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House of Representatives

The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. KiMm).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 3, 2019.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ANDY KIM

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

—————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving God, You are compassionate
and merciful. We give You thanks for
giving us another day. This morning
the House welcomes Jens Stoltenberg,
NATO’s Secretary General. When the
world remembers the 70th anniversary
of the alliance, may he find a welcome
here, and may the cooperation of so
many countries continue into a future
of mutual respect and security among
the community of nations.

There are many issues which press
upon our Nation now, and more lie
upon the legislative horizon. Pour
forth an abundance of wisdom, knowl-
edge, and understanding upon the
Members of Congress and upon Your
people so that, together, solutions for
the betterment of our Nation might be
forged.

Bless us this day and every day. May
all that is done be for Your greater
honor and glory.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After
consultation among the Speaker and
the majority and minority leaders, and
with their consent, the Chair an-
nounces that, when the two Houses
meet in joint meeting to hear an ad-
dress by His Excellency Jens
Stoltenberg, Secretary General of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
only the doors immediately opposite
the Speaker and those immediately to
his left and right will be open.

No one will be allowed on the floor of
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House. Due to
the large attendance that is antici-
pated, the rule regarding the privilege
of the floor must be strictly enforced.
Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of
all Members is requested.

The practice of reserving seats prior
to the joint meeting by placard will
not be allowed. Members may reserve
their seats by physical presence only
following the security sweep of the
Chamber.

——
RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Thurs-

day, March 28, 2019, the House stands in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly, (at 9 o’clock and 3 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
[ 1052
JOINT MEETING TO HEAR AN AD-

DRESS BY HIS EXCELLENCY
JENS STOLTENBERG, SEC-
RETARY GENERAL OF THE

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY OR-
GANIZATION

During the recess, the House was
called to order by the Speaker at 10
o’clock and 52 minutes a.m.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms, Ms. Kathleen Joyce, announced
the Vice President and Members of the
U.S. Senate, who entered the Hall of
the House of Representatives, the Vice
President taking the chair at the right
of the Speaker, and the Members of the
Senate the seats reserved for them.

The SPEAKER. The joint meeting
will come to order.

The Chair appoints as members of
the committee on the part of the House
to escort  His Excellency Jens
Stoltenberg into the Chamber:

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER);

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. CLYBURN);

The gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN);

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
JEFFRIES);

The gentlewoman from Massachu-
setts (Ms. CLARK);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF);

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
ENGEL);

The gentlewoman from New York
(Mrs. LOWEY);

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
CONNOLLY);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY);

The gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
SCALISE);
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The gentlewoman from Wyoming
(Ms. CHENEY);

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
EMMER);

The gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
PALMER);

The gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. WALKER);

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.

SMITH);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
NUNES); and

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
McCAUL).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi-
dent of the Senate, at the direction of
that body, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the committee on
the part of the Senate to escort His Ex-
cellency Jens Stoltenberg, Secretary
General of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization into the House Chamber:

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
MCCONNELL);

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
THUNE);

The Senator from Iowa (Mr. GRASS-
LEY);

The Senator
BARRASSO);

The Senator from Iowa (Ms. ERNST);

The Senator from Missouri (Mr.
BLUNT);

The Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH);

The Senator from North Carolina
(Mr. TILLIS);

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-

from Wyoming (Mr.

BIN);

The Senator from Washington (Mrs.
MURRAY);

The Senator from Minnesota (Ms.
KLOBUCHAR);

The Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN);

The Senator from Wisconsin (Ms.
BALDWIN);

The Senator from Rhode Island (Mr.
REED);

The Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
MENENDEZ);

The Senator from Maryland (Mr.
CARDIN); and

The Senator from New Hampshire
(Mrs. SHAHEEN).

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms announced the Acting Dean of
the Diplomatic Corps, His Excellency
Serge Mombouli, the Ambassador of
the Republic of Congo.

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps entered the Hall of the House of
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for him.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms announced the Cabinet of the
President of the United States.

The members of the Cabinet of the
President of the United States entered
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum.

At 11 o’clock and 10 minutes a.m.,
the Sergeant at Arms, the Honorable
Paul D. Irving, announced His Excel-
lency Jens Stoltenberg, Secretary Gen-
eral of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization.

The Secretary General of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization, escorted
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by the committee of Senators and Rep-
resentatives, entered the Hall of the
House of Representatives and stood at
the Clerk’s desk.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

The SPEAKER. Members of Con-
gress, I have the high privilege and the
distinct honor of presenting to you His
Excellency Jens Stoltenberg, Secretary
General of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

Secretary General STOLTENBERG.
Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
honorable Members of the TUnited
States Congress, ladies and gentlemen,
I am really truly honored and grateful
for the privilege of addressing you all
today and to represent the 29 members
of the NATO alliance.

Seventy years ago tomorrow, NATO’s
founding treaty was signed in this
great city. On that day, President Tru-
man said: “We hope to create a shield
against aggression and the fear of ag-
gression; a bulwark which will permit
us to get on with the real business of
government and society; the business
of achieving a fuller and happier life
for all our citizens.”

Our alliance was created by people
who had lived through two devastating
world wars. They knew only too well
the horror, the suffering, and the
human and material cost of war. They
were determined that this should never
happen again. And they were also de-
termined to stand up to the expansion
of the Soviet Union which was taking
control over its neighbors, crushing de-
mocracies, and oppressing their people.

So they founded NATO with a clear
purpose: to preserve peace and to safe-
guard freedom, and—with an ironclad
commitment by all members of the al-
liance—to protect each other. They
made a solemn promise: one for all and
all for one.

This commitment has served us well.
Peace has been preserved and freedom
maintained.

Yes, allies have been involved in con-
flicts in different parts of the world,
and allies have suffered the pain of ter-
rorist attacks, but no NATO ally has
been attacked by another country. The
Cold War ended without a shot being
fired in Europe, and we have experi-
enced an unprecedented period of
peace. So the NATO alliance is not
only the longest lasting alliance in his-
tory, it is the most successful alliance
in history.

Ever since the founding of our treaty,
our alliance, in 1949, every Congress,
every American President, your men
and women in uniform, and the people
of the United States of America have
been staunch supporters of NATO.

America has been the backbone of
our alliance. It has been fundamental
to European security and for our free-
dom. We would not have the peaceful
and prosperous Europe we see today
without the sacrifice and the commit-
ment of the United States.

For your enduring support, I thank
you all today.
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So NATO has been good for Europe.
But NATO has also been good for the
United States. The strength of a nation
is not only measured by the size of its
economy or the number of its soldiers,
but also by the number of its friends.
And through NATO, the United States
has more friends and allies than any
other power. This has made the United
States stronger, safer, and more se-
cure.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
it is good to have friends.

Yesterday, as I flew over the Atlan-
tic, I looked out of my window at the
ocean below, the great ocean that lies
between our two continents. The At-
lantic does not divide us; it unites us,
and it binds us together.

For Norwegians like me, the Atlantic
Ocean defines who we are. Indeed, it
was a Norseman, Leif Erikson, who was
the first European to reach American
shores almost 1,000 years ago—a fact
more people would know if he hadn’t
left so quickly and decided not to tell
anyone about it.

For adventurers like Leif Erikson,
the Atlantic Ocean was never a barrier.
Rather, it was a great blue bridge to
new lands and new possibilities. For
millions of Europeans, it has been a
bridge to freedom, sanctuary, and hope.

My grandparents were among them.
My mother was born in Paterson, New
Jersey, and I lived part of my child-
hood in San Francisco. So, this has
given me a sense of kinship with this
wonderful country, a kinship that has
only grown throughout my life.

For instance, I remember well during
the Cold War, when I was a conscript in
the Norwegian Army, our forces were
trained and equipped to hold the line.
But we knew that we could not take on
the might of the Soviet Union alone,
and Norway is actually bordering the
Soviet Union or was bordering the So-
viet Union during the Cold War.

But we also knew that we were not
alone. We knew that, if needed, our
NATO allies, led by the United States,
would soon be there with us. We en-
joyed a level of security that only our
transatlantic alliance could provide.

So, thanks to NATO, as a young man
during the Cold War, I felt safe. And
that says something about the strength
of our alliance.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
Members of Congress, at the entrance
to the NATO headquarters in Belgium,
there are two monuments—one, a piece
of the Berlin Wall. Designed to keep
people in and ideas out, it failed. It
failed because the ideas and the values
of those who built it were less compel-
ling and less powerful than ours, be-
cause we, as NATO, were resolute. We
stood together and would not back
down.

The other monument is a twisted
steel beam from the North Tower of
the World Trade Center, a memorial to
the ordinary people going about their
business on an ordinary day when the
unthinkable happened, a memorial to
the 2,977 people who lost their lives on
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9/11, a reminder of how all NATO allies
stood with the United States in its
hour of need.

One monument is a symbol of free-
dom, the other a symbol of solidarity.
Both are symbols of NATO, who we are
and what we stand for, what so many of
our brave men and women have fought
for and sometimes died for, but not in
vain and not alone.

The men and women of our armed
forces have served together over dec-
ades. This includes, actually, also,
many of you in this room, in this Con-
gress, in my delegation. And I pay trib-
ute to you and to all those who serve in
the defense of freedom.

There is no higher cause than free-
dom. And in these two monuments, we
see the challenges we have overcome as
an alliance.

We deterred the Soviet Union during
the Cold War; stopped wars and atroc-
ities in the Balkans; fought terrorism
from Afghanistan to the Middle East;
welcomed the newly free nations of
Central and Eastern Europe into our
alliance, helping to spread democracy,
peace, and prosperity.

And NATO’s door remains open. This
year, the Republic of North Macedonia
signed the accession protocol. And with
your support, North Macedonia will
soon become the 30th member of our al-
liance.

So, what started in 1949 with 12 mem-
bers has proven a powerful force for
peace, an alliance that others strive to
join, showing the historic success of
NATO.

But as you all know, success in the
past is not a guarantee of success in
the future. And we have to be frank.
Questions are being asked on both sides
of the Atlantic about the strength of
our partnership.

And, yes, there are differences. We
are an alliance of many different na-
tions, with different geography, his-
tory, and political parties: Republicans
and Democrats, conservatives and
labor, independents, greens, and many
more. This is democracy.

Open discussions and different views
are not a sign of weakness, they are a
sign of strength. So, we should not be
surprised when we see differences be-
tween our countries.

Today, there are disagreements on
issues such as trade, energy, climate
change, and the Iran nuclear deal.
These are serious issues with serious
disagreements. But we should remem-
ber that we have had our disagree-
ments also before: the Suez crisis in
1956; the French withdrawal from mili-
tary cooperation in NATO in 1966; or
the Iraq war in 2003, which was strong-
ly supported by some allies and equally
strongly opposed by others.

The strength of NATO is that, despite
our differences, we have always been
able to unite around our core task, to
defend each other, protect each other,
and to keep our people safe.

We have overcome our disagreements
in the past, and we must overcome our
differences now, because we will need
our alliance even more in the future.
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We face unprecedented challenges,
challenges no one nation can face
alone.

The global balance of power is shift-
ing. The fight against terrorism is a
generational fight. We have only just
seen the beginning of the threats in
cyberspace. Artificial intelligence,
quantum computing, and big data
could change the nature of conflict
more fundamentally than the Indus-
trial Revolution. And we will need to
continue to deal with a more assertive
Russia.

In 2014, Russia illegally annexed Cri-
mea, the first time in Europe that one
country had taken part of another by
force since World War II.

And we see a pattern of Russian be-
havior, including a massive military
buildup from the Arctic to the Medi-
terranean and from the Black Sea to
the Baltic; the use of a military-grade
nerve agent in the United Kingdom;
support for Assad’s murderous regime
in Syria; consistent cyberattacks on
NATO allies and partners, targeting ev-
erything from Parliaments to power
grids; sophisticated disinformation
campaigns; and attempts to interfere
in democracy itself.

NATO has responded with the biggest
reinforcement of our collective defense
in decades. For the first time, we have
combat-ready troops deployed in the
east of our alliance. We have increased
the readiness of our forces, tripled the
size of the NATO Response Force; mod-
ernized our command structure; bol-
stered our cyber defenses; and we have
stepped up our support for our close
partners, Georgia and Ukraine, sov-
ereign nations with the sovereign right
to choose their own path.

We do all of this, not to provoke a
conflict, but to prevent a conflict, and
to preserve peace; not to fight, but to
deter; not to attack, but to defend.

There is no contradiction between de-
terrence, defense, and dialogue. We do
not want to isolate Russia. We strive
for a better relationship with Russia.
But even without a better relationship,
we still need to manage a difficult one.
So we need to talk, and we do talk, to
reduce risks, to avoid incidents, acci-
dents, and miscalculations.

We also need dialogue in order to
work for arms control. My generation
was shaped by the deployment of thou-
sands of nuclear missiles in Europe in
the 1980s, missiles capable of destroy-
ing our cities and killing millions of
people in moments.

Thanks to the vision and leadership
of President Reagan and Premier
Gorbachev, the INF Treaty put an end
to all these weapons.

But today, they are back. Russia has
deployed new missiles in Europe. They
are mobile, hard to detect, nuclear ca-
pable, cut the warning time to just
minutes, and reduce the threshold for
the use of nuclear weapons in an armed
conflict.

NATO’s position is united and clear.
Russia is in violation of the INF Trea-
ty. There are no new American missiles
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in Europe, but there are new Russian
missiles.

I continue to call on Russia to return
to compliance with the INF Treaty.
But so far, Russia has taken no steps to
do so, and time is running out.

We do not want a new arms race. We
do not want a new Cold War. But we
must not be naive. An agreement that
is only respected by one side will not
keep us safe, so we must also prepare
for a world without the INF Treaty.

We will be measured and coordinated.
We will not mirror what Russia is
doing. NATO has no intention of de-
ploying land-based nuclear missiles in
Europe. But NATO will always take
the necessary steps to provide credible
and effective deterrence.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
the fight against terrorism also de-
mands our collective effort. The at-
tacks on 9/11 made that clear.

NATO’s response to those was swift.
Within 24 hours, and for the first and
only time in our history, we invoked
Article 5 of the Washington Treaty, the
collective defense clause, which states:
“An armed attack against one
shall be considered an attack against
them all.”

So, 9/11 was not only an attack on the
United States, but against all NATO
allies. Within days, NATO aircraft were
patrolling American skies. And in the
wake of 9/11, NATO soldiers went to
fight side by side in Afghanistan to
prevent that country from ever again
becoming a safe haven for terrorists
who could attack us here at home.

Over the years, hundreds of thou-
sands of troops from Europe and Can-
ada have served in Afghanistan. Over a
thousand have paid the ultimate price,
and many more have been seriously
wounded. We honor their service and
their sacrifice.

NATO remains in Afghanistan today
to fight terrorism and to train Afghan
forces. Our goal is not to stay there
forever. We should not stay any longer
than is necessary. We went in together;
we will decide on our future presence
together; and when the time comes, we
will leave together.

NATO fully supports the peace proc-
ess. It must pave the way for Afghan
reconciliation. There can only be peace
if Afghanistan stays free from inter-
national terrorists. And for peace to be
sustainable, it must build on our
achievements. NATO has created the
conditions for social and economic
progress, bringing education and
human rights to women and girls.
Their rights must be preserved.

NATO is not only fighting terrorism
in Afghanistan, we are also part of the
Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS. The
Coalition has made remarkable
progress.

Once, ISIS controlled an area rough-
ly the size of Virginia, and they im-
posed their twisted ideology on mil-
lions. They beheaded people, burned
people alive, and traded women as sex
slaves.

We should never forget their bru-
tality; and, thanks to American leader-
ship and our collective efforts, we have
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stopped this brutality, and millions of
people have been liberated.

But our work is not done. That is
why NATO is stepping up our training
of Iraqi forces, so they can better de-
fend their country and make sure that
ISIS can never return.

This is also why NATO supports our
partners in the Middle East and North
Africa, helping them to build up their
intelligence services, border security,
cybersecurity, and Special Operations
Forces.

Training local forces and building
local capacity are among the best
weapons we have in the fight against
terrorism. Prevention is better than
intervention.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
some of you here today will have been
directly affected by terrorism. You
may have lost friends and loved ones.
You know the reality of terrorism. I
know it too.

I was Prime Minister of Norway on
the 22nd of July 2011, a date that will
live in infamy in the history of my
country. That day, a terrorist deto-
nated a bomb outside my office, killing
eight people and injuring many more.

He then went to the island of Utoya,
where young people were enjoying a
summer camp. He Kkilled a further 69
people, most of them teenagers with
their whole lives ahead of them. It was
the darkest day in Norway since the
Second World War. It was the darkest
day of my life.

Terrorism comes in many forms.
Some perpetrators misuse religion,
others misuse political ideology. They
claim to be different from each other,
fighting for different causes, but they
are all the same. They believe in ha-
tred, violence, and Kkilling innocent
men, women, and children. They are
nothing more than cowards.

Terrorists attack our freedom, our
values, and our way of life. Our answer
must be more openness and more de-
mocracy. Our values will prevail.

Freedom will prevail over oppression,
tolerance over intolerance, and love
will always prevail over hate.

I see this in the flowers laid outside
the mosques in Christchurch, New Zea-
land. I see this in the lives led by the
young survivors of the attacks in Nor-
way.

I see this in New York and Wash-
ington, two indomitable cities, cities
that were not intimidated, not de-
feated, but which rose stronger than
ever from the horror of that September
morning.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
NATO is a strong alliance, but to re-
main a strong alliance, NATO must be
a fair alliance.

In an ideal world, we would not need
to spend any money on defense. But we
do not live in an ideal world.

Freedom has enemies, and they need
to be deterred. And if deterrence fails,
we need to fight it.

Hitler could not have been stopped
with peaceful protests. Stalin could not
have been deterred with words. ISIS
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could not have been defeated with dia-
logue.

Future enemies of freedom may
choose violence again. Our desire for a
peaceful world is simply not enough.
We must act, and invest, to make it so.

NATO allies must spend more on de-
fense. This has been the clear message
from President Trump, and this mes-
sage is having a real impact.

After years of reducing defense budg-
ets, all allies have stopped the cuts and
all allies have increased their defense
spending. Before, they were cutting bil-
lions; now they are adding billions.

In just the last 2 years, European al-
lies and Canada have spent an addi-
tional $41 billion on defense. By the end
of next year, that figure will rise to
$100 billion. This is making NATO
stronger.

That money will allow us to invest in
new capabilities our armed forces need;
including advanced fighter aircraft, at-
tack helicopters, missile defense, and
surveillance drones. This is good for
Europe, and it is good for America.

America’s NATO allies provide im-
portant capabilities; including tens of
thousands of intelligence personnel and
cyber experts, giving the United States
better eyes and ears where you need
them, from tracking submarines in the
Arctic to taking down the cyber net-
works of ISIS.

Europe provides the U.S. with a plat-
form to project power around the
world.

Last year, I was in Fort Worth,
Texas, and I saw how industries from
many NATO allies are working to-
gether to produce next-generation
strike-fighter aircraft.

NATO has always had a technological
edge. To keep that edge, we must inno-
vate and capitalize on the ingenuity of
our industries and our best minds, on
both sides of the Atlantic. This will
continue to provide us with advanced
capabilities and create jobs in the
United States, Canada, and Europe.

So our transatlantic bond is not just
about security, it is also about pros-
perity.

It is not by chance that Article 2 of
the Washington Treaty encourages eco-
nomic collaboration between our Na-
tions.

Europe and America have long been,
by far, each other’s largest trading
partners, creating millions of jobs on
both sides of the Atlantic, generating
more than $3 billion a day in trade, in-
jecting trillions of dollars into our
economies.

There is more wealth, greater health,
better education, and more happiness
thanks to the bond between our two
continents.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
the ultimate expression of burden-shar-
ing is that we stand together, fight to-
gether, and sometimes die together.

I have visited Arlington National
Cemetery to pay tribute to all those
American soldiers who have given their
lives, many of them in defense of Eu-
rope.
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Two world wars and the Cold War
made it clear how important America
is to the security of Europe and, equal-
ly, that peace and stability in Europe
is important to the United States.

Our alliance has not lasted for 70
years out of a sense of nostalgia or of
sentiment.

NATO lasts because it is in the na-
tional interest of each and every one of
our Nations.

Together, we represent 1 billion peo-
ple. We are half of the world’s eco-
nomic might and half of the world’s
military might.

When we stand together, we are
stronger than any potential challenger
economically, politically, and mili-
tarily.

We need this collective strength be-
cause we will face new threats, and we
have seen so many times before how
difficult it is to predict the future. We
were not able to predict the fall of the
Berlin Wall, the 9/11 attacks, the rise of
ISIS, or Russia’s illegal annexation of
Crimea.

Since we cannot foresee the future,
we have to be prepared for the unfore-
seen. We need a strategy to deal with
uncertainty. We have one. That strat-
egy is NATO.

A strong and agile NATO reduces
risks and enables us to deal with sur-
prises when they happen. And they will
happen.

NATO is the most successful alliance
in history because we have always been
able to change as the world changes,
and because, despite our differences, we
are united in our commitment to each
other.

NATO is an alliance of sovereign na-
tions, united by democracy, liberty,
and the rule of law, by a person’s right
to live their life in the pursuit of hap-
piness, free from oppression—values
that lie at the heart of the United
States and at the heart of NATO.

As President Eisenhower, NATO’s
first Supreme Allied Commander, said,
“We are concerned not only with the
protection of territory ... but with
the defense of a way of life.”

Europe and North America are not
separated by the Atlantic Ocean; we
are united by it. And just like the At-
lantic, NATO unites our continents,
our nations, and our people. It has done
so for 70 years.

And today, we must do everything in
our power to maintain that unity for
future generations, because come what
may, we are stronger and safer when
we stand together.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President,
it is good to have friends.

Thank you.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

At 11 o’clock and 56 minutes a.m., His
Excellency Jens Stoltenberg, Secretary
General of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization, accompanied by the com-
mittee of escort, retired from the Hall
of the House of Representatives.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms escorted the invited guests from
the Chamber in the following order:
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The members of the President’s Cabi-
net;

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps.

————
JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the
joint meeting having been completed,
the Chair declares the joint meeting of
the two Houses now dissolved.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 57
minutes a.m. ), the joint meeting of the
two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of
the Chair.

———
O 1226
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY
of New York) at 12 o’clock and 26 min-
utes p.m.

——————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, April 3, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
April 3, 2019, at 12:00 p.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1839.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON.

———

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1585, VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2019

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 281 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 281

Resolved, That at any time after adoption

of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
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to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1585) to reau-
thorize the Violence Against Women Act of
1994, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Judiciary. After general
debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. In
lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on the Judiciary now printed in the bill, it
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 116-9 modified by the
amendment printed in part A of the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution. That amendment in the nature of
a substitute shall be considered as read. All
points of order against that amendment in
the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to that amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be in order except
those printed in part B of the report of the
Committee on Rules. Each such amendment
may be offered only in the order printed in
the report, may be offered only by a Member
designated in the report, shall be considered
as read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Committee of
the Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

0 1230

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Arizona (Mrs. LESKO), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
be given 5 legislative days to revise and
extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, the Rules Committee met and re-
ported a rule, House Resolution 281,
providing for consideration of H.R.
1585, the Violence Against Women Re-
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authorization Act of 2019, under a
structured rule.

The rule self-executes a manager’s
amendment that makes technical
changes to reflect appropriate statute
sections, corrects terminologies, and
makes in order 40 amendments.

Mr. Speaker, this year, we are cele-
brating the 26th anniversary of the Vi-
olence Against Women Act, VAWA, a
landmark piece of bipartisan legisla-
tion that has helped to reduce in-
stances of domestic violence and en-
sure that millions of survivors have ac-
cess to the services they need.

VAWA was the first piece of Federal
legislation to acknowledge domestic
violence and sexual assault as crimes
and has dramatically improved our Na-
tion’s response to helping survivors in
both the short and long term.

Since its enactment in 1994, VAWA
has brought together law enforcement,
social service organizations, and vic-
timgs’ advocates to bring domestic vio-
lence to light, provide survivors with
support, and hold abusers accountable
for their actions.

VAWA was and still is a piece of leg-
islation developed by the people who
work closest to these issues in their
communities. The bipartisan bill we
will vote on this week reflects the on-
going commitment of Members on both
sides of the aisle to ending domestic vi-
olence and abuse in all forms.

Before I get further into the compo-
nents and details of the bill, I would
like to share two stories about my con-
stituents to illustrate why VAWA re-
authorization is so necessary and why
we must continue to commit ourselves
to preventing domestic violence at
every opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, please keep in mind
that each of these stories happened in
the past week in my district.

First, last week, a young woman was
murdered by her ex-husband at a con-
venience store, where the two were
meeting to exchange custody of their 6-
year-old son. The ex-husband left their
son at home and, instead, brought an
AR-15 style rifle, which he used to
murder the woman in the middle of the
store.

He was caught by law enforcement
after he fled the store, but as a result
of these horrific actions, a young
woman was murdered in cold blood and
a child has, effectively, lost both par-
ents.

This was not the first time the ex-
husband had threatened to kill his ex-
wife during a child custody exchange
just like the one this past week. Fol-
lowing an incident 3 years ago, he was
charged with harassment and making
terroristic threats, and the woman was
granted a protection-from-abuse order.

But this didn’t prevent her or her
family from living in fear of what her
ex-husband might do next. Tragically,
the very worst happened.

Then, just this past Sunday evening,
another woman was asleep in her home
in Upland with her three children
when, just after midnight, her ex-boy-
friend broke into her house, entered
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her bedroom, and shot her. Her 5-year-
old child witnessed the shooting. Had
the gun not jammed when the ex-boy-
friend fired a second time, the victim
would be dead.

This victim, too, had a protection-
from-abuse order against her attacker,
hers being issued just 5 days before
that attack.

These two attacks happened just
miles apart from each other, just a few
days apart. These stories are all too
common, because violence against
women is all too common.

I am willing to bet that every Mem-
ber of this body could point to similar
examples of violence against women
from their own congressional districts.
Such acts of violence are not isolated
incidents but are, instead, representa-
tive of the larger systemic problem.

According to the National Center on
Domestic Violence, one in four women
experiences severe intimate partner
physical violence, intimate partner
sexual violence, or intimate partner
stalking, with impacts such as injury,
fearfulness, post-traumatic stress dis-
order, and more.

The same organization found that
one in three women has experienced
some form of physical violence by an
intimate partner, and one in seven
women has been stalked by an intimate
partner during their lifetime, to the
point they felt very fearful or believed
that they or someone close to them
would be harmed or killed.

Intimate partner violence accounts
for 15 percent of violent crimes nation-
wide. Women between the ages of 18
and 24 are the most commonly abused
by an intimate partner.

It is absolutely no wonder why do-
mestic victimization is correlated with
a higher rate of depression and suicidal
behavior later in life.

Further, 19 percent of domestic vio-
lence involves a weapon of some kind.
The presence of a gun in a domestic vi-
olence situation increases the risk of
homicide by 500—that is 500—percent.
You don’t need to be a mathematician
in order to see that guns in the hands
of domestic abusers routinely leads to
violence and death.

The Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act recognizes this indis-
putable fact and takes active measures
to correct and improve our laws.

In the United States, women are 21
times more likely to be killed with a
gun than women in any other high-in-
come country.

Mr. Speaker, 4%2 million American
women alive today have been threat-
ened by intimate partners with fire-
arms. One million of those have actu-
ally been shot or shot at by their abus-
ers.

I have represented some of these
women and have seen the fear that
they live with and the impact it has on
their children and families.

This bill finally closes the boyfriend
loophole. While Federal law prevents
gun possession by people convicted of,
or under a restraining order for, abus-
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ing their spouses, dating partners are
generally exempt from these restric-
tions.

This gaping hole in our gun safety
laws has become even more deadly over
the years. The share of homicides com-
mitted by dating partners has been in-
creasing for three decades. Today,
women are as likely to be killed by
dating partners as they are by spouses.

Closing the boyfriend loophole is a
fact-based, commonsense response to a
very real threat.

The provisions in this reauthoriza-
tion would protect women from abusive
dating partners by ensuring that their
abusers are prohibited from possessing
guns under Federal law.

The definition of ‘‘dating partner’ is
already contained in the Violence
Against Women Act. This simple up-
date to policy will provide increased
protections for partners in unmarried
relationships.

Closing the boyfriend loophole has
been a bipartisan issue since long be-
fore this bill. Last year, six Repub-
licans cosponsored legislation that
would have closed this loophole, and 23
States, in their own laws, have already
acted to prevent abusers from obtain-
ing guns, including Pennsylvania and
Arizona.

It is time we update Federal law to
reflect the reality, which our States
have already recognized, and prevent
violent dating partners from being able
to access weapons.

This bill also closes the stalker loop-
hole. Stalking has been shown to be a
predictor of intimate partner violence
and homicide, although current law
does not prohibit misdemeanor stalk-
ing offenses.

A study of intimate partner homi-
cides and attempted homicides involv-
ing female victims found that 76 per-
cent of those murders and 85 percent of
attempted murders were preceded by at
least one incident of stalking before
the attack.

Passing this bill will protect women
from stalkers by ensuring those con-
victed of stalking offenses are prohib-
ited from possessing guns under Fed-
eral law.

On top of limiting stalkers and abu-
sive dating partners from legally own-
ing weapons, this bill strengthens en-
forcement by alerting State and local
law enforcement when an abuser fails a
firearms background check. This no-
tice gives State law enforcement an op-
portunity to intervene before an abuser
can obtain a firearm or do any further
harm.

This provision mirrors a bipartisan
bill that was introduced earlier this
year to notify State law enforcement
each time a person who is not allowed
to have guns tries to buy a firearm and
fails the background check. Clearly,
keeping guns out of the hands of those
who should not have them is a bipar-
tisan priority.

Mr. Speaker, one of my first experi-
ences as a young attorney was rep-
resenting women and families who had
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sought shelter at the People’s Emer-
gency Center in West Philadelphia.
That agency was started by former
Congressman Bob Edgar.

Most of the women in that shelter
had been subjected to domestic abuse.
This was before VAWA was the law of
the land, but even then it was clear
there were significant problems with
how the system cared for abused
women and punished their abusers.

When VAWA was enacted in 1994, it
spoke to so many of the problems my
then-clients were facing, issues with
housing and employment, caring for
young children, and fighting for cus-
tody in court.

What makes VAWA such a critical
bill is not just the legal protections it
puts in place to protect women but the
structures it sets up to help women
who have been abused.

This reauthorization bill builds upon
those critical reforms from 25 years
ago and updates them to address cur-
rent needs.

The bill funds and improves screen-
ing for victimization and the perpetra-
tion of intimate partner and sexual vi-
olence across federally funded
healthcare programs. The healthcare
system is often one of the first places
women go where unseen abuse can be
detected. Empowering healthcare pro-
fessionals to address such sensitive sit-
uations can help to avert abuse before
it escalates or prevent it from hap-
pening in the first place.

The bill ensures that survivors of do-
mestic abuse can maintain housing in
the event of a breakup with their part-
ner and further protects their privacy
through strengthened confidentiality
agreements with housing authorities.
Similarly, the bill extends traditional
housing grant opportunities to organi-
zations that help underserved popu-
lations.

Victims of domestic abuse are often
at risk of significant financial loss if
they are unable to work and provide
for their family as a result of abuse.
This bill protects survivors from termi-
nation from employment due to disrup-
tion caused by domestic abuse and also
addresses the impact of domestic abuse
on a woman’s credit rating.

We should also note that transgender
people are disproportionately survivors
of sexual assault and violence, and
they deserve to access services con-
sistent with their gender identity.

Domestic violence providers and law
enforcement agree: Transgender
women being in the same space as
other women does not make either less
safe. Laws that prohibit discrimination
based on gender identity have been in
place for years, including specifically
for VAWA programs.

Minneapolis, for example, has had
gender identity protections since 1975,
and there is no credible evidence that
the existence of these laws has contrib-
uted to violence against women. In-
stead, they simply keep transgender
people safe.

Since 1994, VAWA has provided crit-
ical tools to survivors of domestic
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abuse, law enforcement, and commu-
nity organizations to prevent and ad-
dress the impact of domestic violence.
Using those tools to represent sur-
vivors of such abuse, I have seen both
clients and constituents find safe ha-
vens, rebuild their lives, protect their
families, and develop emotionally and
financially productive lives.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to reau-
thorization of this bill, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I thank Representative SCANLON
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes.

Mr. Speaker, I am a survivor of do-
mestic violence. I also serve on the ad-
visory council of a domestic violence
shelter in my district, and I am the co-
chairwoman of the congressional Bi-
partisan Working Group to End Domes-
tic Violence.

That is why having a strong Violence
Against Women Act, commonly known
as VAWA, that works for the American
people is so very important to me.

Ending violence against women and
protecting women and children should
not be a partisan issue. However, we
find ourselves debating a VAWA reau-
thorization act that is literally a
Christmas tree of progressive, liberal
policy objectives rather than an honest
approach to reforming and updating
such an important law for millions of
women and children.

VAWA has lapsed, putting millions of
women and children at risk, when it
didn’t need to. I, along with 194 other
Republicans, voted to reauthorize
VAWA through the end of the fiscal
year on February 14, 2019.

I sponsored the Protecting Women
Act, which would reauthorize VAWA
until September 30, 2019. This would
have allowed the program to stay in
place while we worked in a truly bipar-
tisan fashion to update and reauthorize
this critical program.

VAWA has historically been a bipar-
tisan bill with little controversy. How-
ever, this particular VAWA proposal
moved through the Judiciary Com-
mittee without a single vote of support
from any Republican.

Throughout this process, my friends
across the aisle have talked a lot about
bipartisanship, but I have seen little ef-
fort from my Democratic colleagues to
engage in a process to pass a VAWA re-
authorization bill that could garner
wide-ranging bipartisan support. And
believe me, I have tried.

I have reached out to my Democratic
colleagues to set up meetings several
times, to no avail.
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H.R. 1585 is a treasure trove of liberal
policy objectives that will put women,
girls, and children at risk. This bill, as
written, forces shelters and service pro-
viders, under the power of Federal
law—shelters that may not even be
equipped—to place males in the same
sleeping and showering quarters as
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women and children purely based on
how that individual ‘‘identifies.”

These gaping holes in the law will
put women and children at risk to
predators, who may have experienced
trauma from male predators them-
selves. Based on this bill, the shelter
would be required to accept a biologi-
cal male even if the shelter is not
equipped to separate males and fe-
males, forcing vulnerable women who
have been abused and maybe sexually
assaulted to shower with and sleep
next to males.

We hear constantly from the other
side of the aisle that this is all conjec-
ture, what I am saying is all conjecture
and completely hypothetical, and that
this just does not happen. However, we
know this is not true, and I have stated
this before in the Judiciary Committee
and the Rules Committee.

Nine women in Fresno, California,
are suing a shelter for being sexually
harassed in a shelter by a biological
male.

The Hope Center in Alaska is another
example, where a woman was quoted as
saying she would rather sleep in the
woods than have to be in close quarters
with a male and relive her trauma.

Further, this legislation requires—re-
quires—prisons to place biological
males who identify as women in wom-
en’s prisons. We have seen how this
played out in Britain, where a biologi-
cal man who identified as a woman
raped two females.

Those on the other side of the aisle
have accused those of us who want to
preserve sex-segregated spaces based on
biology as discriminatory and demoniz-
ing transgender individuals. This is
completely false.

Nothing in the amendments that I
have offered would discriminate
against anyone. Any shelter could still
take anyone in, but I don’t want gov-
ernment forcing the shelters to take
someone in if they are not equipped to
do so.

What we are pointing out are gaping
holes in this legislative proposal and
potential for predators to take advan-
tage of the law. We must give those
who are sheltering and serving women
the tools to keep them safe.

H.R. 1585 also seeks to eliminate due
process and infringe on Second Amend-
ment rights. I agree that we need to
keep guns out of the hands of dan-
gerous criminals, but expanding laws
to prohibit individuals from exercising
their Second Amendment rights with-
out them even being present to defend
themselves, as is the case in ex parte
orders of protection, is a dangerous
precedent.

Further, H.R. 15685 includes provisions
that would result in a permanent pro-
hibition on owning or possessing fire-
arms by anyone convicted on a mis-
demeanor. Permanently losing a funda-
mental civil right for a misdemeanor
conviction is virtually unheard of. The
bill uses the legitimate and serious
issue of domestic violence as a way to
limit legitimate gun rights.
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When coupled with the bill’s expan-
sion of the definition of ‘“‘domestic re-
lationship” to include ‘‘former dating
partners,” a subjective term that could
be easily abused, the bill expands
power to permanently remove some-
one’s right to own firearms to an un-
tenable degree.

This legislation also advances poli-
cies that could reduce criminal pros-
ecutions by tying States’ grant eligi-
bility to policies that ensure that com-
pelling victim testimony is discour-
aged.

Further, it permits the use of VAWA
funds for new ‘‘alternative justice”
models, under which funds could be
granted to programs that force medi-
ation between an abuser and the victim
of the abuser.

Finally, H.R. 1585 rolls back protec-
tions for sex trafficking. The bill
deprioritizes the use of grant funding
to protect victims of sex trafficking
and would only allow this funding to go
to grantees if their program is pri-
marily focused on domestic violence,

dating violence, sexual assault, or
stalking.
These are just a few of the

hyperpartisan provisions that my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
have injected into this VAWA reau-
thorization. We all want to protect
women and children, and VAWA has
typically received wide-ranging bipar-
tisan support; however, this legislation
fails to do that.

We should be focusing on common-
sense, bipartisan reforms to VAWA in-
stead of on a bill that is a nonstarter in
the U.S. Senate and a bill that will not
be signed by the President.

Mr. Speaker, I urge opposition to the
rule, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

This is not the first time that I have
heard my colleagues misgender trans
women as biological males, and I need
to point something out. Beyond this
term being outright offensive, it shows
how disingenuous their concern for the
safety of women is, and they are show-
ing their hand.

