent, Oklahoma 

Richard Burr, North Carolina 

Ed Whitfield, Kentucky 

Greg Ganske, Iowa 

Charlie Norwood, Georgia 

Barbara Cubin, Wyoming 

John Shimkus, Illinois 

Heather Wilson, New Mexico 

Charles "Chip" Pickering, Mississippi 

Roy Blunt, Missouri 

Thomas Davis, Virginia 

Ed Bryant, Tennessee 

Robert Ehrlich,Maryland 

Steve Buyer, Indiana 

George Radanovich, California 

Charles F. Bass, New Hampshire 

Joseph Pitts, Pennsylvania 

Mary Bono, California 

Greg Walden,Oregon 

Lee Terry, Nebraska 
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The E-rate Program is: 

Local - based on local needs, resources, and requests. 
Accountable - through review of plans and other controls. 
Targeted - with the vast majority of funds focused on commu
nities with the highest poverty levels. 

• The E-rate is a federal initiative that expands and updates 
this country's long-standing national policy goal of 
Universal Service.These funds are part of the Universal 
Service contributions made by designated telecommuni
cations companies. 

• President's Bush's budget proposal submitted to Congress 
on April 9th directed the FCC to "restructure" the E-rate. 
The proposal is vague, but it could open the E-rate up for 
new legal challenges and jeopardize its secure funding 
base. The E-rate program is working and leveraging as 
much as $2.7 billion in telecommunications services and 
related Internet and wiring services. It should be protect
ed and maintained, not changed and put at risk. 

• Discounts range from 20 to 90 percent based on the 
poverty level in the local community. Libraries and schools 
are required to pay the non-discounted portion of their 
bills. The FCC has established an annual cap of $2.25 bil
lion, contingent upon demand. Participation in the pro
gram continues to increase now that the program is in 
year four. 

• The E-Rate is in the Universal Service program in part 
because tradeoffs were made by telecommunications 
industries for major deregulation wanted at the time of the 
passage of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 



Late Breaking News! 
New E-Government Bill to Include Provisions on 

Electronic Government Information and Permanent 
Public Access 

I 
mportant e-government draft legislation is scheduled to be 
announced on May 1st by Sen. Joseph Lieberman (D-CT). 
Lieberman will hold a press conference at 2:30 pm on 

Tuesday morning in the Dirksen Senate Office Building, Room 
342. Library Legislative Day participants are encouraged to 
attend the press conference, schedules permitting. 

The most important aspect of the proposal is that the bill's 
objectives are on target: harnessing technology and the 
Internet to manage and make accessible government infor
mation for the public's benefit. The bill recognizes that it is not 
efficient for Congress to make decisions on exactly what stan
dards should be set or information catalogued, etc. Rather 
Congress is best involved by establishing objectives,designat
ing specific individuals or entities to work together to develop 
the way to reach them, setting up a process in which they will 
work,and providing funds to reach the objectives of the legis
lation. 

Details of the e-government legislation are expected to 
include creation of a Federal government chief information 
officer (CIO) and a broad range of other provisions that address 
different aspects of e-government including a recognition of 
the importance of access to government information. The bill 
is also predicted to address increased interagency cooperation 
in providing e-government on line services. 

One expected provision would establish an advisory board to 
review existing government standards and practices with 
regard to inventorying, cataloging, and preserving electronic 
government information. The bill may also address accessibili
ty, usability, and preservation of government information as 
well as further commitments to an online national digital 
library and evaluation of community technology centers. 

Rep. Owens Introduces School Library Resource Bill 

On April 23, Rep. Major Owens introduced H.R. 1570, a school 
library resources bill in the House. It is our hope that the bill can 
be amended into H.R. 1 ESEA Reauthorization currently pend
ing in the House Education and the Workforce Committee. 



National Lib1ary Legislative Day 200~ 

Checklist of Legislation Important to 
Libraries 

©> _ H.R. 323 21st Century Community Learning Centers-- Rep. Xavier Becerra (D

CA) - Amends to include public libraries as lead agencies. Bill needs more spon
sors. 

©> _ H.R. 1570 School Library Resources-Rep. Major Owens (D-NY) Improving 

school library resources. Bill needs sponsors in House 

©> H.R. 1525 Public Libraries Enhancement Act of 2001, Rep. Mike Thompson 

(D-CA) Amends LSTA to add funds for Library Construction, modernization, 
extended hours and materials. 16 current sponsors. Bill needs sponsors in 
House. 

©> _ H.R. 17 Younger Americans Act, Rep. George Miller (D-CA) 24 sponsors, 

Subject: Comprehensive bill to carry out youth development programs in com
munities. Bill needs further House sponsors. 

