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this paragraph, with the option to transfer
to one other public school identified by and’’;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(G) OPTIONS.—A local educational agency
may offer supplemental educational services
as described in subsection (e) in place of the
option to transfer to another public school
described in subparagraph (E), for the first
school year a school is identified for im-
provement under this paragraph.’’;

(2) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A) of paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘(in the
same subject for the same group of stu-
dents)”’ after ‘‘adequate yearly progress’’;
and

(3) in the matter preceding clause (i) of
paragraph (7)(C), by inserting ‘‘(in the same
subject for the same group of students)”
after ‘‘adequate yearly progress’.

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself,
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.

SPECTER, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr.
FEINGOLD, Mr. CORNYN, Mr.
DURBIN, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. AL-
LARD):

S. 352. A bill to provide for media
coverage of Federal court proceedings;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to reintroduce the Sunshine in
the Courtroom Act, a bipartisan bill
which will allow judges at all Federal
court levels to open their courtrooms
to television cameras and radio broad-
casts.

Openness in our courts improves the
public’s understanding of what goes on
there. Our judicial system is a secret to
many people across the country. Let-
ting the sun shine in on Federal court-
rooms will give Americans an oppor-
tunity to better understand the judi-
cial process. It is the best way to main-
tain confidence and accountability in
the system and help judges do a better
job.

For decades, States such as my home
State of Iowa have allowed cameras in
their courtrooms, with great results.
As a matter of fact, only the District of
Columbia prohibits trial and appellate
court coverage entirely. Nineteen
States allow news coverage in most
courts; fifteen allow coverage with
slight restrictions; and the remaining
sixteen allow coverage with stricter
rules.

The bill I’'m introducing today, along
with Senator SCHUMER and eight other
cosponsors from both sides of the aisle,
including Judiciary Chairman LEAHY
and Ranking Member SPECTER, will
greatly improve public access to Fed-
eral courts. It lets Federal judges open
their courtrooms to television cameras
and other electronic media.

The Sunshine in the Courtroom Act
is full of provisions that ensure that
the introduction of cameras and other
broadcasting devices into the court-
rooms goes as smoothly as it has at the
State level. First, the presence of the
cameras in Federal trial and appellate
courts is at the sole discretion of the
judges—it is not mandatory. The bill
also provides a mechanism for Congress
to study the effects of this legislation
on our judiciary before making this
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change permanent through a three-
year sunset provision. The bill also
protects the privacy and safety of non-
party witnesses by giving them the
right to have their faces and voices ob-
scured. Finally, it includes a provision
to protect the due process rights of any
party, and prohibits the televising of
jurors.

We need to bring the Federal judici-
ary into the 21st Century. This bill im-
proves public access to and therefore
understanding of our Federal courts. It
has safety provisions to ensure that
the cameras won’t interfere with the
proceedings or with the safety or due
process of anyone involved in the cases.
Our States have allowed news coverage
of their courtrooms for decades. It is
time we join them.

I ask unanimous consent that the
text of this bill be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 352

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““‘Sunshine in
the Courtroom Act of 2007".

SEC. 2. FEDERAL APPELLATE AND DISTRICT
COURTS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) PRESIDING JUDGE.—The term ‘‘presiding
judge’” means the judge presiding over the
court proceeding concerned. In proceedings
in which more than 1 judge participates, the
presiding judge shall be the senior active
judge so participating or, in the case of a cir-
cuit court of appeals, the senior active cir-
cuit judge so participating, except that—

(A) in en banc sittings of any United
States circuit court of appeals, the presiding
judge shall be the chief judge of the circuit
whenever the chief judge participates; and

(B) in en banc sittings of the Supreme
Court of the United States, the presiding
judge shall be the Chief Justice whenever the
Chief Justice participates.

(2) APPELLATE COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES.—The term ‘‘appellate court of the
United States” means any United States cir-
cuit court of appeals and the Supreme Court
of the United States.

(b) AUTHORITY OF PRESIDING JUDGE ToO
ALLOW MEDIA COVERAGE OF COURT PRO-
CEEDINGS.—

(1) AUTHORITY OF APPELLATE COURTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
subparagraph (B), the presiding judge of an
appellate court of the United States may, at
the discretion of that judge, permit the
photographing, electronic recording, broad-
casting, or televising to the public of any
court proceeding over which that judge pre-
sides.

(B) EXCEPTION.—The presiding judge shall
not permit any action under subparagraph
(A), if—

(i) in the case of a proceeding involving
only the presiding judge, that judge deter-
mines the action would constitute a viola-
tion of the due process rights of any party;
or

(ii) in the case of a proceeding involving
the participation of more than 1 judge, a ma-
jority of the judges participating determine
that the action would constitute a violation
of the due process rights of any party.

(2) AUTHORITY OF DISTRICT COURTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—
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(i) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, except as provided under
clause (iii), the presiding judge of a district
court of the United States may, at the dis-
cretion of that judge, permit the
photographing, electronic recording, broad-
casting, or televising to the public of any
court proceeding over which that judge pre-
sides.

(ii) OBSCURING OF WITNESSES.—Except as
provided under clause (iii)—

(I) upon the request of any witness (other
than a party) in a trial proceeding, the court
shall order the face and voice of the witness
to be disguised or otherwise obscured in such
manner as to render the witness unrecogniz-
able to the broadcast audience of the trial
proceeding; and

(IT) the presiding judge in a trial pro-
ceeding shall inform each witness who is not
a party that the witness has the right to re-
quest the image and voice of that witness to
be obscured during the witness’ testimony.

(iii) EXCEPTION.—The presiding judge shall
not permit any action under this subpara-
graph, if that judge determines the action
would constitute a violation of the due proc-
ess rights of any party.

(B) NO TELEVISING OF JURORS.—The pre-
siding judge shall not permit the televising
of any juror in a trial proceeding.

(3) ADVISORY GUIDELINES.—The Judicial
Conference of the United States may promul-
gate advisory guidelines to which a presiding
judge, at the discretion of that judge, may
refer in making decisions with respect to the
management and administration of
photographing, recording, broadcasting, or
televising described under paragraphs (1) and
(2).

(4) SUNSET OF DISTRICT COURT AUTHORITY.—
The authority under paragraph (2) shall ter-
minate 3 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

By Mr. NELSON of Florida (for
himself and Mr. MARTINEZ):

S. 353. A bill to authorize ecosystem
restoration projects for the Indian
River Lagoon-South and the Picayune
Strand, Collier County, in the State of
Florida; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, today I am introducing legisla-
tion authorizing two important Ever-
glades projects: the Indian River La-
goon, IRL, and the Picayune Strand
Restoration, PSR. Senator MEL MAR-
TINEZ has joined me as an original co-
sponsor.

These two projects constitute the
first phase of the overall restoration of
the Everglades. IRL at the northern tip
of the Everglades ecosystem and PSR
in the southwest section of the Ever-
glades—are essential to getting the
water right. IRL will restore natural
sheet flow to the Everglades ecosystem
by re-directing water to the Everglades
instead of out to the ocean, provide
reservoirs for storage of water in the
wet season and release in the dry sea-
son, build stormwater treatment facili-
ties to improve the water quality of
the water flowing through the Ever-
glades ecosystem and remove millions
of cubic yards of muck from the St.
Lucie Estuary.

I toured the St. Lucie River when it
turned phosphorescent green during an
algae bloom and what was more amaz-
ing to me was that I saw absolutely no
wildlife, it was a dead river.