The use of the term ‘‘biological
male” is a dog whistle to transphobia
that runs rampant in society and
seems to on the other side of the aisle.
It is not rooted in concern for women
but, rather, a manifestation of their
disdain for the trans community.

Also, my constituents are not the
Senate. My constituents are not Mr.
McCONNELL. My constituents want
VAWA reauthorized, and we are going
to do what we can to pass it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Maine (Ms. PIN-
GREE).

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
for yielding me the time.

I rise today in support of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 2019.

I want to thank the chair of the Judi-
ciary Committee, and I want to com-
mend the chair of the Subcommittee
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on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland
Security for her leadership and quick
action to get this reauthorized in the
116th Congress.

I also want to thank the chair of the
Rules Committee for his effort to bring
this to the floor today and to have a
strong debate.

The Violence Against Women Act is a
success story. Since its groundbreaking
passage in 1994, this bill has been an ex-
ample of Congress working in a bipar-
tisan way to address an intolerable
problem, the problem of domestic vio-
lence. Today, we are here, over two
decades later, making VAWA even bet-
ter.

H.R. 1585 will improve services for
victims of domestic violence, dating vi-
olence, sexual assault, and stalking. It
assists young victims of violence, and
it extends programs to address bul-
lying. It also updates current programs
relative to dating violence and children
exposed to violent acts.

Of particular importance in the State
of Maine, the bill will further protect
Native American women by expanding
the provisions written in 2013. H.R. 1585
will include Tribal jurisdiction over
non-Indian predators of dating vio-
lence, stalking, and trafficking. At
last, the Tribes of Maine and Alaska
will have the same protections pro-
vided to Tribes nationwide.

According to the most recent data
from the National Institute of Justice,
four in five American Indian and Alas-
ka Native women have experienced vio-
lence in their lifetime. But, according
to the way the Maine Indian Claims
Settlement Act has been interpreted by
some, Maine has been left out of the
law. Unfortunately, this has resulted in
Tribal victims of domestic violence in
Maine or Alaska losing out on protec-
tions that have been extended to Tribal
victims of every federally recognized
Tribe in the country.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman from Maine an addi-
tional 30 seconds.

Ms. PINGREE. The benefits that
other Tribes have seen from allowing
Tribal jurisdiction over domestic vio-
lence cases include: increased public
safety for all of those living on Tribal
lands, increased community conversa-
tions about domestic violence, updates
to Tribal criminal codes, and increased
collaboration among Tribes and local
and State governments—all of which
have been elusive for the Tribes of
Maine.

Today’s bill will address this long
overdue unfairness that has left Maine
Tribes not only to be treated dif-
ferently, but has also left them out of
the benefits of the 2013 VAWA bill.

For every Member of this body, there
are many reasons to support this bill,
and I urge my colleagues to do so.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Before I have my friend speak, I am
going to address what Representative
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SCANLON said, that calling a
transgender woman a biological male,
she said, is offensive and it shows my
disdain for transgender individuals.
That is absolutely false. I have no dis-
dain. I am just merely stating fact.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
HARTZLER), my good friend.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to this rule and the
underlying legislation.

The Violence Against Women Act
was originally enacted to strengthen
law enforcement’s ability to help
women suffering from domestic vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, and
to bolster their efforts in preventing
future violence. I fully support VAWA’s
original intent; however, this rule and
the bill under consideration no longer
focus on the women suffering from vio-
lence. Instead, H.R. 1585 has been po-
liticized.

This bill was written to use women
to overhaul several unrelated areas of
law, such as unemployment benefits,
housing requirements for nonwomen
populations, and the Second Amend-
ment.

In short, the original intent of this
measure, to protect women from abuse,
has been hijacked. Not only does this
legislation lose focus on the matter at
hand, which is women suffering from
violence, it fails to prioritize a wom-
an’s right to privacy, to safety, and to
healing from sexual violence.

Specifically, H.R. 1585 continues a
misguided policy adopted under Presi-
dent Obama, forcing domestic violence
survivors to share female-only shelters
with men. Unfortunately, we have al-
ready seen litigation in women shelters
caused by this type of problematic pol-
icy.

For example, as was mentioned by
my friend from Arizona, the Naomi’s
House women’s shelter in California is
facing a lawsuit on behalf of nine
women who were sexually harassed by
a transgender individual. Staff at the
shelter did not take any disciplinary
action due to the fact that, as a Fed-
eral grantee, they are required to take
in transgender men who identify as fe-
males.

The women suffering from sexual vio-
lence were not only subjected to addi-
tional sexual harassment, but were
threatened to be removed from the
shelter if they refused to share a show-
er and coexist with the transgender in-
dividual.

In a similar case in Alaska, the city
of Anchorage is investigating the
Downtown Hope Center, which is a
faith-based, mnonprofit organization.
The reason? They are allegedly vio-
lating a local law because they provide
shelter to only women.

Anchorage is trying to force the Hope
Center to house transgender-identi-
fying men alongside women in its over-
night, shared-sleeping facility. How-
ever, part of the Hope Center’s mission
is to provide women suffering from
rape, physical abuse, and violence a
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safe place to sleep at night without the
presence of men.

I would ask my colleagues: How does
this policy advance our goal of helping
women suffering from abuse when it
denies them a safe place to heal? The
answer is: It doesn’t. These new hous-
ing provisions not only diminish the
Violence Against Women Act, but also
enable more violence against women.

While there are many other concerns
with the VAWA language, I will men-
tion just one more.

A 2018 Government Accountability
Office report found that Planned Par-
enthood received nearly $300,000 from
VAWA formula grants during 2013
through 2015. This is extremely dis-
heartening, considering there have
been several undercover investigations
and news stories suggesting that a
number of Planned Parenthood affili-
ates have not been reporting when cli-
ents are victims of statutory rape,
child prostitution, or sex trafficking.

Mr. Speaker, while I fully support in-
creased protections for battered
women, this bill is not the answer. It
further victimizes women, and it uses
them to advance other political causes.
We need to send this bill back to all
seven committees of jurisdiction to ad-
dress these concerns so that a VAWA
law can once again focus on alleviating
suffering from violence.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’ on
the rule and ‘‘no”” on the underlying
legislation.
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Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard this alle-
gation over and over again based on
one case in Fresno where the facts have
not been established. It is still in liti-
gation.

As a former trial lawyer, I know that
a lot of allegations can be made, but
the fact that what has been stated as
facts in this case, that men were in a
shelter, is not true. Transgender
women were in the shelter.

It has been stated that a transgender
man couldn’t be excluded from the
shelter and that the staff at the shelter
failed to take action. That actually is
under dispute.

So we have one isolated instance that
is being misrepresented to continue
this line of argument. What we are
really seeing is this tactic of trying to
pit one minority group, one group in
need of services, against another to
convince us that the rights and protec-
tions of one group come at the cost of
another. They have done it with people
of color, with immigrants, and now
with women and members of the trans
community.

Mr. Speaker, I have a clear message:
this country is better than that. They
both need help. It can be done under
this law.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the reauthorization of the Violence
Against Women Act.

The world has changed, my friends,
since our last reauthorization of
VAWA. This bill updates VAWA to
cover new victims of domestic violence
that were not covered in our prior bill
and desperately need protection.

In addition, the #MeToo movement
has made women more determined con-
cerning their rights than ever before.

Perhaps the most desperate need of
victims of domestic violence is for
sanctuary, shelter, emergency housing,
and affordable housing, all in short
supply.

Victims who stay with an abuser risk
everything: homelessness, loss of cus-
tody of children, more abuse, and even
injury and death.

Victims who remain with an abuser
in 40 to 50 percent of cases also see
their children abused.

Forty to as high as 70 percent of fe-
male homicide victims were murdered
by their husbands or boyfriends in a re-
lationship where there had been ongo-
ing abuse.

Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, the most seri-
ous issue confronting victims is no al-
ternative place to live or even to shel-
ter. Omne-third of survivors become
homeless immediately after separating
from partners.

Our bill bars the eviction of the vic-
tim until suitable housing or a termi-
nation of a lease without penalty can
occur. Grants to help homeless victims
achieve stability are necessary to pre-
vent recurrent bouts of homelessness
from domestic violence.

This reauthorization is desperately
needed without delay. I strongly urge
its passage.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I have one
comment before I introduce my friend
from Oklahoma.

It is said that there has only been
one incident where a biological male
threatened the women, and that is just
simply not true. There have been sev-
eral incidences. Quite frankly, the
question is, how many women have to
be put in a potentially unsafe situation
or have their privacy violated by males
before you realize that this concern is
really legitimate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE),
my good friend, the ranking member of
the Rules Committee.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend from Arizona for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to oppose
the rule, and to offer conditional sup-
port for the underlying legislation,
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019.

I oppose the rule simply because my
friends didn’t make in order quite a
number of proposals that we had that
we think ought to be debated on today,
but in fairness, I want to thank Chair-
man MCGOVERN for making in order
quite a few amendments that related
particularly to VAWA in Indian Coun-
try, and I look forward to supporting
those amendments.
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I have always tried to consider legis-
lation within its full context and look
at the overall benefit of the bill, and I
will certainly do the same with respect
to VAWA.

Certainly there are provisions in this
version of the reauthorization with
which I profoundly disagree. Those are
particularly related to the Second
Amendment; this includes a misguided
provision to strip someone of the right
to possess a firearm following a mis-
demeanor conviction.

Frankly, I hope and expect that these
provisions will change as the bill pro-
gresses through the legislative process.

To enact VAWA, to actually achieve
the objective, my friends are going to
have to do something they haven’t
done so far: that is actually com-
promise. They will have to compromise
with a Republican Senate and a Repub-
lican President, or this important leg-
islation will not come into law.

However, there are compelling things
about this legislation, and I believe
them particularly to be consistent with
my own views and my own voting
record on Tribal sovereignty and pro-
tection of native women, and I want to
be supportive where I can be.

In 2013, Congress authorized the Trib-
al Court’s jurisdiction over non-Indian
offenders that are arrested for commit-
ting domestic violence or assault
against women Tribal members on In-
dian lands.

The legislation we are considering
today expands this jurisdiction to in-
clude not only women, but also Tribal
children. Further, it extends critical
protection to Tribal police officers.

There are several important amend-
ments that will be debated related to
Indian Country, and I urge the adop-
tion of all of them.

I support the right of Tribes to enact
their own definition of domestic and
sexual violence, rather than replacing
it with the Federal Government’s defi-
nitions. States already have this flexi-
bility; Tribes should as well.

In addition, I also believe Tribal law
enforcement should have the authority
to have access to the National Crime
Information Systems.

Mr. Speaker, more than four out of
five American Indian and Alaska Na-
tive women have experienced violence
in their lifetime. More than half of the
American Indian and Alaska Native
women have experienced sexual vio-
lence in their lifetime. American In-
dian and Alaska Native women are al-
most twice as likely as White women
to have experienced violence in the
past year. Native women face murder
rates more than ten times the national
average in some parts of the country.
They are also more than twice as like-
ly to have experienced rape than non-
Hispanic white women over the course
of a lifetime.

Given these statistics of acts of vio-
lence, 96 percent of American Indian
and Alaska Native women who are vic-
tims of sexual violence experience vio-
lence at the hands of non-native per-
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petrators. To reiterate, nearly all the
violence committed against mnative
women is committed by non-natives.

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the pro-
tection of all women and children is or
should be treated as a partisan issue.
Tribal governments, through trust and
treaty obligations, should have the
same authority as States to protect
women and children in vulnerable situ-
ations. All States, Tribal, and local law
enforcement authorities should have
access to the use of the same tools to
prevent these crimes on or off reserva-
tions.

As I have said before, hunters know
where to hunt, fishermen know where
to fish, and predators know where to
prey.

The passage of a reformed Violence
Against Women Act gives Tribes badly
needed tools to combat the epidemic of
violence and abuse in Indian Country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members of
the House of Representatives to work
together in a bipartisan manner to cre-
ate, in the end, a bill that can pass
both chambers and be enacted into law.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. FRANKEL).

Ms. FRANKEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Pennsylvania for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to rise in
support of what I consider, and many
consider, one of the most important
pieces of legislation that protects the
families of America, the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act,
because no woman or man or child
should ever be afraid to walk into their
own home because of fear from vio-
lence from a spouse or a dating part-
ner.

So today, I rise on behalf of one of
my constituents named Olga, from
Florida, who on her wedding day
thought she was entering into a dream
marriage for herself and her two chil-
dren. But this marriage turned into a
nightmare when her husband became
aggressive, violent, and controlling,
imprisoning Olga and her two children
in their own home, not even letting the
children go to school.

Olga fled to my hometown and was
nurtured back to emotional and finan-
cial health by a local domestic violence
organization in my community.

The Violence Against Women Act
helps tackle the epidemic of domestic
violence, stalking, dating violence, and
sexual violence.

Since it was first passed in 1994, seri-
ous victimization by an intimate part-
ner has dropped by 72 percent for
women and 64 percent for men. How-
ever, it is estimated that as many as 45
million adults will still experience
physical violence, rape, or stalking by
an intimate partner sometime in their
lives.

Reauthorizing and strengthening this
legislation, expanding protections, in-
creasing funding, and improving serv-
ices to survivors will save lives across
America and help protect women like
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Olga and let her children be spared
from horrific violence.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this great bill.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX).

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague from
Arizona for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the rule and the underlying bill.

The Violence Against Women Act,
originally enacted in 1994, was reau-
thorized twice with broad bipartisan
support.

Unfortunately, today’s bill has fol-
lowed the same path as other bills this
Congress. Democrats are more inter-
ested in playing politics and falsely
painting Republicans as anti-women
rather than passing legislation to actu-
ally protect women.

Sadly, despite years of work through
local, State, and Federal efforts, do-
mestic and sexual violence remain seri-
ous problems. I have heard from women
and those working to help them about
the challenges faced by women due to
violence, but as Republican leader of
the House Education and Labor Com-
mittee, I can tell you they have never
asked for a GAO study on student loan
repayment. Such a study is included in
this bill. Another study about repay-
ment options and the challenges of stu-
dent debt will not help those women
who are victims of violence.

If Democrats ever had a compelling
argument, Americans would never
know, since this bill was marked up in
only one committee instead of the
seven that have jurisdiction.

This bill also requires a study by the
Secretaries of Labor and Health and
Human Services on workplace re-
sponses to victims of violence against
women. We are concerned this study is
overbroad, and that the workplace is
not the best avenue to address domes-
tic violence, especially when those re-
sources can be directed to already ex-
isting programs like the National Do-
mestic Abuse Hotline.

I supported the 2006 reauthorization
of this bill and stand strongly against
all perpetrators of violence against
women.

I will always stand for the protection
of women, and any reauthorization of
the Violence Against Women Act
should do the same.

Republicans have been ready and
willing to work in a bipartisan fashion
to reauthorize a bill that truly address-
es domestic and sexual violence, but
the legislation before us today is not a
product worthy of its predecessors.

This bill should go back to be
thoughtfully considered by the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee and all
the committees of jurisdiction before
we consider it on the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote to reject the rule and the under-
lying bill.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
think all of us have heard, in some
way, paraphrased: While Rome is burn-
ing, much fiddling is going on.

I am grateful for all of the Members
of Congress who helped construct this
legislation.

I want to remind my friends, as the
authorizations proceeded in the 1990s
into the 2000s of the Violence Against
Women Act, the last authorization was
technically supposed to be in 2010, but
it took 3 years until 2013. Working with
advocates who represent almost 200
groups, Republicans and Democrats,
organizations who deal with women
impacted by domestic violence and
other sexual assault issues and acts,
they indicated that they wanted to see
this bill expanded to cover Native
American women, they wanted to pro-
tect immigrant women who are left
vulnerable, they wanted to make sure
it was gender-neutral in many in-
stances. But, as I recall, in 2010, it was
Native American and immigrants, so it
took 3 years. And all the bill wanted to
do was to simply protect people who
are vulnerable.

In this bill, that has been 3 years in
writing—with every opportunity with
the preceding chairman of this com-
mittee, preceding Congress, and mem-
bers on the Judiciary Committee to sit
with us to work—I, for one, remember
constant meetings with staff and mem-
bers interested, Democratic members,
in how we can work together.

This bill is long in waiting for pros-
ecutors and law enforcement. They are
waiting on the $291 million for stock
grants and resources for women’s shel-
ters.

This bill is a bipartisan bill. I thank
Mr. FITZPATRICK for his work. And in
this bill is a whole section on
healthcare that Mr. FITZPATRICK’s bill
allowed us to put in.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
AGUILAR). The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. It is an impor-
tant contribution to this legislation.

There is an amendment by Mr. GOH-
MERT, my friend from Texas, on female
genital mutilation. It is an amendment
that we worked on, in discussion about
reporting on the incidences with Indian
women, Native American women. My
amendment was joined, supported, by
Republicans in the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

This bill is bipartisan, but, most of
all, it is a response to desperation of
need. The Violence Against Women Act
is long overdue for being reauthorized.
This is a strong product that covers so
many issues to protect women and to
ensure that those who have convictions
with gun violence do not allow them to
come and kill an innocent mom with
her children.

Mr. Speaker, we must pass this bill.
The rule is a good rule. Support the
rule.
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Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of the Rule
and the underlying bill of H.R. 1585.

The Violence Against Women Act (“VAWA”)
is landmark legislation which—through policy
reforms, interstate cooperation and grant allo-
cation—has been pivotal in providing a na-
tional response to protecting half of the popu-
lation.

Equally important, it has ushered in a seis-
mic transformation on how society perceives
violence against women.

The law has enhanced and improved the
lives of girls and women, boys and men.

There are many similarities between the
year that VAWA initially passed in 1994, and
the moment in which we all find ourselves
today.

When it was first passed, the country was
experiencing reverberations to yet another po-
larizing battle to fill a seat on the Supreme
Court.

Then the courageous victim sharing her
truth was Anita Hill.

Today, as VAWA is yet again scheduled to
expire, the country is assessing the ripples
created by the #MeToo movement.

But despite the passage of over a quarter-
century since its first enactment, the malignant
treatment received by a courageous person
willing to share her story unfortunately en-
dures.

The need to create a safe space for victims
of violence, especially women, supported with
substantial resources to address this scourge
has taken on a new urgency in this era of the
#MeToo movement.

When discussing VAWA, we cannot forget
the victims of domestic violence like Brittany
Smith, who was 23 years old and was gunned
down last year in Houston, by her boyfriend
and San Diego-based Marine; nor can we for-
get Charlene Caldwell, a mother and grand-
mother beaten to death last year by a baseball
bat at the hands of her boyfriend in Houston.

Domestic violence was alleged in both of
these horrific events.

Unfortunately, there are too many stories
like Charlene’s or Brittany’s.

The stories of these two women remind us
of the urgency to protect survivors now, before
it is too late, because many of these deaths
are preventable.

Despite the experiences of #MeToo sur-
vivors or victims like Ms. Smith or Ms.
Caldwell, all is not for naught.

Since VAWA'’s codification in 1994, more
victims report episodes of domestic violence to
the police and the rate of non-fatal intimate
partner violence against women has de-
creased by almost two-thirds.

VAWA has also led to a significant increase
in the reporting of sexual assault.

For example, the percentage of victims of
rape and sexual assault who report the as-
sault to the police increased from 28.8 percent
in 1993—the year prior to VAWA’s initial pas-
sage—to 50 percent in 2010.

In the first 15 years of VAWA’s validity,
rates of serious intimate partner violence de-
clined by 72 percent for women and 64 per-
cent for men.

Research suggests that referring a victim to
a domestic violence or sexual assault advo-
cate has been linked to an increased willing-
ness to file a police report—survivors with an
advocate filed a report with law enforcement
59 percent of the time, versus 41 percent for
individuals not referred to a victim advocate.
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This progress cannot be allowed to stop.

Congress must continue sending the clear
message that violence against women is un-
acceptable.

Prior to VAWA, law enforcement lacked the
resources and tools to respond effectively to
domestic violence and sexual assault.

Each reauthorization of VAWA has im-
proved protections for women and men, while
helping to change the culture and reduce the
tolerance for these crimes.

The Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019 improves current law in sev-
eral important respects, and takes a holistic
approach to the goal of eliminating the harm
faced by victims of violence, and making vital
services accessible to victims of this scourge.

For example, this iteration of VAWA con-
tains guidance on the use of grants to activate
judicial and law enforcement tools to develop
and enforce firearm surrender policies; ex-
pands permissible use of grant funding for
programs focused on increasing survivor/law
enforcement/community safety; and provides
legal assistance for dependent children in ap-
propriate circumstances.

It also updates programs designed to re-
duce dating violence, help children exposed to
violence and engage men in preventing vio-
lence against women.

Additionally, the bill improves services for
victims of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, and stalking.

It provides policies, protection, and justice
for young victims of violence, including extend-
ing the Rape Prevention and Education grant
program, addressing bullying of young people,
improving grants focused on prevention edu-
cation for students, and expanding relevant
training for school-based and campus health
centers; and reauthorizes and updates pro-
grams designed to reduce dating violence,
help children exposed to violence, and engage
men in preventing violence.

This bill also recognizes the cascading ills
associated with identifying, eliminating, and
preventing the reemergence of domestic vio-
lence.

This bill expands grants under the Public
Health Service Act to support implementation
of training programs to improve the capacity of
early childhood programs to address domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking among the families they serve; pre-
serves and expands housing protections for
survivors; provides economic security assist-
ance for survivors, by reauthorizing the Na-
tional Resource Center on Workplace Re-
sponses; protects employees from being fired
because they are survivors of sexual assault
or domestic violence; and protects survivors’
eligibility to receive Unemployment Insurance.

Recognizing that many women are victim-
ized at the hands of intimate partners, this
iteration of VAWA helps prevent “intimate
partner” homicides, by including provisions ex-
panding firearms laws to prohibit persons con-
victed of dating violence from possessing fire-
arms, prohibiting persons convicted of mis-
demeanor stalking from possessing firearms,
and prohibiting individuals subject to ex parte
protective orders from possessing firearms.

Accordingly, the bill helps protect Native
American women, by including provisions to
improve the response to missing and mur-
dered Native American women, improving trib-
al access to federal crime information data-
bases, and reaffirming tribal criminal jurisdic-
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tion over non-Indian perpetrators of domestic
violence, sexual assault, dating violence, stalk-
ing, and trafficking for all federally recognized
Indian tribes and Alaskan Natives.

Additionally, this bill protects the Office on
Violence Against Women in the Department of
Justice from being de-emphasized, merged, or
consolidated into any other DOJ office.

VAWA is central to our nation’s effort to
fight the epidemic of domestic, sexual, and
dating violence and stalking.

This work did not happen on its own.

It was the product of a collaborative effort of
stakeholders, including victim advocates.

It was the product of those willing to share
their stories of the abuse suffered at the
hands of those who were entrusted to love,
but instead harmed.

The courage, strength, and resilience dis-
played by survivors has reminded all that we
must continue to foster an environment for vic-
tims of violence to come forward and expose
episodes of violence against women.

This bill represents the good that can come
when courageous people with a story to tell
come forward with the belief that through their
pain, the lives of others can be helped.

Having listened to concerned stakeholders
from all pockets of the country, we have put
pen to paper and produced a bill that is en-
dorsed by the bipartisan National Task Force
to End Sexual and Domestic Violence (NTF),
which is a national collaboration comprising a
large and diverse group of 35 national, tribal,
state, territorial, and local organizations, advo-
cates, and individuals that focus on the devel-
opment, passage and implementation of effec-
tive public policy to address domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking.

Indeed, there is no reason our work on this
cannot be bipartisan, as has been the custom
of prior Congresses in authorizing this critical
piece of legislation.

The love for a spouse, the comfort of a
mother and the best wishes for a sister know
no political allegiance.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time we have remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Arizona has 10% min-
utes remaining. The gentlewoman from
Pennsylvania has 6% minutes remain-
ing.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ROY), my good friend.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Arizona for yielding
time.

Mr. Speaker, the Violence Against
Women Act we are voting on this week
is nearly unrecognizable from the leg-
islation originally passed in 1994. Un-
fortunately, our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have chosen to
politicize and expand the legislation
far beyond the original scope by adding
controversial provisions that under-
mine the constitutional rights of
Americans.

In the name of protecting women,
Democrats are exploiting this bill as an
opportunity to assault the Second
Amendment rights of American citi-
zens. It is despicable that anyone
would seize on this as such an oppor-
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tunity to weaponize a measure that
was intended to protect victims.

This body is not meant to fulfill cam-
paign promises that have nothing to do
with the legislation allegedly before
us. And let’s make no mistake, that is
what the purpose of this legislation is
today. It is being structured inten-
tionally. They are structuring it inten-
tionally to be able to run campaign ads
in districts back home, because you
have got a piece of legislation that is
titled the Violence Against Women
Act. So let’s just bury stuff in a bill
that sounds good to the American peo-
ple, but which then attacks our funda-
mental God-given rights reflected in
the Bill of Rights.

Now, the gentlewoman from Texas
who just spoke, my friend from Texas,
just spoke about fiddling while Rome
burns. Well, let’s talk about the fid-
dling that is going on on our southern
border while women and girls are trav-
eling miles up to our southern border
being abused by cartels.

When Amnesty International and
when organizations that are non-
partisan are talking about a third of
these women being abused, my friends
on the other side of the aisle bury their
head in the sand and don’t seem to
care.

When we are talking about violence
against women, let’s talk about the vi-
olence against women that is hap-
pening today, right now, just across
the border in Reynosa. Just across the
border in Mexico, some little girl and
some woman is going to be raped and
abused, while we sit and vote on legis-
lation that is designed to be a political
tool by my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle against the GOP for polit-
ical purposes.

I think we should not be fiddling
while Rome is burning and while
women are being abused on our south-
ern border.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, the
NRA has spent a lot of money to create
this distraction, making this about
them as opposed to protecting the lives
of women. Over 50 percent of women
murdered in 2017 were slain by an inti-
mate partner or family member; 82 per-
cent of homicide victims targeted by
intimate partners are women; the
weapon of choice in over half of female
homicides, a firearm.

This is an opportunity to support
both saving the lives of women and re-
sponsible gun ownership.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY).

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding and for her out-
standing work on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this rule and the underlying bill,
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019.

I want to be associated with the re-
marks that the gentlewoman just gave
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that this is about protecting women,
and the addition that says that if you
take away guns from convicted abusers
or those who are being watched and
being restrained, this will save lives.
So this is an important part of pro-
tecting women.

VAWA is a law that literally, abso-
lutely literally, saves lives, and this
bill we are voting on today provides
even more lifesaving resources to
women and families, like closing the
boyfriend loophole that she just men-
tioned and providing housing and beds
for abused women.

It is important to point out that this
landmark legislation was created in
1994 and has been reauthorized many
times. But I would say that protecting
women or providing lifesaving re-
sources should be permanent law. We
should not have to come back to this
body and be subject to the whims of
legislators who don’t think it is impor-
tant to protect women, which this bill
does.

One of the lifesaving resources in this
bill is the Debbie Smith DNA Backlog
Grant Program, which was created by
legislation I first authored in 2004, and
it is renewed in this bill through 2024.

This legislation, which has been
called the most important anti-rape
prevention legislation ever signed into
law, provides funding to localities to
audit and process DNA evidence Kkits,
including unprocessed rape kits. Each
rape kit represents a life. If you con-
vict that rapist and get them off the
street, you save the lives of other
women and prevent rape. This is just
one example of this important bill.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. MILLER), my good
friend.

Mrs. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I am ris-
ing today to speak against the rule for
H.R. 1585. Domestic violence is a major
problem in our communities and
throughout our country. I am in com-
plete support of providing all the re-
sources needed to the victims of abuse
and for the law enforcement that pro-
tects these vulnerable women.

What could have been an opportunity
to work together as a unified House of
Representatives and to provide a great
bill that we can all be proud of, our col-
leagues across the aisle dismissed our
input on during the legislative process,
silenced our voices, and put forth a bill
which strikes the unique balance of
overreaching where it is unnecessary
and underperforming where resources
are needed the most.

I don’t dispute that my Democrat
colleagues are well-intentioned with
their legislation, but they missed the
mark. In this bill, they diluted impor-
tant funds meant to help the victims,
handcuffed our law enforcement, and
reduced their effectiveness. Addition-
ally, they have taken a bipartisan issue
and used it to weaken the Second
Amendment, reduce religious freedoms,
and even possibly cause further harm
to victims.
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As a woman, a wife, and a mother, as
well as a grandmother, who represents
a State where one in three women are
victims of domestic violence, 1 say
with assurance that my Republican
colleagues are committed to reauthor-
izing the Violence Against Women Act
in a way that preserves and strength-
ens the law, provides the needed sup-
port for victims of domestic abuse, and
strengthens our judicial system. We
want to work together on this issue
which affects so many people around
the country. We can put forth a good
bill together.

I have often said that good govern-
ance is finding the issues that we can
all agree upon, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike, and put aside our dif-
ferences to come together, solve the
problem, and make this country better.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from West Virginia.

Mrs. MILLER. So, put aside our dif-
ferences to come together, solve the
problem, and make this country better
than before we got here. This could
have been that chance. We can do bet-
ter.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote against the rule and vote against
the underlying bill.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding,
and also for her tremendous leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 1585, the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act.
This critical bill will expand crucial
protections for all Americans making
very important enhancements to
VAWA.

When I was in the California legisla-
ture, Mr. Speaker, I authored the Vio-
lence Against Women Act for the State
of California, and, yes, it was signed by
a Republican Governor.

In addition to the protections this
bill has provided for 26 years, it will
now expand protections for Native
American women and will protect the
transgender community. Every woman
has the right to live free from abuse.

Although my Republican colleagues
argued differently in committee, sex-
ual orientation or gender identity
should not put victims in a second-
class status. This bill will now make
sure that every victim of sexual vio-
lence has access to support.

VAWA is critical for the 1.3 million
individuals who benefit from this pro-
gram. We must continue to improve
these services for victims and survivors
by passing this bill here today.

Mr. Speaker, I know from personal
experiences, yes, the life-and-death im-
plications of this very important bill.
So I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on this bill to ensure that all women
are protected from sexual and domestic
violence.
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Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire on the time remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Arizona has 6 minutes
remaining. The gentlewoman from
Pennsylvania has 2% minutes remain-
ing.

0 1330

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
provide additional consideration of
H.R. 1741, authored by Representative
ELISE STEFANIK.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1741
is a bill that would provide a 1-year ex-
tension of VAWA while we work on ne-
gotiating a long-term reauthorization
of VAWA. I think there are a lot of
things that the Republicans and Demo-
crats can agree on, and I would like to
come up with a bipartisan bill.

During the Rules Committee, my col-
league, Representative WooDALL, asked
the Democrat witness if the majority
would consider moving a short-term
extension if the U.S. Senate does not
take this bill up. The witness could not
answer the question.

This is a dangerous gamble the Dem-
ocrat majority is willing to play. We
have received no indication that the
U.S. Senate will use this bill as a start-
ing point or move quickly on this lib-
eral proposal, leaving VAWA unneces-
sarily expired during the meantime.

The Democrats are in control and
have the votes to pass their bill; how-
ever, they are putting the lives of mil-
lions of women in jeopardy by gam-
bling on what the Senate will do. We
should not be gambling.

The Democrat majority has already
passed up a short-term extension once
via a vote, and the program has lapsed.
There is no reason why we should not
send an additional option that the Sen-
ate can take up quickly to keep the
program functioning.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, we all—Re-
publicans and Democrats—want to pro-
tect women and children and stop vio-
lence against women, but, unfortu-
nately, this particular bill advances a
separate policy agenda other than that.

The long history of bipartisanship of
VAWA will become a thing of the past
with this bill. This bill leaves gaping
holes for potential predators to vic-
timize women and children in areas
that are supposed to be safe.

It advances new gun control policies
to permanently restrict people from
exercising their Second Amendment
rights or does so without that person
even being able to defend themselves in
court.
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It deprioritizes funding to combat sex
trafficking and includes various new
forms of criminal justice policy that
could let perpetrators walk or have op-
portunities to revictimize women and
children.

As a survivor of domestic violence, I
want to see a VAWA reauthorization
that focuses on women and children
and keeps our country safe. We should
be voting on legislation which all
women of this Chamber could support;
however, this bill is not that.

Mr. Speaker, I urge ‘‘no’” on the pre-
vious question, “no’” on the underlying
measure, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I have to rebut my colleague’s re-
peated assertion that this iteration of
VAWA would violate the Second
Amendment because it fails to offer an
opportunity for abusers to protest hav-
ing their guns taken away—and the
gentlewoman said this several times in
the course of debate—on the basis that
ex parte orders are often entered
against abusers.

But, in fact, in every instance, even
if an initial order is an ex parte, the
abuser has the right to request a hear-
ing, including in Arizona, where title
12, section 1809 provides that anyone
who has a protection order entered
against them can file a written request
for a hearing, and that is when they get
their due process. So I just want to
point that out.

The purpose of the Violence Against
Women Act is today as it was when it
was passed in 1994: to keep women safe
from domestic abuse. It remains a
piece of bipartisan landmark legisla-
tion.

Ms. JACKSON LEE detailed the number
of Republican amendments and bills
that have been incorporated into this
version, so it is a shining example of
what Congress can accomplish when we
set aside our partisan differences and
work together to find actual solutions.

VAWA has dramatically improved
our Nation’s response to domestic vio-
lence and has provided invaluable sup-
port to victims, communities, social
service providers, and law enforcement.
It is working.

We won’t solve domestic violence
overnight, nor will we end it with the
passage of a bill, but we can continue
to change the culture of violence
against women and provide the support
that survivors need.

The two constituents I spoke of in
my opening never should have experi-
enced the violence that was inflicted
upon them; but it is not enough to con-
demn what was done or to charge those
responsible, no. We must change the
conditions to allow such acts of vio-
lence to occur.

We can look at the facts and we can
look at the research so we create poli-
cies and pass laws to better protect
women from abusers, and this reau-
thorization is a bold step in the right
direction.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on
the rule and the previous question.

The material previously referred to
by Mrs. LESKO is as follows:

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution, the House shall proceed to the
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R.
1741) to reauthorize Department of Justice
programs that combat violence against
women, and for other purposes. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. The bill shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the bill and on
any amendment thereto to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on the Judiciary; and (2)
one motion to recommit.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1741.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on ordering the previous
question will be followed by 5-minute
votes on:

Adoption of the resolution,
dered; and

Adoption of H. Res. 271.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays
193, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 144]

if or-

YEAS—231

Adams Clyburn Finkenauer
Aguilar Cohen Fletcher
Allred Connolly Foster
Axne Cooper Frankel
Barragan Correa Fudge
Bass Costa Gabbard
Beatty Courtney Gallego
Bera Cox (CA) Garamendi
Beyer Craig Garcia (IL)
Bishop (GA) Crist Garcia (TX)
Blumenauer Crow Golden
Blunt Rochester  Cuellar Gomez
Bonamici Cummings Gonzalez (TX)
Boyle, Brendan Cunningham Gottheimer

F. Davids (KS) Green (TX)
Brindisi Davis (CA) Grijalva
Brown (MD) Davis, Danny K.  Haaland
Brownley (CA) Dean Harder (CA)
Bustos DeFazio Hastings
Butterfield DeGette Hayes
Carbajal DeLauro Heck
Cardenas DelBene Higgins (NY)
Carson (IN) Delgado Hill (CA)
Cartwright Demings Himes
Case DeSaulnier Horn, Kendra S.
Casten (IL) Deutch Horsford
Castor (FL) Dingell Houlahan
Castro (TX) Doggett Huffman
Chu, Judy Doyle, Michael Jackson Lee
Cicilline F. Jayapal
Cisneros Engel Jeffries
Clark (MA) Escobar Johnson (GA)
Clarke (NY) Eshoo Johnson (TX)
Clay Espaillat Kaptur
Cleaver Evans Keating
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Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Ferguson

Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)

NAYS—193

Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
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Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy

Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
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Smucker Turner Westerman
Spano Upton Williams
Stauber Wagner Wilson (SC)
Stefanik Walberg Wittman
Steil Walden Womack
Steube Walker Woodall
Stewart Walorski Wright
Taylor Waltz Yoho
Thompson (PA) Watkins Young
Thornberry Weber (TX) Zeldin
Timmons Webster (FL)
Tipton Wenstrup
NOT VOTING—17

Estes Rooney (FL) Stivers
Hoyer Rutherford
McEachin Ryan
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Messrs. WOODALL, TAYLOR, and

WESTERMAN changed their vote from
‘“‘yea’” to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. VISCLOSKY changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. ESTES. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “nay” on rollcall No. 144.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays

194, not voting 6, as follows:

Adams

Aguilar

Allred

Axne

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig

[Roll No. 145]

YEAS—231

Crist

Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)

Davis, Danny K.

Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings

Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim

Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis

Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey

The

Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher

Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)

NAYS—194

Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
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Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy

Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
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Wilson (SC) Woodall Young
Wittman Wright Zeldin
Womack Yoho
NOT VOTING—6
Demings Rooney (FL) Ryan
McEachin Rutherford Stivers
0O 1412

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONDEMNING THE TRUMP ADMIN-
ISTRATION’S LEGAL CAMPAIGN
TO TAKE AWAY AMERICANS’
HEALTH CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on adoption
of the resolution (H. Res. 271) Con-
demning the Trump Administration’s
Legal Campaign to Take Away Ameri-
cans’ Health Care, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the adoption of the reso-
lution.