©> S.B.? To be Introduced by Senator Joseph Lieberman (D-CT) on May 1-(see 

"Late Breaking News" fact sheet) Subject: Access to Government Information. 
Bill will need sponsors in Senate. 

©> _ S. 487 Senators Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and Patrick Leahy (D-VT) Technology 

Education and Copyright Harmonization Act (TEACH). Subject: Distance 
Education (see fact sheet). Bill needs sponsors in Senate 

©> _ S. 671 Andrew Carnegie Libraries for Lifelong Learning Act, Sen. Charles 

Schumer (D-NY) Library Construction. Bill needs sponsors in Senate 

©> _ S. 327 Senators Jack Reed (D-RI) Thad Cochran (R-MS) Improving Literacy 

Through School Libraries Act of 2001, (16 co-sponsors-see fact sheet) to be 
offered as an amendment on the Senate floor to S. 1, ESEA Reauthorization. 
Ask Senators to support the Reed school library amendment. 



Appropriations FY2002 
Action Needed 

Fund the Library Services and 
Technology Act at $350 million. A 
strong investment will connect more 
libraries to the world wide web, sup
port literacy for young children and 
adults, help libraries provide job and 
consumer health information, serve 
small business and provide informa
tion for lifelong learning. 
Funding for library programs under 
the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services as part of the Library Services 
and Technology Act would be set at 
$168,078,363 in the Administration's 
budget for FY2002. FY2001 funds for 
LSTAwere $207,219,000. 

Fund ESEA Title VI at a level of $400 
million. School and public libraries 
provide not only up-to-date materi
als, but library professionals to teach 
students information-seeking skills. 
Schools can use Title VI funds for 
school library and other instructional 
materials-and the need for updated 
materials is great. The current bills for 

ESEA reauthorization would expand 
the choices for the block grant from 9 
to 17, decreasing possible funds for 
school library materials and increas
ing the need for expanded funding 
for the block grant. 

Support full funding for the Federal 
Depository Library Program and 
the Government Printing Office. 
Last year's budget cuts impacted the 
ability of FDLP to provide services. No 
fee public access to government 
information is ensured through the 
operations of the Federal Depository 
Library Program. 

Restore funding for the National 
Commission on Libraries and 
Information Science. Since its estab
lishment in 1970 as an independent 
agency within the executive branch, 
NCLIS has carried out its founding 
purpose to "advise the President and 
the Congress on the implementation 
of national policy" by holding hear
ings, issuing reports and studies and 
assessing the library and information 

needs of the Nation. Funding for 
NCLIS in FY2001 was set at $1.5 mil
lion. 

Support other library and library 
related programs at the 
Administration's requested level 
for FY2002; restore zeroed out library 
and related programs (See reverse of 
this page). 



FY2002 Funding for Library -Related Programs 

Adult Education & Literacy 540,000 540,000 

ESEA title I, Education for Disadvantaged 9,788.6 10,980.6 

ESEA title I-B, Even Start 250,000 250,000 

ESEA title II-A, Eisenhower profes. develop. (Fed. activities) 230,000 0""'"""" 

ESEA title 11-B, Eisenhower profes.develop. (State grants) 485,000 0""'"""" 

ESEA title 111, Educational Technology 872,096 817,096* 

Technology Literacy Challenge 450,000 0* 

Star Schools - part B 59,318 0* 

ESEA title VI,{ Innovative education program strategies {State grants)) 385,000 471,500** 

ESEA title X-I, (21st Century Community Learning Centers) 845,600 845,600 

Special Education (IDEA) state grants 6,340,000 7,339,685 

Educational Research 185,567 123,067 

Educational Statistics 80,000 85,000 

Educational Assessment 40,000 109,053 

HEA title 111, Institutional Development 332,500 347,500 

HEA title IV-C, College Work-Study 1,011,000 1,011,000 

HEA title VI, International Education 78,022 78,022 

HEA title X-A, Postsecondary Ed. Improvement Fund 146,687 51,200 

Inexpensive Book Distribution (RIF) 23,000 0***** 

Reading Excellence Act 286,000 0""'""""* 

Reading First State Grants (proposal in ESEA Reauthorization) n/a 900,000***** 

IMLS Museum Grants 24,907 24,899 

NTIA Information Infrastructure 
Grants (TOP) 45,500 15,503 

National Archives & Records Administration 209,393 244,247 

National Endowment for the Arts 102,656 105,200 

National Endowment for the Humanities 115,656 120,500 

National Historical Publications & Records Commission 6,450 4,436 

* Consolidated Ed Tech programs, Community Technology Centers, Star Schools, Ready to Learn Television & several other programs 
into one block grant. 

