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the SLORC. We shall, therefors, support any
of your moasures to this effect.
Sipcerely yours,
SHWE SIN¥ HTUN,
Representative, DRSO (East Coast).

(From the Desk of Betty Williame)
JuLy 6, 1995.
Senator MrcH MCCONNELL,
Russell Office Building,
Washington, OC.

DEAR SENATOR MCCONNFLL: I wish to take
this opportupity to offer my support to the
initiative you are preparing to undertake on
behslf of my slster laureate Aung San Suu
Ky! and the peopie of Burma. It has been
brought to my attention that you Intend to
introduce legislation on July 1], 1995 which
will ban all U.S. [loreign investment in
Burma.

On Jusne 26. 1995, while commemoraling the
50th Anniversary of the United Nations,
Bishop Deamond Tutu, Lech Walesa, Oscar
Arias Sanchez and myself presented a letter
to the United Nations which Included the
signatures of seven other Laureates asking
for the release of Daw Suu. The latter stated.
*She has endured six long years of solitary
detantion without trirl at the hands of the
military regime. Therc is no algn at ail of
her relesase. We resolutely oppose pollrical
oppression disguised as criminal detention.”
Blshop Tutu, in a statement to a forum at
the UN Ananlversacy called for sanctions to
be imposed on Burma.

This legislative {nitfative {a long overduo
and will play a critical role {p bringing about
a transfer of power to the democratically
elected 1990 representatives, allowing them
to take thelr rightful (and legitimate) scats
in parliament.

I offer copgratulations for Implementing
this endeavor and hopo that your colleagues
in the Senate will join you in this worthy ef-
fort which T hope will lead to a political dia-
logue and sottlement of the Burma conflict
and. moat importantly, democracy in Burma.

Most sincerely,
BETTY WILLIAMS,
Nobel Laureate 1976,

UNITED FRONT FOR DEMOCRACY &
HUMAN RIGHTS N BURMA,
Narth Potornac, MD, July 25, 1995.
Hon. MfTcH MCCONNELL,
U.S. Senator, Washington, DC.

DEAR MA. SENATOR: The Unlted Front for
Democracy and Human Rights {0 Burma and
{ts affiliated organizations fn the Unlted
States, Canada, Europe and Asia want to
heartlly commend you for tha hearing On Che
Trade and Investment Sanction bill held on
July 24, 1995.

On bebalfl of these organizations, I was
present at the hearing and wisb to express
our views regarding the various statements

made thoro. While we thank Assistant Sec- .

retary Winston Lord and Assistant Secretary
Gelbard for their perspectives and their
vigws on the counternarcotics {ssue and your
sanction Dbili. our organizations disagraee
with their approach. Wo¢ heartlly endorse the
views expressed {n the opening statemeont
made by you and the statements made by
Khin Ohnmar and the representatives of
Human Rights Watch/ASIA and the AFL~CIO
as well as the atatement submitted by Prime
Minister Dr. Sein Win of the NCGUB.

Our organizations, after very careful con-
sideration of the present situation and after
hearing the various views at the hearing aa
weil a3 those of Individuals and other organi-
wations closely observing the developments
In Burma, feel very strongly that the only
language the SLORC, one of the most repres-
sive and regressive regimes {n the world,
would understand is the comprehensive trade
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and sapctions legislation against Burma that
you propose to introduce. We alsc bellave
that this |s the right time for the introduc-
tion s Daw Aung San Suu Ky! hersell has
scknowledge pubdlicly a3 quoted by you, “We
are nowhers near democracy. 1 have been re-
Ieased, that ls all. The situation has not
changed Ip any other way." Most prudent
Burma observers including Ambassador Lord
are of the opinion that the reason for Suu
Ky!'s relesse was not out of good !ntention
or desire to change to democracy and na-
tional reconciliation i{n Burma, but due to
international pressure Including your pro-
posed bill as well as the forthcoming ASEAN
meeting in Brunel.

Enclosed herewith also {s the statement
made by the United Front on the release of
Daw Aung San Suu Kyl.