This is a b-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 240, nays
186, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 5,
as follows:

[Roll No. 146]

YEAS—240

Adams Davids (KS) Hoyer
Aguilar Davis (CA) Huffman
Allred Dayvis, Danny K. Jackson Lee
Axne Dean Jayapal
Barragan DeFazio Jeffries
Bass DeGette Johnson (GA)
Beatty DeLauro Johnson (TX)
Bera DelBene Kaptur
Beyer Delgado Katko
Bishop (GA) Demings Keating
Blumenauer DeSaulnier Kelly (IL)
Blunt Rochester ~ Deutch Kennedy
Bonamici Dingell Khanna
Boyle, Brendan Doggett Kildee

F. Doyle, Michael Kilmer
Brindisi F. Kim
Brown (MD) Engel Kind
Brownley (CA) Escobar Kirkpatrick
Bustos Eshoo Krishnamoorthi
Butterfield Espaillat Kuster (NH)
Carbajal Evans Lamb
Cardenas Finkenauer Langevin
Carson (IN) Fitzpatrick Larsen (WA)
Cartwright Fletcher Larson (CT)
Case Foster Lawrence
Casten (IL) Frankel Lawson (FL)
Castor (FL) Fudge Lee (CA)
Castro (TX) Gabbard Lee (NV)
Chu, Judy Gallego Levin (CA)
Cicilline Garamendi Levin (MI)
Cisneros Garcla (IL) Lewis
Clark (MA) Garcia (TX) Lieu, Ted
Clarke (NY) Golden Lipinski
Clay Gomez Loebsack
Cleaver Gonzalez (TX) Lofgren
Clyburn Gottheimer Lowenthal
Cohen Green (TX) Lowey
Connolly Grijalva Lujan
Cooper Haaland Luria
Correa Harder (CA) Lynch
Costa Hastings Malinowski
Courtney Hayes Maloney,
Cox (CA) Heck Carolyn B.
Craig Higgins (NY) Maloney, Sean
Crist Hill (CA) Matsui
Crow Himes McAdams
Cuellar Horn, Kendra S. McBath
Cummings Horsford McCollum
Cunningham Houlahan McGovern
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McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Riggleman
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stauber

NAYS—186

Gibbs
Gohmert
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
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Stefanik
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Upton
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry
Peterson
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy

Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smucker
Spano

Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright

Yoho

Young
Zeldin

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1
Gonzalez (OH)

NOT VOTING—5

McEachin Rutherford Stivers
Rooney (FL) Ryan
0 1422

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962,
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of H.R. 962,
the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act, and I ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARSON of Indiana). Under guidelines
consistently issued by successive
Speakers, as recorded in section 956 of
the House Rules and Manual, the Chair
is constrained not to entertain the re-
quest unless it has been cleared by the
bipartisan floor and committee leader-
ships.

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, if this
unanimous consent request cannot be
entertained, I urge that the Speaker
and the majority leader immediately
schedule the born-alive bill so that we
can stand up for the sanctity of human
life.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not recognized for debate.

——————

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2019

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 1585.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 281 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1585.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from California (Mr. AGUILAR) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1585) to
reauthorize the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr. AGUILAR in the chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
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The gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) and the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. COLLINS) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1585, the Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019, will not only reauthorize
the Violence Against Women Act, also
known as VAWA, but will also
strengthen and expand the act’s crit-
ical programs.

VAWA’s grant programs provide
communities across America the cru-
cial assistance they need to combat
crimes of domestic violence, dating vi-
olence, sexual assault, and stalking.
H.R. 1585 builds on this foundation by
enhancing the services available under
these programs and by expanding their
reach to include vulnerable popu-
lations who are victims of these
crimes.

VAWA, which is not gender exclu-
sive, addresses the needs of men and
women, children, persons with disabil-
ities, homeless persons, and LGBTQ
people, among others. Importantly,
H.R. 1585 includes new protections for
transgender individuals.

The range of individuals VAWA helps
is broad and should be as diverse as our
communities around the country. I am
pleased that this reauthorization con-
tinues our commitment to this impor-
tant principle.

This bill reauthorizes a wide variety
of grant programs, including programs
to help prosecute violent crimes
against women and to provide services
to sexual assault victims. It also
strengthens various nondiscrimination
provisions, provides greater protec-
tions for survivors during the prosecu-
tion of perpetrators, expands services
for older survivors of abuse, authorizes
programs specifically targeted toward
rural areas, strengthens protections
against gun violence in domestic abuse
situations, and expands the jurisdic-
tion of some Tribal authorities over
non-Indians who commit certain
crimes on Tribal lands.

I want to thank Ms. BASS, the chair
of the Subcommittee on Crime, Ter-
rorism, and Homeland Security and the
sponsor of this legislation, for her out-
standing leadership in the effort to re-
authorize VAWA.

I also want to thank Ms. JACKSON
LEE for her longstanding and tireless
efforts over the years to protect and
strengthen the act.

Thanks to their efforts and the ef-
forts of many others, this bill will not
only continue the progress enabled by
VAWA as originally enacted, but it will
also make the act an even more effec-
tive tool in addressing the horrible
scourge of domestic violence.

Mr. Chair, accordingly, I urge my
colleagues to support this legislation,
and I reserve the balance of my time.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. FRANK PALLONE, JR.,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN PALLONE: I am writing to
you concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce. I acknowledge that your
Committee will not formally consider H.R.
1585 and agree that the inaction of your
Committee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chair, Committee on the Judiciary, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIR: I write concerning H.R.
15685, the ‘‘Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019,” as amended, which
was additionally referred to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

In recognition of the desire to expedite
consideration of H.R. 15685, the Committee on
Energy and Commerce agrees to waive for-
mal consideration of the bill as to provisions
that fall within the rule X jurisdiction of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce. The
Committee takes this action with the mu-
tual understanding that we do not waive any
jurisdiction over the subject matter con-
tained in this or similar legislation, and that
the Committee will be appropriately con-
sulted and involved as this bill or similar
legislation moves forward so that we may
address any remaining issues within our ju-
risdiction. I also request that you support
my request to name members of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce to any con-
ference committee to consider such provi-
sions.

Finally, I would appreciate the inclusion of
this letter in the report on the bill and into
the Congressional Record during floor con-
sideration of H.R. 1585.

Sincerely,
FRANK PALLONE, JR.,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. MAXINE WATERS,
Chairwoman, Committee on Financial Services,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN WATERS: I am writing
to you concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. I acknowledge that your Com-
mittee will not formally consider H.R. 1585
and agree that the inaction of your Com-
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mittee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.” Be-
cause you have been working with the Com-
mittee on Financial Services concerning pro-
visions in the bill that fall within our Rule
X jurisdiction, I agree to forgo formal con-
sideration of the bill so that it may proceed
expeditiously to the House floor. I do so
based on my understanding that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary will work to ensure
that the text of H.R. 15685 that will be consid-
ered by House of Representatives will in-
clude changes that are being discussed be-
tween the two Committees with respect to
certain provisions that are within the juris-
diction of the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, provided that the relevant texts are
submitted to the Committee on the Judici-
ary in a timely manner.

The Committee on Financial Services
takes this action to forego formal consider-
ation of H.R. 1585 with our mutual under-
standing that, by foregoing formal consider-
ation of H.R. 15685 at this time, we do not
waive any jurisdiction over the subject mat-
ter contained in this or similar legislation,
and that our Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as this or
similar legislation moves forward. Our Com-
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap-
pointment of an appropriate number of con-
ferees to any House-Senate conference in-
volving this or similar legislation and re-
quest your support for any such request.

Finally, I would appreciate your response
to this letter confirming this understanding,
and, while I understand that your letter to
the Committee and my response will be in-
cluded in the Committee report on H.R. 1585,
I would ask that a copy of our exchange of
letters on this matter be included in the
Congressional Record during floor consider-
ation of H.R. 1585.

Sincerely,
MAXINE WATERS,
Chairwoman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2019.
Hon. MAXINE WATERS,
Chairwoman, Committee on Financial Services,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN WATERS: I am writing
to acknowledge your letter dated March 21,
2019 responding to our request to your Com-
mittee that it waive any jurisdictional
claims over the matters contained in H.R.
15685, the ‘‘Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019,” that fall within
your Committee’s Rule X jurisdiction. The
Committee on the Judiciary confirms our
mutual understanding that your Committee
does not waive any jurisdiction over the sub-
ject matter contained in this or similar leg-
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islation, and your Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as the bill or
similar legislation moves forward so that we
may address any remaining issues within
your Committee’s jurisdiction.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration of the bill. I appre-
ciate your cooperation regarding this legis-
lation and look forward to continuing to
work with you as this measure moves
through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. RICHARD NEAL,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN NEAL: I am writing to you
concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways
and Means. I acknowledge that your Com-
mittee will not formally consider H.R. 1585
and agree that the inaction of your Com-
mittee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, March 18, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN NADLER: In recognition of
the desire to expedite consideration of H.R.
1585, Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019, the Committee on Ways and
Means agrees to waive formal consideration
of the bill as to provisions that fall within
the rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on
Ways and Means.

The Committee on Ways and Means takes
this action with the mutual understanding
that we do not waive any jurisdiction over
the subject matter contained in this or simi-
lar legislation, and the Committee will be
appropriately consulted and involved as the
bill or similar legislation moves forward so
that we may address any remaining issues
within our jurisdiction. The Committee also
reserves the right to seek appointment of an
appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this or
similar legislation.

Finally, I would appreciate your response
to this letter confirming this understanding,
and would ask that a copy of our exchange of
letter on this matter be included in the Con-
gressional Record during floor consideration
of H.R. 1585.

Sincerely,
RICHARD E. NEAL,
Chairman.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2019.
Hon. RICHARD NEAL,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN NEAL: I am writing to ac-
knowledge your letter dated March 18, 2019
responding to our request to your Committee
that it waive any jurisdictional claims over
the matters contained in H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019,” that fall within your Committee’s
Rule X jurisdiction. The Committee on the
Judiciary confirms our mutual under-
standing that your Committee does not
waive any jurisdiction over the subject mat-
ter contained in this or similar legislation,
and your Committee will be appropriately
consulted and involved as the bill or similar
legislation moves forward so that we may
address any remaining issues within your
Committee’s jurisdiction.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration of the bill. I appre-
ciate your cooperation regarding this legis-
lation and look forward to continuing to
work with you as this measure moves
through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. BOBBY SCOTT,
Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SCOTT: I am writing to you
concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘“Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. I acknowledge that your
Committee will not formally consider H.R.
15685 and agree that the inaction of your
Committee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND

LABOR, HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN NADLER: I write con-
cerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.”” This
bill was primarily referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary and secondarily to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. As a result
of your having consulted with me concerning
this bill generally, I agree to forgo consider-
ation of the bill in Committee so the bill
may proceed expeditiously to the House
floor.

The Committee takes this action with our
mutual understanding that by foregoing con-
sideration of H.R. 1585, we do not waive any
jurisdiction over the subject matter con-
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tained in this or similar legislation, and we
will be, appropriately consulted and involved
as the bill or similar legislation moves for-
ward so we may address any remaining issue
within our Rule X jurisdiction. Additionally,
I respectfully request your support for the
appointment of conferees from the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor should this
bill or similar language be considered in a
conference with the Senate.

Finally, I would appreciate a response con-
firming this understanding and ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Congressional Record
during floor consideration of H.R. 1585.

Respectfully,
ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2019.
Hon. BOBBY SCOTT,
Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SCOTT: I am writing to ac-
knowledge your letter dated March 20, 2019
responding to our request to your Committee
that it waive any jurisdictional claims over
the matters contained in H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019, that fall within your Committee’s
Rule X jurisdiction. The Committee on the
Judiciary confirms our mutual under-
standing that your Committee does not
waive any jurisdiction over the subject mat-
ter contained in this or similar legislation,
and your Committee will be appropriately
consulted and involved as the bill or similar
legislation moves forward so that we may
address any remaining issues within your
Committee’s jurisdiction.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration of the bill. I appre-
ciate your cooperation regarding this legis-
lation and look forward to continuing to
work with you as this measure moves
through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. RAUL GRIJALVA,
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GRIJALVA: I am writing to
you concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Natural
Resources. I acknowledge that your Com-
mittee will not formally consider H.R. 1585
and agree that the inaction of your Com-
mittee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, March 18, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chair, Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIR: I write concerning H.R.
15685, the ‘‘Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019,” as amended, which
was additionally referred to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

I will allow the Committee on Natural Re-
sources to be discharged from further consid-
eration of the bill. I do so with the under-
standing that the Committee does not waive
any jurisdictional claim over the subject
matters contained in the bill that fall within
its Rule X jurisdiction. I also request that
you support my request to name members of
the Committee on Natural Resources to any
conference committee to consider such pro-
visions. Finally, please include this letter in
the report on the bill and into the Congres-
sional Record during consideration of the
measure on the House floor.

I appreciate your cooperation regarding
this legislation and look forward to con-
tinuing to work with you as this measure
moves through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
RAUL GRIJALVA,
Chair, Committee on Natural Resources.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, March 14, 2019.
Hon. MARK TAKANO,
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN TAKANO: I am writing to
you concerning H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.”

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I recognize that
the bill contains provisions that fall within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. I acknowledge that your Com-
mittee will not formally consider H.R. 1585
and agree that the inaction of your Com-
mittee with respect to the bill does not
waive any future jurisdictional claim over
the matters contained in H.R. 15685 which fall
within your Committee’s Rule X jurisdic-
tion.

I will ensure that our exchange of letters is
included in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.

Sincerely,
JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, March 18, 2019.
Hon. JERROLD NADLER,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN NADLER: I write con-
cerning H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019. As a re-
sult of your having consulted with us on pro-
visions within H.R. 1585 that fall within the
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, I forego any further consider-
ation of this bill so that it may proceed expe-
ditiously to the House floor for consider-
ation.

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs takes
this action with our mutual understanding
that by foregoing consideration of H.R. 1585
at this time, we do not waive any jurisdic-
tion over subject matter contained in this or
similar legislation and that our committee



H3006

will be appropriately consulted and involved
as this bill or similar legislation moves for-
ward so that we may address any remaining
issues in our jurisdiction. Further I request
your support for the appointment of con-
ferees from the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs during any House-Senate conference
convened on this or related legislation.

Finally, I ask that a copy of our exchange
of letters on this matter be included in the
bill report filed by the Judiciary Committee,
as well as in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration, to memorialize our
understanding.

Sincerely,
MARK TAKANO,
Chairman.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in opposition
to H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act.

Mr. Chair, I support reauthorization
of the Violence Against Women Act. I
believe the intent of this legislation is
commendable, and many of the pro-
grams it authorizes are critical.

This is a bill that should be and
should have broad bipartisan support.
It is a bill that should transcend the
political games which we see too often
in Washington, and we should approach
it methodically and wholistically.

Unfortunately, instead of good faith
collaboration, my colleagues across the
aisle have doubled down on partisan
politics at the expense of good policy.
They have sought, at every turn, to
make this bill into a political weapon
rather than a critical resource for vic-
tims and tools to support law enforce-
ment.

I tried to meet with my Democratic
colleagues to negotiate a meaningful
reauthorization of VAWA. We tried to
engage with other Members in bipar-
tisan, bicameral negotiations, although
our efforts were rebuffed, and we were
handed the flawed bill that is before us
today. My colleagues across the aisle
informed us H.R. 15685 would be the bill.
This is particularly unfortunate be-
cause this bill is dead on arrival in the
Senate.

There are areas where both sides can
agree, areas where we can strengthen
existing law. Instead of seeking out
those areas and negotiating in good
faith, they have decided a highly par-
tisan bill with zero chance of moving
forward in the Senate was the best way
to approach reauthorizing crucial
VAWA programs.
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Remember, Republicans tried to add
a short-term extension of VAWA to the
funding bill in February when Con-
gresswoman LESKO offered it as a pre-
vious question. Democrats blocked this
attempt and refused to include a short-
term extension to allow time for mean-
ingful negotiations to take place.

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues and I
want to find a solution that helps vic-
tims, prevents domestic violence, and
strengthens programs that serve vul-
nerable populations. We stand willing
and ready to discuss ways to do that.
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But I cannot and will not support a
bill that undermines and jeopardizes
due process; that curtails prosecutorial
discretion; that makes it more difficult
for victims in rural areas to find hous-
ing; that could weaken programs for fe-
male victims; that could re-victimize
abused women; and that undercuts the
Second Amendment rights.

This bill contains a large expansion
of unemployment insurance benefits,
which amounts to a new tax on em-
ployers. This bill continues to expand
the focus of programs past women and
children; and this bill fails to provide a
faith-based exemption for grant recipi-
ents, which could jeopardize these or-
ganizations’ ability to provide services
for victims.

Mr. Chairman, this legislation was
referred to seven committees. The bill
was rushed to markup at the Judiciary
Committee, but at least Judiciary ac-
tually had a markup. Even though the
rushed markup ended in a party-line
vote, that markup is far more than the
Democrats gave the other committees
of jurisdiction.

The Ways and Means Committee is
the committee with expertise in unem-
ployment insurance benefits, but if you
are on that committee, Democrats de-
nied you the chance to weigh in on
that issue at committee, and Ameri-
cans didn’t get to benefit from your ex-
pertise there.

The Financial Services Committee is
the committee with expertise on hous-
ing issues. But if you are on that com-
mittee, you were shut down as well;
this bill moving ahead without the ben-
efit of your consideration.

Democrats also denied the Natural
Resources, Education and Labor, Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and Energy and Com-
merce Committees the chance to weigh
in on a bill with provisions that sit
squarely within their jurisdiction.

I want to reauthorize the Violence
Against Women Act. I want to do it in
a way that meets the fundamental
goals and intent of the original law,
and I want to recognize changes that
need to be addressed.

Simply put, I want to find a bipar-
tisan, bicameral agreement that Demo-
crats shunned when they rushed this
bill to the floor. This bill could actu-
ally put women at greater risk in some
of the programs it authorizes, and it is
not a solution that I can support.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. DEMINGS), the vice-chair
of the Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland
Security Subcommittee.

Mrs. DEMINGS. Mr. Chairman, some
of the hardest calls law enforcement
officers take are intimate partner vio-
lence calls. These situations are heart-
breaking, volatile, dangerous, and far
too commonplace. Domestic violence
affects every community and crosses
all racial and socioeconomic lines. It is
heartbreaking and even more tragic be-
cause domestic violence is often pre-
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ventable. That is the purpose of the Vi-
olence Against Women Act.

One in five homicides in Florida is a
result of domestic violence. In 2016,
over 100,000 domestic violence incidents
were reported to police in Florida.
Since I began my remarks, three
women have been beaten, battered, or
murdered.

Mr. Chairman, these calls are ex-
tremely dangerous for everyone in-
volved. When law enforcement responds
to these calls, they too are put at great
risk. In 2017, more officers were shot
responding to domestic violence calls
than any other type of call.

All too often, it is a first responder,
family member, neighbor, or other
loved one who is killed in a domestic
violence incident. In fact, these deaths
make up 1 of 5 domestic violence homi-
cide victims.

We have to train, equip, and empower
law enforcement, healthcare providers,
and other responders to address inti-
mate partner violence. These programs
have already proven effective.

Grantees funded by VAWA have
trained nearly 90,000 law enforcement
officers in best practices and tech-
niques to handle these sensitive situa-
tions. But the VAWA reauthorization
is not just about continuing these suc-
cessful programs. It also makes addi-
tional improvements which will save
lives of victims and responders.

Nationwide, the presence of a gun in
a domestic violence situation makes it
five times more likely that someone
will be killed.

The VAWA reauthorization will help
law enforcement disarm dangerous peo-
ple and convicted felons, create new
notification systems for law enforce-
ment, address the so-called ‘‘boyfriend
loophole’ that lets non-married but
dangerous partners get weapons.

The Violence Against Women Act re-
authorization is a critical step to our
efforts to protect these Americans; and
I urge my colleagues to support this
critical and necessary legislation.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Arizona (Mrs. LESKO).

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Chairman, I am a
survivor of domestic violence from a
previous marriage. I serve on the advi-
sory council of a domestic violence
shelter in my district. I am the co-
chairwoman of the Working Group
Against Domestic Violence in Con-
gress.

So if you haven’t figured it out, this
issue is very important to me and I
want to protect women.

Another role I have is, I am co-chair-
woman of the Congressional Women’s
Caucus. And in that, I spoke with my
Democratic colleague, and she knew it
was an important issue to me, it was
an important issue to her, and we real-
1y had talked about having a bipartisan
approach that all women and all of us
could vote on that we would agree on.

So once I found out that Representa-
tive BASS was going to be the sponsor
of the bill, I reached out to her office.
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We were trying to—we just never were
able to get together before the Judici-
ary Committee markup on the bill, in
the attempt to talk with her, to see if
she would listen to my concerns.

Then, in the Judiciary Committee, I
offered an amendment that basically
would make sure that domestic vio-
lence shelters could protect the vic-
tims and keep their privacy private.
And that amendment was rejected, and
I was told that it was too broad, and
those types of things.

So in that Judiciary Committee
hearing I asked Representative BASS if
she would be agreeable to meeting with
me, so I could work with her to do an
amendment in a bipartisan fashion to
protect women and children, and she
said absolutely, yes. And, again, I
reached out to her office on at least
two occasions and never got a response.

So I have really tried to work on this
in a bipartisan fashion, because there
are some concerns I have. And let me
tell you the reason why I am going to
vote ‘‘no” on this bill, even though I
am a survivor of domestic violence.

First of all, the bill forces domestic
violence shelters, under penalty of Fed-
eral law, this law, to house biological
males in with women. And often these
women have been abused themselves,
and they may not—this may violate
their privacy, and it may have risks.

The second reason is this bill forces
prisons to take in biological males,
under penalty of Federal law, and put
them in women’s prisons. In the United
Kingdom this happened, and a male
identifying as a woman was placed in a
woman’s prison and ended up raping
women.

The third reason is this bill takes
away gun rights.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I yield the
gentlewoman from Arizona as much
time as she may consume.

Mrs. LESKO. This bill, thirdly, also
takes away gun rights in 2 cases: One
with ex parte orders of protection; that
is when a woman, like myself, would go
in to see a Justice of the Peace; we
would get an order of protection. Under
this bill, the perpetrator’s gun rights
would be taken away, even though they
weren’t there in court.

Also, it would take away someone’s
gun rights if they were convicted of a
misdemeanor, which is very rare.

So, again, I don’t think this bill is
going to get heard in the U.S. Senate,
which, I hope that my friends on the
other side of the aisle—this is an im-
portant issue to all of us, and I hope
that we can work together so it is
something that I can support, some-
thing that we all can support, because
it is a really important issue.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL).

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chair, I rise to
discuss the urgent need for Congress to
update the Violence Against Women
Act and the lifesaving programs it sup-
ports.
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I have a great deal of respect for my
co-chair of the Domestic Violence Task
Force, but we disagree very strongly on
what this bill does.

No woman, no child, and no family
should fear for their life because of do-
mestic violence. Without updates and
support for the critical programs in
VAWA, we are moving backwards.
Good programs that are there to help
victims are now threatened, and it is
one more stress being added on to the
pile of these victims, and one more fear
that we just add to them.

In one 24-hour period in Michigan,
domestic violence programs answered
408 hotline calls of people in immediate
danger, and served 2,359 victims with
emergency shelter, transitional hous-
ing, counseling, and legal advice.

The bill before us today is landmark
legislation that will respond to our Na-
tion’s crisis of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalk-
ing. It will equip our State and local
partners to provide compassionate care
and support to women, families, and,
yes, men, too. We need to admit that
sometimes they are victims who need
to rebuild their lives and heal.

VAWA also includes my Zero Toler-
ance for Domestic Abusers to close the
loopholes that make it easy for domes-
tic abusers and stalkers to purchase
weapons without passing a background
check.

This isn’t a poison pill. This will save
a life. Shouldn’t we be doing that?

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield as much time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to speak against H.R. 15685. I
stand before you as a woman, a wife, a
mother, and a grandmother. I represent
a State where one in three women ex-
perience domestic violence. This is a
scourge on our society and must stop.

The Violence Against Women Act
should have one clear goal, to protect
women from domestic abuse. Any solu-
tion put forward must provide law en-
forcement and the justice system with
the tools to do this to the best of their
ability, and to keep this objective free
from partisan manipulation, dilution of
resources, or political games. Unfortu-
nately, this bill does not do that.

My Republican colleagues, under the
leadership of Ranking Member COLLINS
and Mrs. LESKO, who has been a recipi-
ent of domestic violence, have sought
to come together with our friends
across the aisle to find a bipartisan so-
lution to help women, to no avail.

Now is not the time to play politics.
This is an issue where we can and
should find common ground. It is not
the time to hold the safety of women
as a bargaining chip against infringe-
ments on religious liberty or weak-
ening of the Second Amendment. We
can and must do better.

I urge my colleagues to vote against
this legislation and come together to
pass a bill that protects women, in-
stead of trying to use it as a political
pawn.
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Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE), a distin-
guished member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I am
a proud sponsor of the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.

Violence against women is one of our
country’s greatest shames. For over 20
years, VAWA has provided critical pro-
tections for survivors of violence, while
also helping them rebuild their lives.

VAWA grants help survivors to ac-
cess vital resources such as legal as-
sistance, safe housing, and counseling.
VAWA also facilitates important part-
nerships between advocates, law en-
forcement, and the courts, which fur-
ther helps survivors in times of crisis
and reduces future violence.

In 2018 alone, because of VAWA
grants, the Rhode Island Coalition
Against Domestic Violence served over
8,500 individual victims of domestic vi-
olence, assisted over 2,900 victims in
obtaining a restraining order, and an-
swered over 13,000 crisis line calls.

H.R. 1585 improves upon VAWA by
prohibiting persons convicted of dating
violence or misdemeanor stalking from
possessing firearms. And let’s be hon-
est. This is the principal objection of
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, because the powerful gun lobby is
scoring this bill because of that provi-
sion.

This bill protects employees from
being fired because they are survivors
of sexual assault or domestic violence
and ensures survivors’ eligibility to re-
ceive unemployment insurance.
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Survivors of violence and their fami-
lies cannot wait any longer as VAWA
continues to stay lapsed.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill in a bipartisan way so
that the American people can see ac-
tion by Congress, Republicans and
Democrats who are standing up, loudly
condemning violence against women,
and reauthorizing VAWA in a new and
improved way so that we can really
take on the issue of domestic violence
and all the pernicious consequences of
violence against women in this coun-
try.

Stand up to the gun lobby. Do what
is right for women in America.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield as much time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOH-
MERT).

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Chair, I rise out
of concern for violence that has been
done against women.

As someone who has prosecuted such
things and has sentenced many men to
prison for such things, I want to be
part of the solution toward mitigating
and stopping the violence against
women, but I can’t vote for this bill in
its current form when politics, as my
friends have said, have been played
with it here, because I have heard the
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testimony repeatedly, as a judge, from
experts.

I have read the studies. The lit-
erature, psychiatric literature, indi-
cates that the studies show that
women who have been through sexual
assault are more likely to experience
post-traumatic stress disorder than
even soldiers, on a percentage basis.

One of the things that can trigger the
trauma coming back is a man coming
into a confined space like a restroom,
like a dressing room, like a battered
women’s shelter, and they are living it
again.

Why would we do that? Why would
we have a bill that forces that kind of
trauma back on women who have been
through enough?

This bill, in the name of equality,
says women are not going to be able to
have a safe place from biological men.
No. We are going to force them, and
under this bill, there will be lawsuits.
A homeless shelter, a shelter for bat-
tered women, and it is shocking how
much of this still goes on, but they will
be subject to lawsuits if this bill be-
comes law.

You will have people, the government
with all its power, forcing shelters for
battered women to accept biological
men, no matter how traumatic it is for
the women who have suffered domestic
abuse from men, sexual assault from
men.

For heaven’s sake, can’t we com-
promise in the name of really helping
women?

I understand the concern from my
colleagues across the aisle is that we
don’t want to hurt the feelings of
someone who is biologically a man who
thinks they are a woman. We don’t
want to hurt their feelings; therefore,
it is worth the risk of all the trauma
that will be relived by women by forc-
ing men into those confined situations.
There are other alternatives instead of
making women suffer more than they
already have.

This Violence Against Women Act,
the way it is currently written in its
current form, will do additional vio-
lence to women. It is something that I
just can’t support.

Mr. Chair, I wish my friends would
worry about the concerns for men who
think they are women and suffering
from gender dysphoria in some other
bill. Let’s use this one to protect
women.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH), a distinguished
member of the Judiciary Committee.

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Chairman, I will
be short and to the point.

The number one way that women in
America are being killed by their inti-
mate partners is with a gun. We cannot
address the epidemic of gender-based
violence without addressing gun vio-
lence.

The NRA sees it differently. They
don’t want us to close the boyfriend
loophole. They don’t want to keep fire-
arms out of the hands of those whose
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actions show that they are a threat.
Their solution to gun violence is by
arming women, selling more guns, even
though we know that this would make
women less safe.

Nearly 1 million American women
alive today have been shot or shot at
by an intimate partner. They deserve
better.

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’ to reauthorize the Violence
Against Women Act for those we have
lost, for those who have survived, and
for the safety of all Americans.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Ms. WEXTON).

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chair, as a former domestic vio-
lence prosecutor and advocate for
abused women, I have seen firsthand
the impact of the Violence Against
Women Act’s legal protections and sur-
vivor support services. Because of this
law, survivors can access a national
hotline, a network of shelters, and get
protection orders that carry across
State lines.

The bill before us today will close the
boyfriend loophole by stopping abusers
and stalkers from obtaining firearms.

The NRA thinks this language is too
broad. They are wrong. When women
are five times more likely to be mur-
dered if there is a gun present in the
household, it is clear that gun violence
is a women’s issue.

We have made important progress,
but we can’t let up, not when a woman
is murdered by a male intimate partner
with a gun every 16 hours.

This bill tells survivors: You are not
alone. You will always have a place to
go. You will always have people on
your side.

Most importantly, it will save lives.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support it.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. LUJAN), the assistant
Democratic leader.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Chair, I want to
share a story of one of my constitu-
ents, Rayen. Her story is hard to hear,
but we cannot tune it out.

When Rayen first reached out for
protection, her partner, Daniel, had
struck her with a wrench, raped her,
and strangled her to the point of un-
consciousness. But Tribal police had
little jurisdiction over Daniel, who is
not Native American. They were forced
to turn the case over to Federal pros-
ecutors.

Next, Rayen went missing. Her body
was found several weeks later, beaten
and strangled.

Rayen’s story is representative of the
violence women, especially Native
women, face every day. This violence is
an epidemic in our country. Native
women are 10 times more likely to be
murdered than any other ethnicity.
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We need to act. The Violence Against
Women Act is a pillar of our Federal
response to domestic violence, sexual
assault, dating violence, and stalking.

Passage of H.R. 1585 will ensure that
every survivor of domestic violence is
given the protection they need to re-
build their lives after experiencing vio-
lence.

Mr. Chair, please join me in voting
for this legislation in memory of Rayen
and in memory of all the women who
have faced domestic violence and as-
sault.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Chair-
man, I am a cosponsor of the Violence
Against Women Act, and I believe that
this is the most important bill that
this Congress will pass to protect thou-
sands of women against violence and
demonstrate that we value the dignity
of every human being.

I was proud to work with the com-
mittee to close three potentially fatal
loopholes that allow abusers to possess
firearms.

We closed the stalking loophole by
treating stalking similarly to other do-
mestic violence crimes. Currently, 76
percent of women who are murdered by
their partner were first stalked.

We closed the dating partner loop-
hole by expanding restrictions on dat-
ing partners convicted of domestic vio-
lence from buying a gun.

We closed the temporary restraining
order loophole by prohibiting an abuser
from getting their hands on a gun when
a court issues a temporary order, be-
cause this is when an abuser is most
likely to lash out and retaliate.

When domestic violence kills three
women a day, we have a moral respon-
sibility to act.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot let the gun
lobby scare us into putting their inter-
ests above the lives of thousands of
Americans. We must reauthorize
VAWA now with these increased pro-
tections.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. BASS), the chair of the
Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Secu-
rity Subcommittee and the sponsor of
this legislation.

Ms. BASS. Mr. Chair, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.

This bipartisan measure was intro-
duced by myself and my colleague, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania. Several other Members
have supported this effort and were in-
advertently left off the sponsor list due
to a clerical error. To remedy that, I
will furnish a separate statement for
the RECORD that includes those names,
respectively.

H.R. 1585 will reauthorize the VAWA
of 1994, a landmark piece of legislation
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first enacted and signed into law by
President Clinton in 1994. This was a
direct response to the epidemic of vio-
lence against women that plagued our
country at that time.

While we have made significant
progress, we still have much to do.

It is estimated that more than 2 mil-
lion adults and more than 15 million
children are exposed to domestic vio-
lence annually. These alarming figures
make it imperative that we reauthorize
VAWA now.

We concluded our celebration of
Women’s History Month in March, but
our job to protect women is not com-
plete.

Movements like #MeToo across this
country demand Congress’ attention to
better deal with the gaping holes left
unfilled in current law around the
issues of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, harassment, and
stalking.

The VAWA efforts will have the same
profound effect on a victim survivor
and their families no matter one’s
party affiliation. Hence, these are
human problems, period.

This is our opportunity to respond to
the basic needs of victims and sur-
vivors everywhere, absent discrimina-
tion based on their race, sex, religion,
or nationality.

That is why this law has been reau-
thorized three times since enactment,
in 2000, 2005, and 2013, with strong bi-
partisan approval and overwhelming
support from Congress, States, and
local communities.

H.R. 1585 continues that tradition,
which reflects a reasonable and com-
promised approach to reauthorize
grant programs under VAWA. For ex-
ample, this bill includes various pieces
of bipartisan legislation, Republican
amendments from our committee
markup, and Republican amendments
through the rules process.

H.R. 1585 is intended to make modi-
fications, as Congress has done in the
past to all previous reauthorizations of
VAWA.

For example, in South Los Angeles,
part of my district, the Jenesse Center
helps hundreds of people every year.
VAWA funding has supported the
growth of Jenesse’s legal department,
which provides direct legal services
that not only assist survivors in secur-
ing immediate safety, but also helps
them achieve long-term goals of sta-
bility and self-sufficiency.

VAWA funding is integral to
Jenesse’s transitional, or bridge, hous-
ing program for survivors. After over-
coming the initial crisis phase, people
need space and time to rebuild family
bonds, secure education and vocational
training, and receive the mental health
counseling needed to heal from trauma.

H.R. 1585 is inclusive, sensible, and
responsive.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. BASS).
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Ms. BASS. Mr. Chair, this bill is
about preventing and responding to do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, dating
violence, and stalking. That is why I
urge my colleagues to exert courage
and stand with victims by supporting
this bill.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE).

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my friend for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act. This is a persistent crisis in
our country that requires Congress to
act.

While a lot of progress has been made
since VAWA was first passed in 1994,
too many women still face violence.
According to the National Coalition
Against Domestic Violence, one in
three women will experience some form
of physical violence in their lifetime.

Protecting women from violence has
been, and should always be, a bipar-
tisan issue. In 1994, Republicans and
Democrats came together to pass
VAWA. Since then, this act has been
reauthorized three times, including in
2013, just after I became a Member of
this body.

Because of this law, victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, and stalking have been
able to access support, as well, while
offenders have been held more account-
able by our criminal justice system.

Since VAWA first passed, the rate of
intimate partner violence declined by
67 percent. This law works, and we can
strengthen it with this action.

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to be a co-
sponsor of the Grijalva amendment No.
13, which deals with some of the issues
we see in Tribal communities. This is
an important bill, and I urge all of my
colleagues to support it.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER).

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, today, I stand here in
proud support of the bipartisan Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019, which includes my bill, the
Closing the Law Enforcement Consent
Loophole Act.

I introduced this bill when I read a
shocking article last year about a teen-
ager in New York who was raped by
two police officers while in their cus-
tody in the back of an unmarked police
vehicle. When she reported the rape, a
loophole in New York State law al-
lowed the officers to claim she con-
sented to having sex with them, despite
the fact that she was handcuffed and
under their control.
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I was appalled to learn about this and
was concerned that that was a legiti-
mate defense, at that time, in New
York, and it remains an acceptable de-
fense in 30 other States and for Federal
law enforcement officers.

My bill has now been included in
VAWA and will no longer allow for
Federal law enforcement officers to use
that consent defense as well.

There are also financial incentives
for the 30 States that need to close
their loopholes by providing additional
VAWA grant funds to States that pass
similar legislation.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to protect the safety of our women.
Closing this loophole puts us one step
closer to achieving that safety.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. LAWRENCE), a co-chair
of the Bipartisan Women’s Caucus.

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman,
today, I rise in support of H.R. 1585, the
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019.

I would like to first thank Represent-
ative KAREN BASS, the sponsor of this
legislation, for her support of this
issue.

As important as the successes of this
bill have been, they are at times insuf-
ficient. Every day, an average of three
women are Kkilled by a current or
former intimate partner. Every year,
7.9 million women are victims of stalk-
ing, rape, or physical violence by an in-
timate partner.

The bill before us today provides im-
portant updates to the Violence
Against Women Act that improves
services for victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
and stalking.

Mr. Chairman, as co-chair of the Bi-
partisan Women’s Caucus and as co-
chair of the Democratic Women’s Cau-
cus, I strongly urge my colleagues, on
both sides of the aisle, to support this
passage of legislation.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. CoLLINS and I have been working
on any number of issues dealing with
criminal justice reform, and certainly
we have spent the last couple of years
on the Judiciary Committee. He may
not recall, but working with our chair-
man in the last session of Congress,
who acknowledged that the Judiciary
Committee had many opportunities to
work together—and I totally agree—
one of those issues was, of course, the
Violence Against Women Act. We en-
gaged with the staff quite extensively
because we wanted this to be a bipar-
tisan bill.

So, for a 3-year period, we engaged, I
engaged, many women of this Congress
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engaged, and we think we have come
up with a product that recognizes that,
as we speak here today, there are
women who are dying from domestic
violence. As we stand here today, law
enforcement will tell you that the
most difficult, or one of the most dif-
ficult, calls they have to make is a do-
mestic violence call.