** Consolidated into a block grant with a number of other programs. 
*** The budget request adds $35.8 million in authority to use receipts. 
**** Merged into one block g rant for Improving Teacher Quality. 
***** Administration's ESEA reauthorization proposal would abolish the Inexpensive Book Distribution and Reading Excellence Act and 

change it to a Reading First State Grant program. 



Museum & Library Services Act of 1996 
Reauthorization Due in 2002 

T
hroughout the last year, a broadly representative inter-association 
Coalition representing sectors of the library community has been 
meeting to discuss reauthorization of the Museum and Library 

Services Act of 1996, of which LSTA, the Library Services and Technology 
Act is a part. 

At the 2001 ALA Midwinter Meeting a draft outline was agreed to, and a 
resolution on LSTA Reauthorization was passed by ALA Council. A 
description of the proposed legislation was distributed at the Midwinter 
Meeting which outlined the proposal: 

• The annual authorization level would be increased to a minimum for 
the first year of enactment of $500 million; 

• Funding would be provided for an IMLS analysis of the impact of 
library services in addressing national needs in annual selected 
areas of concern; 

• The base grant formula (which has not changed since 1970) would 
be increased for all states; 

• The inclusiveness of the program and its focus on assisting libraries 
of all types would be emphasized. 

It will be important that library supporters inform Members of Congress 
about the importance of LSTA in the community and the increased 
need for support not only for reauthorization but for an increased fund
ing level. 

Why There is a Federal Role 

Libraries receive public support 
because it-is not reasonable to 
expect any one person to pur
chase or possess all the informa
tion resources ,necessary for 
personal growth, education and 
research and work and commu
nity responsibilities. The public 
good which emerges from the 
provision and use of library 
resources flows freely beyond 
the boundaries of the institution, 

community or state which pro
vides them. Further, access to the 
aggregate system of U.S. libraries, 
which librarians have created · 
with federal encouragement and 
support, increases the public 
good beyond what any one 
library could ever supply, and 
makes support and improvement 
of library services a goal in the 
national interest. 

Senate Health, 
Education, Labor 

and Pensions 
Committee 

Chair,Jim Jeffords (R-VT) 

Edward Kennedy (D-MA) 

Judd Gregg (R-NH) 

Christopher Dodd (D-CT) 

Bill Frist (R-TN) 

Tom Harkin {D-IA) 

Michael Enzi (R-WY) 

Barbara Mikulski (D-MD) 

Tim Hutchinson (R-AR) 

Jeff Bingaman (D-NM) 

John Warner (R-VA) 

Paul Wellstone (D-MN) 

Kit Bond (R-MO) 

Jack Reed (D-RI) 

Pat Roberts (R-KS) 

Hillary Clinton (D-NY) 

Susan Collins (R-ME) 

John Edwards (D-NC) 

Jeff Sessions (R-AL) 

continued 



Historical Perspective on LSTA 
The Library Services and Technology Act was passed and became P.L. 104-208 on September 30, 1996. 
LSTA built on the strengths of previous federal library programs, but included some major advantages 
and differences. While it retained the state-based approach from previous legislation, it sharpened the 
focus to two key priorities for libraries-information access through technology and information 
empowerment through special services. It also relocated library program offices from the Department 
of Education to a new Institute of Museum and Library Services.The Library Services and Construction 
Act, throughout its history beginning in 1956 as the Library Services Act, has acted as a remarkable 
stimulus to a wide variety of library activities.The Federal role in support of libraries embodied in LSCA 
has allowed states considerable flexibility to adapt to state needs within federal priorities. Those priori
ties have included public library construction and renovation (most recently to provide access for the 
disabled); interlibrary cooperation and resources sharing; adaptation of new technologies for library 
services; outreach to special segments of the population such as the disadvantaged, those with disabili
ties, the elderly and homebound, those in institutions, those with limited English-speaking ability, those 
who need literacy services, those on Indian reservations; and innovative services at child care centers 
and for latchkey children. 

House Committee Responsible for 
Reauthorization: 

House Education & the Tim Roemer (D-IND) Harold Ford,Jr. (D-TN) 
Workforce Committee Sam Johnson {R-TX) Tom Tancredo (R-CO} 

Robert Scott (D-VA) Dennis J. Kucinich (D-OH) 
Chair, John Boehner {R-OH) 

James Greenwood (R-PA) Ernie Fletcher (R-KY) 
George Miller (D-CA) 

Lynn Woolsey (D-CA) David Wu {D-OR) 
Tom Petri {R-WI) 

Lindsey Graham (R-SC) Jim DeMint (R-SC) 
Dale Kildee (D-MI) 

Lynn Rivers (D-MI) Rush Holt (D-NJ) 
Marge Roukema (R-NJ) 

Mark Souder (R-IN) Johnny Isakson (R-GA) 
Major Owens (D-NY) 