Yours sincerely,
U Ba THAUNO,
Chairman.e

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
BRYAN):

S. 1093. A bill to prohibit the applica-
tion of the Religious Freedom Restora-
tion Act of 1993, or any amendment
made by such act, to an individual who
i3 Incarcerated in a Federal, State, or
local correctional, detention, or penal
facility, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judlelary.

THE RELIGIOUS FREEDOM RES-
TORATION ACT OF 1993 AMEND-
MENT ACT OF 1995
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a bill

to the desk in behalf of Senators REID

and BRYAN. *

Mr. President, the bill that I just in-
troduced is a prison reform dbill that is
designed to close a gaping hole {n the
current law that allows prison tnmates
to file frivolous lawsuits at will,

This legislation {s pecessary, and ft
i3 overdue, It addresses and remedies a
specific allment plaguing an otherwise
solid piece of legislation that passed
this body in the last Congress. I am re-
ferring to the Religious Freedom Res-
toration Act. More specifically, I am
referring to the application of this law
a3 it relates to prison Inmates.

. When the Senate passed RFRA, it

sought to provide the legal protections

supporting the right to freely exercise
one's rellgious beliel. This legislation
was A well-intent{oned goal which this

Senator supported.

The concern I raised when we consid-
ered this legislation was the abuse that
I knew would take place of these new
rights by prison inmates. In fact. I of-
fered an amendment that would have
exempted {nmates from coverage of
this legislation. Unfortunately, my
amendment was narrowly defeated.

As the saylng goes. Mr. Presldent,
you reap what you sow. And because
the sponsors of this legislation sought
to extend this coverage to prison In-
mates, our courts are now being flood-
ed with inmate Jawsults alleging dis-
crimination under this act. And the
lawsuits are flled often for the most
spurious of reasons. I said then. and I
say now, that providing inmates with
all those rights and privileges would be
a recipe for disaster, and I was right.

(Mr. CRAIG assumed the chair.)
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, word of
these new legal rights has spread like
wildfire. They are in Idaho. We have a
lstter that we will talk about from one
of the deputy attorney general of
Idaho.

These taxpayer-supported lawsuits
are spreading like wildfire. The re-
search for these filings {s being con-
ducted in taxpayer-supported law li-
braries containing spades of helpful fil-
ing {nformation at the disposal of pris-
oners.

Mr. President, this is like an alco-
holic locked inside a liquor store.
These inmates cannot get enough.

What am [ talking about? Should 1
talk specifics? I do not know where to
start talking specifics. I only brought
over a few of the lawsuits.

In this hand I have the some of the
Nevada lawsuits; only some of them.
Because you sece prison litigation (n
Nevada takes up 40 percent of the
court's time-—-40 percent of the litiga-
tion In our Federal courts in Nevada
are a result of prisoner lawsulits.

Is that what this is all about? Have
we become so concerned with prisoner
rights that we have (orgotten the
rights of society? Remember, these
people are in Jall because they have
been convicted of felonles. They are
not there because we are trylng to
check to find out if they are good or
bad. They are felons. And we are spend-
ing 40 percent of the court’s time on
this trash.

Let me talk about some cases around
the country. In California, we have an
fnmate there who wants prison au-
thoritles to allow him to practice a re-
ligion called Wiccan, which ts witch-
craft. He {3 upset because the prison
authorities will not supply him, among
other things, tarot cards and other par-
aphernalia that goes with witchcraft,

We have one lawsult filed because the
satanic group In a prison wanted
unbaptizod baby fat for their candles.

Mr. President, I wish [ were making
this up. But a Federal judge. who has a
lifetime appointment, who {3 there to
declde what {s good and bad In this
country, Is being called upon to rule on
this trash. And they have to do It.
They have to go through the process.

In the State of Connecticut they
have allowed Catholics and Protestants
to have religious services, and Mos-
lems. We have an {nmate there who
was not satisfied with that. What this
inmate wanted is a certaln very re-
flned, defined sect of the Moslem rell-
gion because he refuses to go to a serv-
ice for all Moslems. He wants his own.