Maybe it is like my constituent,
Candice, whose bill I introduced, who
was laying in the bed with a little baby
and her other children were moving
around the house, and a significant
other—a husband, a boyfriend—took
his gun and killed Candice while that
baby was lying next to her. The little
children had to hear that, and they
were scurrying. They had to run to an-
other house to try to get help for
mommy.

You see, ladies and gentlemen, this is
not about a score of the National Rifle
Association, because this is not a gun
bill, this is a lifesaving bill. This is a
bill that a Republican from Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. FITZPATRICK, put a health
provision in, he expanded the Public
Health Service Act.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CARSON of In-
diana). The time of the gentlewoman
has expired.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. His bill will
allow more services to come for those
children and those survivors of domes-
tic violence, it will expand the capac-
ity of early childhood programs to ad-
dress domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking. It
will put in $291 million, so that date
rape Kkits, DNA Kkits, will not be back-
logged, so that law enforcement will
have resources, and so that prosecutors
will have resources.

Candice cannot be brought back. And
we introduced that bill at a time when
no one wanted to see anything having
to do with protecting us from guns.
Now we have a statement that respects
Candice’s life by indicating that if you
have been convicted, you need not have
a gun around your family, it should be
in a lockbox.

What more can we do to be fair and
balanced and draw bipartisan support,
even to the extent of joining with my
friend from Texas to have a bill amend-
ment that deals with female genital
mutilation.

We have worked hard. This bill de-
serves 100 percent support of this Con-
gress, because while we talk lives are
being lost.

Mr. Chairman, I ask my friends to
support the legislation that we are de-
bating, H.R. 1585.

Mr. Chair, | rise in support of the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.

The Violence Against Women Act (“VAWA”)
is landmark legislation which—through policy
reforms, interstate cooperation and grant allo-
cation—has been pivotal in providing a na-
tional response to protecting half of the popu-
lation.

Equally important, it has ushered in a seis-
mic transformation on how society perceives
violence against women.
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The law has enhanced and improved the
lives of girls and women, boys and men.

There are many similarities between the
year that VAWA initially passed in 1994, and
the moment in which we all find ourselves
today.

When it was first passed, the country was
experiencing reverberations to yet another po-
larizing battle to fill a seat on the Supreme
Court.

Then the courageous victim sharing her
truth was Anita Hill.

Today, as VAWA is yet again scheduled to
expire, the country is assessing the ripples
created by the #MeToo movement.

But despite the passage of over a quarter-
century since its first enactment, the malignant
treatment received by a courageous person
willing to share her story unfortunately en-
dures.

The need to create a safe space for victims
of violence, especially women, supported with
substantial resources to address this scourge
has taken on a new urgency in this era of the
#MeToo movement.

When discussing VAWA, we cannot forget
the victims of domestic violence like Brittany
Smith, who was 23 years old and was gunned
down last year in Houston, by her boyfriend
and San Diego-based Marine; nor can we for-
get Charlene Caldwell, a mother and grand-
mother beaten to death last year by a baseball
bat at the hands of her boyfriend in Houston.

Domestic violence was alleged in both of
these horrific events.

Unfortunately, there are too many stories
like Charlene’s or Brittany’s.

The stories of these two women remind us
of the urgency to protect survivors NOW, be-
fore it is too late, because many of these
deaths are preventable.

Despite the experiences of #MeToo sur-
vivors or victims like Ms. Smith or Ms.
Caldwell, all is not for naught.

Since VAWA'’s codification in 1994, more
victims report episodes of domestic violence to
the police and the rate of non-fatal intimate
partner violence against women has de-
creased by almost two-thirds.

VAWA has also led to a significant increase
in the reporting of sexual assault.

For example, the percentage of victims of
rape and sexual assault who report the as-
sault to the police increased from 28.8 percent
in 1993—the year prior to VAWA’s initial pas-
sage—to 50 percent in 2010.

In the first 15 years of VAWA’s validity,
rates of serious intimate partner violence de-
clined by 72 percent for women and 64 per-
cent for men.

Research suggests that referring a victim to
a domestic violence or sexual assault advo-
cate has been linked to an increased willing-
ness to file a police report—survivors with an
advocate filed a report with law enforcement
59 percent of the time, versus 41 percent for
individuals not referred to a victim advocate.

This progress cannot be allowed to stop.

Congress must continue sending the clear
message that violence against women is un-
acceptable.

Prior to VAWA, law enforcement lacked the
resources and tools to respond effectively to
domestic violence and sexual assault.

Each reauthorization of VAWA has im-
proved protections for women and men, while
helping to change the culture and reduce the
tolerance for these crimes.
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The Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019 improves current law in sev-
eral important respects, and takes a holistic
approach to the goal of eliminating the harm
faced by victims of violence, and making vital
services accessible to victims of this scourge.

For example, this iteration of VAWA con-
tains guidance on the use of grants to activate
judicial and law enforcement tools to develop
and enforce firearm surrender policies; ex-
pands permissible use of grant funding for
programs focused on increasing survivor/law
enforcement/community safety; and provides
legal assistance for dependent children in ap-
propriate circumstances.

It also updates programs designed to re-
duce dating violence, help children exposed to
violence and engage men in preventing vio-
lence against women.

Additionally, the bill improves services for
victims of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, and stalking.

It provides policies, protection, and justice
for young victims of violence, including extend-
ing the Rape Prevention and Education grant
program, addressing bullying of young people,
improving grants focused on prevention edu-
cation for students, and expanding relevant
training for school-based and campus health
centers; and reauthorizes and updates pro-
grams designed to reduce dating violence,
help children exposed to violence, and engage
men in preventing violence.

This bill also recognizes the cascading ills
associated with identifying, eliminating, and
preventing the reemergence of domestic vio-
lence.

This bill expands grants under the Public
Health Service Act to support implementation
of training programs to improve the capacity of
early childhood programs to address domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking among the families they serve; pre-
serves and expands housing protections for
survivors; provides economic security assist-
ance for survivors, by reauthorizing the Na-
tional Resource Center on Workplace Re-
sponses; protects employees from being fired
because they are survivors of sexual assault
or domestic violence; and protects survivors’
eligibility to receive Unemployment Insurance.

Recognizing that many women are victim-
ized at the hands of intimate partners, this
iteration of VAWA helps prevent “intimate
partner” homicides, by including provisions ex-
panding firearms laws to prohibit persons con-
victed of dating violence from possessing fire-
arms, prohibiting persons convicted of mis-
demeanor stalking from possessing firearms,
and prohibiting individuals subject to ex parte
protective orders from possessing firearms.

Accordingly, the bill helps protect Native
American women, by including provisions to
improve the response to missing and mur-
dered Native American women, improving trib-
al access to federal crime information data-
bases, and reaffirming tribal criminal jurisdic-
tion over non-Indian perpetrators of domestic
violence, sexual assault, dating violence, stalk-
ing, and trafficking for all federally recognized
Indian tribes and Alaskan Natives.

Additionally, this bill protects the Office on
Violence Against Women in the Department of
Justice from being de-emphasized, merged, or
consolidated into any other DOJ office.

VAWA is central to our nation’s effort to
fight the epidemic of domestic, sexual, and
dating violence and stalking.
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This work did not happen on its own.

It was the product of a collaborative effort of
stakeholders, including victim advocates.

It was the product of those willing to share
their stories of the abuse suffered at the
hands of those who were entrusted to love,
but instead harmed.

The courage, strength, and resilience dis-
played by survivors has reminded all that we
must continue to foster an environment for vic-
tims of violence to come forward and expose
episodes of violence against women.

This bill represents the good that can come
when courageous people with a story to tell
come forward with the belief that through their
pain, the lives of others can be helped.

Having listened to concerned stakeholders
from all pockets of the country, we have put
pen to paper and produced a bill that is en-
dorsed by the bipartisan National Task Force
to End Sexual and Domestic Violence (NTF),
which is a national collaboration comprising a
large and diverse group of 35 national, tribal,
state, territorial, and local organizations, advo-
cates, and individuals that focus on the devel-
opment, passage and implementation of effec-
tive public policy to address domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking.

Indeed, there is no reason our work on this
cannot be bipartisan, as has been the custom
of prior Congresses in authorizing this critical
piece of legislation.

The love for a spouse, the comfort of a
mother and the best wishes for a sister know
no political allegiance.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the distinguished
majority leader.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank all of
those who have been involved in get-
ting this to the floor. This bill is a
critically important bill and, unfortu-
nately, its authorization expired last
year. It is timely that we bring it to
the floor. I am hopeful that it passes.

Mr. Chairman, I was proud to be a co-
sponsor of the original Violence
Against Women Act in 1994. It passed
on a bipartisan vote in the House. It
was reauthorized in 2000 with a vote—
and everybody ought to note this—that
passed 371-1. And in 2005, it was reau-
thorized and passed 415-4 and signed, of
course, by President Bush.

Democrats fought hard to expand the
law’s protections to immigrant women,
Native Americans, and LGBT people,
and we did so in 2013 with bipartisan
support once more. We want to protect
all of our women, whatever their par-
ticular difference.

I was disappointed that the law’s au-
thorization expired at the end of fiscal
year 2018. It is critical that we enact a
long-term reauthorization of the law
without further delay in order to pro-
vide that certainty that another short-
term extension cannot.

This legislation was introduced by
Representative KAREN BASS. It is a 5-
year reauthorization. The gentle-
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woman from Texas, who just spoke,
Ms. JACKSON LEE, did a lot of work on
this bill in the Judiciary Committee as
well. I thank her for her leadership in
this effort.

Her bill—and I speak of Congress-
woman BASs—would improve on cur-
rent law by expanding existing grants
that make communities safer and pro-
tect vulnerable populations, including
Native American women.

Why wouldn’t we do that? I can’t
think of a reason.

It would also improve economic as-
sistance and security for survivors
struggling with unemployment or fi-
nancial hardship due to an abusive re-
lationship to which they had been ex-
posed.

It would also ensure that the Depart-
ment of Justice’s Office on Violence
Against Women remains open and is
not merged into another office or de-
emphasized.

And, very importantly, the bill closes
loopholes in gun laws to help prevent
intimate partner homicides, an all too
frequent happening.

According to the National Coalition
Against Domestic Violence, on aver-
age, nearly 20 people every minute are
physically abused by an intimate part-
ner in the United States. That is a
tragedy and a crisis.

One in four women experience severe
intimate partner physical violence.
And one in seven have been stalked by
an intimate partner to the point at
which she felt very fearful or believed
that she, or someone close to her,
would be harmed or killed.

The presence of a gun in a domestic
violence situation increases the risk of
homicide by 500 percent. That is why
we aim to close gun loopholes by ex-
panding the definition of intimate
partners to include dating or former
dating partners.

It is also why this bill has language
preventing anybody convicted of a mis-
demeanor crime of stalking from ob-
taining a gun.

I am deeply disappointed that some
Republican Members of this House are
using the NRA as cover to vote against
this reauthorization which has been
overwhelmingly, in a bipartisan fash-
ion, reauthorized over and over again.

These are commonsense protections
that prevent domestic abusers from ob-
taining the guns that have, sadly, been
used so frequently to harm or kill their
partners.

Mr Chairman, I urge every Member
to vote for this reauthorization. Let’s
make this renewal of the Violence
Against Women Act as strongly bipar-
tisan as the House’s support for the law
used to be. Let’s send a resounding
message that the House stands with
the victims and survivors and law en-
forcement and will do its job to help
them and to prevent domestic violence
and abuse, which have no place in our
society, but are, tragically, too often,
perpetrated in our country.

Mr. Chairman, let’s make it safer for
women, for families, and for the chil-
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dren they care for. Let’s pass this bill.
Let’s reauthorize the Violence Against
Women Act.

[ 1515

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have no other speakers, and I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, really, in closing, I
would just reiterate the points that I
have made.

We are looking forward to a bipar-
tisan, bicameral bill that we do believe
will come back eventually. The Senate
has said this.

There are many things, and I think
the distinguished majority leader made
it very clear. I think it was interesting
that he said, why did this become a bill
that was not—it should be as bipar-
tisan as it should be. I think it is be-
cause of stuff that we did not talk
about that had been added into this,
which makes it much larger than what
the bill actually should be about, and
focused on those areas.

We can disagree about a lot of things,
but I think, in this one, all of us want
to make sure that the Violence Against
Women Act is reauthorized in a way
that does promote the very ideals of
the original law, and we would con-
tinue to do that.

We look forward to a day in which
this body can debate that bill. At this
time, we cannot, because this bill does
not feel like many of our Members may
vote for it. They may vote against. But
I think, at the end of the day, there
will be a better product coming. I am
looking forward to that.

I appreciate the hard work by both
sides, but I do believe there is a better
outcome and alternative, a bipartisan,
bicameral bill in the future.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘“‘no” vote on this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, every
year approximately 7.9 million women
are victims of rape, physical violence,
or stalking by an intimate partner. An
average of three women are Kkilled
every day by a current or former inti-
mate partner.

These grim statistics underscore the
crucial need for us to act without delay
to reauthorize VAWA and to enhance
and expand the act so that it is even
more effective than it has proven to be
in the past.

The Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019 is comprehen-
sive and inclusive legislation that I
hope will earn bipartisan support in
the long tradition of this important
law. Therefore, I urge my colleagues to
join with me in voting for this critical
legislation today.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. BASS. Mr. Chair, a number of my
colleagues who requested to be added
as a cosponsor to H.R. 1585, the ‘‘Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019” were not listed as cospon-
sors due to a clerical error.

I wish to thank all my colleagues for
their enduring support of VAWA. The
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reauthorization of VAWA is vital for
domestic violence survivors. VAWA is
a landmark piece of legislation first
enacted in 1994 and signed into law by
President Bill Clinton as part of the
Violent Crime Control and Law En-
forcement Act of 1994.

This legislation was enacted in re-
sponse to the prevalence of domestic
and sexual violence, and the significant
impact of such violence on the lives of
women. It is estimated that more than
two million adults and more than 15
million children are exposed to domes-
tic violence annually. VAWA provides
essential resources to those who need
it most, which is why this piece of leg-
islation is so essential.

For the record, the following Mem-
bers have expressed their support for
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019’ and would
have been added as a cosponsor to H.R.
1585 but for a clerical error.

COLIN ALLRED

AMI BERA

SANFORD D. BISHOP, Jr.

G.K. BUTTERFIELD

ANDRE CARSON

MATT CARTWRIGHT

JOAQUIN CASTRO

EMANUEL CLEAVER

GERALD CONNOLLY

JIM COSTA

TJ Cox

CHARLIE CRIST

SHARICE DAVIDS

DANNY K. DAVIS

R0OSA DELAURO

MARK DESAULNIER

THEODORE E. DEUTCH

MICHAEL F. DOYLE

ELIOT ENGEL

DWIGHT EVANS

ABBY FINKENAUER

JIMMY GOMEZ

ALCEE L. HASTINGS

JAHANA HAYES

KENDRA S. HORN

HAKEEM JEFFRIES

HENRY C. “HANK’’ JOHNSON, Jr.

MARCY KAPTUR

DANIEL T. KILDEE

JOHN LARSON

AL LAWSON

BARBARA LEE

MIKE LEVIN

JOHN LEWIS

TED LIEU

NITA M. LOWEY

BEN RAY LUJAN

BELAINE G. LURIA

ToM MALINOWSKI

STEPHANIE N. MURPHY

RICHARD E. NEAL

JOE NEGUSE

MICHAEL SAN NICOLAS

DONALD NORCROSS

BILL PASCRELL, Jr.

ED PERLMUTTER

SCOTT PETERS

DEAN PHILLIPS

MARK POCAN

DAVID E. PRICE

HARLEY ROUDA

RAUL RUIZ

BOBBY RUSH

MARY GAY SCANLON
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ROBERT C. ““BOBBY’’ SCOTT

BRAD SHERMAN

MIKIE SHERRILL

DARREN SOTO

ABIGAIL DAVIS SPANBERGER

MARK TAKANO

BENNIE G. THOMPSON

RASHIDA TLAIB

NORMA J. TORRES

XOCHITL TORRES SMALL

MARC A. VEASEY

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on the Judiciary, print-
ed in the bill, it shall be considered as
an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the 5-minute rule an
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 116-9 modified by the
amendment printed in part A of House
Report 116-32. That amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be consid-
ered as read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R. 1585

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Violence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Universal definitions and grant condi-
tions.

Sec. 3. Reporting on female genital mutilation,
female genital cutting, or female
clrcumciSion.

TITLE [—ENHANCING LEGAL TOOLS TO

COMBAT DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING

VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND
STALKING
Sec. 101. Stop grants.

Sec. 102. Grants to improve the criminal justice
response.
Legal assistance for victims.
Grants to support families in the jus-
tice system.
Outreach and services to underserved
populations grants.
Sec. 106. Criminal provisions.
Sec. 107. Rape survivor child custody.
TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR

VICTIMS

Sec. 201. Sexual assault services program.

Sec. 202. Rural domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, stalking,
and child abuse enforcement as-
sistance program.

Sec. 203. Training and services to end violence
against people with disabilities.

Sec. 204. Training and services to end abuse in
later life.

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS
Sec. 301. Rape prevention and education grant.
Sec. 302. Creating hope through outreach, op-

103.
104.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 105.

tions, services, and education
(CHOOSE) for children and
youth.

Sec. 303. Grants to combat violent crimes on
campuses.

Sec. 304. Combat online predators.
TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION
PRACTICES
Sec. 401. Study conducted by the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention.
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Sec. 402. Saving Money and Reducing Trage-
dies (SMART) through Prevention
grants.

TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE
HEALTHCARE SYSTEMS RESPONSE

Sec. 501. Grants to strengthen the healthcare
systems response to domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, and stalking.

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS

Sec. 601. Housing protections for victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, and stalking.

Ensuring compliance and implementa-
tion; prohibiting retaliation
against victims.

Protecting the right to report crime
from one’s home.

Transitional housing assistance grants
for victims of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, or
stalking.

Addressing the housing needs of vic-
tims of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, and
stalking.

United States Housing Act of 1937
amendments.

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR

VICTIMS

Findings.

National Resource Center on work-
place responses to assist victims of
domestic and sexual violence.

Entitlement to unemployment com-
pensation for victims of sexual
and other harassment and sur-
vivors of domestic violence, sexual
assault, or stalking.

Study and reports on barriers to sur-
vivors’ economic security access.

GAO Study.

Education and information programs
for survivors.

707. Severability.

TITLE VIII—HOMICIDE REDUCTION

INITIATIVES

801. Prohibiting persons convicted of mis-
demeanor crimes against dating
partners and persons subject to
protection orders.

Sec. 802. Prohibiting stalkers and individuals
subject to court order from pos-
sessing a firearm.

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN

Sec. 901. Findings and purposes.

Sec. 902. Authorizing funding for the tribal ac-
cess program.

Sec. 903. Tribal jurisdiction over crimes of do-
mestic violence, dating violence,
obstruction of justice, sexual vio-
lence, sex trafficking, stalking,
and assault of a law enforcement
officer or corrections officer.

Sec. 904. Annual reporting requirements.

TITLE X—OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST

WOMEN

Sec. 1001. Establishment of Office on Violence
Against Women.
TITLE XI—IMPROVING CONDITIONS FOR
WOMEN IN FEDERAL CUSTODY

Sec. 1101. Improving the treatment of primary
caretaker parents and other indi-
viduals in federal prisons.

Sec. 1102. Public health and safety of women.

TITLE XII—LAW ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO

ENHANCE PUBLIC SAFETY

Sec. 1201. Notification to law enforcement agen-
cies of prohibited purchase or at-
tempted purchase of a firearm.

Sec. 1202. Reporting of background check deni-
als to state, local, and tribal au-
thorities.

Sec. 1203. Special assistant U.S. attorneys and
cross-deputized attorneys.

Sec. 602.

Sec. 603.

Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

701.
702.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

705.
706.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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TITLE XIII—CLOSING THE LAW
ENFORCEMENT CONSENT LOOPHOLE

Sec. 1301. Short title.

Sec. 1302. Prohibition on engaging in sexual
acts while acting under color of
law.

1303. Incentives for States.

1304. Reports to Congress.

1305. Definition.

TITLE XIV—OTHER MATTERS
1401. National stalker and domestic vio-

lence reduction.

Federal victim assistants reauthoriza-
tion.

Child abuse training programs for ju-
dicial personnel and practitioners
reauthorization.

Sex offender management.

Court-appointed  special
program.

Rape kit backlog.

Sexual assault forensic exam program
grants.

2. UNIVERSAL DEFINITIONS AND GRANT

CONDITIONS.

Section 40002 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12291) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘In this title’’ and inserting
“In this title, including for the purpose of
grants authorized under this Act’’;

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (34) through
(45) as paragraphs (42) through (53);

(C) by inserting after paragraph (33) the fol-
lowing:

““(39) INTERNET ENABLED DEVICE.—The term
‘internet enabled device’ means devices that
have a connection the Internet, send and receive
information and data, and maybe accessed via
mobile device technology, video technology, or
computer technology, away from the location
where the device is installed, and may include
home automation systems, door locks, and ther-
mostats.

““(40) TECHNOLOGICAL ABUSE.—The term ‘tech-
nological abuse’ means behavior intended to
harm, threaten, intimidate, control, stalk, har-
ass, impersonate, or monitor, except as other-
wise permitted by law, another person, that oc-
curs using the Internet, internet enabled de-
vices, social networking sites, computers, mobile
devices, cellular telephones, apps, location
tracking devices, instant messages, texrt mes-
sages, or other forms of technology. Techno-
logical abuse may include—

“(A) unwanted, repeated telephone calls, text
messages, instant messages, or social media
pOSts;

‘““(B) mon-consensual accessing e-mail ac-
counts, texts or instant messaging accounts, so-
cial networking accounts, or cellular telephone
logs;

“(C) controlling or restricting a person’s abil-
ity to access technology with the intent to iso-
late them from support and social connection;

‘““(D) using tracking devices or location track-
ing software for the purpose of monitoring or
stalking another person’s location;

‘“(E) impersonating a person (including
through the use of spoofing technology in photo
or video or the creation of accounts under a
false name) with the intent to deceive or cause
harm; or

‘““(F) sharing or urging or compelling the shar-
ing of another person’s private information,
photographs, or videos without their consent.

‘“(41) FEMALE GENITAL MUTILATION.—The
terms ‘female genital mutilation’, ‘female genital
cutting’, ‘FGM/C’, or ‘female circumcision’ mean
the intentional removal or infibulation (or both)
of either the whole or part of the external fe-
male genitalia for non-medical reasons. External
female genitalia includes the pubis, labia
minora, labia majora, clitoris, and urethral and
vaginal openings.’’;

(D) in paragraph (19)(B), by striking ‘“‘and
probation’ and inserting ‘‘probation, and
vacatur or expungement’’;

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 1402.

Sec. 1403.

1404.
1405.

Sec.
Sec. advocate
1406.
1407.

Sec.
Sec.

SEC.
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(E) by redesignating paragraphs (13) through
(33) as paragraphs (18) through (38);

(F) by striking paragraphs (11) and (12) and
inserting the following:

““(13) DIGITAL SERVICES.—The term ‘digital
services’ means services, resources, information,
support or referrals provided through electronic
communications platforms and media, whether
via mobile device technology, video technology,
or computer technology, including utilizing the
internet, as well as any other emerging commu-
nications technologies that are appropriate for
the purposes of providing services, resources, in-
formation, support, or referrals for the benefit of
victims of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, or stalking.

‘“(14) ECONOMIC ABUSE.—The term ‘economic
abuse’, in the context of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, and abuse in later life, means be-
havior that is coercive, deceptive, or unreason-
ably controls or restrains a person’s ability to
acquire, use, or maintain economic resources to
which they are entitled, including using coer-
cion, fraud, or manipulation to—

“(A) restrict a person’s access to money, as-
sets, credit, or financial information;

“(B) unfairly use a person’s personal eco-
nomic resources, including money, assets, and
credit, for one’s own advantage; or

“(C) exert undue influence over a person’s fi-
nancial and economic behavior or decisions, in-
cluding forcing default on joint or other finan-
cial obligations, exploiting powers of attorney,
guardianship, or conservatorship, or failing or
neglecting to act in the best interests of a person
to whom one has a fiduciary duty.

““(15) ELDER ABUSE.—The term ‘elder abuse’
has the meaning given that term in section 2 of
the Elder Abuse Prevention and Prosecution
Act. The terms ‘abuse,” ‘elder,” and ‘exploi-
tation’ have the meanings given those terms in
section 2011 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
13975).

““(16) FORCED MARRIAGE.—The term ‘forced
marriage’ means a marriage to which one or
both parties do not or cannot consent, and in
which one or more elements of force, fraud, or
coercion is present. Forced marriage can be both
a cause and a consequence of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault or stalking.

““(17) HOMELESS.—The term ‘homeless’ has the
meaning given such term in section 41403(6).”’;

(G) by redesignating paragraphs (9) and (10)
as paragraphs (11) and (12), respectively;

(H) by amending paragraph (8) to read as fol-
lows:

““(10) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘domes-
tic violence’ means a pattern of behavior involv-
ing the use or attempted use of physical, sexual,
verbal, emotional, economic, or technological
abuse or any other coercive behavior committed,
enabled, or solicited to gain or maintain power
and control over a victim, by a person who—

“(A) is a current or former spouse or dating
partner of the victim, or other person similarly
situated to a spouse of the victim under the fam-
ily or domestic violence laws of the jurisdiction;

“(B) is cohabitating with or has cohabitated
with the victim as a spouse or dating partner, or
other person similarly situated to a spouse of
the victim under the family or domestic violence
laws of the jurisdiction;

“(C) shares a child in common with the vic-
tim;

“(D) is an adult family member of, or paid or
nonpaid caregiver for, a victim aged 50 or older
or an adult victim with disabilities; or

‘“(E) commits acts against a youth or adult
victim who is protected from those acts under
the family or domestic violence laws of the juris-
diction.”’.

(I) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) as
paragraphs (8) and (9), respectively;

(J) by amending paragraph (5) to read as fol-
lows:

“(7) COURT-BASED AND COURT-RELATED PER-
SONNEL.—The terms ‘court-based personnel’ and
‘court-related personnel’ mean persons working
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in the court, whether paid or volunteer, includ-
ing—

““(A) clerks, special masters, domestic relations
officers, administrators, mediators, custody
evaluators, guardians ad litem, lawyers, nego-
tiators, probation, parole, interpreters, victim
assistants, victim advocates, and judicial, ad-
ministrative, or any other professionals or per-
sonnel similarly involved in the legal process;

“(B) court security personnel;

‘“(C) personnel working in related, supple-
mentary offices or programs (such as child sup-
port enforcement); and

‘D) any other court-based or community-
based personnel having responsibilities or au-
thority to address domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking in the court
system.”’.

(K) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(4) as paragraphs (4) through (6) respectively;

(L) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

“(3) ALTERNATIVE JUSTICE RESPONSE.—The
term ‘alternative justice response’ means a proc-
ess, whether court-ordered or community-based,
that—

“(A) involves, on a voluntary basis, and to
the extent possible, those who have committed a
specific offense and those who have been
harmed as a result of the offense;

“(B) has the goal of collectively seeking ac-
countability from the accused, and developing a
process whereby the accused will take responsi-
bility for his or her actions, and a plan for pro-
viding relief to those harmed, through allocu-
tion, restitution, community service, or other
processes upon which the victim, the accused,
the community, and the court (if court-ordered)
can agree;

‘“(C) is conducted in a framework that pro-
tects victim safety and supports victim auton-
omy; and

‘““(D) provides that information disclosed dur-
ing such process may not be used for any other
law enforcement purpose, including impeach-
ment or prosecution, without the express permis-
sion of all participants.”.

(M) by redesignating paragraph (1) as para-
graph (2); and

(N) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as re-
designated in subparagraph (M) of this para-
graph) the following:

‘(1) ABUSE IN LATER LIFE.—The term ‘abuse
in later life’ means neglect, abandonment, do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking of an adult over the age of 50 by any
person, or economic abuse of that adult by a
person in an ongoing, relationship of trust with
the victim. Self-neglect is not included in this
definition.”’; and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (F) and
(G) as subparagraphs (H) and (I);

(i1) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the
following:

‘“(G) DEATH OF THE PARTY WHOSE PRIVACY
HAD BEEN PROTECTED.—In the event of the
death of any victim whose confidentiality and
privacy is required to be protected under this
subsection, such requirement shall continue to
apply, and the right to authorizce release of any
confidential or protected information be vested
in the next of kin, except that consent for re-
lease of the deceased victim’s information may
not be given by a person who had perpetrated
abuse against the deceased victim.”’;

(iii) by redesignating subparagraphs (D)
through (E) as subparagraphs (E) through (F);
and

(iv) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

““(D) USE OF TECHNOLOGY.—Grantees and sub-
grantees may use telephone, internet, and other
technologies to protect the privacy, location and
help-seeking activities of victims using services.
Such technologies may include—

“(i) software, apps or hardware that block
caller ID or conceal IP addresses, including in-
stances in which victims use digital services; or
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“‘(ii) techmologies or protocols that inhibit or
prevent a perpetrator’s attempts to use tech-
nology or social media to threaten, harass or
harm the victim, the victim’s family, friends,
neighbors or co-workers, or the program pro-
viding services to them.”’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting after ‘‘de-
signed to reduce or eliminate domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking’’
the following: ‘“‘provided that the confidentiality
and privacy requirements of this title are main-
tained, and that personally identifying informa-
tion about adult, youth, and child victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault
and stalking is not requested or included in any
such collaboration or information-sharing’’;

(C) in paragraph (6), by adding at the end the
following: “‘However, such disbursing agencies
must ensure that the confidentiality and pri-
vacy requirements of this title are maintained in
making such reports, and that personally identi-
fying information about adult, youth and child
victims of domestic violence, dating wviolence,
sexual assault and stalking is not requested or
included in any such reports.”’;

(D) in paragraph (11), by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘The Office on Violence Against
Women shall make all technical assistance
available as broadly as possible to any appro-
priate grantees, subgrantees, potential grantees,
or other entities without regard to whether the
entity has received funding from the Office on
Violence Against Women for a particular pro-
gram or project.’’;

(E) in paragraph (13)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting after
“‘the Violence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2013 the following: ‘‘(Public Law 113—4;
127 Stat. 54)”’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘section
3789d of title 42, United States Code’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 809 of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C.
10228)’;

(F) in paragraph (14), by inserting after “are
also victims of”’ the following: ‘‘forced marriage,
or’’; and

(G) in paragraph (16)(C)(i), by striking
““$20,000 in Department funds, unless the Dep-
uty Attorney General’” and inserting ‘‘$100,000
in Department funds, unless the Director or
Principal Deputy Director of the Office on Vio-
lence Against Women, the Deputy Attorney
General,”.

SEC. 3. REPORTING ON FEMALE GENITAL MUTI-

LATION, FEMALE GENITAL CUTTING,
OR FEMALE CIRCUMCISION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation shall, pursuant to sec-
tion 534 of title 28, United States Code, classify
the offense of female genital mutilation, female
genital cutting, or female circumcision as a part
II crime in the Uniform Crime Reports.

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the terms
“female genital mutilation’, ‘‘female genital
cutting’’, “FGM/C’’, or ‘‘female circumcision’
mean the intentional removal or infibulation (or
both) of either the whole or part of the external
female genitalia for non-medical reasons. Exter-
nal female genitalia includes the pubis, labia
minora, labia majora, clitoris, and urethral and
vaginal openings.

TITLE I—ENHANCING LEGAL TOOLS TO
COMBAT DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND
STALKING

SEC. 101. STOP GRANTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part T of title I of the Om-
nibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(34 U.S.C. 10441 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 2001(b)—

(4) in paragraph (3), by inserting before the
semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘including
implementation of the mnon-discrimination re-
quirements in section 40002(b)(13) of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994°°;

(B) in paragraph (9)—
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(i) by striking ‘‘older and disabled women’
and inserting ‘‘people 50 years of age or over
and people with disabilities’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘older and disabled individ-
uals’ and inserting ‘‘people’’;

(C) in paragraph (19), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(D) in paragraph (20), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(E) by inserting after paragraph (20), the fol-
lowing:

““(21) developing and implementing laws, poli-
cies, procedures, or training to ensure the lawful
recovery and storage of any dangerous weapon
by the appropriate law enforcement agency from
an adjudicated perpetrator of any offense of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking, and the return of such weapon
when appropriate, where any Federal, State,
tribal, or local court has—

““(A)(i) issued protective or other restraining
orders against such a perpetrator; or

“(ii) found such a perpetrator to be guilty of
misdemeanor or felony crimes of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalk-
ing; and

““(B) ordered the perpetrator to relinquish

dangerous weapons that the perpetrator pos-
sesses or has used in the commission of at least
one of the aforementioned crimes.
Policies, procedures, protocols, laws, regula-
tions, or training under this section shall in-
clude the safest means of recovery of, and best
practices for storage of, relinquished and recov-
ered dangerous weapons and their return, when
applicable, at such time as the individual is no
longer prohibited from possessing such weapons
under Federal, State, or Tribal law, or posted
local ordinances; and

““(22) developing, enlarging, or strengthening
culturally specific victim services programs to
provide culturally specific victim services re-
garding, responses to, and prevention of female
genital mutilation, female genital cutting, or fe-
male circumcision.’’;

(2) in section 2007—

(A) in subsection (d)—

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) as
paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and

(ii) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing:

“(5) proof of compliance with the require-
ments regarding protocols to strongly discourage
compelling victim testimony, described in section
2017;

“(6) proof of compliance with the require-
ments regarding civil rights under section
40002(b)(13) of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994;’;

(B) in subsection (i)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by inserting before the
semicolon at the end the following: ‘“‘and the re-
quirements under section 40002(b) of the Violent
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994
(34 U.S.C. 12291(b))”’; and

(ii) in paragraph (2)(C)(iv), by inserting after
“‘ethnicity,”’ the following: ‘‘sexual orientation,
gender identity,”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(k) REVIEWS FOR COMPLIANCE WITH NON-
DISCRIMINATION REQUIREMENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If allegations of discrimina-
tion in violation of section 40002(b)(13)(A) of the
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12291(b)(13)(A)) by a potential grantee under
this part have been made to the Attorney Gen-
eral, the Attorney General shall, prior to award-
ing a grant under this part to such potential
grantee, conduct a review of the compliance of
the potential grantee with such section.

““(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF RULE.—Not later than
1 year after the date of enactment of the Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorication Act of
2019, the Attorney General shall by rule estab-
lish procedures for such a review.

““(3) ANNUAL REPORT.—Beginning on the date
that is 1 year after the date of enactment of the
Violence Against Women Reauthorization Act of

April 3, 2019

2019, the Attorney General shall report to the
Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and
of the House of Representatives regarding com-
pliance with section 40002(b)(13)(A) of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12291(b)(13)(A)) by recipients of grants under
this part.”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 2017. GRANT ELIGIBILITY REGARDING COM-
PELLING VICTIM TESTIMONY.

“In order to be eligible for a grant under this
part, a State, Indian tribal government, terri-
torial government, or unit of local government
shall certify that, not later than 3 years after
the date of enactment of this section, their laws,
policies, or practices will include a detailed pro-
tocol to discourage the use of bench warrants,
material witness warrants, perjury charges, or
other means of compelling victim-witness testi-
mony in the investigation, prosecution, trial, or
sentencing of a crime related to the domestic vi-
olence, sexual assault, dating violence or stalk-
ing of the victim.”’.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 1001(a)(18) of the Ommnibus Crime Control
and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C.
10261(a)(18)) is amended by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

SEC. 102. GRANTS TO IMPROVE THE CRIMINAL
JUSTICE RESPONSE.

(a) HEADING.—Part U of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34
U.S.C. 10461 et seq.) is amended in the heading,
by striking ‘‘GRANTS TO ENCOURAGE ARREST
POLICIES”’ and inserting ‘‘GRANTS TO IMPROVE
THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE RESPONSE’’.

(b) GRANTS.—Section 2101 of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34
U.S.C. 10461) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting the
following:

‘““(a) GENERAL PROGRAM PURPOSE.—The pur-
pose of this part is to assist States, State and
local courts (including juvenile courts), Indian
tribal govermments, tribal courts, and units of
local government to develop and strengthen ef-
fective law enforcement and prosecution strate-
gies to combat violent crimes against women,
and to develop and strengthen victim services in
cases involving violent crimes against women.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘proarrest’
and inserting ‘‘offender accountability and
homicide reduction’’;

(B) in paragraph (8)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘older individuals (as defined
in section 102 of the Older Americans Act of 1965
(42 U.S.C. 3002))” and inserting ‘‘people 50 years
of age or over’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘individuals with disabilities
(as defined in section 3(2) of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12102(2)))”
and inserting ‘‘people with disabilities (as de-
fined in the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12102))"’;

(C) in paragraph (19), by inserting before the
period at the end the following ‘*, including vic-
tims among underserved populations (as defined
in section 40002(a)(46) of the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994)’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

““(23) To develop and implement an alternative
justice response (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 40002(a) of the Violence Against Women Act
0f 1994).

““(24) To develop and implement policies, pro-
cedures, protocols, laws, regulations, or training
to ensure the lawful recovery and storage of any
dangerous weapon by the appropriate law en-
forcement agency from an adjudicated perpe-
trator of any offense of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking, and the
return of such weapon when appropriate, where
any Federal, State, tribal, or local court has—

“(A)(i) issued protective or other restraining
orders against such a perpetrator; or



April 3, 2019

‘(i) found such a perpetrator to be guilty of
misdemeanor or felony crimes of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalk-
ing; and

‘“‘(B) ordered the perpetrator to relinquish

dangerous weapons that the perpetrator pos-
sesses or has used in the commission of at least
one of the aforementioned crimes.
Policies, procedures, protocols, laws, regula-
tions, or training under this section shall in-
clude the safest means of recovery of and best
practices for storage of relinquished and recov-
ered dangerous weapons and their return, when
applicable, at such time as the persons are no
longer prohibited from possessing such weapons
under Federal, State, Tribal or municipal law.’’;
and

(3) in subsection (c)(1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘encourage or
mandate arrests of domestic violence offenders”
and inserting ‘‘encourage arrests of offenders’’;
and

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘encourage or
mandate arrest of domestic violence offenders’
and inserting ‘‘encourage arrest of offenders’’;
and

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the
following:

‘“(F) certify that, not later than 3 years after
the date of the enactment of this subparagraph,
their laws, policies, or practices will include a
detailed protocol to strongly discourage the use
of bench warrants, material witness warrants,
perjury charges, or other means of compelling
victim-witness testimony in the investigation,
prosecution, trial, or sentencing of a crime re-
lated to the domestic violence, sexual assault,
dating violence or stalking of the victim; and’’.