Ruben Hinojosa (D-TX) Betty Mccollum (D-MN) 
Cass Ballenger (R-NC) 

Charlie Norwood (R-GA) July Biggert (R-IL) 
Donald Payne {D-NJ) 

Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) Susan Davis (D-CA) 
Peter Hoekstra (R-MI) Chair of 

Bob Schaffer (R-CO) Todd Platts (R-PA) 
Select Education 

John Tierney (D-MA) Hilda Solis (D-CA) 
Subcommittee* 

Fred Upton (R-MI) Pat Tiberi (R-OH) 
Patsy Mink (D-HI) 

Ron Kind (D-WI) Richard "Ric" Keller (R-FL) 
P. "Buck" McKeon (R-CA) 

Van Hilleary (R-TN) Tom Osborne {R-NE) 
Robert Andrews (D-NJ) 

Loretta Sanchez (D-CA) John Culberson (R-TX) 
Michael Castle (R-DE) 

Vernon Ehlers (R-MI) * Subcommittee of jurisdiction for LSTA 



Museum & Library Services Act of 1996 
Reauthorization Due in 2002 

T
hroughout the last year, a broadly representative inter-association 
Coalition representing sectors of the library community has been 
meeting to discuss reauthorization of the Museum and Library 

Services Act of 1996, of which LSTA, the Library Services and Technology 
Act is a part. 

At the 2001 ALA Midwinter Meeting a draft outline was agreed to, and a 
resolution on LSTA Reauthorization was passed by ALA Council. A 
description of the proposed legislation was distributed at the Midwinter 
Meeting which outlined the proposal: 

• The annual authorization level would be increased to a minimum for 
the first year of enactment of $500 million; 

• Funding would be provided for an IMLS analysis of the impact of 
library services in addressing national needs in annual selected 
areas of concern; 

• The base grant formula (which has not changed since 1970) would 
be increased for all states; 

• The inclusiveness of the program and its focus on assisting libraries 
of all types would be emphasized. 

It will be important that library supporters inform Members of Congress 
about the importance of LSTA in the community and the increased 
need for support not only for reauthorization but for an increased fund
ing level. 

Why There is a Federal Role 

Libraries receive public support 
because it ,is not reasonable to 
expect any one person to pur
chase or possess all the informa
tion resources necessary for 
personal growth, education and 
research and work and commu
nity responsibilities. The public 
good which emerges from the 
provision and use of library 
resources flows freely beyond 
the boundaries of the institution, 

community or state which pro
vides them. Further, access to the 
aggregate system of U.S. libraries, 
which librarians have created 
with federal encouragement and 
support, increases the public 
good beyond what any one 
library could ever supply, and 
makes support and improvement 
of library services a goal in the 
national interest. 

Senate Health, 
Education, Labor 

and Pensions 
Committee 

Chair,Jim Jeffords (R-VT) 

Edward Kennedy (D-MA) 

Judd Gregg (R-NH) 

Christopher Dodd (D-CT) 

Bill Frist (R-TN) 

Tom Harkin (D-IA) 

Michael Enzi (R-WY) 

Barbara Mikulski (D-MD) 

Tim Hutchinson (R-AR) 

Jeff Bingaman (D-NM) 

John Warner (R-VA) 

Paul Wellstone (D-MN) 

Kit Bond (R-MO) 

Jack Reed (D-RI) 

Pat.Roberts (R-KS) 

Hillary Clinton (D-NY) 

Susan Collins (R-ME) 

John Edwards (D-NC) 

Jeff Sessions (R-AL) 
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Support the Library Services & Technology Act 
(LSTA) 

Libraries: the Pillar of Every Community 

The LSTA is the only federal program exclusively for libraries, administered by the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services. The law's definition of library includes institutions of all types and sizes, such as public, 
academic, research, school, and state libraries - even a digital library like one in Illinois. Libraries are found in 
cities, suburbs and rural areas large and small; they serve people from all walks of life, from "infancy to old 
age." The law includes grants for Native American and Native Hawaiian library services, as well as National 
Leadership grants aimed at education and training; research and demonstration projects; preservation of 
library materials; and model projects between libraries and museums. 

Thanks to the LSTA and other important programs, libraries play a central service role in providing crucial 
services to the communities they serve. As a result, today's 21st century library is not just a provider of 
books; instead, the typical American library coordinates a complete and comprehensive approach to com
munity development and services. In many states, the state library network provides enriched content 
databases for information access to all in the state. For example, here are just a few of the community 
services libraries provide: 

• Reading and Family Literacy. From Texas's McKinney Can Read Program to Rhode Island's Help 
With Homework program, libraries are at the forefront of reading, and family literacy programs 
throughout the nation. Many States coordinate "Born to Read" programs that provide books to 
parents of infants. 