We have one who changes his name.
This man is in Florida. He keeps
changing his name, and hec sues the
prison because they do not give him his
malil in his right name.

We have, out of Florida. another
case. There, an inmate alleges his
rights were denfed when he was not al-
Jowed to sce Moslem visitors at a time
that he wanted them, not when every-
body else visits those that are con-
fined. He wanted a time convenient to
him. So he filed a lawsuit.
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One wanted to perform the rite of
washing—his definition of washing: a
religious ceremony.

Another [nmate filed a lawsuit be-
cause his hat was canfiscated.

Another inmate flled a lawsuit be-
cause he has alleged that the inmate
barbers are unskilled and are forced to
perform the haircuts under too much
pressure from the clock. This is a law-
sult filed. '

We have another who flled a lawsuit
because the dlet kitchen {n the prison
did pot meet his expectations. He be-
lieved that his religion entitles him to
a healthy lifestyle as defined by what
diet he wants.

We have another out of Nebraska,
This man has flled a lawsuit because he
is a member of the Asatru religion,
which {5 an Islamic word, which is a
term for an ancient religion of the Teu-
tonic people of northern Europe. And
the prison authorities had a little trou-
ble finding the parapheranalia this gen-
tleman wanted.

We have another case out in Ne-
braska where an inmate there thinks
he is & woman trapped in a man's body,
and thus strip searches by male prison
officlals are not allowed by his reli-
gion.

Again, Mr. President, I kind of wish 1
was making this up. I mean, can you
imagine. These are real lawsuits tha:
our Attorneys General and others are
defending on a daily basls taking tre-
mendous amounts of time when they
should be involved in other important
matters.

We have case after case of this non-
sense. I sald it would happen and | in-
tend to continue to fight to end this

problem.
I am going to push this, Mr. Presi-

dent. We can walt for hearings in the
Judiclary Committee. We can do all
kinds of things. But before this year is
out, I am going to be offering this as an
amendment to a plece of legislation
moving through here. We cannot allow
this kind of stuff to go on.

We have a letter here—I] said on the
floor, this {s going to happen—f{rom the
Attorney General of the United States
saying, no. it will not.

Like an alcoholic locked inside a liq-
uor store, these inmates canpot get
enough.

The consequences of these new pris-
oner rights are many, and an overbur-
dened judiciary is forced Lo allocate its
scarce resources to considering and
processing these frivolous lawsuits.
Our Nation's attorneys general are
being forced to defend inmate lawsuits
rather than prosecute criminals. And
as usual, who Is picking up the tabdb?
The taxpayers are paying for the li-
braries that are better than I had when
I practiced law. Why not? They get
anything they want. All they have to
do is ask for it.

The American taxpayer, to the de-
light of these inmates, is left holding
the tad on all of these legal expenses.
And the time and cost {s only going to
continue to escalate unless we exempt
fnmates from the coverage of RFRA.
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Al some point we are going to have
to answer the question of whether
crimes are belng left unprosecuted be-
cause the States' defense of prisoner
lawsults is the right thing to do.

I repeat, have we become more con-
cerned about the rights of the crimi-
nals than we have the rights of soci-
ety? I asked the attorney general of
Nevada, Frankie Sue Del Papa. to keep
me apprised of these RFRA-related
lawsuits they are defending. That was
quite a task. Just to send me copies of
the garbage that is being filed has
taken a significant amount of time of
her staff,

I have told you about some of the
cases around the country. Those in Ne-
vada are no different. They are just as
ridiculous: A lawsuit filed because reli-
gious freedom rights have bdeen de-
nied—because they were not able to
check to see if there was pig fat, hog
fat In the toothpaste. They wanted sci-
eptific tests run on this to find out if
there were pork products {n the tooth-
paste.

They wanted meat inspections to find
out if the meat was properly cared for
before it was given to the prisoners.
This is, of course, on a religious basis.