(c¢) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 1001(a)(19) of the Omnibus Crime Control
and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C.
10261(a)(19)) is amended by striking 2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

SEC. 103. LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR VICTIMS.

Section 1201 of division B of the Victims of
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 2000
(34 U.S.C. 20121) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting after ‘“‘no
cost to the victims.”” the following: ‘‘When legal
assistance to a dependent is necessary for the
safety of a victim, such assistance may be pro-
vided.”’;

(2) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by inserting after
“stalking, and sexual assault’ the following: *,
or for dependents when necessary for the safety
of a victim”’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting after
“‘stalking, and sexual assault’ the following: *‘,
or for dependents when necessary for the safety
of a victim,”” and

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting after ‘‘sex-
ual assault, or stalking’’ the following: *‘, or for
dependents when necessary for the safety of a
victim,”’; and

(3) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting 2020 through
2024.

SEC. 104. GRANTS TO SUPPORT FAMILIES IN THE
JUSTICE SYSTEM.

Section 1301 of division B of the Victims of
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 2000
(34 U.S.C. 12464) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (7), by striking “‘and’ at the
end;

(B) in paragraph (8)—

(i) by striking ‘‘to improve’ and inserting
“improve’’; and

(ii) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting “‘; and’’ ; and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(9) develop and implement an alternative
justice response (as such term is defined in sec-
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tion 40002(a) of the Violence Against Women Act
0f 1994).”’; and

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘2014 through
2018’ and inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 105. OUTREACH AND SERVICES TO UNDER-
SERVED POPULATIONS GRANTS.

Section 120 of the Violence Against Women
and Department of Justice Reauthorization Act
of 2005 (34 U.S.C. 20123) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d)—

(4) in paragraph (4), by striking “or’’ at the
end;

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(6) developing, enlarging, or strengthening
culturally specific programs and projects to pro-
vide culturally specific services regarding, re-
sponses to, and prevention of female genital mu-
tilation, female genital cutting, or female cir-
cumcision.”’; and

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘2014 through
2018’ and inserting ‘2020 through 2024°’.

SEC. 106. CRIMINAL PROVISIONS.

Section 2265 of title 18, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (d)(3)—

(A) by striking ‘‘restraining order or injunc-
tion,”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following: ‘““The
prohibition under this paragraph applies to all
protection orders for the protection of a person
residing within a State, territorial, or tribal ju-
risdiction, whether or not the protection order
was issued by that State, territory, or Tribe.”’;
and

(2) in subsection (e), by adding at the end the
following: “‘This applies to all Alaska tribes
without respect to ‘Indian country’ or the popu-
lation of the Native village associated with the
Tribe.”.

SEC. 107. RAPE SURVIVOR CHILD CUSTODY.

Section 409 of the Justice for Victims of Traf-
ficking Act of 2015 (34 U.S.C. 21308) is amended
by striking 2015 through 2019 and inserting
2020 through 2024,

TITLE II—IMPROVING SERVICES FOR
VICTIMS
SEC. 201. SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES PROGRAM.

Section 41601(f)(1) of the Violent Crime Con-
trol and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12511(f)(1)) is amended by striking 2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

SEC. 202. RURAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, STALK-
ING, AND CHILD ABUSE ENFORCE-
MENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.

Section 40295 of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12341) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘“‘women’’
and inserting ‘“‘adults, youth,”’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024.

SEC. 203. TRAINING AND SERVICES TO END VIO-
LENCE AGAINST PEOPLE WITH DIS-
ABILITIES.

Section 1402 of division B of the Victims of
Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 2000
(34 U.S.C. 20122) is amended—

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘WOMEN’’ and
inserting ‘‘PEOPLE’’;

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘individuals’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘people’’;

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘‘disabled individuals’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘people with dis-
abilities’’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting after “‘law
enforcement’ the following: “‘and other first re-
sponders’’; and

(C) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘providing
advocacy and intervention services within’’ and
inserting ‘‘to enhance the capacity of’’;

(4) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘disabled in-
dividuals” and inserting ‘‘people with disabil-
ities”’; and
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(5) in subsection (e), by striking 2014 through
2018’ and inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 204. TRAINING AND SERVICES TO END
ABUSE IN LATER LIFE.

Section 40801 of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12421)—

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘ENHANCED
TRAINING’ and inserting ‘‘TRAINING’’;

(2) by striking subsection ‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—
In this section—"" and all that follows through
paragraph (1) of subsection (b) and inserting the
following: ‘“‘The Attorney General shall make
grants to eligible entities in accordance with the
following:”’;

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(5) of subsection (b) as paragraphs (1) through
(4;

(4) in paragraph (1) (as redesignated by para-
graph (3) of this subsection)—

(A) by striking *‘, including domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, exploi-
tation, and neglect’’ each place it appears;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) in clause (i), by inserting after ‘‘elder
abuse’ the following: “‘and abuse in later life’’;

(ii) in clauses (ii) and (iii), by inserting after
“victims of”’ the following: ‘‘elder abuse and’’;
and

(iii) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘advocates, vic-
tim service providers, and courts to better serve
victims of abuse in later life”’ and inserting
“leaders, victim advocates, victim service pro-
viders, courts, and first responders to better
serve older victims’’;

(C) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or other commu-
nity-based organizations in recognizing and ad-
dressing instances of abuse in later life’’ and in-
serting ‘‘community-based organizations, or
other professionals who may identify or respond
to abuse in later life’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii), by inserting after ‘‘victims
of”’ the following: ‘‘elder abuse and’’; and

(D) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraph (B)(ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph
@)(B)”;

(5) in paragraph (2) (as redesignated by para-
graph (3))—

(4) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘over 50
years of age’”’ and inserting ‘50 years of age or
over’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘in later
life”’ and inserting ‘50 years of age or over’’;
and

(6) in paragraph (4) (as redesignated by para-
graph (3)), by striking 2014 through 2018’ and
inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

TITLE III—SERVICES, PROTECTION, AND
JUSTICE FOR YOUNG VICTIMS
SEC. 301. RAPE PREVENTION AND EDUCATION
'RANT.

Section 393A of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 280b-1b) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (2), by inserting before the
semicolon at the end the following ‘‘or digital
services (as such term is defined in section
40002(a) of the Violence Against Women Act of
1994)”’; and

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘sexual as-
sault” and inserting ‘‘sexual violence, sexual
assault, and sexual harassment’’;

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Indian trib-
al”’ and inserting ‘‘Indian Tribal’’; and

(3) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking $50,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018’ and
inserting ‘‘$150,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024°°; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by adding at the end the
following: “Not less than 80 percent of the total
amount made available under this subsection in
each fiscal year shall be awarded in accordance
with this paragraph.’.
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SEC. 302. CREATING HOPE THROUGH OUTREACH,
OPTIONS, SERVICES, AND EDU-
CATION (CHOOSE) FOR CHILDREN
AND YOUTH.

Section 41201 of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12451) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘stalking, or sex trafficking’
and inserting ‘‘or stalking’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
“Grants awarded under this section may be
used to address sex trafficking or bullying as
part of a comprehensive program focused pri-
marily on domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, or stalking.”’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph (4),
by striking ‘‘target youth who are victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
stalking, and sex trafficking”’ and inserting
“target youth, including youth in underserved
populations who are victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and stalk-
ing’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A4), by striking ‘‘stalk-
ing, and sex trafficking’’ and inserting ‘“‘and
stalking’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (B)—

(I) by striking ‘‘stalking, or sex trafficking’’
and inserting ‘‘or stalking’’; and

(I1) by striking “‘or’’ at the end;

(iv) in subparagraph (C)—

(1) by striking ‘‘stalking, and sex trafficking’’
and inserting ‘‘or stalking’’; and

(II) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting a semicolon; and

(v) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

‘“(D) clarify State or local mandatory report-
ing policies and practices regarding peer-to-peer
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking; or

‘““(E) develop, enlarge, or strengthen culturally
specific programs and projects to provide cul-
turally specific services regarding, responses to,
and prevention of female genital mutilation, fe-
male genital cutting, or female circumcision.’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘stalking,
or sex trafficking’’ and inserting ‘‘stalking, or
female genital mutilation, female genital cut-
ting, or female circumcision’’;

(i) by striking ‘‘stalking, or sex trafficking’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘or stalk-
ing’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘con-
fidential’’ before ‘‘support services’’;

(iv) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘stalk-
ing, and sex trafficking’’ and inserting ‘“‘and
stalking’’; and

(v) in subparagraph (E), by inserting after
“programming for youth’’ the following: *‘, in-
cluding youth in underserved populations,’’;

(3) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘stalking, or
sexr trafficking’ and inserting ‘‘or stalking’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (1) and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A4) or
(B) of paragraph (1)’’;

(4) in subsection (d)(3), by striking ‘‘stalking,
and sex trafficking’ and inserting “‘and stalk-
ing, including training on working with youth
in underserved populations (and, where inter-
vention or programming will include a focus on
female genital mutilation, female genital cut-
ting, or female circumcision, or on sex traf-
ficking, sufficient training on those topics)’’;
and

(5) in subsection (f), by striking $15,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 and
inserting $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 303. GRANTS TO COMBAT VIOLENT CRIMES
ON CAMPUSES.

Section 304 of the Violence Against Women
and Department of Justice Reauthorization Act
of 2005 (34 U.S.C. 20125) is amended—
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(1) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking the second
sentence;

(B) by amending paragraph (3) to read as fol-
lows:

“(3) To provide prevention and education pro-
gramming about domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including
technological abuse and reproductive and sex-
ual coercion, that is age-appropriate, culturally
relevant, ongoing, delivered in multiple venues
on campus, accessible, promotes respectful non-
violent behavior as a social norm, and engages
men and boys. Such programming should be de-
veloped in partnership or collaboratively with
experts in intimate partner and sexual violence
prevention and intervention.’’;

(C) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘“‘and pro-
vide” and inserting ‘‘, provide, and dissemi-
nate’’;

(D) in paragraph (10), by inserting after ‘‘or
adapt’ the following ‘“‘and disseminate’’; and

(E) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing:

“(11) To train campus health centers on how
to recognize and respond to domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking,
including training health providers on how to
provide universal education to all members of
the campus community on the impacts of vio-
lence on health and unhealthy relationships
and how providers can support ongoing out-
reach efforts.”’;

(2) in subsection (c)(3),
through 2018° and
2024’;

(3) in subsection (d)—

(4) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘‘for all
incoming students’’ and inserting ‘‘for all stu-
dents’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4)(C), by inserting after
“sex,”” the following: ‘‘sexual orientation, gen-
der identity,”’; and

(4) in subsection (e), by striking $12,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 and
inserting $16,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 304. COMBAT ONLINE PREDATORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 110A of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2261 A the following:

“§2261B. Enhanced penalty for stalkers of
children

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), if the victim of an offense under sec-
tion 2261A is under the age of 18 years, the max-
imum term of imprisonment for the offense is 5
years greater than the maximum term of impris-
onment otherwise provided for that offense in
section 2261.

“(b) LIMITATION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to a person who violates section 2261A if—

‘(1) the person is subject to a sentence under
section 2261(b)(5); and

“(2)(A) the person is under the age of 18 at
the time the offense occurred; or

““(B) the victim of the offense is not less than
15 nor more than 17 years of age and not more
than 3 years younger than the person who com-
mitted the offense at the time the offense oc-
curred.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 110A of title
18, United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 2261A the fol-
lowing new item:

“2261B. Enhanced penalty for stalkers of chil-
dren.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 2261A
of title 18, United States Code, is amended in the
matter following paragraph (2)(B), by striking
“‘section 2261(b) of this title’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 2261(b) or section 2261B, as the case may
be”.

(d) REPORT ON BEST PRACTICES REGARDING
ENFORCEMENT OF ANTI-STALKING LAWS.—Not
later than 1 year after the date of the enactment

by striking ‘2014
inserting ‘2020 through
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of this Act, the Attorney General shall submit a
report to Congress, which shall—

(1) include an evaluation of Federal, tribal,
State, and local efforts to enforce laws relating
to stalking; and

(2) identify and describe those elements of
such efforts that constitute the best practices for
the enforcement of such laws.

TITLE IV—VIOLENCE REDUCTION
PRACTICES
SEC. 401. STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE CENTERS
FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PRE-
VENTION.

Section 402 of the Violence Against Women
and Department of Justice Reauthorization Act
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 280b—4) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘violence
against women’’ and inserting ‘‘violence against
adults, youth,”’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘2014 through
2018’ and inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 402. SAVING MONEY AND REDUCING TRAGE-
DIES (SMART) THROUGH PREVEN-
TION GRANTS.

Section 41303 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12463) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1)—

(4) in subparagraph (C), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(E) strategies within each of these areas ad-
dressing the unmet needs of underserved popu-
lations.”’;

(2) in subsection (d)(3)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(C) include a focus on the unmet needs of
underserved populations.’’;

(3) in subsection (f), by striking $15,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 and
inserting ‘$45,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024°’; and

(4) in subsection (g), by adding at the end the
following:

““(3) REMAINING AMOUNTS.—Any amounts not
made available under paragraphs (1) and (2)
may be used for any set of purposes described in
paragraphs (1), (2), or (3) of subsection (b), or
for a project that fulfills two or more of such
sets of purposes.’’.

TITLE V—STRENGTHENING THE
HEALTHCARE SYSTEMS RESPONSE

501. GRANTS TO STRENGTHEN THE

HEALTHCARE SYSTEMS RESPONSE
TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VI-
OLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND
STALKING.

Section 399P of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 280g—4) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking “and’ at the
end;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) the development or enhancement and im-
plementation of training programs to improve
the capacity of early childhood programs to ad-
dress domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking among families they
serve.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(1)—

(4) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by inserting
including labor and sex trafficking’ after
““‘other forms of violence and abuse’’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)(ii)—

(i) by striking ‘‘on-site access to’’; and

(i) by striking ‘‘patients by increasing’’ and
all that follows through the semicolon and in-
serting the following: ‘‘patients by—

‘(1) increasing the capacity of existing health
care professionals and public health staff to ad-
dress domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking;
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‘“(II) contracting with or hiring advocates for
victims of domestic violence or sexual assault to
provide such services; or

“(I11) providing funding to State domestic and
sexual violence coalitions to improve the capac-
ity of such coalitions to coordinate and support
health advocates and other health system part-
nerships;’’;

(C) in subparagraph (B)(iii),
“and’’ at the end;

(D) in subparagraph (B)(iv) by striking the
period at the end and inserting the following: *,
with priority given to programs administered
through the Health Resources and Services Ad-
ministration, Office of Women’s Health; and’’;
and

(E) in subparagraph (B), by adding at the end
the following:

“(v) the development, implementation, dis-
semination, and evaluation of best practices,
tools, and training materials for behavioral
health professionals to identify and respond to
domestic violence, sexual violence, stalking, and
dating violence.”’.

(3) in subsection (b)(2)(A)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘CHILD AND
ELDER ABUSE” and inserting the following:
“CHILD ABUSE AND ABUSE IN LATER LIFE’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘child or elder abuse’ and in-
serting the following: ‘“‘child abuse or abuse in
later life’’;

(4) in subsection (b)(2)(C)(i), by striking
‘“‘elder abuse’ and inserting ‘‘abuse in later
life”’;

(5) in subsection (b)(2)(C)(iii), by striking ‘“‘or’’
at the end;

(6) in subsection (b)(2)(C)(iv)—

(A) by inserting ‘“‘mental health,” after ‘‘den-
tal,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘exams.”’
“‘exams and certifications;’’;

(7) in subsection (b)(2)(C), by inserting after
clause (iv) the following:

“(v) development of a State-level pilot pro-
gram to—

“(1) improve the response of substance use dis-
order treatment programs and systems to domes-
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking; and

‘“(11) improve the capacity of substance use
disorder treatment programs and systems to
serve survivors of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking dealing with
substance use disorder; or

“(vi) development and utilization of existing
technical assistance and training resources to
improve the capacity of substance use disorder
treatment programs to address domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and stalk-
ing among patients the programs serve.”’

(8) in subsection (d)(2)(A)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or behavioral health’ after
“of health’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘behavioral’ after ‘“‘physical
or’”’; and

(C) by striking
care’’;

(9) in subsection (d)(2)(B)—

(4) by striking “‘or health system’’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘behavioral health treatment system’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘mental’” and inserting ‘‘be-
havioral’’;

(10) in subsection (f) in the heading, by strik-
ing “RESEARCH AND EVALUATION’’ and inserting
“RESEARCH, EVALUATION, AND DATA COLLEC-
TION’;

(11) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘‘research
and evaluation’ and inserting ‘‘research, eval-
uation, or data collection’’;

(12) in subsection (f)(1)(B), by inserting after
“health care’” the following: ‘‘or behavioral
health’’;

(13) in subsection (f)(2)—

(4) in the heading, by inserting after ‘“RE-
SEARCH”’ the following: ‘‘AND DATA COLLEC-
TION’;

(B) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A),
by inserting ‘“‘or data collection’ before ‘‘au-
thorized in paragraph (1)’;

by striking

and inserting

“mental’’ before ‘‘health
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(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(D) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following:

““(E) research on the intersection of substance
use disorder and domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including
the effect of coerced use and efforts by an abu-
sive partner or other to interfere with substance
use disorder treatment and recovery; and

“(F) improvement of data collection using ex-
isting Federal surveys by including questions
about domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking and substance use disorder,
coerced use, and mental or behavioral health.’’;

(14) in subsection (g), by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024°°; and

(15) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘herein’’
and ‘“‘provided for’’.

TITLE VI—SAFE HOMES FOR VICTIMS
SEC. 601. HOUSING PROTECTIONS FOR VICTIMS
OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VI-
OLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND
STALKING.

Section 41411 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12491) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘brother,
sister,”” and inserting ‘‘sibling,”’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting before
the semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘includ-
ing the direct loan program under such sec-
tion’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘the pro-
gram under subtitle A’ and inserting ‘‘the pro-
grams under subtitles A through D’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (I)—

(I) by striking ‘‘sections 514, 515, 516, 533, and
538 of the Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484,
1485, 1486, 1490m, and 1490p-2)’’ and inserting
“‘sections 514, 515, 516, 533, 538, and 542 of the
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1484, 1485, 1486,
1490m, 1490p-2, and 1490r)”’; and

(II) by striking “‘and’ at the end;

(iv) in subparagraph (J), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(v) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(K) the provision of assistance from the
Housing Trust Fund as established under sec-
tion 1338 of the Federal Housing Enterprises Fi-
nancial Safety and Soundness Act of 1992 (12
U.S.C. 4501);

“(L) the provision of assistance for housing
under the Comprehensive Service Programs for
Homeless Veterans program under subchapter I
of chapter 20 of title 38, United States Code (38
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.);

“(M) the provision of assistance for housing
and facilities under the grant program for home-
less veterans with special needs under section
2061 of title 38, United States Code;

““(N) the provision of assistance for permanent
housing under the program for financial assist-
ance for supportive services for very low-income
veteran families in permanent housing under
section 2044 of title 38, United States Code; and

“(O) any other Federal housing programs pro-
viding affordable housing to low-income persons
by means of restricted rents or rental assistance
as identified by the appropriate agency.’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) COVERED HOUSING PROVIDER.—The term
‘covered housing provider’ refers to the indi-
vidual or entity under a covered housing pro-
gram that has responsibility for the administra-
tion or oversight of housing assisted under a
covered housing program and includes public
housing agencies, Sponsors, owners, mortgagors,
managers, grantee under the continuum of
Care, State and local governments or agencies
thereof, and monprofit or for-profit organiza-
tions or entities.

““(5) CONTINUUM OF CARE.—The term ‘Con-
tinuum of Care’ means the Federal program au-
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thorized under subtitle C of title IV of the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42
U.S.C. 11381 et seq.).

““(6) INTERNAL TRANSFER.—The term ‘internal
transfer’ means a transfer to a unit of the same
covered housing provider and under the same
covered housing program except for programs
under the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance
Act.

‘““(7) EXTERNAL TRANSFER.—The term ‘external
transfer’ means a transfer to a unit of a dif-
ferent covered housing provider under the same
covered housing program.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(3)—

(4) in the heading, by inserting after ‘‘CRIMI-
NAL ACTIVITY” the following: ‘AND FAMILY
BREAK-UP”’;

(B) by amending subparagraph (A) to read as
follows:

““(A) DENIAL OF ASSISTANCE, TENANCY, AND OC-
CUPANCY RIGHTS PROHIBITED .—

‘““(i) IN GENERAL.—A tenant shall not be de-
nied assistance, tenancy, or occupancy rights to
housing assisted under a covered housing pro-
gram solely on the basis of criminal activity di-
rectly relating to domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking that is engaged
in by a member of the household of the tenant
or any guest or other person under the control
of the tenant, if the tenant or an affiliated indi-
vidual of the tenant is the victim or threatened
victim of such domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking.

““(ii)) CRIMINAL ACTIVITY ENGAGED IN BY PER-
PETRATOR OF ABUSE.—A tenant shall not be de-
nied assistance, tenancy, or occupancy rights to
housing assisted under a covered housing pro-
gram solely on the basis of criminal activity, in-
cluding drug-related criminal activity (as such
term is defined section 3(b)(9) of the United
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.
1437a(b)(9)), engaged in by the perpetrator of
the domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking.

““(iii) REVIEW PRIOR TO DENIAL OF ASSIST-
ANCE.—Prior to denying assistance, tenancy, or
occupancy rights to housing assisted under a
covered housing program to a tenant on the
basis of criminal activity of the tenant, includ-
ing drug-related criminal activity, the covered
housing provider must conduct an individual-
iced review of the totality of the circumstances
regarding the criminal activity at issue if the
tenant is a victim of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. Such re-
view shall include consideration of—

‘“(I) the nature and severity of the criminal
activity;

‘(1) the amount of time that has elapsed
since the occurrence of the criminal activity;

‘“(I11) if the tenant engaged in more than one
instance of criminal activity, the frequency and
duration of the criminal activity;

“(I1V) whether the criminal activity was re-
lated to a symptom of a disability, including a
substance use disorder;

‘“(V) whether the victim was coerced by the
perpetrator of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking;

‘““(VI) whether the victim has taken affirma-
tive steps to reduce the likelihood that the crimi-
nal activity will recur; and

‘““(VII) any mitigating factors.

The covered housing program must provide the
tenant with a written summary of its review and
the tenant shall have the opportunity to invoke
the covered housing program’s grievance policy
to dispute the findings.”’;

(C) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘BIFURCATION’’
and inserting ‘‘FAMILY BREAK-UP’’;

(ii) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as
clauses (ii) and (iii) respectively;

(iii) by inserting before clause (ii) (as redesig-
nated by clause (ii) of this subparagraph) the
following:

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If a family break-up results
from an occurrence of domestic violence, dating
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violence, sexual assault, or stalking, and the
perpetrator no longer resides in the unit and
was the sole tenant eligible to receive assistance
under a covered housing program, the covered
housing provider shall—

‘“(I) provide any other tenant or resident the
opportunity to establish eligibility for the cov-
ered housing program, or

‘“(1I) provide that tenant or resident with at
least 180 days to remain in the unit under the
same terms and conditions as the perpetrator
and find new housing or establish eligibility for
another covered housing program.’’.

(iv) in clause (ii) (as redesignated by clause
(ii) of this subparagraph)—

(I) in the heading, by striking ‘‘IN GENERAL’’
and inserting ‘‘EVICTION’’; and

(I1) by inserting after ‘“‘a public housing agen-
cy’’ the following: *‘, participating jurisdictions,
grantees under the Continuum of Care, grant-
ees,”’; and

(v) by striking clause (iii) (as redesignated by
clause (ii) of this subparagraph);

(D) in subparagraph (C)—

(i) in clause (iii), by striking “‘or’’ at the end;

(ii) in clause (iv), by striking the period at the
end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

“(v) to limit any right, remedy, or procedure
otherwise available under the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law
109-162, 119 Stat. 2960) prior to the date of en-
actment of the Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019.”’; and

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

‘(D) EARLY TERMINATION.—A covered housing
provider shall permit a tenant assisted under
the covered housing program to terminate the
lease at any time prior to the end date of the
lease, without penalty, if the tenant has been a
victim of domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking and the tenant—

““(i) sends notice of the early lease termination
to the landlord in writing prior to or within 3
days of vacating the premises unless a shorter
notice period is provided for under State law;

““(ii)(1) reasonably believes that the tenant is
threatened with imminent harm if the tenant re-
mains within the same dwelling unit subject to
the lease; or

‘“(11) is a victim of sexual assault, the sexual
assault occurred on the premises during the 180-
day period preceding the request for lease termi-
nation; and

‘‘(iii) provides a form of documentation con-
sistent with the requirements outlined in sub-
section (c)(3).

Nothing in this subparagraph may be construed
to preclude any automatic termination of a lease
by operation of law.”’;

(3) in subsection (c)(4), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking “‘Any information submitted to
a public housing agency or owner or manager’
and inserting ‘‘Covered housing providers shall
ensure any information submitted’’; and

(B) by inserting after “‘owner or manager’’ the
following: ‘‘of housing assisted under a covered
housing program’’;

(4) by amending subsection (e) to read as fol-
lows:

‘“(e) EMERGENCY TRANSFERS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Tenants who are victims of
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking shall be transferred to another
available and safe dwelling unit assisted under
a covered housing program if—

‘““(A) the tenant expressly requests the transfer
from the covered housing provider; and

‘“(B)(i) the tenant reasonably believes that the
tenant is threatened with imminent harm from
further violence if the tenant remains within the
same dwelling unit assisted under a covered
housing program; or

“‘(ii) in the case of a tenant who is a victim of
sexual assault, the sexual assault occurred on
the premises during the 180 day period preceding
the request for transfer.
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A tenant who is not in good standing retains
the right to an emergency transfer if they meet
the eligibility requirements in this section and
the eligibility requirements of the program to
which the tenant intends to transfer.

““(2) PoOLICIES.—Each appropriate agency
shall adopt an emergency transfer policy for use
by covered housing programs. Such emergency
transfer policies shall reflect the variations in
program operation and administration by cov-
ered housing program type. The policies must,
at a minimum—

““(A) describe a process that—

‘(i) permits tenants who are victims of domes-
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or
stalking to move to another available and safe
dwelling quickly through an internal emergency
transfer and by receiving a tenant protection
voucher, if eligible, pursuant to subsection (f);

‘(i) provides that the victim can choose be-
tween completing an internal emergency trans-
fer or receiving a tenant protection voucher,
whichever is the safest option for the victim;
and

““(iii) requires that an internal emergency
transfer must occur within 10 days after a cov-
ered housing provider’s approval of a request for
an emergency transfer;

““(B) describe a process to permit tenants who
are victims of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, or stalking to complete an emer-
gency external transfer;

“(C) describe a process that allows a victim of
domestic violence, dating wviolence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking to temporarily relocate, while
maintaining eligibility for the covered housing
program without the loss of their housing sta-
tus, if there are no alternative comparable hous-
ing program units available, until a safe hous-
ing unit under the covered housing program or
a tenant protection voucher is available;

‘(D) prioritize completing internal emergency
transfers and receiving tenant protection vouch-
ers over external emergency transfers, except for
Continua of Care, which shall prioritize com-
pleting an internal emergency transfer or exter-
nal emergency transfer prior to receiving a ten-
ant protection voucher;

“(E) mandate that emergency internal and ex-
ternal transfers take priority over mnon-emer-
gency transfers;

“(F) mandate that emergency internal and ex-
ternal transfers are mot considered new appli-
cants and take priority over existing waiting
lists for a covered housing program;

“(G) incorporate confidentiality measures to
ensure that the appropriate agency and the cov-
ered housing provider do not disclose any infor-
mation regarding a tenant who is victim of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking, including the location of a new
dwelling unit to any person or entity without
the written authorization of the tenant;

“(H) mandate that if a victim cannot receive
an internal transfer, external transfer, and a
tenant protection voucher, then the covered
housing provider must assist the victim in iden-
tifying other housing providers who may have
safe and available units to which the victim can
move and that the covered housing provider also
assist tenants in contacting local organizations
offering assistance to victims; and

“(I) mandate a uniform policy for how a vic-
tim of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking requests an emergency inter-
nal or external transfer.

“(3) LoCcAL SYSTEMS FUNDED BY CONTINUUM
OF CARE.—In addition to adopting the policies
as defined in paragraph (2) in an emergency
transfer policy, each grantee under the Con-
tinuum of Care shall designate the entity within
its geographic area that will coordinate and fa-
cilitate emergency transfers, and that entity
shall also—"".

““(A) coordinate emergency external transfers
among all covered housing providers partici-
pating in the Continuum of Care;
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‘““(B) identify an emergency external transfer,
if available, within 30 days of an approved re-
quest;

‘“(C) coordinate emergency transfers with
Continua of Care in other jurisdictions in cases
where the victim requests an out-of-jurisdiction
transfer; and

‘(D) ensure a victim is not required to be reas-
sessed through the local Continuum of Care in-
take process when seeking an emergency trans-
fer placement.

‘“(4) REGIONAL OFFICES.—Each regional office
of the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment (hereinafter in this section referred to as
a ‘HUD regional office’) shall develop and im-
plement a regional emergency transfer plan in
collaboration with public housing agencies and
the entities designated under paragraph (3).
Such a plan shall set forth how public housing
agencies will coordinate emergency transfers
with other public housing agencies regionally.
The plans must be submitted to the Violence
Against Women Director and be made publicly
available. HUD regional offices shall defer to
any additional emergency transfer policies, pri-
orities and strategies set by entities designated
under paragraph (3).

““(5) COVERED HOUSING PROVIDERS.—Each cov-
ered housing provider shall develop and imple-
ment an emergency transfer policy consistent
with the requirements in paragraph (2) or (3).”’;

(5) in subsection (f), by adding at the end the
following: ‘‘“The Secretary shall establish these
policies and procedures within 60 days after the
date of enactment of the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.”’;

(6) by redesignating subsection (g9) as Ssub-
section (k); and

(7) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(9) EMERGENCY TRANSFER POLICIES AND
PROCEDURES.—The head of each appropriate
agency shall establish the policy required under
subsection (e) with respect to emergency trans-
fers and emergency transfer vouchers within 180
days after the date of enactment of the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.

““(h) EMERGENCY TRANSFER VOUCHERS.—P7r0-
vision of emergency transfer vouchers to victims
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking under subsection (e), shall be
considered an eligible use of any funding for
tenant protection voucher assistance available
under section 8(o) of the United States Housing
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0)) subject to the
availability of appropriated funds.

“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out emergency transfers wunder this section,
$20,000,000 under section 8(o) of the United
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0))
for each of fiscal years 2020 through 2024.

““(j) TRAINING AND REFERRALS.—

““(1) TRAINING FOR STAFF OF COVERED HOUSING
PROGRAMS.—The Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development, in partnership with domes-
tic violence experts, shall develop mandatory
training for staff of covered housing providers
to provide a basic understanding of domestic vi-
olence, dating wviolence, sexual assault, and
stalking, and to facilitate implementation of this
section. All staff of covered housing providers
shall attend the basic understanding training
once annually; and all staff and managers en-
gaged in tenant services shall attend both the
basic understanding training and the implemen-
tation training once annually.

‘““(2) REFERRALS.—The appropriate agency
with respect to each covered housing program
shall supply all appropriate staff of the covered
housing providers with a referral listing of pub-
lic contact information for all domestic violence,
dating wviolence, sexual assault, and stalking
service providers offering services in its coverage
area.”’.
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SEC. 602. ENSURING COMPLIANCE AND IMPLE-
MENTATION; PROHIBITING RETALIA-
TION AGAINST VICTIMS.

Chapter 2 of subtitle N of title IV of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12491 et seq.) is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 41411 the following:

“SEC. 41412. COMPLIANCE REVIEWS.

“(a) ANNUAL COMPLIANCE REVIEWS.—Each
appropriate agency administering a covered
housing program shall establish a process by
which to review compliance with the require-
ments of this subtitle, on an annual basis, of the
covered housing providers administered by that
agency. Such a review shall examine the fol-
lowing topics:

‘(1) Covered housing provider compliance
with requirements prohibiting the denial of as-
sistance, tenancy, or occupancy rights on the
basis of domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking.

““(2) Covered housing provider compliance
with confidentiality provisions set forth in sec-
tion 41411(c)(4).

“(3) Covered housing provider compliance
with the notification requirements set forth in
section 41411(d)(2).

‘““(4) Covered housing provider compliance
with accepting documentation set forth in sec-
tion 41411(c).

“(5) Covered housing provider compliance
with emergency transfer requirements set forth
in section 41411(e).

““(6) Covered housing provider compliance
with the prohibition on retaliation set forth in
section 41414.

‘““(b) REGULATIONS.—Each appropriate agency
shall issue regulations to implement subsection
(a) not later than one year after the effective
date of the Violence Against Women Reauthor-
ization Act of 2019. These regulations shall—

‘(1) define standards of compliance for cov-
ered housing providers;

“(2) include detailed reporting requirements,
including the number of emergency transfers re-
quested and granted, as well as the length of
time needed to process emergency transfers,
disaggregated by external and internal trans-
fers; and

“(3) include standards for corrective action
plans where a covered housing provider has
failed to meet compliance standards.

‘“‘(c) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—Each appropriate
agency shall ensure that an agency-level assess-
ment of the information collected during the
compliance review process completed pursuant
to this subsection is made publicly available.
This agency-level assessment shall include an
evaluation of each topic identified in subsection
(a).
‘““(d) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed—

‘“(1) to limit any claim filed or other pro-
ceeding commenced, by the date of enactment of
the Violence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019, with regard to any right, remedy, or
procedure otherwise available under the Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2005 (Public Law 109-162, 119 Stat. 2960), as in
effect on the day prior to such date of enact-
ment; or

“(2) to supersede any provision of any Fed-
eral, State, or local law that provides greater
protection than this subsection for victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking.

“SEC. 41413. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN DIRECTOR.

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There shall be, within
the Office of the Secretary of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development, a Violence
Against Women Director (in this section referred
to as the ‘Director’).

“(b) DUTIES.—The Director shall—

““(1) support implementation of the provisions
of this subtitle;

““(2) coordinate development of Federal regu-
lations, policy, protocols, and guidelines on
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matters relating to the implementation of this
subtitle, at each agency administering a covered
housing program;

“(3) advise and coordinate with designated of-
ficials within the United States Interagency
Council on Homelessness, the Department of
Housing and Urban Development, the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, the Department of Agri-
culture, the Department of Health and Human
Services, the Department of Veterans Affairs,
and the Department of Justice concerning legis-
lation, implementation, and other issues relating
to or affecting the housing provisions under this
subtitle;

‘“(4) provide technical assistance, coordina-
tion, and support to each appropriate agency
regarding advancing housing protections and
access to housing for victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and stalk-
ing, including compliance with this subtitle;

“‘(5) ensure that adequate technical assistance
is made available to covered housing providers
regarding implementation of this subtitle, as
well as other issues related to advancing hous-
ing protections for victims of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking,
including compliance with this subtitle;

“(6) act as a liaison with the judicial branches
of Federal, State, and local governments on
matters relating to the housing needs of victims
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, and stalking;

“(7) implement a quality control system and a
corrective action plan system for those covered
housing providers that fail to comply with this
subtitle, wherein—

““(A) such corrective action plans shall be de-
veloped in partnership with national, State, or
local programs focused on child or adult victims
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking; and

“(B) such corrective action plans shall include
provisions requiring covered housing providers
to review and develop appropriate notices, pro-
cedures, and staff training to improve compli-
ance with this subtitle, in partnership with na-
tional, state, or local programs focused on child
or adult victims;

““(8) establish a formal reporting process to re-
ceive individual complaints concerning non-
compliance with this subtitle;

“(9) coordinate the development of inter-
agency guidelines to ensure that information
concerning available dwelling units is for-
warded to the Director by all covered housing
providers for use by the Secretary in facilitating
the emergency transfer process;

““(10) coordinate with HUD regional offices
and officials at each appropriate agency the de-
velopment of Federal regulations, policy, proto-
cols, and guidelines regarding uniform time-
frames for the completion of emergency trans-
fers; and

“(11) ensure that the guidance and notices to
victims are distributed in commonly encountered
languages.

“(c) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed—

“(1) to limit any claim filed or other pro-
ceeding commenced, by the date of enactment of
the Violence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019, with regard to any right, remedy, or
procedure otherwise available under the Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorication Act of
2005 (Public Law 109-162, 119 Stat. 2960), as in
effect on the day prior to such date of enact-
ment; or

“(2) to supersede any provision of any Fed-
eral, State, or local law that provides greater
protection than this subsection for victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking.

“SEC. 41414. PROHIBITION ON RETALIATION.

““(a) NONDISCRIMINATION REQUIREMENT.—NoO
covered housing provider shall discriminate
against any person because that person has op-
posed any act or practice made unlawful by this
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subtitle, or because that individual testified, as-
sisted, or participated in any matter related to
this subtitle.