• Helping People with Disabilities. Libraries are a crucial link to the world for people with 
disabilities, providing them with specialized materials and resources that are unobtainable in nearly 
any other single location. In Maine, libraries have developed a talking book project for the sight 
impaired; many libraries provide special training and computers for people with disabilities, in 
Milwaukee County, libraries have intensified their efforts to serve 20,000 children with disabilities. 

• Serving America's Seniors. For older library users, libraries provide a place to interact with others, 
surf the net, and receive services. In states like Nebraska, libraries have developed a specialized 
Internet access program for Veterans. 

• Underserved Populations. For those persons of limited financial resources or who live in remote 
areas, libraries provide access to books and reference materials, computers and the Internet, and 
community-based social services that are often available no where else. In Alaska, libraries provide 
on line health journals to residents of the Alaskan bush; in New Mexico, libraries are instituting a 
special rural services program to reach those in hard to serve, out of the way locations throughout 
the state; California is instituting a new "Information to the People" program to extend the reach of 
libraries to people from all walks of life. 

continued on back 



The Federal government has provided direct aid for public libraries from the initial adoption of the original Library 
Services Act and then the Library Services and Construction Act, the forerunner to the LSTA, since 1956. The LSTA is 
the only Federal program solely devoted to aiding libraries and provides assistance for public and research 
libraries, public school, college/university, and (at state discretion) private and special libraries meeting certain 
conditions. 

The Federal role through the LSTA provides incentive funding for activities that libraries have difficulty initiating 
independently, which involve coordinated interstate efforts, or which benefit from a national policy initiative. 

The LSTA is very flexible, and built around the idea of local control and support for library services. Federal aid for 
libraries is concentrated on two key national goals: outreach to those for whom library service requires extra effort 
or special materials, (such as individuals with disabilities); and, mechanisms to identify, preserve, and share library 
and information resources across institutional or governmental boundaries through technology. 

One of the few sources of funding for innovation available to libraries is federal funding through the LSTA. The 
legislation includes a requirement for a state match, which helps federal dollars stimulate approximately $3 to $4 
for every Federal dollar of investment. 

The LSTA expires this Congress, and must be reauthorized to continue to receive funding. 

The library community strongly supports this reauthorization, and recommends two key changes to the current 
LSTA law: 

• Increase authorization level to $500 million. This increase will provide for more equity in allocating funds 
across the nation, and ensure that all libraries have enough resources to provide library users access to 
successful programs in their communities. This increase will double the minimum allotment to the states to 
$680,000, an amount that has not changed since 1971 and has restricted smaller states from increasing 
services for those most in need for nearly three decades. 

• Provide for a regular evaluation of the program's effectiveness by providing for a new line item for a yearly 
evaluation. The library community believes a regular analysis by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
of the LSTA's effectiveness will lead to improved program services for all people who use libraries throughout 
the nation. 

The need for greater funding is a result of this exponential growth and interrelationship of services, such as: 

• Increased needs for access to information, which is a basic right of all people - regardless of income level or 
background 

• Increased use of technology to provide full access to all available information and resources and to establish a 
core infrastructure to administer services 

• Increased need for digitization to prepare materials to be web accessible 

• Increased need to reach underserved populations to help address the digital divide among various groups 

• Increased need to train new librarians and information specialists 

• Increased emphasis on collaboration and partnerships within communities and among institutions to expand 
services to those most in need. 



AL.A Office of Governme ... nt RelatJons 

Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
(ESEA ) Reauthorization 

Current Status 
Congress and education supporters have been working for several years now to achieve a reau
thorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. The Senate bill, S., 1 is expected to 
reach the Senate floor late in April or early in May. The House legislation, H.R., 1 is still in the 
House Education and the Workforce Committee but may be voted out of committee quickly. 

Support Senator Reed's Amendment to the Senate Bill 
Senators Jack Reed (D-RI) and Thad Cochran (R-MS) introduced S. 327, the Improving Literacy 
Through School Libraries Act, as an amendment during markup of S. 1, ESEA Reauthorization, 
and will again introduce the bill as an amendment when S. 1 reaches the Senate floor. S. 327 
has bi-partisan support and sixteen co-sponsors and is a necessary part of improving the read
ing ability of all students. Studies have shown that good school libraries can help to improve 
test scores and overall student achievement. 

Introduce Comparable Legislation in the House 
House sponsors are needed to introduce legislation for school library resources like S. 327 in the 
House. 