They conflacated a necklace that was
bulky and large; they thought {t could
cause problems to the rest of the prison
populace. Not according o this man's
religion. According to his claim, the
jewelry would become deflled if an-
other person touched {t.

We have another man who s sulng a
prison chaplain for refusing to conduct
a marriage ceremony botween him and
his male friend because they belong to
Universal Life Church, and this church
atlows people of the same BeX L0 MAarTy.

They cannot get incense; they cannot
get jewelry for their religious cere-
monles; they cannot get the right type
of altar; they cannot get the right type
of nutritious vegetarian diet.

Skinheads are sulng for the right to
recefve, because of their religion, hate-
ful, bigoted, ant{-S8emltic, racist lit-
erature {rom all over the country.

I have a letter from the deputy attor-
ney general from the State of llaho.
She says, besides the cases enclosed—
paraphrasing—even thoukh we do not
have a lot of cases, the flood {8 begin-
ning. [ emphasize "yet'’ because I kKnow
the Department of Corrections has
every reason to belleve it is only a
matter of time.

This woman goes on {n her letter to
explain the trouble they have gone tu
in Idaho. They have sweat lJodges in
their prisons, trying to make the In-
dian religions happy. They have prob-
lems with the Aryan Nation, motor-
cycle gangs, trying to comply with
their wishes of whatrthey need in pris-
on. I do not understand why we have to
bend over backward to protect the
rights of people who are locked up in
prison. ,

Remember, 7 percent of the criminals
commit over 75 percent of the violent
crime In this country. So our job is to
get rid of the T percent. But what are
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we doing”? We are trying to determine if
the right pork products are {n tooth-
paste. 1 believe that these criminals
who are convicted felons have forfeited
not all their rights but some of their
rdghts by committing these acts
agalnst society. Rather Lhan providing
them taxpayer-funded law libraries and
better gyms, which most people in
America do not have the opportunity
to sce let alone join. and they file these
lawsuits creating more work, rather
than spending the money on defending
these frivolous lawsuits, 1 would prefer
hiring more personnel so they could
watch them in chaln gangs.

1 think, with some of what we have
going on in some States where they are
going back and looking at chaln gangs
and having these people do work in-
stead of sitting around writing these
phony lawsuits, we would be better off.
They do not deserve the costly luxuries
they are provided in prison. [ believe
the more difficult and the more un-
pleasant the present prison setting can
be the better off we would be.

Mr. President, 1 precticed criminal
law. When 1 was a young lawyer, | was
assigned to represent a criminal de-
fendant. At that time they did not
have the pubdlic defender system. And |
went over thero as a young lawyer all
raring to go to defend this man who
had been charged with steallng a car
and taking it across State lines. And I
proceeded as a young lawyer, wanting
to get into that courtroom and help
this man. He sald, “Young man, just
back off." He sald, I committed this
crime on purpose. ! knew what crime [
committed. I wanted to be returned to
a Federal prison because they are nicer
Lthan the State prisons.” I have never
forgotten that.

So I am going to push hard for this
legislatlon, Qur judges ought Lo be
spendiog more time hearing meritori-
ous cases and our attorneys gencral
should be spending more time prosccut-
ing criminals, not defending frivolous
lawsuita brought by them,

1 ask unanimous consent that the”
text of the bill be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the dill was
ordered tu be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 1003

Be it enacted by the Scnate and House of Rep-
resenlatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. APPLICATION TO INCARCERATED IN-
DIVIDUALS.

The Religious Freedom Restoration Act of
1933 (42 U.S.C. 2X00bLb el 20q.) s aAmended—

(1} by moving section § W the end of the
Act,;

(2) by redesignating section 5 as section §:
and

1 by ioserting after section 4 the follow-
ing new section:

“SEC. 5. APTLICATION TO INCARCERATED INDL.
VIDUALS.

““Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act. pothing lo this Act or any amend-
ment made by this Act shall be construed Lo
affect. interpret. or in any way address that

rtlon of the First Amendment regarding
iaws prohiditing the (ree cxercise of religion,
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