““(b) PROHIBITION ON COERCION.—No covered
housing provider shall coerce, intimidate,
threaten, or interfere with, or retaliate against,
any person in the exercise or enjoyment of, or
on account of the person having exercised or en-
joyed, or on account of the person having aided
or encouraged any other individual in the exer-
cise or enjoyment of, any rights or protections
under this subtitle, including—

‘(1) intimidating or threatening any person
because that person is assisting or encouraging
an individual entitled to claim the rights or pro-
tections under this subtitle; and

‘“(2) retaliating against any person because
that person has participated in any investiga-
tion or action to enforce this subtitle.

“(c) ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY OF THE SEC-
RETARY.—The authority of the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development and the Office
for Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity to en-
force this section shall be the same as the Fair
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3610 et seq.).”’.

SEC. 603. PROTECTING THE RIGHT TO REPORT
CRIME FROM ONE’S HOME.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 2 of subtitle N of
title IV of the Violence Against Women Act of
1994 (34 U.S.C. 12491 et seq.), as amended by this
Act, is further amended by inserting after sec-
tion 41414 the following:

“SEC. 41415. RIGHT TO REPORT CRIME AND EMER-
GENCIES FROM ONE’S HOME.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Landlords, homeowners,
residents, occupants, and guests of, and appli-
cants for, housing assisted under a covered
housing program shall have the right to seek
law enforcement or emergency assistance on
their own behalf or on behalf of another person
in need of assistance, and shall not be penalized
based on their requests for assistance or based
on criminal activity of which they are a victim
or otherwise not at fault under statutes, ordi-
nances, regulations, or policies adopted or en-
forced by covered govermmental entities as de-
fined in subsection (d). Penalties that are pro-
hibited include—

‘““(1) actual or threatened assessment of pen-
alties, fees, or fines;

“(2) actual or threatened eviction;

“(3) actual or threatened refusal to rent or
renew tenancy;

‘“(4) actual or threatened refusal to issue an
occupancy permit or landlord permit; and

““(5) actual or threatened closure of the prop-
erty, or designation of the property as a nui-
sance or a similarly negative designation.

““(b) REPORTING.—Consistent with the process
provided for in section 104(b) of the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5304(b)), covered governmental entities
shall—

““(1) report any of their laws or policies, or, as
applicable, the laws or policies adopted by sub-
grantees, that impose penalties on landlords,
homeowners, residents, occupants, guests, or
housing applicants based on requests for law
enforcement or emergency assistance or based
on criminal activity that occurred at a property;
and

“(2) certify that they are in compliance with
the protections under this subtitle or describe
the steps they will take within 180 days to come
into compliance, or to ensure compliance among
subgrantees.

‘““(c) OVERSIGHT.—Owversight and account-
ability mechanisms provided for under title VIII
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3601 et
seq.) shall be available to address violations of
this section.

‘““(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, ‘covered governmental entity’ shall mean
any municipal, county, or state government that
receives funding pursuant to section 106 of the
Housing and Community Development Act of
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5306).
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‘“‘(e) SUBGRANTEES.—For those covered govern-
mental entities that distribute funds to sub-
grantees, compliance with subsection (b)(1) in-
cludes inquiring about the existence of laws and
policies adopted by subgrantees that impose
penalties on landlords, homeowners, residents,
occupants, guests, or housing applicants based
on requests for law enforcement or emergency
assistance or based on criminal activity that oc-
curred at a property.”’.

(b) SUPPORTING EFFECTIVE,
CRIME REDUCTION METHODS.—

(1) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED USE OF BYRNE-JAG
FUNDS.—Section 501(a)(1) of subpart 1 of part E
of title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C. 10152(a)(1)) is
amended by adding after subparagraph (H) the
following:

“(I) Programs for the development and imple-
mentation of alternative methods of reducing
crime in communities, to supplant punitive pro-
grams or policies. For purposes of this subpara-
graph, a punitive program or policy is a pro-
gram or policy that (i) imposes a penalty on a
victim of domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking, on the basis of a re-
quest by the victim for law enforcement or emer-
gency assistance; or (ii) imposes a penalty on
such a victim because of criminal activity at the
property in which the victim resides.”’.

(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED USE OF COPS
FUNDS.—Section 1701(b) of part @ of title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 (34 U.S.C. 10381(b)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (22), by striking “‘and’’ after
the semicolon;

(B) in paragraph (23), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(24) to develop and implement alternative
methods of reducing crime in communities, to
supplant punitive programs or policies (as such
term is defined in section 501(a)(1)(1)).”’.

(3) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED USE OF GRANTS
TO ENCOURAGE  ARREST  POLICIES.—Section
2101(b) of part U of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C.
10461(b)), as amended by this Act, is further
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(25) To develop and implement alternative
methods of reducing crime in communities, to
supplant punitive programs or policies. For pur-
poses of this paragraph, a punitive program or
policy is a program or policy that (A) imposes a
penalty on a victim of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, or stalking, on the
basis of a request by the victim for law enforce-
ment or emergency assistance; or (B) imposes a
penalty on such a victim because of criminal ac-
tivity at the property in which the victim re-
sides.”’.

SEC. 604. TRANSITIONAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE
GRANTS FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX-
UAL ASSAULT, OR STALKING.

Section 40299 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12351) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter preceding
paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Director of the Violence
Against Women Office’’ and inserting ‘‘the Di-
rector of the Office on Violence Against
Women’’; and

(B) by inserting after
governmental organizations’ the following:
population-specific organizations’’; and

(2) in subsection (g)—

(A) in paragraph (1),
through 2018 and inserting
2024’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘5 percent’’
and inserting ‘8 percent’’.

SEC. 605. ADDRESSING THE HOUSING NEEDS OF
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE,
DATING VIOLENCE, SEXUAL AS-
SAULT, AND STALKING.

(a) MCKINNEY-VENTO HOMELESS ASSISTANCE
GRANTS.—Section 423(a) of the McKinney-Vento

ALTERNATIVE

““, other nonprofit, non-

I

by striking 2014
2020 through

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11383(a)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

““(13) Facilitating and coordinating activities
to ensure compliance with section 41411(e) of the
Violence Against Women Act of 1994, including,
in consultation with the regional office (if appli-
cable) of the appropriate agency (as such term
is defined in section 41411 of the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994), development of ex-
ternal emergency transfer memoranda of under-
standing between covered housing providers,
participating in the local Continua of Care, fa-
cilitation of external emergency transfers be-
tween those covered housing providers partici-
pating in the local Continua of Care, and moni-
toring compliance with the confidentiality pro-
tections of section 41411(c)(4) of the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994 for reporting to that
regional office.”’.

(b) DEFINITION OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND
OTHER DANGEROUS OR LIFE-THREATENING CON-
DITIONS AMENDED.—Section 103(b) of the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42
U.S.C. 11302(b)) is amended to read as follows:

(b) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND OTHER DAN-
GEROUS OR LIFE-THREATENING CONDITIONS.—
Notwithstanding any other provision of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall consider to be homeless
any individual or family who—

‘(1) is fleeing, or attempting to flee, domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalk-
ing, and who have no other residence and lack
resoures to obtain other permanent housing; or

“(2) is fleeing or attempting to flee a dan-
gerous or life-threateniing condition in the indi-
vidual’s or family’s current housing situation,
including where the health and safety of chil-
dren are jeopardized and who have no other res-
idence and lack the resources or support net-
works to obtain other permanent housing.’.

(¢c) COLLABORATIVE GRANTS TO INCREASE THE
LONG-TERM STABILITY OF VICTIMS.—Section
41404(i) of the Violence Against Women Act of
1994 (34 U.S.C. 12474(i)) is amended by striking
“2014 through 20187 and inserting ‘2020
through 2024°°.

(d) GRANTS TO COMBAT VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN IN PUBLIC AND ASSISTED HOUSING.—Sec-
tion 41405 of the Violence Against Women Act of
1994 (34 U.S.C. 12475) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the Director
of the Violence Against Women Office’” and in-
serting ‘‘the Director of the Office on Violence
Against Women’’;

(2) in subsection (c)(2)(D), by inserting after
“linguistically and culturally specific service
providers,”’ the following: ‘‘population-specific
organizations,”’; and

(3) in subsection (g), by striking ‘2014 through
2018’ and inserting the following: ‘2020 through
2024.

SEC. 606. UNITED STATES HOUSING ACT OF 1937
AMENDMENTS.

Section 5A(d) of the United States Housing
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437c-1(d)) is amended—

(1) by amending paragraph (13) to read as fol-
lows:

““(13) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE,
SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALKING PROGRAMS.—

“(A) CoOPIES.—A copy of—

“(i) all standardized motices issued pursuant
to the housing protections under subtitle N of
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994, includ-
ing the notice required under section 41411(d) of
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994,

“‘(ii) the emergency transfer plan issued pur-
suant to section 41411 of the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994; and

“(iii) any and all memoranda of under-
standing with other covered housing providers
developed to facilitate emergency transfers
under section 41411(e) of the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994.

“(B) DESCRIPTIONS.—A description of—

“(i) any activities, services, or programs pro-
vided or offered by an agency, either directly or
in partnership with other service providers, to
child or adult victims of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking;

April 3, 2019

‘“‘(ii) any activities, services, or programs pro-
vided or offered by a public housing agency that
helps child and adult victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalk-
ing, to obtain or maintain housing;

“‘(iii) any activities, services, or programs pro-
vided or offered by a public housing agency to
prevent domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, and stalking, or to enhance victim
safety in assisted families; and

“(iv) all training and support services offered
to staff of the public housing agency to provide
a basic understanding of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking, and
to facilitate implementation of the housing pro-
tections of section 41411 of the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994.”’; and

(2) in pararaph (16), by inserting ‘‘the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994,” before ‘‘the
Fair Housing Act’.

TITLE VII—ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR

VICTIMS
SEC. 701. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Over 1 in 3 women experience sexual vio-
lence, and 1 in 5 women have survived com-
pleted or attempted rape. Such violence has a
devastating impact on women’s physical and
emotional health, financial security, and ability
to maintain their jobs, and thus impacts inter-
state commerce and economic security.

(2) The Office on Violence Against Women of
the Department of Justice defines domestic vio-
lence as a pattern of abusive behavior in any re-
lationship that is used by one intimate partner
to gain or maintain power and control over an-
other intimate partner. Domestic violence can
include physical, sexual, emotional, economic,
or psychological actions or threats of actions
that influence another person. Domestic vio-
lence includes any behaviors that intimidate,
manipulate, humiliate, isolate, frighten, ter-
rorice, coerce, threaten, blame, hurt, injure, or
wound an individual.

(3) The Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention report that domestic violence or intimate
partner violence is a serious public health issue
for millions of individuals in the United States.
Nearly 1 in 4 women and 1 in 9 men in the
United States have suffered sexual violence,
physical violence, or stalking by an intimate
partner.

(4) Homicide is one of the leading causes of
death for women on the job. Domestic partners
or relatives commit 43 percent of workplace
homicides against women. One study found that
intimate partner violence resulted in 142 homi-
cides among women at work in the United States
from 2003 to 2008, a figure which represents 22
percent of the 648 workplace homicides among
women during the period. In fact, in 2010, homi-
cides against women at work increased by 13
percent despite continuous declines in overall
workplace homicides in recent years.

(5) Women in the United States are 11 times
more likely to be murdered with guns than
women in other high-income countries. Female
intimate partners are more likely to be murdered
with a firearm than all other means combined.
The presence of a gun in domestic violence Situ-
ations increases the risk of homicide for women
by 500 percent.

(6) Violence can have a dramatic impact on
the survivor of such violence. Studies indicate
that 44 percent of surveyed employed adults ex-
perienced the effect of domestic violence in the
workplace, and 64 percent indicated their work-
place performance was affected by such vio-
lence. Another recent survey found that 78 per-
cent of offenders used workplace resources to
exrpress anger, check up on, pressure, or threat-
en a survivor. Sexual assault, whether occurring
in or out of the workplace, can impair an em-
ployee’s work performance, require time away
from work, and undermine the employee’s abil-
ity to maintain a job. Nearly 50 percent of sex-
ual assault survivors lose their jobs or are forced
to quit in the aftermath of the assaults.
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(7) Studies find that 60 percent of single
women lack economic security and 81 percent of
households with single mothers live in economic
insecurity. Significant barriers that survivors
confront include access to housing, transpor-
tation, and child care. Ninety-two percent of
homeless women have experienced domestic vio-
lence, and more than 50 percent of such women
cite domestic violence as the direct cause for
homelessness. Survivors are deprived of their
autonomy, liberty, and security, and face tre-
mendous threats to their health and safety.

(8) The Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention report that survivors of severe intimate
partner violence lose nearly 8,000,000 days of
paid work, which is the equivalent of more than
32,000 full-time jobs and almost 5,600,000 days of
household productivity each year. Therefore,
women disproportionately need time off to care
for their health or to find safety solutions, such
as obtaining a restraining order or finding hous-
ing, to avoid or prevent further violence.

(9) Annual costs of intimate partner violence
are estimated to be more than $8,300,000,000. Ac-
cording to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, the costs of intimate partner vio-
lence against women in 1995 exceeded an esti-
mated $5,800,000,000. These costs included near-
ly $4,100,000,000 in the direct costs of medical
and mental health care and nearly
$1,800,000,000 in the indirect costs of lost pro-
ductivity. These statistics are generally consid-
ered to be underestimated because the costs as-
sociated with the criminal justice system are not
included.

(10) Fifty-five percent of senior executives re-
cently surveyed said domestic violence has a
harmful effect on their company’s productivity,
and more than 70 percent said domestic violence
negatively affects attendance. Seventy-eight
percent of human resources professionals con-
sider partner violence a workplace issue. How-
ever, more than 70 percent of United States
workplaces have mo formal program or policy
that addresses workplace violence, let alone do-
mestic violence. In fact, only four percent of em-
ployers provided training on domestic violence.

(11) Studies indicate that one of the best pre-
dictors of whether a survivor will be able to stay
away from his or her abuser is the degree of his
or her economic independence. However, domes-
tic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking often mnegatively impact a Survivor’s
ability to maintain employment.

(12) Abusers frequently seek to exert financial
control over their partners by actively inter-
fering with their ability to work, including pre-
venting their partners from going to work,
harassing their partners at work, limiting their
partners’ access to cash or transportation, and
sabotaging their partners’ child care arrange-
ments.

(13) Economic abuse refers to behaviors that
control an intimate partner’s ability to acquire,
use, and maintain access to, money, credit, ouwn-
ership of assets, or access to govermmental or
private financial benefits, including defaulting
on joint obligations (such as school loans, credit
card debt, mortgages, or rent). Other forms of
such abuse may include preventing someone
from attending school, threatening to or actu-
ally terminating employment, controlling or
withholding access to cash, checking, or credit
accounts, and attempting to damage or sabotage
the creditworthiness of an intimate partner, in-
cluding forcing an intimate partner to write bad
checks, forcing an intimate partner to default
on payments related to household needs, such
as housing, or forcing an intimate partner into
bankruptcy.

(14) The Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act (Public Law 111-148), and the amend-
ments made by such Act, ensures that most
health plans must cover preventive services, in-
cluding screening and counseling for domestic
violence, at no additional cost. In addition, it
prohibits insurance companies from discrimi-
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nating against patients for preexisting condi-
tions, like domestic violence.

(15) Yet, more can be done to help survivors.
Federal law in effect on the day before the date
of enactment of this Act does not explicitly—

(A) authorize survivors of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking to
take leave from work to seek legal assistance
and redress, counseling, or assistance with safe-
ty planning activities;

(B) address the eligibility of survivors of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking for unemployment compensation;

(C) provide job protection to survivors of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking;

(D) prohibit insurers and employers who self-
insure employee benefits from discriminating
against survivors of domestic violence, dating vi-
olence, sexual assault, or stalking and those
who help them in determining eligibility, rates
charged, and standards for payment of claims;
or

(E) prohibit insurers from disclosing informa-
tion about abuse and the location of the sur-
vivors through insurance databases and other
means.

(16) This Act aims to empower survivors of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking to be free from violence, hardship,
and control, which restrains basic human rights
to freedom and safety in the United States.

SEC. 702. NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER ON
WORKPLACE RESPONSES TO ASSIST
VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL
VIOLENCE.

Section 41501 of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12501) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘and sexual harassment’’
after ‘“‘domestic and sexual violence’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘employers and labor organi-
zations” and inserting ‘‘employers, labor orga-
nizations, and victim service providers’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘“‘and stalk-
ing’”’ and inserting ‘‘stalking, and sexual har-
assment’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1), by inserting before the
period at the end ‘“‘or sexual harassment’’;

(4) in subsection (c)(2)(A), by inserting ‘‘or
sexual harassment’ after ‘‘sexual violence’’;
and

(5) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘$1,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 and
inserting “‘$2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020
through 2024°°.

SEC. 703. ENTITLEMENT TO UNEMPLOYMENT
COMPENSATION FOR VICTIMS OF
SEXUAL AND OTHER HARASSMENT
AND SURVIVORS OF DOMESTIC VIO-
LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALK-
ING.

(a) UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION.—

(1) Section 3304(a) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘“‘and’ at
the end of paragraph (18), by redesignating
paragraph (19) as paragraph (20), and by insert-
ing after paragraph (18) the following new
paragraph:

““(19) no person may be denied compensation
under such State law solely on the basis of the
individual having a voluntary separation from
work if such separation is attributable to such
individual being a victim of sexual or other har-
assment or a survivor of domestic violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking; and’’.

(2) Section 3304 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

““(9) SEXUAL OR OTHER HARASSMENT; ETC.—

““(1) DOCUMENTATION.—For purposes of sub-
section (a)(19), a voluntary separation of an in-
dividual shall be considered to be attributable to
such individual being a survivor or victim of
sexual or other harassment or a survivor of do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, or stalking if
such individual submits such evidence as the
State deems sufficient.
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““(2) SUFFICIENT DOCUMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), a State shall deem suffi-
cient, at a minimum—

‘““(A) evidence of such harassment, violence,
assault, or stalking in the form of—

“(i) a sworn statement and a form of identi-
fication,

““(ii) a police or court record, or

““(iii) documentation from a victim service pro-
vider, an attorney, a police officer, a medical
professional, a social worker, an antiviolence
counselor, a member of the clergy, or another
professional, and

‘“‘(B) an attestation that such voluntary sepa-
ration is attributable to such harassment, vio-
lence, assault, or stalking.

‘““(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion—

‘““(A) The terms ‘domestic violence’, ‘sexual as-
sault’, and ‘stalking’ victim of sexual or other
harassment’, and ‘survivor of domestic violence,
sexual assault, or stalking’ have the meanings
given such terms under State law, regulation, or
policy.

‘““(B) The term ‘victim service provider’ has the
meaning given such term in section 40002 of the
Violence Against Women Act of 1994.”’.

(b) UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION PER-
SONNEL TRAINING.—Section 303(a) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 503(a)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through
(12) as paragraphs (5) through (13), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(4)(A) Such methods of administration as
will ensure that—

““(i) applicants for unemployment compensa-
tion and individuals inquiring about such com-
pensation are notified of the provisions of sec-
tion 3304(a)(19) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986; and

““(ii) claims reviewers and hearing personnel
are trained in—

‘“(I) the nature and dynamics of sexual and
other harassment, domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking; and

‘“(1I) methods of ascertaining and keeping
confidential information about possible experi-
ences of sexual and other harassment, domestic
violence, sexual assault, or stalking to ensure
that—

‘“(aa) requests for unemployment compensa-
tion based on separations stemming from sexual
and other harassment, domestic violence, sexual
assault, or stalking are identified and adju-
dicated; and

““(bb) confidentiality is provided for the indi-
vidual’s claim and submitted evidence.

‘““(B) For purposes of this paragraph—

““(i) the terms ‘domestic violence’, ‘sexual as-
sault’, and ‘stalking’ have the meanings given
such terms in section 40002 of the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994 ;

““(ii) the term ‘sexual and other harassment’
has the meaning given such term under State
law, regulation, or policy; and

““(iii) the term ‘survivor of domestic violence,
sexual assault, or stalking’ means—

“(I) a person who has experienced or is exrpe-
riencing domestic violence, sexual assault, or
stalking; and

‘“(II) a person whose family or household
member has experienced or is experiencing do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, or stalking.”.

(c) TANF PERSONNEL TRAINING.—Section
402(a) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
602(a)) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(8) CERTIFICATION THAT THE STATE WILL PRO-
VIDE INFORMATION TO SURVIVORS OF SEXUAL AND
OTHER HARASSMENT, DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, SEX-
UAL ASSAULT, OR STALKING.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—A certification by the chief
erecutive officer of the State that the State has
established and is enforcing standards and pro-
cedures to—

‘(i) ensure that applicants for assistance
under the State program funded under this part
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and individuals inquiring about such assistance
are adequately notified of—

““(I) the provisions of section 3304(a)(19) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986; and

“(II) assistance made available by the State to
survivors of sexual and other harassment, do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, or stalking;

““(ii) ensure that case workers and other agen-
cy personnel responsible for administering the
State program funded under this part are ade-
quately trained in—

‘(1) the nature and dynamics of sexual and
other harassment, domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking;

‘“(11) State standards and procedures relating
to the prevention of, and assistance for individ-
uals who are survivors of sexual and other har-
assment, domestic violence, sexual assault, or
stalking; and

‘““(I1I) methods of ascertaining and keeping
confidential information about possible experi-
ences of sexual and other harassment, domestic
violence, sexual assault, or stalking;

‘‘(iii) ensure that, if a State has elected to es-
tablish and enforce standards and procedures
regarding the screening for, and identification
of, domestic violence pursuant to paragraph
(7)—

“(I) applicants for assistance under the State
program funded under this part and individuals
inquiring about such assistance are adequately
notified of options available under such stand-
ards and procedures; and

“(1I) case workers and other agency personnel
responsible for administering the State program
funded under this part are provided with ade-
quate training regarding such standards and
procedures and options available under such
standards and procedures; and

“(iv) ensure that the training required under
subparagraphs (B) and, if applicable, (C)(ii) is
provided through a training program operated
by an eligible entity.

““(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this para-
graph—

‘(i) the terms ‘domestic violence’, ‘sexual as-
sault’, and ‘stalking’ have the meanings given
such terms in section 40002 of the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994 ;

““(ii) the term ‘sexual and other harassment’
has the meaning given such term under State
law, regulation, or policy; and

‘‘(iii) the term ‘survivor of domestic violence,
sexual assault, or stalking’ means—

“(I) a person who has experienced or is erpe-
riencing domestic violence, sexual assault, or
stalking; and

‘“(II) a person whose family or household
member has experienced or is experiencing do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, or stalking.”.

(d) SEXUAL AND OTHER HARASSMENT, DOMES-
TIC VIOLENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALKING
TRAINING GRANT PROGRAM.—

(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of
Labor (in this subsection referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) is authorized to award—

(A) a grant to a national victim service pro-
vider in order for such organization to—

(i) develop and disseminate a model training
program (and related materials) for the training
required under section 303(a)(4)(B) of the Social
Security Act, as added by subsection (b), and
under subparagraph (B) and, if applicable, sub-
paragraph (C)(ii) of section 402(a)(8) of such
Act, as added by subsection (c); and

(ii) provide technical assistance with respect
to such model training program, including tech-
nical assistance to the temporary assistance for
needy families program and unemployment com-
pensation personnel; and

(B) grants to State, tribal, or local agencies in
order for such agencies to contract with eligible
entities to provide State, tribal, or local case-
workers and other State, tribal, or local agency
personnel responsible for administering the tem-
porary assistance for needy families program es-
tablished under part A of title IV of the Social
Security Act in a State or Indian reservation
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with the training required under subparagraph
(B) and, if applicable, subparagraph (C)(ii) of
such section 402(a)(8).

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY DEFINED.—For purposes
of paragraph (1)(B), the term ‘‘eligible entity’’
means an entity—

(A) that is—

(i) a State or tribal domestic violence coalition
or sexual assault coalition;

(ii) a State or local victim service provider
with recognized expertise in the dynamics of do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, or stalking
whose primary mission is to provide services to
survivors of domestic violence, sexual assault, or
stalking, including a rape crisis center or domes-
tic violence program; or

(iii) an organization with demonstrated exper-
tise in State or county welfare laws and imple-
mentation of such laws and experience with dis-
seminating information on such laws and imple-
mentation, but only if such organization will
provide the required training in partnership
with an entity described in clause (i) or (ii); and

(B) that—

(i) has demonstrated expertise in the dynamics
of both domestic violence and sexual assault,
such as a joint domestic violence and sexual as-
sault coalition; or

(ii) will provide the required training in part-
nership with an entity described in clause (i) or
(ii) of subparagraph (A) in order to comply with
the dual domestic violence and serual assault
expertise requirement under clause (i).

(3) APPLICATION.—An entity seeking a grant
under this subsection shall submit an applica-
tion to the Secretary at such time, in such form
and manner, and containing such information
as the Secretary specifies.

(4) REPORTS.—

(A) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than a
year after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and annually thereafter, the Secretary shall
submit to Congress a report on the grant pro-
gram established under this subsection.

(B) REPORTS AVAILABLE TO PUBLIC.—The Sec-
retary shall establish procedures for the dissemi-
nation to the public of each report submitted
under subparagraph (A). Such procedures shall
include the use of the internet to disseminate
such reports.

(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be
appropriated—

(i) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2020 to carry out
the provisions of paragraph (1)(A); and

(ii) $12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020
through 2024 to carry out the provisions of para-
graph (1)(B).

(B) THREE-YEAR AVAILABILITY OF GRANT
FUNDS.—Each recipient of a grant under this
subsection shall return to the Secretary any un-
used portion of such grant not later than 3
years after the date the grant was awarded, to-
gether with any earnings on such unused por-
tion.

(C) AMOUNTS RETURNED.—ANY amounts re-
turned pursuant to subparagraph (B) shall be
available without further appropriation to the
Secretary for the purpose of carrying out the
provisions of paragraph (1)(B).

(e) EFFECT ON EXISTING LAWS, ETC.—

(I) MORE PROTECTIVE LAWS, AGREEMENTS,
PROGRAMS, AND PLANS.—Nothing in this title
shall be construed to supersede any provision of
any Federal, State, or local law, collective bar-
gaining agreement, or employment benefits pro-
gram or plan that provides greater unemploy-
ment insurance benefits for survivors of serual
and other harassment, domestic violence, sexual
assault, or stalking than the rights established
under this title.

(2) LESS PROTECTIVE LAWS, AGREEMENTS, PRO-
GRAMS, AND PLANS.—Any law, collective bar-
gaining agreement, or employment benefits pro-
gram or plan of a State or unit of local govern-
ment is preempted to the extent that such law,
agreement, or program or plan would impair the
exercise of any right established under this title
or the amendments made by this title.
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(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) UNEMPLOYMENT AMENDMENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B) and paragraph (2), the amend-
ments made by this section shall apply in the
case of compensation paid for weeks beginning
on or after the expiration of the 180-day period
beginning on the date of enactment of this Act.

(B) EXTENSION OF EFFECTIVE DATE FOR STATE
LAW AMENDMENT.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graph (2), in a case in which the Secretary of
Labor identifies a State as requiring a change to
its statutes, regulations, or policies in order to
comply with the amendments made by this sec-
tion, such amendments shall apply in the case
of compensation paid for weeks beginning after
the earlier of—

(I) the date the State changes its statutes, reg-
ulations, or policies in order to comply with
such amendments; or

(II) the end of the first session of the State
legislature which begins after the date of enact-
ment of this Act or which began prior to such
date and remained in session for at least 25 cal-
endar days after such date, except that in no
case shall such amendments apply before the
date that is 180 days after the date of enactment
of this Act.

(ii) SESSION DEFINED.—In this subparagraph,
the term ‘‘session’ means a regular, special,
budget, or other session of a State legislature.

(2) TANF AMENDMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), the amendment made by sub-
section (c) shall take effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(B) EXTENSION OF EFFECTIVE DATE FOR STATE
LAW AMENDMENT.—In the case of a State plan
under part A of title IV of the Social Security
Act which the Secretary of Health and Human
Services determines requires State action (in-
cluding legislation, regulation, or other adminis-
trative action) in order for the plan to meet the
additional requirements imposed by the amend-
ment made by subsection (c), the State plan
shall not be regarded as failing to comply with
the requirements of such amendment on the
basis of its failure to meet these additional re-
quirements before the first day of the first cal-
endar quarter beginning after the close of the
first regular session of the State legislature that
begins after the date of enactment of this Act.
For purposes of the previous sentence, in the
case of a State that has a two-year legislative
session, each year of the session is considered to
be a separate regular session of the State legisla-
ture.

(g9) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
“‘domestic violence”’, ‘“‘sexual assault’”, ‘‘stalk-
ing’’, ‘“‘survivor of domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking’’, and ‘‘victim service pro-
vider”’ have the meanings given Such terms in
section 3304(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

SEC. 704. STUDY AND REPORTS ON BARRIERS TO
SURVIVORS’ ECONOMIC SECURITY
ACCESS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Health and
Human Services, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Labor, shall conduct a study on the
barriers that survivors of domestic violence, dat-
ing wviolence, sexual assault, or stalking
throughout the United States experience in
maintaining economic security as a result of
issues related to domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking.

(b) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this title, and every 5 years
thereafter, the Secretary of Health and Human
Services, in consultation with the Secretary of
Labor, shall submit a report to Congress on the
study conducted under subsection (a).

(c) CONTENTS.—The study and reports under
this section shall include—

(1) identification of geographic areas in which
State laws, regulations, and practices have a
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strong impact on the ability of survivors of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking to exercise—

(A) any rights under this Act without compro-
mising personal safety or the safety of others,
including family members and excluding the
abuser; and

(B) other components of economic security;

(2) identification of geographic areas with
shortages in resources for such survivors, with
an accompanying analysis of the extent and im-
pact of such shortage;

(3) analysis of factors related to industries,
workplace settings, employer practices, trends,
and other elements that impact the ability of
such survivors to exercise any rights under this
Act without compromising personal safety or the
safety of others, including family members;

(4) the recommendations of the Secretary of
Health and Human Services and the Secretary
of Labor with respect to resources, oversight,
and enforcement tools to ensure successful im-
plementation of the provisions of this Act in
order to support the economic security and safe-
ty of survivors of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking; and

(5) best practices for States, employers, health
carriers, insurers, and other private entities in
addressing issues related to domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking.

SEC. 705. GAO STUDY.

Not later than 18 months after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General of
the United States shall submit to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate a report that examines, with respect
to survivors of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, or stalking who are, or
were, enrolled at institutions of higher edu-
cation and borrowed a loan made, insured, or
guaranteed under title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) for
which the survivors have not repaid the total
interest and principal due, each of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The implications of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking on a
borrower’s ability to repay their Federal student
loans.

(2) The adequacy of policies and procedures
regarding Federal student loan deferment, for-
bearance, and grace periods when a Survivor
has to suspend or terminate the survivor’s en-
rollment at an institution of higher education
due to domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking.

(3) The adequacy of institutional policies and
practices regarding retention or transfer of cred-
its when a survivor has to suspend or terminate
the survivor’s enrollment at an institution of
higher education due to domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, or stalking.

(4) The availability or any options for a sur-
vivor of domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking who attended an insti-
tution of higher education that committed un-
fair, deceptive, or abusive acts or practices, or
otherwise substantially misrepresented informa-
tion to students, to be able to seek a defense to
repayment of the survivor’s Federal student
loan.

(5) The limitations faced by a survivor of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking to obtain any relief or restitution on
the survivor’s Federal student loan debt due to
the use of forced arbitration, gag orders, or bans
on class actions.

SEC. 706. EDUCATION AND INFORMATION PRO-
GRAMS FOR SURVIVORS.

(a) PUBLIC EDUCATION CAMPAIGN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Labor, in
conjunction with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services (through the Director of the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and
the grant recipient under section 41501 of the Vi-
olence Against Women Act of 1994 that estab-
lishes the national resource center on workplace
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responses to assist victims of domestic and sex-
ual violence) and the Attorney General (through
the Principal Deputy Director of the Office on
Violence Against Women), shall coordinate and
provide for a national public outreach and edu-
cation campaign to raise public awareness of
the workplace impact of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking, in-
cluding outreach and education for employers,
service providers, teachers, and other key part-
ners. This campaign shall pay special attention
to ensure that survivors are made aware of the
existence of the following types of workplace
laws (federal and/or State): anti-discrimination
laws that bar treating survivors differently;
leave laws, both paid and unpaid that are avail-
able for use by survivors; unemployment insur-
ance laws and policies that address survivor eli-
gibility.

(2) DISSEMINATION.—The Secretary of Labor,
in conjunction with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and the Attorney General, as
described in paragraph (1), may disseminate in-
formation through the public outreach and edu-
cation campaign on the resources and rights re-
ferred to in this subsection directly or through
arrangements with health agencies, professional
and monprofit organizations, consumer groups,
labor organizations, institutions of higher edu-
cation, clinics, the media, and Federal, State,
and local agencies.

(3) INFORMATION.—The information dissemi-
nated under paragraph (2) shall include, at a
minimum, a description of—

(A) the resources and rights that are—

(i) available to survivors of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking; and

(ii) established in this Act and the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.12291 et
seq.),

(B) guidelines and best practices on preven-
tion of domestic violence, dating violence, stalk-
ing, and sexual assault;

(C) resources that promote healthy relation-
ships and communication skills;

(D) resources that encourage bystander inter-
vention in a situation involving domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, stalking, or sexual as-
sault;

(E) resources that promote workplace policies
that support and help maintain the economic se-
curity of survivors of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, or stalking; and

(F) resources and rights that the heads of
Federal agencies described in paragraph (2) de-
termine are appropriate to include.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) EMPLOYEE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘“‘employee’ means
any individual employed by an employer. In the
case of an individual employed by a public
agency, such term means an individual em-
ployed as described in section 3(e)(2) of the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C.
203(e)(2)).

(B) BASIS.—The term includes a person em-
ployed as described in subparagraph (A) on a
full- or part-time basis, for a fired time period,
on a temporary basis, pursuant to a detail, or as
a participant in a work assignment as a condi-
tion of receipt of Federal or State income-based
public assistance.

(2) EMPLOYER.—The term ‘“‘employer’—

(A) means any person engaged in commerce or
in any industry or activity affecting commerce
who employs 15 or more individuals; and

(B) includes any person acting directly or in-
directly in the interest of an employer in rela-
tion to an employee, and includes a public agen-
cy that employs individuals as described in sec-
tion 3(e)(2) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938, but does not include any labor organiza-
tion (other than when acting as an employer) or
anyone acting in the capacity of officer or agent
of such labor organization.

(3) FLSA TERMS.—The terms ‘‘employ’ and
“State’ have the meanings given the terms in
section 3 of the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938 (29 U.S.C. 203).
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(c) STUDY ON WORKPLACE RESPONSES.—The
Secretary of Labor, in conjunction with the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, shall con-
duct a study on the status of workplace re-
sponses to employees who experience domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or
stalking while employed, in each State and na-
tionally, to improve the access of survivors of
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking to supportive resources and
economic security.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this section, such sums as may be necessary
for each of fiscal years 2020 through 2024.

SEC. 707. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, any amendment
made by this Act, or the application of such pro-
vision or amendment to any person or cir-
cumstance is held to be unconstitutional, the re-
mainder of the provisions of this Act, the
amendments made by this Act, and the applica-
tion of such provisions or amendments to any
person or circumstance shall not be affected.

TITLE VIII—HOMICIDE REDUCTION
INITIATIVES
SEC. 801. PROHIBITING PERSONS CONVICTED OF
MISDEMEANOR CRIMES AGAINST
DATING PARTNERS AND PERSONS
SUBJECT TO PROTECTION ORDERS.

Section 921(a) of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (32), by striking all that fol-

lows after ‘““The term ‘intimate partner’’” and
inserting the following: ‘‘—
‘“(A) means, with respect to a person, the

spouse of the person, a former spouse of the per-
son, an individual who is a parent of a child of
the person, and an individual who cohabitates
or has cohabited with the person; and

“(B) includes—

‘(i) a dating partner or former dating partner
(as defined in section 2266); and

‘(i) any other person similarly situated to a
spouse who is protected by the domestic or fam-
ily violence laws of the State or tribal jurisdic-
tion in which the injury occurred or where the
victim resides.”’;

(2) in paragraph (33)(A)—

(4) in clause (i), by inserting after ‘‘Federal,
State,”” the following: ‘“‘municipal,”’; and

(B) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘intimate part-
ner,”” after ‘“‘spouse,’” each place it appears;

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (34) and (35)
as paragraphs (35) and (36) respectively; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (33) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(34)(A) The term ‘misdemeanor crime of
stalking’ means an offense that—

““(i) is a misdemeanor crime of stalking under
Federal, State, Tribal, or municipal law; and

““(ii) is a course of harassment, intimidation,
or surveillance of another person that—

‘(1) places that person in reasonable fear of
material harm to the health or safety of—

‘“(aa) that person;

“(bb) an immediate family member (as defined
in section 115) of that person;

“(cc) a household member of that person; or

‘“(dd) a spouse or intimate partner of that per-
son; or

“(1I) causes, attempts to cause, or would rea-
sonably be expected to cause emotional distress
to a person described in item (aa), (bb), (cc), or
(dd) of subclause (I).

‘““(B) A person shall not be considered to have
been convicted of such an offense for purposes
of this chapter, unless—

““(i) the person was represented by counsel in
the case, or knowingly and intelligently waived
the right to counsel in the case; and

‘(i) in the case of a prosecution for an of-
fense described in this paragraph for which a
person was entitled to a jury trial in the juris-
diction in which the case was tried, either—

““(I) the case was tried by a jury; or

‘“(I11) the person knowingly and intelligently
waived the right to have the case tried by a
Jjury, by guilty plea or otherwise.
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“(C) A person shall not be considered to have
been convicted of such an offense for purposes
of this chapter if the conviction has been ex-
punged or set aside, or is an offense for which
the person has been pardoned or has had civil
rights restored (if the law of the applicable ju-
risdiction provides for the loss of civil rights
under such an offense) unless the pardon,
erpungement, or restoration of civil rights ex-
pressly provides that the person may mot ship,
transport, possess, or receive firearms.”’.