• The most recent National Assessment of Educational Progress Report, released earlier this month, 
showed that fourth-graders' average reading score in 2000 was similar to the average scores in 1998 
and in 1992. The National Center for Education Statistics from the 1993-94 school library media cen
ters study shows a mean per-pupil expenditure on library materials of $7.04 in 1985, dropping in 
1992 to $6.93. That's not enough to buy even half of a book per child. The average price of a hard
cover book is around $16.00. It is of paramount importance to provide a well-equipped school 
library if we want student reading scores to improve. 

• How unequal is it? In New York, the New York State Supreme Court (CFE v. State of New York, 
1/10/01 ), found that the State must take steps to ensure "at least the following resources: [among 7 
listed] 4. Sufficient and up to date books, supplies, libraries, educational technology and laborato
ries." In Ohio, the Columbus School Superintendent hired the national educational professional 
association Phi Delta Kappa to do a management audit which found inequities in the way resources 
were distributed to schools with students of varying economic backgrounds. In some schools, there 
were only five or six books per student, while other schools had 30. In Maryland, a recent study of 
collections found the same inequity of numbers in various parts of the state. 

• Studies of school libraries in Alaska, Pennsylvania and Colorado completed in 2000 proved that in 
schools with a qualified library media specialist and a well-stocked, up-to-date library, student 
achievement scores increased (www.lrs.org). We can't afford to ignore this research any longer. 
Students beginning school and trying to succeed in school deserve the best reading material we 
can furnish them. 

continued on back 



Incorporate a Key Library Componeht into the,President's 
"Reading Fir:st" Initiative by Supporting the Bipartisan 

Reed Amendment for School Libraries and Literacy 

• The Reed Amendment has Bipartisan Support. 16 cosponsors from both parties, 
including Senator Cochran (R-MS) and Minority Leader Daschle (D-5D) 

• The Reed Amendment provides flexibility to target resources to meet local 
needs, including: 

• The most up-to-date books and reading materials 
• 21st Century technology 
• Training and professional development for library media specialists; and 
• Keeping libraries open during non-school hours - before and after school, 
weekends, and summers 

• Materials to support scientifically based reading instruction. The Reed 
Amendment provides urgently needed books, additional support, and accessible 
locations, to support the scientifically based reading programs that are an integral 
part of the national effort to improve reading scores for all children. 

• Not a separate program. If adopted, the Reed Amendment would be incorporated 
as a subpart of the Reading First Program in 5.1, rather than as a separate, stand
alone program - without reducing Reading First funding. 

• Targeted to those most in need and to students in the early grades. The Reed 
Amendment is targeted to children in the highest poverty, highest need schools -
the very same schools served by the Reading First Program and targeted by the 
Lieberman/Bayh proposals. 

• Supported by research-based evidence. Research indicates that students with the 
highest literacy levels and achievement scores come from schools with strong 
libraries and library services. In one study, this was the case for every school and in 
every grade level tested (regardless of social and economic factors in the communi
ty), in the very dissimilar states of Colorado, Pennsylvania, and Alaska. 



Database Protection Legislation 

a March 29,Rep.BillyTauzin (R
A), House Energy and 

Commerce Chairman,and Rep. 
Jim Sensenbrenner (R-WI}, House 
Judiciary Committee Chairman, 
announced that their two committees 
plan to work together to produce a 
database protection bill. 
Acknowledging that in the past the dif
ferent approaches taken by the two 
committees led to a stalemate on any 
database legislation, Rep. 
Sensenbrenner stated, "We are going 
to do our level best to make it work.." 

To that end, the Congressmen invited 
all of the stakeholders to participate on 
a weekly basis over the next two 
months in open negotiations on how 
to approach such legislation. The ALA 
'Nashington Office is a participant in 
the meetings, the first of which was 
held on April 5. 

Background 
Throughout the 106th Congress ALA 
and the other national library associa
tions conducted extensive, and suc
cessful,grassroots lobbying to defeat or 
delay repeated threats by the House 
leadership to allow floor votes on H.R. 

354. That bill - the Collections of 
Information Antipiracy Act - was 
opposed by ALA as overly broad and 
detrimental to the library, scientific and 
education communities. (ALA support
ed the other database bill introduced in 
the 106th Congress, H.R. 1858 - the 
Consumer and Investor Access to 
Information Act of 1999 - as a more 
narrowly-focused attempt to prevent 
misappropriation of works but still 
allow the reuse of information and 
facts.) 

Who is pushing for database protec
tion legislation and why? 
The proponents of database protec
tion legislation are chiefly large data
base producers, such as publishing 
companies, the National Association of 
Realtors,and eBay. 

Under copyright law,basicfactual infor
mation is in the public domain and is 
not entitled to copyright protection. 
However, many databases - which con
sist of individual pieces of information 
that have been organized in one col
lection so that the data are easier to 
access - are protected because of the 
creative way that the information in 

__________________ ......., them is selected, 

Who is AtA:working with on tbjs!issue? 