SEC. 802. PROHIBITING STALKERS AND INDIVID-
UALS SUBJECT TO COURT ORDER
FROM POSSESSING A FIREARM.

Section 922 of title 18, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (d)—

(4) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘that re-
strains such person’ and all that follows, and
inserting ‘‘described in subsection (9)(8);”’;

(B) in paragraph (9), by striking the period at
the end and inserting “‘; or’’;

(C) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing:

““(10) who has been convicted in any court of
a misdemeanor crime of stalking.”’; and

(2) in subsection (g)—

(A) by amending paragraph (8) to read as fol-
lows:

““(8) who is subject to a court order—

‘““(A) that was issued—

‘““(i) after a hearing of which such person re-
ceived actual notice, and at which such person
had an opportunity to participate; or

‘‘(ii) in the case of an ex parte order, relative
to which notice and opportunity to be heard are
provided—

“(I) within the time required by State, tribal,
or territorial law; and

“(1I) in any event within a reasonable time
after the order is issued, sufficient to protect the
due process rights of the person;

‘““(B) that restrains such person from—

‘(i) harassing, stalking, or threatening an in-
timate partner of such person or child of such
intimate partner or person, or engaging in other
conduct that would place an intimate partner in
reasonable fear of bodily injury to the partner
or child; or

‘(i) intimidating or dissuading a witness from
testifying in court; and

“(C) that—

‘(i) includes a finding that such person rep-
resents a credible threat to the physical safety
of such individual described in subparagraph
(B); or

‘(i) by its terms explicitly prohibits the use,
attempted use, or threatened use of physical
force against such individual described in sub-
paragraph (B) that would reasonably be ex-
pected to cause bodily injury;’’;

(B) in paragraph (9), by striking the comma at
the end and inserting *‘; or’’; and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing:

“(10) who has been convicted in any court of
a misdemeanor crime of stalking,”’.

TITLE IX—SAFETY FOR INDIAN WOMEN
SEC. 901. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) American Indians and Alaska Natives are
2.5 times as likely to experience violent crimes—
and at least 2 times more likely to experience
rape or sexual assault crimes—compared to all
other races.

(2) More than 4 in 5 American Indian and
Alaska Native women, or 84.3 percent, have ex-
perienced violence in their lifetime.

(3) The vast majority of Native victims—96%
of women and 89% of male victims—report being
victimized by a non-Indian.

(4) Native victims of sexual violence are three
times as likely to have experienced sexual vio-
lence by an interracial perpetrator as non-His-
panic White victims and Native stalking victims
are nearly 4 times as likely to be stalked by
someone of a different race.
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(5) While tribes exercising jurisdiction over
non-Indians have reported significant successes,
the inability to prosecute crimes related to the
Special Domestic Violence Criminal Jurisdiction
crimes continues to leave Tribes unable to fully
hold domestic violence offenders accountable.

(6) Tribal prosecutors report that the majority
of domestic violence cases involve children ei-
ther as witnesses or victims, and Department of
Justice reports that American Indian and Alas-
ka Native children suffer exposure to violence at
rates higher than any other race in the United
States.

(7) Childhood exposure to violence has imme-
diate and long-term effects, including: increased
rates of altered meurological development, poor
physical and mental health, poor school per-
formance, substance abuse, and overrepresenta-
tion in the juvenile justice system.

(8) According to the Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention, homicide is the third lead-
ing cause of death among American Indian and
Alaska Native women between 10 and 24 years
of age and the fifth leading cause of death for
American Indian and Alaska Native women be-
tween 25 and 34 years of age.

(9) On some reservations, Indian women are
murdered at more than 10 times the national av-
erage.

(10) According to a 2010 Government Account-
ability Office report, United States Attorneys
declined to prosecute nearly 52 percent of vio-
lent crimes that occur in Indian country.

(11) Investigation into cases of missing and
murdered Indian women is made difficult for
tribal law enforcement agencies due to a lack of
resources, such as—

(A) necessary training, equipment, or funding;

(B) a lack of interagency cooperation; and

(C) a lack of appropriate laws in place.

(12) Domestic violence calls are among the
most dangerous calls that law enforcement re-
ceives.

(13) The complicated jurisdictional scheme
that exists in Indian country—

(4) has a significant negative impact on the
ability to provide public safety to Indian com-
munities;

(B) has been increasingly exploited by crimi-
nals; and

(C) requires a high degree of commitment and
cooperation among tribal, Federal, and State
law enforcement officials.

(14) Restoring and enhancing local, tribal ca-
pacity to address violence against women pro-
vides for greater local control, safety, account-
ability, and transparency.

(15) In States with restrictive land settlement
acts such as Alaska, ‘‘Indian country’ is lim-
ited, resources for local tribal responses either
nonexistent or insufficient to meet the needs, ju-
risdiction wunnecessarily complicated and in-
creases the already high levels of victimization
of American Indian and Alaska Native women.
According to the Tribal Law and Order Act
Commission Report, Alaska Native women are
over-represented in the domestic violence victim
population by 250 percent; they comprise 19 per-
cent of the State population, but are 47 percent
of reported rape victims. And among other In-
dian Tribes, Alaska Native women suffer the
highest rates of domestic and sexual violence in
the country.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title
are—

(1) to clarify the responsibilities of Federal,
State, tribal, and local governments with respect
to responding to cases of domestic violence, dat-
ing wviolence, stalking, trafficking, sexual vio-
lence, crimes against children, and assault
against tribal law enforcement officers and mur-
dered Indians;

(2) to increase coordination and communica-
tion among Federal, State, tribal, and local law
enforcement agencies; and

(3) to empower tribal governments with the re-
sources and information necessary to effectively
respond to cases of domestic violence, dating vi-

April 3, 2019

olence, stalking, sex trafficking, sexual violence,
and missing and murdered Indians; and

(4) to increase the collection of data related to
missing and murdered Indians and the sharing
of information among Federal, State, and tribal
officials responsible for responding to and inves-
tigating cases of missing and murdered Indians.
SEC. 902. AUTHORIZING FUNDING FOR THE TRIB-

AL ACCESS PROGRAM.

Section 534 of title 28, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(9) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authoriced to be appropriated $3,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2020 through 2024, to re-
main available until expended, for the purposes
of enhancing the ability of tribal government
entities to access, enter information into, and
obtain information from, Federal criminal infor-
mation databases, as authoriced by this sec-
tion.”’.

SEC. 903. TRIBAL JURISDICTION OVER CRIMES OF
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIO-
LENCE, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE,
SEXUAL VIOLENCE, SEX TRAF-
FICKING, STALKING, AND ASSAULT
OF A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER
OR CORRECTIONS OFFICER.

Section 204 of Public Law 90-284 (25 U.S.C.
1304) (commonly known as the ‘‘Indian Civil
Rights Act of 1968°) is amended—

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘CRIMES OF DO-
MESTIC VIOLENCE and inserting ‘‘CRIMES OF
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, OB-
STRUCTION OF JUSTICE, SEXUAL VIOLENCE, SEX
TRAFFICKING, STALKING, AND ASSAULT OF A LAW
ENFORCEMENT OR CORRECTIONS OFFICER’’;

(2) in subsection (a)(6), in the heading, by
striking ‘‘SPECIAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION”’ and inserting ‘‘SPECIAL TRIBAL
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION’;

(3) by striking ‘‘special domestic wviolence
criminal jurisdiction’ each place such term ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘special tribal criminal ju-
risdiction’’;

(4) in subsection (a)—

(A) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(12) STALKING.—The term ‘stalking’ means
engaging in a course of conduct directed at a
specific person proscribed by the criminal law of
the Indian tribe that has jurisdiction over the
Indian country where the violation occurs that
would cause a reasonable person to—

“(A) fear for the person’s safety or the safety
of others; or

““(B) suffer substantial emotional distress.”’;

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) as
paragraphs (10) and (11);

(C) by inserting before paragraph (10) (as re-
designated) the following:

““(8) SEX TRAFFICKING.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘sex trafficking’
means conduct—

““(i) consisting of—

‘“(I) recruiting, enticing, harboring, trans-
porting, providing, obtaining, advertising, main-
taining, patronizing, or soliciting by any means
a person; or

‘“(11) benefitting, financially or by receiving
anything of value, from participation in a ven-
ture that has engaged in an act described in
subclause (I); and

““(ii) carried out with the knowledge, or, ex-
cept where the act constituting the violation of
clause (i) is advertising, in reckless disregard of
the fact, that—

““(I) means of force, threats of force, fraud, co-
ercion, or any combination of such means will
be used to cause the person to engage in a com-
mercial sex act; or

‘““(I1) the person has not attained the age of 18
years and will be caused to engage in a commer-
cial sex act.

‘““(B) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph, the
terms ‘coercion’ and ‘commercial sex act’ have
the meanings given the terms in section 1591(e)
of title 18, United States Code.

‘““(9) SEXUAL VIOLENCE.—The term ‘sexual vio-
lence’ means any nonconsensual sexual act or
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contact proscribed by the criminal law of the In-
dian tribe that has jurisdiction over the Indian
country where the violation occurs, including in
any case in which the victim lacks the capacity
to consent to the act.”’;

(D) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as
paragraphs (6) and (7);

(E) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(3) as paragraphs (2) through (4);

(F) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated), to read
as follows:

““(3) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.—The term ‘domestic
violence’ means violence—

“(A) committed by a current or former spouse
or intimate partner of the victim, by a person
with whom the victim shares a child in common,
by a person who is cohabitating with or has
cohabitated with the victim as a spouse or inti-
mate partner, or by a person similarly situated
to a spouse of the victim under the domestic- or
family- violence laws of an Indian tribe that has
jurisdiction over the Indian country where the
violence occurs; or

“‘(B) committed against a victim who is a child
under the age of 18, or an elder (as such term is
defined by tribal law) who resides or has resided
in the same household as the defendant.’’;

(G) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as re-
designated), the following:

““(1) ASSAULT OF A LAW ENFORCEMENT OR COR-
RECTIONAL OFFICER.—The term ‘assault of a law
enforcement or correctional officer’ means any
criminal violation of the law of the Indian tribe
that has jurisdiction over the Indian country
where the wviolation occurs that involves the
threatened, attempted, or actual harmful or of-
fensive touching of a law enforcement or correc-
tional officer.”’;

(H) by inserting after paragraph (4) (as redes-
ignated), the following:

““(5) OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE.—The term ‘0b-
struction of justice’ means any violation of the
criminal law of the Indian tribe that has juris-
diction over the Indian country where the viola-
tion occurs, and the violation involves inter-
fering with the administration or due process of
the tribe’s laws including any tribal criminal
proceeding or investigation of a crime.’’;

(5) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting after ‘‘the
powers of self-government of a participating
tribe’’ the following: ‘‘, including any partici-
pating tribes in the State of Maine,”’

(6) in subsection (b)(4)—

(A) in subparagraph (A4)(i), by inserting after
“‘over an alleged offense’’ the following: *‘, other
than obstruction of justice or an act of assault
of a law enforcement or corrections officer,”’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in clause (ii), by striking ‘“‘or’’ at the end;

(ii) in clause (iii)(1I), by striking the period at
the end and inserting the following: ‘‘; or”’; and

(iit) by adding at the end the following:

“(iv) is being prosecuted for a crime of sexual
violence, stalking, sex trafficking, obstructing
justice, or assaulting a police or corrections offi-
cer under the laws of the prosecuting tribe.”’;

(7) in subsection (c)—

(4) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking ‘‘domestic violence’’ and inserting ‘‘trib-
al’; and

(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking
““AND DATING VIOLENCE” and inserting ‘‘, DAT-
ING VIOLENCE, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, SEXUAL
VIOLENCE, STALKING, SEX TRAFFICKING, OR AS-
SAULT OF A LAW ENFORCEMENT OR CORRECTIONS
OFFICER”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘or dating violence’’ and in-
serting ‘‘, dating violence, obstruction of justice,
sexual violence, stalking, sex trafficking, or as-
sault of a law enforcement or corrections offi-
cer’’;

(8) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘domestic vi-
olence’’ each place it appears and inserting
“tribal’’;

(9) in subsection (f)—

(A) by striking “‘special domestic violence”
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘special
tribal’’;
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(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘prosecutes’
and all that follows through the semicolon at
the end and inserting the following: ‘‘pros-
ecutes—

“(A) a crime of domestic violence;

“(B) a crime of dating violence;

“(C) a criminal violation of a protection order;

“(D) a crime of sexual violence;

‘“(E) a crime of stalking;

“(F) a crime of sex trafficking;

“(G) a crime of obstruction of justice; or

“(H) a crime of assault of a law enforcement
or correctional officer;’’;

(C) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘sexual vio-
lence, stalking, sex trafficking, obstruction of
justice, assault of a law enforcement or correc-
tional officer,”” after “‘dating violence,”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

“(5) to create a pilot project to allow up to
five Indian tribes in Alaska to implement special
tribal criminal jurisdiction.”’;

(10) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h)
as subsections (h) and (i), respectively;

(11) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

““(9) INDIAN COUNTRY DEFINED.—For purposes
of the pilot project described in subsection (f)(5),
the definition of ‘Indian country’ shall include
Alaska Native-owned Townsites, Allotments,
and former reservation lands acquired in fee by
Alaska Native Village Corporations pursuant to
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43
U.S.C. 33) and other lands transferred in fee to
Native villages.”’.

(12) in subsection (i) (as redesignated) by
striking ‘‘fiscal years 2014 through 2018’ and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal years 2020 through 2024°’.

SEC. 904. ANNUAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Beginning in the first fiscal year after the
date of enactment of this title, and annually
thereafter, the Attorney General and the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall jointly prepare and
submit a report, to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs and the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate and the Committee on Natural Resources
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives, that—

(1) includes known statistics on missing and
murdered Indian women in the United States,
including statistics relating to incidents of sex-
ual abuse or sexual assault suffered by the vic-
tims, and

(2) provides recommendations regarding how
to improve data collection on missing and mur-
dered Indian women.

TITLE X—OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN
SEC. 1001. ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE ON VIO-
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE ON VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN.—Section 2002 of title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 (34 U.S.C. 10442) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘“‘a Violence
Against Women Office”” and inserting ‘‘an Of-
fice on Violence Against Women’’;

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting after ‘‘with-
in the Department of Justice’’ the following: ‘*,
not subsumed by any other office’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘Violence
Against Women Act of 1994 (title VI of Public
103-322) and the Violence Against Women Act of
2000 (Division B of Public Law 106-386)"’ and in-
serting ‘‘Violence Against Women Act of 1994
(title VII of Public 103-322), the Violence
Against Women Act of 2000 (Division B of Public
Law 106-386), the Violence Against Women and
Department of Justice Reauthorization Act of
2005 (title IX of Public Law 109-162; 119 Stat.
3080), the Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2013 (Public Law 113-4; 127 Stat. 54),
and the Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019°.

(b) DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE ON VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN.—Section 2003 of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34
U.S.C. 10443) is amended to read as follows:
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“SEC. 2003. DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE ON VIO-
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN.

‘““(a) APPOINTMENT.—The President, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall
appoint a Director for the Office on Violence
Against Women (in this title referred to as the
‘Director’) to be responsible, under the general
authority of the Attorney General, for the ad-
ministration, coordination, and implementation
of the programs and activities of the Office.

‘““(b) OTHER EMPLOYMENT.—The Director shall
not—

‘(1) engage in any employment other than
that of serving as Director; or

““(2) hold any office in, or act in any capacity
for, any organization, agency, or institution
with which the Office makes any contract or
other agreement under the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994 (title IV of Public Law 103—
322), the Violence Against Women Act of 2000
(division B of Public Law 106-386), the Violence
Against Women and Department of Justice Re-
authorication Act of 2005 (title IX of Public Law
109-162; 119 Stat. 3080), the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2013 (Public Law
113-4; 127 Stat. 54), or the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.

““(c) VACANCY.—In the case of a vacancy, the
President may designate an officer or employee
who shall act as Director during the vacancy.

‘““(d) COMPENSATION.—The Director shall be
compensated at a rate of pay not to exceed the
rate payable for level V of the Executive Sched-
ule under section 5316 of title 5, United States
Code.”’.

(c) DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS OF DIRECTOR OF
THE OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN.—
Section 2004 of the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C. 10444) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 2004. DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS OF DIREC-
TOR OF THE OFFICE ON VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN.

““The Director shall have the following duties:

‘(1) Maintaining liaison with the judicial
branches of the Federal and State Governments
on matters relating to violence against women.

“(2) Providing information to the President,
the Congress, the judiciary, State, local, and
tribal governments, and the general public on
matters relating to violence against women.

“(3) Serving, at the request of the Attorney
General, as the representative of the Depart-
ment of Justice on domestic task forces, commit-
tees, or commissions addressing policy or issues
relating to violence against women.

‘“‘“(4) Serving, at the request of the President,
acting through the Attorney General, as the
representative of the United States Government
on human rights and economic justice matters
related to wviolence against women in inter-
national fora, including, but not limited to, the
United Nations.

““(5) Carrying out the functions of the Depart-
ment of Justice under the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994 (title IV of Public Law 103—
322), the Violence Against Women Act of 2000
(division B of Public Law 106-386), the Violence
Against Women and Department of Justice Re-
authorication Act of 2005 (title IX of Public Law
109-162; 119 Stat. 3080), the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2013 (Public Law
113-4; 127 Stat. 54), and the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019, including
with respect to those functions—

““(A) the development of policy, protocols, and
guidelines;

‘““(B) the development and management of
grant programs and other programs, and the
provision of technical assistance under such
programs; and

‘“(C) the awarding and termination of grants,
cooperative agreements, and contracts.

““(6) Providing technical assistance, coordina-
tion, and support to—

‘““(A) other components of the Department of
Justice, in efforts to develop policy and to en-
force Federal laws relating to violence against
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women, including the litigation of civil and
criminal actions relating to enforcing such laws;

‘“‘(B) other Federal, State, local, and tribal
agencies, in efforts to develop policy, provide
technical assistance, synchronize federal defini-
tions and protocols, and improve coordination
among agencies carrying out efforts to eliminate
violence against women, including Indian or in-
digenous women; and

‘“(C) grantees, in efforts to combat violence
against women and to provide support and as-
sistance to victims of such violence.

‘“(7) Exercising such other powers and func-
tions as may be vested in the Director pursuant
to this subchapter or by delegation of the Attor-
ney General.

‘““(8) Establishing such rules, regulations,
guidelines, and procedures as are necessary to
carry out any function of the Office.”’.

(d) STAFF OF OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST
WoMEN.—Section 2005 of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C.
10445) is amended in the heading, by striking
‘VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN OFFICE’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN "’

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 121(a)(1)
of the Violence Against Women and Department
of Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (34 U.S.C.
20124(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘the Vio-
lence Against Women Office’’ and inserting ‘‘the
Office on Violence Against Women’’.

TITLE XI—IMPROVING CONDITIONS FOR
WOMEN IN FEDERAL CUSTODY
SEC. 1101. IMPROVING THE TREATMENT OF PRI-
MARY CARETAKER PARENTS AND
OTHER INDIVIDUALS IN FEDERAL
PRISONS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited
as the “Ramona Brant Improvement of Condi-
tions for Women in Federal Custody Act’.

(b) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 303 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“§4051. Treatment of primary caretaker par-
ents and other individuals

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘“(1) the term ‘correctional officer’ means a
correctional officer of the Bureau of Prisons;

‘““(2) the term ‘covered institution’ means a
Federal penal or correctional institution;

““(3) the term ‘Director’ means the Director of
the Bureau of Prisons;

‘““(4) the term ‘post-partum recovery’ means
the first 8-week period of post-partum recovery
after giving birth;

‘“(5) the term ‘primary caretaker parent’ has
the meaning given the term in section 31903 of
the Family Unity Demonstration Project Act (34
U.S.C. 12242);

“(6) the term ‘prisoner’ means an individual
who is incarcerated in a Federal penal or cor-
rectional institution, including a vulnerable per-
son; and

‘““(7) the term ‘vulnerable person’ means an in-
dividual who—

‘““(A) is under 21 years of age or over 60 years
of age;

‘““(B) is pregnant;

‘“(C) identifies as lesbian, gay,
transgender, or intersezx;

‘(D) is victim or witness of a crime;

‘“(E) has filed a nonfrivolous civil rights claim
in Federal or State court;

‘“(F) has a serious mental or physical illness
or disability; or

‘“(G) during the period of incarceration, has
been determined to have experienced or to be ex-
periencing severe trauma or to be the victim of
gender-based violence—

“(i) by any court or administrative judicial
proceeding;

““(ii) by any corrections official;

“(iii) by the individual’s attorney or legal
service provider; or

“(iv) by the individual.

““(b) GEOGRAPHIC PLACEMENT.—

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE.—The Director
shall establish within the Bureau of Prisons an

bisexual,
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office that determines the placement of pris-
oners.

“(2) PLACEMENT OF PRISONERS.—In deter-
mining the placement of a prisoner, the office
established under paragraph (1) shall—

““(A) if the prisoner has children, place the
prisoner as close to the children as possible;

‘““‘B) in deciding whether to assign a
transgender or intersex prisoner to a facility for
male or female prisoners, and in making other
housing and programming assignments, consider
on a case-by-case basis whether a placement
would ensure the prisoner’s health and safety,
including serious consideration of the prisoner’s
own views with respect to their safety, and
whether the placement would present manage-
ment or security problems; and

“(C) consider any other factor that the office
determines to be appropriate.

““(c) PROHIBITION ON PLACEMENT OF PREG-
NANT PRISONERS OR PRISONERS IN POST-PARTUM
RECOVERY IN SEGREGATED HOUSING UNITS.—

‘(1) PLACEMENT IN SEGREGATED HOUSING
UNITS.—A covered institution may not place a
prisoner who is pregnant or in post-partum re-
covery in a segregated housing unit unless the
prisoner presents an immediate risk of harm to
the prisoner or others.

““(2) RESTRICTIONS.—Any placement of a pris-
oner described in subparagraph (A) in a seg-
regated housing unit shall be limited and tem-
porary.

““(d) PARENTING CLASSES.—The Director shall
provide parenting classes to each prisoner who
is a primary caretaker parent.

““(e) TRAUMA SCREENING.—The Director shall
provide training to each correctional officer and
each employee of the Bureau of Prisons who
regularly interacts with prisoners, including
each instructor and health care professional, to
enable those correctional officers and employees
to—

‘(1) identify a prisoner who has a mental or
physical health need relating to trauma the
prisoner has experienced; and

“(2) refer a prisoner described in paragraph
(1) to the proper healthcare professional for
treatment.

“(f) INMATE HEALTH.—

‘(1) HEALTH CARE ACCESS.—The Director shall
ensure that all prisoners receive adequate
health care.

““(2) HYGIENIC PRODUCTS.—The Director shall
make essential hygienic products, including
shampoo, toothpaste, toothbrushes, and any
other hygienic product that the Director deter-
mines appropriate, available without charge to
prisoners.

“(3) GYNECOLOGIST ACCESS.—The Director
shall ensure that all prisoners have access to a
gynecologist as appropriate.

“(9) USE OF SEX-APPROPRIATE CORRECTIONAL
OFFICERS.—

““(1) REGULATIONS.—The Director shall make
rules under which—

““(A) a correctional officer may not conduct a
strip search of a prisoner of the opposite sex un-
less—

‘(i) the prisoner presents a risk of immediate
harm to the prisoner or others, and no other
correctional officer of the same sex as the pris-
oner, or medical staff is available to assist; or

““(ii) the prisoner has previously requested
that an officer of a different sex conduct
searches;

“(B) a correctional officer may not enter a
restroom reserved for prisoners of the opposite
sex unless—

‘(i) a prisoner in the restroom presents a risk
of immediate harm to themselves or others; or

““(ii) there is a medical emergency in the rest-
room and no other correctional officer of the ap-
propriate sex is available to assist;

“(C) a transgender prisoner’s sex is deter-
mined according to the sex with which they
identify; and

“(D) a correctional officer may mot search or
physically examine a prisoner for the sole pur-
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pose of determining the prisoner’s genital status
or sex.

“(2) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in
paragraph (1) shall be construed to affect the
requirements under the Prison Rape Elimination
Act of 2003 (42 U.S.C. 15601 et seq.).”’.

(c) SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT.—Section
3621(e) of title 18, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“(7) ELIGIBILITY OF PRIMARY CARETAKER PAR-
ENTS AND PREGNANT WOMEN.—The Director of
the Bureau of Prisons may not prohibit an eligi-
ble prisoner who is a primary caretaker parent
(as defined in section 4051) or pregnant from
participating in a program of residential sub-
stance abuse treatment provided under para-
graph (1) on the basis of a failure by the eligible
prisoner, before being committed to the custody
of the Bureau of Prisons, to disclose to any offi-
cial of the Bureau of Prisons that the prisoner
had a substance abuse problem on or before the
date on which the eligible prisoner was com-
mitted to the custody of the Bureau of Pris-
ons.”’.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Director
of the Bureau of Prisons shall implement this
section and the amendments made by this sec-
tion.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Director of
the Bureau of Prisons shall submit to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and the
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the implementation of
this section and the amendments made by this
section.

(e) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 303 of
title 18, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

““4051. Treatment of primary caretaker parents

and other individuals.” .
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY
WOMEN.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited
as the “‘Stop Infant Mortality And Recidivism
Reduction Act’ or the “SIMARRA Act’.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 270 days
after the date of the enactment of this section,
the Director of the Federal Bureau of Prisons
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘Director’)
shall establish a pilot program (in this section
referred to as the ‘‘Program’) in accordance
with this section to permit women incarcerated
in Federal prisons and the children born to such
women during incarceration to reside together
while the inmate serves a term of imprisonment
in a separate housing wing of the prison.

(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section
are to—

(1) prevent infant mortality among infants
born to incarcerated mothers and greatly reduce
the trauma and stress experienced by the un-
born fetuses of pregnant inmates;

(2) reduce the recidivism rates of federally in-
carcerated women and mothers, and enhance
public safety by improving the effectiveness of
the Federal prison system for women as a popu-
lation with special needs;

(3) establish female offender risk and needs
assessment as the cornerstones of a more effec-
tive and efficient Federal prison system;

(4) implement a validated post-sentencing risk
and needs assessment system that relies on dy-
namic risk factors to provide Federal prison offi-
cials with a roadmap to address the pre- and
post-natal needs of Federal pregnant offenders,
manage limited resources, and enhance public
safety;

(5) perform regular outcome evaluations of the
effectiveness of programs and interventions for
federally incarcerated pregnant women and
mothers to assure that such programs and inter-
ventions are evidence-based and to suggest
changes, deletions, and expansions based on the
results of such evaluations; and
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(6) assist the Department of Justice to address
the underlying cost structure of the Federal
prison system and ensure that the Department
can continue to run prison nurseries safely and
securely without compromising the scope or
quality of the Department’s critical health, safe-
ty and law enforcement missions.

(d) DUTIES OF THE DIRECTOR OF BUREAU OF
PRISONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry out
this section in consultation with—

(A) a licensed and board-certified gynecologist
or obstetrician;

(B) the Director of the Administrative Office
of the United States Courts;

(C) the Director of the Office of Probation and
Pretrial Services;

(D) the Director of the National Institute of
Justice; and

(E) the Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices.

(2) DUTIES.—The Director shall, in accordance
with paragraph (3)—

(A) develop an offender risk and needs assess-
ment system particular to the health and sen-
sitivities of Federally incarcerated pregnant
women and mothers in accordance with this
subsection;

(B) develop recommendations regarding recidi-
vism reduction programs and productive activi-
ties in accordance with subsection (c);

(C) conduct ongoing research and data anal-
ysis on—

(i) the best practices relating to the use of of-
fender risk and mneeds assessment tools par-
ticular to the health and sensitivities of feder-
ally incarcerated pregnant women and mothers;

(ii) the best available risk and needs assess-
ment tools particular to the health and sensitivi-
ties of Federally incarcerated pregnant women
and mothers and the level to which they rely on
dynamic risk factors that could be addressed
and changed over time, and on measures of risk
of recidivism, individual needs, and responsive-
ness to recidivism reduction programs;

(iii) the most effective and efficient uses of
such tools in conjunction with recidivism reduc-
tion programs, productive activities, incentives,
and rewards; and

(iv) which recidivism reduction programs are
the most effective—

(1) for Federally incarcerated pregnant women
and mothers classified at different recidivism
risk levels; and

(II) for addressing the specific needs of Feder-
ally incarcerated pregnant women and mothers;

(D) on a biennial basis, review the system de-
veloped under subparagraph (A) and the rec-
ommendations developed under subparagraph
(B), using the research conducted under sub-
paragraph (C), to determine whether any revi-
sions or updates should be made, and if so,
make such revisions or updates;

(E) hold periodic meetings with the individ-
uals listed in paragraph (1) at intervals to be de-
termined by the Director; and

(F) report to Congress in accordance with sub-
section (i).

(3) METHODS.—In carrying out the duties
under paragraph (2), the Director shall—

(A) consult relevant stakeholders; and

(B) make decisions using data that is based on
the best available statistical and empirical evi-
dence.

(e) ELIGIBILITY.—An inmate may apply to
participate in the Program if the inmate—

(1) is pregnant at the beginning of or during
the term of imprisonment; and

(2) is in the custody or control of the Federal
Bureau of Prisons.

(f) PROGRAM TERMS.—

(1) TERM OF PARTICIPATION.—To correspond
with the purposes and goals of the Program to
promote bonding during the critical stages of
child development, an eligible inmate selected
for the Program may participate in the Program,
subject to subsection (g), until the earliest of—

(A) the date that the inmate’s term of impris-
onment terminates;
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(B) the date the infant fails to meet any med-
ical criteria established by the Director or the
Director’s designee along with a collective deter-
mination of the persons listed in subsection
(d)1); or

(C) 30 months.

(2) INMATE REQUIREMENTS.—For the duration
of an inmate’s participation in the Program, the
inmate shall agree to—

(4) take substantive steps towards acting in
the role of a parent or guardian to any child of
that inmate;

(B) participate in any educational or coun-
seling opportunities established by the Director,
including topics such as child development, par-
enting skills, domestic wviolence, vocational
training, or substance abuse, as appropriate;

(C) abide by any court decision regarding the
legal or physical custody of the child;

(D) transfer to the Federal Bureau of Prisons
any child support payments for the infant of the
participating inmate from any person or govern-
mental entity; and

(E) specify a person who has agreed to take at
least temporary custody of the child if the in-
mate’s participation in the Program terminates
before the inmate’s release.

(9) CONTINUITY OF CARE.—The Director shall
take appropriate actions to prevent detachment
or disruption of either an inmate’s or infant’s
health and bonding-based well-being due to ter-
mination of the Program.

(h) REPORTING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of the enactment of this section
and once each year thereafter for 5 years, the
Director shall submit a report to the Congress
with regards to progress in implementing the
Program.

(2) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 6 months
after the termination of the Program, the Direc-
tor shall issue a final report to the Congress
that contains a detailed statement of the Direc-
tor’s findings and conclusions, including rec-
ommendations for legislation, administrative ac-
tions, and regulations the Director considers ap-
propriate.

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To
carry out this section, there is authorized to be
appropriated $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024.

TITLE XII—LAW ENFORCEMENT TOOLS TO
ENHANCE PUBLIC SAFETY
SEC. 1201. NOTIFICATION TO LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES OF PROHIBITED PUR-
CHASE OR ATTEMPTED PURCHASE
OF A FIREARM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I of the NICS Improve-
ment Amendments Act of 2007 (18 U.S.C. 922
note) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 108. NOTIFICATION TO LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES OF PROHIBITED PUR-
CHASE OF A FIREARM.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a back-
ground check conducted by the National Instant
Criminal Background Check System pursuant to
the request of a licensed importer, licensed man-
ufacturer, or licensed dealer of firearms (as such
terms are defined in section 921 of title 18,
United States Code), which background check
determines that the receipt of a firearm by a
person would violate subsection (g9)(8), (9)(9), or
(9)(10) of section 922 of title 18, United States
Code, and such determination is made after 3
business days have elapsed since the licensee
contacted the System and a firearm has been
transferred to that person, the System shall no-
tify the law enforcement agencies described in
subsection (b).

“(b) LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES DE-
SCRIBED.—The law enforcement agencies de-
scribed in this subsection are the law enforce-
ment agencies that have jurisdiction over the lo-
cation from which the licensee contacted the
system and the law enforcement agencies that
have jurisdiction over the location of the resi-
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dence of the person for which the background
check was conducted, as follows:

‘(1) The field office of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

“(2) The local law enforcement agency.

““(3) The State law enforcement agency.

““(4) The Tribal law enforcement agency.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con-
tents of the NICS Improvement Amendments Act
of 2007 (18 10 U.S.C. 922 note) is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 107 the
following:

“Sec. 108. Notification to law enforcement
agencies of prohibited purchase of
a firearm.”.
SEC. 1202. REPORTING OF BACKGROUND CHECK
DENIALS TO STATE, LOCAL, AND
TRIBAL AUTHORITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 44 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 925A the following:

“§925B. Reporting of background check deni-
als to State, local, and tribal authorities

“(a) IN GENERAL.—If the national instant
criminal background check system established
under section 103 of the Brady Handgun Vio-
lence Prevention Act (18 U.S.C. 922 note) pro-
vides a notice pursuant to section 922(t) of this
title that the receipt of a firearm by a person
would violate subsection (g)(8), (g)(9), or (9)(10)
of section 922 of this title or State law, the At-
torney General shall, in accordance with sub-
section (b) of this section—

“(1) report to the law enforcement authorities
of the State where the person sought to acquire
the firearm and, if different, the law enforce-
ment authorities of the State of residence of the
person—

““(A) that the notice was provided;

‘“‘(B) of the specific provision of law that
would have been violated;

‘“(C) of the date and time the notice was pro-
vided;

‘““(D) of the location where the firearm was
sought to be acquired; and

‘““(E) of the identity of the person; and

““(2) report the incident to local or tribal law
enforcement authorities and, where practicable,
State, tribal, or local prosecutors, in the juris-
diction where the firearm was sought and in the
Jjurisdiction where the person resides.

““(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR REPORT.—A report is
made in accordance with this subsection if the
report is made within 24 hours after the provi-
sion of the notice described in subsection (a), ex-
cept that the making of the report may be de-
layed for so long as is necessary to avoid com-
promising an ongoing investigation.

“(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subsection (a) shall be construed to require a re-
port with respect to a person to be made to the
same State authorities that originally issued the
notice with respect to the person.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for such chapter is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 925A the fol-
lowing:

““925B. Reporting of background check denials
to State, local, and tribal authori-
ties.”.

SEC. 1203. SPECIAL ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEYS

AND CROSS-DEPUTIZED ATTORNEYS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 44 of title 18,
United States Code, as amended by this Act, is
further amended by inserting after section 925B
the following:

“§925C. Special assistant U.S. attorneys and

cross-deputized attorneys

““(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to improve the en-
forcement of paragraphs (8), (9), and (10) of sec-
tion 922(g), the Attorney General may—

‘(1) appoint, in accordance with section 543
of title 28, qualified State, tribal, territorial and
local prosecutors and qualified attorneys work-
ing for the United States government to serve as
special assistant United States attorneys for the
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purpose of prosecuting violations of such para-
graphs;

“‘(2) deputize State, tribal, territorial and local
law enforcement officers for the purpose of en-
hancing the capacity of the agents of the Bu-
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explo-
sives in responding to and investigating viola-
tions of such paragraphs; and

““(3) establish, in order to receive and expedite
requests for assistance from State, tribal, terri-
torial and local law enforcement agencies re-
sponding to intimate partner wviolence cases
where such agencies have probable cause to be-
lieve that the offenders may be in violation of
such paragraphs, points of contact within—

‘““(A) each Field Division of the Bureau of Al-
cohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives; and

‘““(B) each District Office of the United States
Attorneys.

““(b) IMPROVE INTIMATE PARTNER AND PUBLIC
SAFETY.—The Attorney General shall—

‘(1) identify mo less than 75 jurisdictions
among States, territories and tribes where there
are high rates of firearms violence and threats
of firearms violence against intimate partners
and other persons protected under paragraphs
3, (9), and (10) of section 922(g) and where
local authorities lack the resources to address
such violence; and

“(2) make such appointments as described in
subsection (a) in jurisdictions where enhanced
enforcement of such paragraphs is necessary to
reduce firearms homicide and injury rates.

‘““(c) QUALIFIED DEFINED.—For purposes of
this section, the term ‘qualified’ means, with re-
spect to an attorney, that the attorney is a li-
censed attorney in good standing with any rel-
evant licensing authority.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for such chapter is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 925B the fol-
lowing:

“925C. Special assistant U.S. attorneys and
cross-deputized attorneys.”’.
TITLE XIII—CLOSING THE LAW

ENFORCEMENT CONSENT LOOPHOLE
SEC. 1301. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Closing the
Law Enforcement Consent Loophole Act of
2019”.

SEC. 1302. PROHIBITION ON ENGAGING IN SEX-
UAL ACTS WHILE ACTING UNDER
COLOR OF LAW.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2243 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by adding at the
end the following: ‘“‘or by any person acting
under color of law’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) as
subsections (d) and (e), respectively;

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

““(c) OF AN INDIVIDUAL BY ANY PERSON ACT-
ING UNDER COLOR OF LAW.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever, acting under
color of law, knowingly engages in a sexual act
with an individual, including an individual who
is under arrest, in detention, or otherwise in the
actual custody of any Federal law enforcement
officer, shall be fined under this title, impris-
oned not more than 15 years, or both.