We are partof9broad and diverse coalitigfi ofcon
sumers,egy~~tor$1 !ibraries,and business. . clud~ 

coordinated and 
arranged. Databases 
may also be protect
ed from copying 
under other federal ing teleto ications, financial s 

hight 
are 
app 
videre1 
tection la . 

s laws, such as the No 
Electronic Theft 
(NET) Act,and under 
state laws, such as 
misappropriation 
and trespass laws. 

Nevertheless, some 
commercial data-
base producers 
want additional 

= ........ - ..... assurances of pro-

Would allow 

publisher un . . .. 
control over uses of infor
mation, including down
stream, transformative use 
of facts and nment-
produced: tained 
ina datab 

Would not 
guards again 
listic pricing 

• Could hinder the progress 
of science, education, and 
research by · owing 

research ators 
nfor-

tection for their works, in which they 
have considerable investment,and feel 
that current law does not give them 
the protection from piracy they need. 
Digital works available over the Internet 
are considered particularly vulnerable 
to unauthorized copying and dissemi
nation. 



Distance Education 
On March 7, 2001, Senators Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and Patrick Leahy (D-VT) introduced a bill to update the 
distance education provisions of the Copyright Act to account for advancements in digital transmission 
technologies that support distance learning. The bill, S. 487, is entitled the "Technology Education and 

Copyright Harmonization Act" (the "TEACH Act") .The text of the bill can be found at: 
http://thomas.loc.gov/cg i-bin/bdquery /z?d 107:s.00487. 

Curr:ent law and the Copyright Office Report 

U 
nder the current provisions 
of the Copyright Act of 
1976, instructors may per

form or display any copyrighted 
material (audiovisual, literary, and 
musical works) in a classroom 
without having to secure permis
sion from the copyright owner. 
Though the law also provides a 
limited extension of this class
room exemption to distance edu
cation, the distance education 
exemption was developed in an 
era of television transmission and 
does not accommodate online 
distance education. Moreover, the 
current exemption is limited to 
performances of only certain 
kinds of works (non-dramatic liter
ary and musical works), requires 
delivery of educational content to 
a remote location serving as a 
physical classroom, and requires 
simultaneous delivery and receipt 
of a performance or display. 

As instructed in the DMCA of 
1998, the U.S. Copyright Office 
conducted a study on the need for 
revising the copyright law. After a 
thorough, balanced study, the 
Office submitted a report to 
Congress in May 1999, concluding 
that changes to copyright law were 
needed to bring the intent of prior 
law into accord with current tech
nology [http://www.loc.gov/copy
right/disted]. The changes in 

copyright law recommended by the 
Office included: eliminating the 
physical classroom requirement; 
permitting material to be stored on 
a server for asynchronous use by 
students; expanding the categories 
of works that may be used to 
include reasonable and limited por
tions of audiovisual and dramatic 
works as well as sound recordings: 
and expanding the rights subject 
to the exemption to those neces
sary to ensure that the workings 
of the Internet do not create unin
tended liability. 

The Copyright Office report also 
recommended safeguards for pro
tecting digital copyrighted mate
rial used in distance education, 
including: limiting the distribu
tion of material to enrolled stu
dents; requiring materials to be 
used through mediated instruc
tion (analogous to classroom use); 
requiring the use of technological 
measures that reasonably prevent 
downstream redistribution; and 
limiting performances of many 
types of works to reasonable and 
limited portions of those works. 
The TEACH bill closely tracks the 
recommendations of the 
Copyright Office. Some adjust
ments are needed -- see reverse -
but overall this is a good piece of 
legislation. 

What is the 
message for your 

Senators and 
Representatives? 

• Urge your Senators to 
co-sponsor S.487. 

• S.487 provides for an 
updated exemption for 
use of copyrighted 
materials in support of 
distance education that 
promotes distance 
learning while meeting 
reasonable proprietor 
concerns. 

• Tell your Representative 
to be ready to co~spon-
sor a similar bill in the 
House. We anticipate 
that a bill will be intro-
duced soon by Rep. Rick 
Boucher (R-VA), which is 
expected to include 
updating for distance 
education as well as 
other copyright issues 
such as fair use and first 
sale. 
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S.487 would significantly benefit on line distance education. However, several changes to this legislation 
are needed to en.sure that distance education stands on the same footing as the classroom, a necessary 
condition for the full development of distance education. 

J; ' 1: • 'i-: ~.., ''11',':,i\~.' :tt 'l".•-1, 

1. The Exemption Should Apply to Works Produced Primarily for lnstruction,al Use Lawfully made 
works produced for instructional use may be performed and displayed in the classroom without permis
~ion from or payment to copyright owners. Distance education should not be treated differently. 
(r,:structional works will be essential in distance education. Further, the market for such works is not 
threatened in light of the requirements that the copy used for distance education be lawfully made and 
acquired, particularly if the exemption applies to performances of only reasonable, limited portions of 
instructional works. 
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2. The Exemption Should Extend to Works in Analog Form S.487 would not exempt the digitizing of 
analog works to load onto an institution's server. This limitation threatens to eviscerate the exemption. 
Digital versions of works are likely to be protected by technological protection measures. S.487 provides 
that circumvention of those measures would void the exemption. Circumvention may also subject aJl 
institution to liability under the DMCA. If the analog version cannot be used, there likely will be no ver
sion of the work available for distance education. As the Copyright Office has recognized, the availability 
of works in analog form is an important s,afeguard against technological lock-up that preserves the inter
ests reflected in the Copyright Act's exemptions. 

, ',I('' 

3. Obligations on Institutions To Apply Technological Protections Should Be Limited to Those 
Which Are Technologically Feasible and Economically Reasonable S.487 wow Id impose on insti\~
tions obligations to restrict access and to apply technological measuresJ o limit downstream dissemiQa
tion. Measures aimed to prevent downstream dissemination do not yet exist. Further, such technologies 

·'that do become available may initially be tect;i nologically infeasible for educa_tio(lal institutions to imple-
ment, or may be prohibitively expensive. T)1e obligation to apply such measures should be technologi
cally feasible and economically reasonable. 

4. Circumvention of Technological Protections that Frustrate the Exemption Should Not Invalidate 
the Exemption Several provisions of S.487 would deprive an institution of the exemption if it circum
vents a technological protection in order to use a work for distance education. But these provisions 
essentially leave the availability of a legally puthorized e)'temption up to the copyright owner. When tech
nological measures are applied in ways that frustrate permitted uses, an institution should not lose an 
exemption if it circumvents those protections. Such a precedent currently exists in section 112(a) of the 
Copyright Act, under which a copyright owner must make available the necessary means to carry out an 
exempt use and if the owner faifs to do so, the user is not liable for circumventing the technological pro
tections that prevent that use. A comparable provision should be included in S.487: In any case where 
an institution has inappropriately circumvented a technological protection measure, the copyright owner 
will still have recourse to a claim of liability for circu_mvention under the DMCA. 

5. S.487 Should Reflect Internet Technological Realities Several aspects of S.487 contain limitations 
that are not wholly consistent with the operation ohhe Internet (e.g,, limitations on the retention of 
"transient" copies, and the failure to account for caching). These should be corrected. 

6. S.487 Should Apply to Student-Initiated Presentations During Mediated Instruction The pro
posed distance education exemption would apply only to a performance or display made by or at the 
direction of an instructor. This limitation would preclude important student-initiated performances that 
are fully consistent with the pedagogical intent of the comse and its mediated instruction. The language 
of this provision should be modified to include student-initiated work. 
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Co~~right 2001 
Threats to Fair Use Shape the 
Copyright Legislative Agenda 

DMCA Section 1201 anti-circumvention: U.S. 
District Court ruling ("the DVD case") August 
2000 
Case now on appeal to U.S. Court of Appeals 
for Second Circuit (www.ala.org/washoff) 

Distance Education provisions of 
Copyright Act 

www.ala.org/washoff/education.html 

Uniform Computer Information 
Transactions Act (UCITA): 
proposed state contract law 

www.ala.org/washoff/ucita/index.html 

• Court rules that "fair use" is no defense to circumven.: 
tion of a technological measure which effectively con
trols access to copyrighted works 

• ALA joined in an amicus curiae brief in the appellate 
court, supporting the defendants 

• S.487 introduced March 7, 2001, following substantially the 
May 1999 recommendations by the US Copyright Office for 
updating law to accommodate digital technologies 

• Passed in Maryland and Virginia legislatures 
• Proponents are pressing in many states in 2001, backed 

by well-funded Digital Commerce Coalition (which also 
backs database legislation) 

• Proponents vigorously work to defeat proposed Library 
amendments to preserve fair use and other copyright 
privileges 

Congress gave new protections and powers to copyright holders in passing the DMCA in 1998, while hold
ing off on other changes that might be needed for information users to maintain a balance of power. In 
the meantime there have been unrelenting efforts to pass a database protection bill and, in the states, to 
pass UCITA, which would make it easier for information vendors to enforce even onerous license terms that 
prohibit fair use and other user privileges. 

What are libraries fighting for in 2001? 

ALA Washington Office Contact: Miriam Nisbet, Legislative Counsel 
Voice: 202-628-8410 or 800-941-8478; E-mail: mnisbet@alawash.org 
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