‘“(2) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the term
‘sexual act’ has the meaning given the term in
section 2246.”’; and

(4) in subsection (d), as so redesignated, by
adding at the end the following:

“(3) In a prosecution under subsection (c), it
is not a defense that the other individual con-
sented to the sexual act.”.

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 2246 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking “‘and’’ at the
end;

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing:
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“(7) the term ‘Federal law enforcement officer’
has the meaning given the term in section 115.”’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for chapter 109A of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by amending the item related
to section 2243 to read as follows:

“2243. Sexual abuse of a minor or ward or by
any person acting under color of
law.”.

SEC. 1303. INCENTIVES FOR STATES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO MAKE GRANTS.—The Attor-
ney General is authorized to make grants to
States that have in effect a law that—

(1) makes it a criminal offense for any person
acting under color of law of the State to engage
in a sexual act with an individual, including an
individual who is under arrest, in detention, or
otherwise in the actual custody of any law en-
forcement officer; and

(2) prohibits a person charged with an offense
described in paragraph (1) from asserting the
consent of the other individual as a defense.

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—A State that
receives a grant under this section shall submit
to the Attorney General, on an annual basis, in-
formation on—

(1) the number of reports made to law enforce-
ment agencies in that State regarding persons
engaging in a sexual act while acting under
color of law during the previous year; and

(2) the disposition of each case in which sex-
ual misconduct by a person acting under color
of law was reported during the previous year.

(c) APPLICATION.—A State seeking a grant
under this section shall submit an application to
the Attorney General at such time, in such man-
ner, and containing such information as the At-
torney General may reasonably require, includ-
ing information about the law described in sub-
section (a).

(d) GRANT AMOUNT.—The amount of a grant
to a State under this section shall be in an
amount that is not greater than 10 percent of
the average of the total amount of funding of
the 3 most recent awards that the State received
under the following grant programs:

(1) Part T of title I of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (34 U.S.C. 10441
et seq.) (commonly referred to as the ““STOP Vi-
olence Against Women Formula Grant Pro-
gram’).

(2) Section 41601 of the Violence Against
Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12511) (commonly
referred to as the ‘“‘Sexual Assault Services Pro-
gram’).

(e) GRANT TERM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General shall
provide an increase in the amount provided to a
State under the grant programs described in
subsection (d) for a 2-year period.

(2) RENEWAL.—A State that receives a grant
under this section may submit an application
for a renewal of such grant at such time, in
such manner, and containing such information
as the Attormney General may reasonably re-
quire.

(3) LiMIT.—A State may not receive a grant
under this section for more than 4 years.

(f) USES OF FUNDS.—A State that receives a
grant under this section shall use—

(1) 25 percent of such funds for any of the
permissible uses of funds under the grant pro-
gram described in paragraph (1) of subsection
(d); and

(2) 75 percent of such funds for any of the
permissible uses of funds under the grant pro-
gram described in paragraph (2) of subsection
(@).

(9) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this chapter $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2020 through 2024.

(h) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section,
the term ‘‘State’’ means each of the several
States and the District of Columbia, Indian
Tribes, and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and
the Northern Mariana Islands.
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SEC. 1304. REPORTS TO CONGRESS.

(a) REPORT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of this
Act, and each year thereafter, the Attorney
General shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining—

(1) the information required to be reported to
the Attorney General under section 3(b); and

(2) information on—

(A) the number of reports made, during the
previous year, to Federal law enforcement agen-
cies regarding persons engaging in a sexual act
while acting under color of law; and

(B) the disposition of each case in which sex-
ual misconduct by a person acting under color
of law was reported.

(b) REPORT BY GAO.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, and
each year thereafter, the Comptroller General of
the United States shall submit to Congress a re-
port on any violations of section 2243(c) of title
18, United States Code, as amended by section 2,
committed during the 1-year period covered by
the report.

SEC. 1305. DEFINITION.

In this title, the term ‘‘sexual act’ has the
meaning given the term in section 2246 of title
18, United States Code.

TITLE XIV—OTHER MATTERS

SEC. 1401. NATIONAL STALKER AND DOMESTIC VI-
OLENCE REDUCTION.

Section 40603 of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12402) is
amended by striking ‘2014 through 2018 and
inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 1402. FEDERAL VICTIM ASSISTANTS REAU-
THORIZATION.

Section 40114 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 40114. AUTHORIZATION FOR FEDERAL VIC-
TIM’S COUNSELORS.

“There are authorized to be appropriated for
the United States Attorneys for the purpose of
appointing victim/witness counselors for the
prosecution of sex crimes and domestic violence
crimes where applicable (such as the District of
Columbia), $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2020 through 2024.”.

SEC. 1403. CHILD ABUSE TRAINING PROGRAMS
FOR JUDICIAL PERSONNEL AND
PRACTITIONERS REAUTHORIZATION.

Section 224(a) of the Crime Control Act of 1990
(34 U.S.C. 20334(a)) is amended by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

SEC. 1404. SEX OFFENDER MANAGEMENT.

Section 40152(c) of the Violent Crime Control
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12311(c)) is amended by striking 2014 through
2018’ and inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 1405. COURT-APPOINTED SPECIAL ADVO-
CATE PROGRAM.

Section 219(a) of the Crime Control Act of 1990
(34 U.S.C. 20324(a)) is amended by striking ‘2014
through 2018 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024.

SEC. 1406. RAPE KIT BACKLOG.

Section 2(j) of the DNA Analysis Backlog
Elimination Act of 2000 (34 U.S.C. 40701) is
amended by striking ‘2015 through 2019 and
inserting ‘2020 through 2024°°.

SEC. 1407. SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EXAM
PROGRAM GRANTS.

Section 304(d) of the DNA Sexual Assault Jus-
tice Act of 2004 (34 U.S.C. 40723(d)) is amended
by striking 2015 through 2019’ and inserting
2020 through 2024°°.

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment
to that amendment in the nature of a
substitute is in order except those
printed in part B of House Report 116—
32. Bach such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the
report, by a Member designated in the
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report, shall be considered read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. JEFFRIES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 114, after line 13, insert the following:

(4) COMMON LANGUAGES.—The Secretary of
Labor shall ensure that the information dis-
seminated to survivors under paragraph (2) is
made available in commonly encountered
languages.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. JEFFRIES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today to offer an
amendment to H.R. 15685, the reauthor-
ization of the Violence Against Women
Act.

This amendment modestly modifies
the bill to ensure that the materials
distributed to victims and survivors
are available in commonly encountered
languages.

There are approximately 26 million
Americans whose primary language is
not English. One in five American fam-
ilies speak another language at home.
In my home State of New York, that
number is one in three. Languages spo-
ken throughout the country include
Spanish, Chinese, Tagalog, Viet-
namese, and French, just to name a
few.

H.R. 1585 provides that the Secretary
of Labor may disseminate information
on the resources and rights available to
survivors of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, or stalking. It
is important that all survivors and all
victims, regardless of the language
they primarily speak or read, have ac-
cess to such critical information.

This amendment will not adversely
impact Federal spending. In fact, sev-
eral agencies, including the Depart-
ment of Labor, have similar obliga-
tions to provide materials and notices
in commonly encountered languages,
and guidance and resources are avail-
able on how to do so consistent with
existing provisions in other areas of
law.

Let me also briefly express my sup-
port for this important and significant
legislation.

Since the Violence Against Women
Act was first enacted 30 years ago, it
has helped to address the crisis of do-
mestic and sexual violence through
vital grant programs and improved law
enforcement response to sexual crimes.
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It has also elevated an important na-
tional conversation about this issue,
drawing attention to its prevalence, re-
ducing stigma, and encouraging sur-
vivors to get support.

I want to thank the distinguished
chair of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, JERRY NADLER, for his tremen-
dous leadership, as well as my friend,
Congresswoman KAREN BASs, for her
leadership in wushering forward H.R.
1585.

I am proud today that we are doing
our part in the United States House of
Representatives to reauthorize the Vio-
lence Against Women Act and urge my
colleagues to support this amendment
and the underlying bill.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition, although
I am not opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
appreciate my friend from New York. I
have no problem with his amendment.
It is already a current, existing order,
introduced by President Clinton, and it
is also under DOJ guidance. This is
currently happening, and I think his
wanting to continue this, to put it in
this bill, I would have no problem with.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chair, I thank
the distinguished gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS), my colleague,
the ranking member on the House Ju-
diciary Committee, for his support.

This is a nation of immigrants. We
are a gorgeous mosaic of people from
all across the world. Out of many, we
are one. That is what makes America
such a phenomenal country.

We just want to make sure that, with
respect to this issue of sexual and do-
mestic violence, every American who is
a victim has an opportunity to get ac-
cess to the resources that will be put
into law.

I thank my colleagues for their sup-
port, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. JEFFRIES).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. SCANLON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 25, line 15, insert ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL—"’
before ““Section 1201°".

Page 26, after line 12, insert the following:

(b) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to Congress a report on the re-
turn on investment for legal assistance
grants awarded pursuant to section 1201 of
division B of the Victims of Trafficking and
Violence Protection Act of 2000 (34 U.S.C.
20121), including an accounting of the
amount saved, if any, on housing, medical,
or employment social welfare programs.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Pennsylvania (Ms. SCANLON) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today to offer an
amendment to study the return on in-
vestment of legal services for survivors
of domestic violence.

As a former legal services board
member and director of a pro bono pro-
gram, I know the importance of legal
representation for the most vulnerable
members of our community.

Access to justice is especially critical
when it comes to survivors of domestic
violence and human trafficking. Too
often, survivors are left to navigate the
overwhelming fallout of abuse alone,
whether that means seeking custody,
housing, medical care, employment
protections, or other legal assistance.

In the aftermath of abuse, legal rem-
edies are often complicated and hard to
manage, and legal representation in
these critical moments can make a
life-changing difference. Sometimes
that means a lawyer who can remove
the abuser from the home so the sur-
vivor doesn’t lose their housing; other
times, it is an attorney helping a sur-
vivor access the medical resources to
heal from physical and mental injuries.

Access to justice remains a crucial
issue in our legal system, and one of
the key contributions of VAWA is that
it recognizes the importance of legal
services for the survivors of abuse. So
not only does VAWA provide critical
medical and housing services, but it
provides 1legal representation that
often saves public dollars.

As with many social services, upfront
investment in legal services can result
in long-term benefits and savings. That
is why my amendment would ask the
GAO to conduct a study about the eco-
nomic benefits of investments in legal
services provided under the jurisdic-
tion of VAWA.

It is important that we have a full
grasp of the importance of these in-
vestments so that my colleagues and I
can continue pushing for robust invest-
ment in these critical legal resources. 1
urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and the underlying bill.
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Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition, although
I am not opposed to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance my time.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Chair, I thank
the distinguished gentleman from
Georgia, and I thank my colleagues for
their support.

Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Chair, I support this amendment,
which would require the preparation of
a GAO report on the return on invest-
ment for legal assistance grants for
victims.

Studies show that the efficiency of
the legal system improves whenever
victims receive assistance by legal pro-
fessionals. This amendment would pro-
vide a vehicle to help us assess the ef-
fectiveness and ramifications of pro-
viding legal assistance for victims, par-
ticularly in the areas of housing, med-
ical needs, and employment social wel-
fare programs.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Chair,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
SCANLON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
will be postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. ESCOBAR

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. ESCOBAR. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 156, insert after line 20 (and conform
the table of contents accordingly):

SEC. 1103. RESEARCH AND REPORT ON WOMEN
IN FEDERAL INCARCERATION.

Not later than 18 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, and thereafter, every
other year, the National Institutes of Jus-
tice, in consultation with the Bureau of Jus-
tice Statistics and the Bureau of Prisons (in-
cluding the Women and Special Population
Branch) shall prepare a report on the status
of women in federal incarceration. Depend-

I yield
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ing on the topic to be addressed, and the fa-
cility, data shall be collected from Bureau of
Prisons personnel and a sample that is rep-
resentative of the population of incarcerated
women. The report shall include:

(1) With regard to federal facilities wherein
women are incarcerated—

(A) responses by such women to questions
from the Adverse Childhood Experience
(ACES) questionnaire;

(B) demographic data of such women, in-
cluding sexual orientation and gender iden-
tity;

(C) responses by such women to questions
about the extent of exposure to sexual vic-
timization, sexual violence and domestic vio-
lence (both inside and outside of incarcer-
ation);

(D) the number of such women were preg-
nant at the time that they entered incarcer-
ation;

(E) the number of such women who have
children age 18 or under, and if so, how
many; and

(F) the crimes for which such women are
incarcerated and the length of their sen-
tence.

(2) With regard to all federal facilities
where persons are incarcerated—

(A) a list of best practices with respect to
women’s incarceration and transition, in-
cluding staff led programs, services and man-
agement practices (including making sani-
tary products readily available and easily
accessible, and access to and provision of
healthcare);

(B) the availability of trauma treatment at
each facility (including number of beds, and
number of trained staff);

(C) rates of serious mental illness broken
down by gender and security level and a list
of residential programs available by site; and

(D) the availability of vocational edu-
cation and a list of vocational programs pro-
vided by each facility.

SEC. 1104. REENTRY PLANNING AND SERVICES
FOR INCARCERATED WOMEN.

The Attorney General, in coordination
with the Chief of U.S. Probation and Pretrial
Services and the Director of the Bureau of
Prisons (including Women and Special Popu-
lation Branch), shall collaborate on a model
of gender responsive transition for incarcer-
ated women, including the development of a
national standard on prevention with respect
to domestic and sexual violence. In devel-
oping the model, the Chief and the Director
shall consult with such experts within the
federal government (including the Office on
Violence Against Women of the Department
of Justice) and in the victim service provider
community (including sexual and domestic
violence and homelessness, job training and
job placement service providers) as are nec-
essary to the completion of a comprehensive
plan. Issues addressed should include—

(1) the development by the Bureau of Pris-
ons of a contract for gender collaborative
services; and

(2) identification by re-entry affairs coordi-
nators and responsive planning for the needs
of re-entering women with respect to—

(A) housing, including risk of homeless-
ness;

(B) previous exposure to and risk for do-
mestic and sexual violence; and

(C) the need for parenting classes, assist-
ance securing childcare, or assistance in
seeking or securing jobs that afford flexi-
bility (as might be necessary in the re-entry,
parenting or other contexts).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. ESCOBAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. ESCOBAR. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I thank Representatives
BAss and FITZPATRICK and Chairman
NADLER for their work on this bill,
which will provide critical support to
women.

My amendment has two components
to help ensure our work reaches women
in every corner of society.

The first requires an annual report
on the status of women in Federal in-
carceration. According to the Federal
Bureau of Prisons, women account for
approximately 7 percent of the Federal
inmate population. As of March 28, the
U.S. had 180,181 Federal inmates. This
means that the number of female pris-
oners in America is about 12,613.

Women in prison face unique chal-
lenges. For example, they are more
likely to have their children taken
away from them while they are incar-
cerated, more likely to have trouble
accessing basic hygiene products, and
more likely to suffer from mental
health problems.

A report done by the Center for
American Progress found that 75 per-
cent of incarcerated women suffer from
substance abuse problems, while 68 per-
cent experienced physical or sexual
abuse at some point in their lives.

This commonsense amendment would
compile more comprehensive, badly
needed data to help us better under-
stand the needs of incarcerated women
and help us deliver the services they
need.

The report on women would include
data points such as sexual orientation
and gender identity, exposure to sexual
and domestic violence, whether the
woman was pregnant at the time of her
incarceration, and length of sentence.
The report would also collect data on
all Federal facilities where women are
incarcerated to determine best prac-
tices and the availability of trauma
treatment.

This information can then be used by
Congress to develop policies that would
better serve women and their families.

The second component of my amend-
ment directs the Attorney General, in
coordination with the Chief of U.S.
Probation and Pretrial Services and
the Director of the Bureau of Prisons,
to collaborate on reentry planning and
services for incarcerated women, in-
cluding the development of a national
standard on domestic and sexual vio-
lence prevention.

Reentry and planning services are
vital because reentering society is a
difficult process for many and rep-
resents a critical point of transition
that may help solidify rehabilitation or
may, if poorly managed, pose new risk
to success.

This is especially the case for women
because of the unique circumstances I
mentioned previously. Many are care-
takers for their children, victims of
abuse, and have addiction issues.

For example, finding a place to live
is especially difficult. Formerly incar-
cerated individuals are nearly 10 times
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more likely to become homeless. Data
from the Prison Policy Initiative show
that formerly incarcerated women face
homelessness at much higher rates
than men. For women of color, the rate
of homelessness only increases. Fur-
ther, many shelters are reluctant to
accept women with children.

When developing reentry plans and
services, the Department of Justice of-
ficials are required to address gender-
collaborative services; housing; pre-
vious exposure to and risk for domestic
and sexual violence; and the need for
parenting classes, securing childcare
assistance, and assistance securing jobs
that afford flexibility.

Finally, the establishment of a na-
tional standard on domestic and sexual
violence prevention will ensure that
the government sets the bar for pro-
tecting vulnerable women from abuse.
Affirmatively including incarcerated
women in the reauthorization of VAWA
will enable the government to treat
these women with dignity and respect
and ensure we are doing all we can to
prevent future victims of violence.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment,
although I am not opposed.

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. LAWRENCE).
Without objection, the gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, again, I am not opposed to the
amendment. I appreciate some of the
comments by the gentlewoman from
Texas.

Several of these were actually in the
FIRST STEP Act, which we passed last
year, on criminal justice reform. I am
glad to see that they are still being dis-
cussed.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. ESCOBAR. Madam Chair, I
thank the distinguished gentleman
from Georgia, and I yield 30 seconds to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

I support this amendment, which
would direct the preparation of a re-
port on the status of women in Federal
incarceration. The amendment would
also direct the Attorney General to
work on a model of gender-responsive
transition for incarcerated women, in-
cluding the development of a national
standard on prevention with respect to
domestic and sexual violence.

According to the U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights, very little current data
exists on the status of incarcerated
women in Federal custody. This
amendment will allow us to better re-
spond to the needs of incarcerated
women, and it will provide us with vi-
tally important data, for oversight pur-
poses.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment.
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Ms. ESCOBAR. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. ESCOBAR).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. DEAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. DEAN. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 16, after line 2, insert the following:

SEC. 4. AGENCY AND DEPARTMENT COORDINA-
TION.

The heads of Executive Departments re-
sponsible for carrying out this Act are au-
thorized to coordinate and collaborate on the
prevention of domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, including
sharing best practices and efficient use of re-
sources and technology for victims and those
seeking assistance from the Government.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Pennsylvania (Ms. DEAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania.

Ms. DEAN. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise to offer this amendment to
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019.

My amendment allows for cross-agen-
cy coordination to collaborate on the
prevention of domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, and stalking,
and for the agencies to share best prac-
tices for victims.

This will allow for greater efficiency
and transparency, and most impor-
tantly, it will allow for the sharing of
best practices and information that
could help survivors of domestic vio-
lence.

With every reauthorization of VAWA
since 1994, we have enhanced its protec-
tions, preserved its accomplishments,
and removed its shortcomings, includ-
ing adding protections for the elderly
and the disabled, expanding sexual as-

sault and stalking provisions, and
fighting housing discrimination.
These reauthorizations of VAWA

have allowed us to come together to
work collaboratively to combat domes-
tic violence. Similarly, my amendment
asks the agencies to work cohesively
together and coordinate to accomplish
a common goal: to protect survivors
and their families, and to end violence
against women.

As we know, domestic violence
plagues all communities across this
country and all the districts that we
represent. In my home State of Penn-
sylvania, the problem is no different.
In the last 10 years, more than 1,600
people have died as a result of domestic
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violence, including people of all demo-
graphics. Domestic violence has af-
fected the lives of thousands of Penn-
sylvanians. Sadly, just in 2017, two of
my constituents in Montgomery Coun-
ty lost their lives to domestic violence.

That is why it is so imperative that
we reauthorize the Violence Against
Women Act, because we know, since its
inception, the rate of violence has de-
creased by a remarkable 63 percent.

We have the opportunity to come to-
gether once again and pass this bipar-
tisan VAWA reauthorization with new
and better provisions, including ex-
panding protections for young victims,
survivors without shelters, and LGBTQ
people; preventing intimate partner
homicides by prohibiting those con-
victed of dating violence from pos-
sessing firearms; and protecting the Of-
fice on Violence Against Women to en-
sure survivors of domestic violence
have access to the much-needed re-
sources they deserve.

I am pleased to be an original cospon-
sor of the Violence Against Women
Act, and I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to stand up against
domestic violence, support this amend-
ment, and vote to reauthorize this
vital piece of legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition,
although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. DEAN. Madam Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Penn-
sylvania (Ms. WILD).

Ms. WILD. Madam Chair, I thank the
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania for
yielding.

I rise in support of this amendment,
which is being sponsored by my col-
league and friend from Pennsylvania.

The Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act, VAWA, responds to
our Nation’s crisis of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
and stalking. VAWA expired in Sep-
tember of last year, and it is long past
time for Congress to reauthorize this
legislation.

Representative DEAN’s amendment
will increase interagency cooperation
efforts to prevent violence and provide
critical services to survivors. No one
solution can stop every act of violence,
but this amendment recognizes that
more coordination among agencies
over best practices, resources, and
technology will lead to better results
for those in need of urgent assistance.

As survivors transition out of crisis,
they need access to housing,
healthcare, and other vital resources to
rebuild their lives. In my home dis-
trict, organizations like Turning Point
of Lehigh Valley assist survivors of
abuse and their families. This amend-
ment and VAWA overall will enable
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shelters like Turning Point to better
serve people in need.

Madam Chair, I am proud to stand
with survivors.

Ms. DEAN. Madam Chair, I thank the
author of this important bill, Rep-
resentative BAssS, and I thank the tire-
less advocates who have worked to
bring us to this important day.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment and to
please support this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
DEAN).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MRS. TORRES OF
CALIFORNIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 33, line 17, strike ‘“‘and’ at the end.

Page 34, line 3, strike the period at the end
and insert the following: ‘‘; and”’.

Page 34, after line 3, insert the following:

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(e) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2019,
the Secretary, acting through the Director
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, shall submit to Congress, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Committee
on Energy and Commerce of the House of
Representatives, and the Committee on Ap-
propriations and the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen-
ate a report on the activities funded by
grants awarded under this section and best
practices relating to rape prevention and
education.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. TORRES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Chair, I rise today to offer an amend-
ment to H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019.

Madam Chair, rape is a crisis in this
country. In the United States, one in
five women will be raped in their life-
time—one in five. Men can be rape vic-
tims, too. As a matter of fact, 1 in 71
men will be raped.

The LGBTQ community suffers from
even higher rates of sexual violence
and rape. Forty-six percent of bisexual
women have been raped, and 47 percent
of transgender individuals have been
assaulted at some point in their lives.
These statistics are more severe for
people of color in the LGBTQ commu-
nity. What is worse is that many
LGBTQ victims are denied services
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simply because of their sexual orienta-
tion or gender identity.

Whether we know it or not, everyone
in this room knows a rape survivor.
Maybe she or he is the barista who
makes your morning coffee.
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Maybe she or he is a security officer
who smiles at you on your way to
work. Maybe he or she is your co-
worker, your sibling, your partner, or
your child. Many people don’t realize
that they know a rape survivor.

Too often, rape isn’t reported because
victims fear the consequences. Often
survivors fear that no one will believe
them or that they will be blamed or
stigmatized. In the #MeToo era, the
pervasiveness of sexual assault has
come to the forefront. However, the
public is still grappling with our under-
standing of rape, the myth versus re-
ality.

Many people still think that rape is
only an act committed by a stranger in
a dark alley. Instances like this do
happen. In 2016, Brock Turner raped an
unconscious young woman behind a
dumpster. His punishment? Three
months in jail. This sentencing alone
reflects the failure to understand rape
and a tendency to blame the victim.

Our comprehension of rape has
changed dramatically in the past dec-
ade. Instances of rape being per-
petrated by strangers do happen, but
eight out of ten rape survivors knew
their rapist. The majority of female
survivors were raped by an intimate
partner.

While there is plenty of data on
VAWA grants administered by the Of-
fice of Violence Against Women, an
analysis by the Congressional Research
Service found that there is insufficient
information on RPE formula grants
run by the CDC.

To prevent rape and create innova-
tive trauma-informed policies and pro-
grams, we need to improve our under-
standing of which initiatives are effec-
tive. My amendment will bridge this
information gap and help better inform
our rape prevention efforts. My amend-
ment requires the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention to provide a re-
port to Congress on the activity of
grant awardees funded through the
Rape Prevention and Education Grant
Program as well as on emerging and
best practices relating to rape preven-
tion and education.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I rise in opposition, although I
am not opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Chair, I would like to thank the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. BASS), the
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gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE), and Chairman NADLER for intro-
ducing H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Reauthorization Act of 2019,
and I urge its swift passage.

Lastly, Madam Chair, I would ask
that this amendment be made in order,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
TORRES).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, I
call up amendment No. 6 to H.R. 1585.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 170, line 18, strike ‘‘Section 2(j)”’ and
insert ‘“‘Section 2.

Page 170, line 19, strike by’ and insert ‘“‘—

Page 170, strike lines 20 through 21, and in-
sert the following:

(1) in subsection (f)—

(A) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘(2) information on best practices for state
and local governments to reduce the backlog
of DNA evidence’’; and

(2) in subsection (j), by striking 2015
through 2019 and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman,
the Violence Against Women Act reau-
thorizes the Debbie Smith DNA Back-
log Grant Program through 2024. This
amendment simply requires State and
local governments that are recipients
of the grant program to include infor-
mation in their reports to the Attorney
General on best practices for reducing
the backlog of DNA evidence.

This grant program was originally
authorized under the Justice for All
Act of 2004 to provide grants to State
and local governments for the collec-
tion and analysis of forensic samples
and to ensure the timely processing of
DNA evidence by law enforcement.
Congress reauthorized the program sev-
eral times, most recently providing
$151 million for fiscal year 2019.

Despite these efforts, the backlog of
untested DNA evidence is still high.
According to reporting from The Texas
Tribune, a paper back in the State of
Texas, it costs between $500 and $2,000
to test a kit, and there are approxi-
mately 3,500 untested Kkits in Texas



April 3, 2019

alone. We must continue working to re-
duce this backlog so that we can bring
justice to the victims of assault.

State and local grant recipients are
required to submit a report to the At-
torney General which is then summa-
rized for Congress. My amendment adds
best practices for reducing the backlog
to the report required by grant recipi-
ents in order to better understand the
needs of entities directly involved in
collecting and processing DNA evi-
dence.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment, although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New York is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I sup-
port this amendment to improve the
reporting requirements for States and
localities that receive funding under
the Debbie Smith DNA Backlog Grant
Program.

As we all know, because of the in-
creased awareness of the potential for
DNA evidence to help solve criminal
cases, the demand for DNA testing con-
tinues to grow nationwide. Crime lab-
oratories now process more DNA than
ever before. In recognition of this, H.R.
15685 reauthorizes the Debbie Smith
Act, which I helped to originate.

This amendment directs States and
localities to report information to the
Attorney General on best practices for
reducing the backlog of DNA evidence.
The emphasis on best practices is a
good one, as it will help ensure that
the backlog is cleared in as expeditious
and efficient a manner as possible.

Madam Chair, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the amendment, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for his support,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 39, after line 6, insert the following:

‘“(12) To train campus personnel in how to
use a victim-centered, trauma-informed
interview technique, which means asking
questions of a student or a campus employee
who is reported to be a victim of sexual har-
assment, sexual assault, domestic violence,
dating violence, or stalking, in a manner
that is focused on the experience of the re-
ported victim, that does not judge or blame
the reported victim for the alleged crime,
and that is informed by evidence-based re-
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search on the neurobiology of trauma. To
the extent practicable, campus personnel
shall allow the reported victim to partici-
pate in a recorded interview and to receive a
copy of the recorded interview.”’;

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chair, I rise in support of
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019. This legis-
lation is the result of the tireless work
of advocates, Chairman NADLER, of the
bill’s original sponsor, my colleague
from California, Congresswoman
KAREN BAsSS, and most especially, the
women who survived domestic violence
and sexual assault and bravely shared
their stories. Without their courage,
this legislation would not be on the
floor today.

I also appreciate the title in this bill
which helps victims of domestic vio-
lence access safe housing. Women who
are in dangerous situations at home
need to be able to quickly transfer to
alternative housing, and that is pre-
cisely what Title 6 of this bill aims to
do. I understand that there are some
stakeholders who have raised some
questions about how the implementa-
tion of this title would work, and I will
continue to work with them as this bill
moves through the Senate.

Though the Violence Against Women
Act has led to widespread change in
how our Nation understands and re-
sponds to domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, and sexual harassment, much
work remains to be done.

Twenty-five years after the original
Violence Against Women Act passed in
1994, women who came forward are still
too often disregarded, disgraced, and
humiliated, all because those in power
know that if the stories of the trauma
and abuse suffered by women are true,
then everything—including their
power—would need to change. My
amendment is another step toward en-
suring that women who speak out and
refuse to be silenced are supported and
heard.

Section 303 of H.R. 15685 includes the
grant program that provides funds to
higher education institutions to com-
bat violent crimes on campuses, in-
cluding especially, domestic and sexual
violence. My amendment would create
a new purpose area for section 303
grants, which allows funding to be used
by higher education institutions to
train employees on how to conduct vic-
tim-centered, trauma-informed inter-
views with the students who report
being a victim of sexual assault, do-
mestic violence, stalking, or harass-
ment. The employee would be trained
to communicate in a manner which
does not blame or judge the survivor
for the crimes he or she reports.
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My amendment stipulates that if a
student requests to have a record of
their conversations with college em-
ployees and administrators, then
schools which accept funding for this
purpose area must offer a recorded
interview. Given the lengthy record of
colleges suppressing reports of sexual
or domestic violence on campus, re-
corded interviews can be incredibly im-
portant to survivors.

Only one in five female college stu-
dents report their sexual assault, and
many cite a fear of retaliation and not
being believed as the primary reasons
they stayed silent. Students who come
forward and report an assault or other
crime should never be made to feel that
they are at fault, that they will be pun-
ished, or that they should feel shame.
College administrators should never
use their ignorance as to how trauma
affects young women—which can often
make it difficult for a victim to recall
exactly what happened and when—as a
reason to discredit those who report.

My amendment will help ensure that
never happens by facilitating the train-
ing necessary for colleges to better
support students as they navigate what
is likely to be one of the most trau-
matic moments in their lives.

So, Madam Chair, I urge all of my
colleagues to support training to pro-
mote more effective conversations be-
tween students and college employees
and vote in the affirmative for my
amendment.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chairman, I do claim the time in oppo-
sition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I understand the gentlewoman’s
concern here, and I appreciate that
concern.

A bigger concern I have here is con-
cerning the trend of handling respon-
sibilities on campus and giving those—
in a criminal matter and putting them
into campus personnel rather than law
enforcement. My concern is that these
are crimes and they need to be treated
as crimes.

We need to do everything we possibly
can to treat those victims and give
them as much support and help as we
possibly can, but I don’t want to give
in to the implication that this should
be treated as anything other than a
crime, and law enforcement personnel
should be involved in all stages.

I have seen a concerning trend across
the country in trying to treat these
differently or even adding in a layer of
investigation. This needs to be treated
as a crime.

I understand the gentlewoman’s con-
cern here, and expanding this grant
program could result from others in re-
ducing resources that are available for
prosecution. So I understand the gen-
tlewoman’s concern. I just would op-
pose this for those reasons and no more
that.
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Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chairman, I
rise to continue to try and educate my
colleagues on the opposite side of the
aisle about the trauma that is faced by
victims of sexual assault, and I am
hopeful that they will agree with me,
join in this amendment, and support
this amendment so that we can create
the opportunity to get these conversa-
tions going so that, indeed, these
women can be supported and under-
stood perhaps in ways this has never
happened before.

Madam Chair, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER)
who is the chair of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I sup-
port this amendment which expands
the types of grants that can be funded
to combat violent crimes on college
campuses.

Evidence-based research on the
neurobiology of trauma has shown the
effectiveness of using victim-centered,
trauma-informed interview techniques
when investigating allegations of sex-
ual harassment, sexual assault, domes-
tic violence, dating violence, or stalk-

ing.
This amendment seeks to ensure that
campus personnel who investigate

these types of cases are trained in up-
to-date, research-based methods for
interviewing victims and handling
cases in a sensitive manner.

Madam Chair, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this amendment.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I appreciate the gentlewoman’s
concern; but, also, I do understand this
issue, as someone who has been in the
legal community, been a counselor,
also a chaplain in the Air Force who
has had to deal with sexual assault
issues, and also served on the local
board of Rape Response.

I do get these issues. I don’t disagree
with the gentlewoman that there are
concerns here, that we do need to be
sensitive and we do need to do this.

My concern lies simply in the fact
that we need to put this funding and
these resources not to a bifurcated
process, but we also need to continue
to make sure that this goes to law en-
forcement, because someone who mis-
treats and someone who is a victim of
sexual harassment, sexual assault, do-
mestic violence, dating violence, or
stalking—it is a crime, and it needs to
be treated as that.

We need to make sure our law en-
forcement personnel can have better
resources and better access so that the
victims can be taken care of and the
perpetrators can be locked up. That is
my concern here, not that I don’t un-
derstand what the victims may be
going through.

Although I have never personally
been a victim, I have counseled on
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many occasions people who have been
victims. So, I would just caution, so we
understand the differences in our opin-
ions, why someone may hold an opin-
ion. And mine was simply from a law
enforcement perspective, not that I
was ignoring or ambivalent toward the
feelings of those who have been victim-
ized.

Madam Chair, I would just oppose
this for those reasons and nothing
more, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms.
WATERS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from California will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. YOUNG. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 135, strike lines 8 through 15, and in-
sert the following:

‘(g) INDIAN COUNTRY DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of the pilot project described in sub-
section (f)(5), the definition of ‘Indian coun-
try’ shall include—

‘(1) Alaska Native-owned Townsites, Allot-
ments, and former reservation lands ac-
quired in fee by Alaska Native Village Cor-
porations pursuant to the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 33) and
other lands transferred in fee to Native vil-
lages, and

‘“(2) all lands within any Alaska Native vil-
lage with a population that is at least 75 per-
cent Alaska Native.” .

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, my amendment would
improve this bill’s application to re-
mote Alaska Native villages.

Women in Alaska Native villages suf-
fer the very highest sexual abuse rates
in the Nation.

Alaska Native women are overrepre-
sented in the domestic violence sur-
vivor population by 250 percent.

Alaska Natives comprise about 19
percent of the State’s population, yet
are 47 percent of the reported rape sur-
vivors.

Yet, Native villages currently lack
any efficient tools to criminally pros-
ecute the offenders. The remoteness
and isolation of the Native villages,
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most of which are not connected to the
road system and only accessible by air,
makes it difficult to prevent violence
and care for the survivors.

Almost all of these villages lack any
form of law enforcement, and it can
take days for authorities to fly to the
village and respond to an incident, par-
ticularly when weather conditions are
bad.

My amendment will open the door to
a meaningful pilot project to help over-
come these limitations by crafting an
Alaska solution for a unique Alaska
problem.

Currently, the bill would create an
Alaska Native jurisdiction pilot pro-
gram for five villages, but only covers
Native lands that are largely outside
the villages. These lands are not where
people live and, therefore, not where
crimes are committed.

My amendment would add jurisdic-
tion for all lands inside Alaska Native
villages to cover where the majority of
violence actually occurs.

Villages need to be empowered to de-
velop local solutions to these problems.

My amendment is supported by the
National Congress of American Indi-
ans, Alaska Federation of Natives, the
Tanana Chiefs Conference, and Bristol
Bay Native Corporation.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment for Alaska,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment, although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New York is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I sup-
port this amendment because it im-
proves and enhances the special Tribal
criminal jurisdiction pilot project cre-
ated by VAWA in 2013 specifically to
benefit Alaska Natives.

For over 5 years, the special Tribal
criminal jurisdiction has given quali-
fying Tribes across the United States
the authority to prosecute non-Tribal
members for certain offenses.

This year’s reauthorization of VAWA
would extend that jurisdiction to more
crimes, including dating violence, sex-
ual assault, and stalking.

Tribes across the country have been
effectively exercising their authority
under VAWA and keeping their com-
munities safe. This amendment would
ensure that Alaska Native villages that
qualify are also able to exercise this
type of jurisdiction. It is only fair that
they be allowed to do so.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

The amendment was agreed to.



April 3, 2019

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MS. JOHNSON OF
TEXAS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in
part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 52, line 13, strike ‘‘means a transfer”
and insert ‘‘means an emergency transfer
under subsection (e) from a unit of a covered
housing provider’.

Page 52, line 16, insert ‘‘that can transfer
to any unit of the same covered housing pro-
vider’’ before the period at the end.

Page 52, line 18, strike ‘‘means a transfer”
and insert ‘‘means an emergency transfer
under subsection (e) from a unit of a covered
housing provider’.

Page 59, strike lines 17 through 21 and in-
sert the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A tenant who is a victim
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking may apply for an emer-
gency transfer to another available and safe
dwelling unit assisted under a covered hous-
ing program, and the covered housing pro-
vider shall grant such application if—"".

Page 60, line 24, strike ‘‘internal emer-
gency transfer’” and insert ‘‘internal trans-
fer”.

Page 61, beginning on line 4, strike ‘‘inter-
nal emergency transfer’”’ and insert ‘‘internal
transfer”.

Page 61, beginning on line 8, strike ‘“‘inter-
nal emergency transfer’’ and insert ‘‘internal
transfer”.

Page 61, line 15, strike ‘‘external emer-
gency transfer’” and insert ‘‘external trans-
fer”.

Page 62, beginning on line 1, strike ‘‘inter-
nal emergency transfer’’ and insert ‘‘internal
transfer”.

Page 62, line 3, strike ‘‘external emergency
transfer’’ and insert ‘‘external transfer’.

Page 62, line 5, strike ‘‘internal emergency
transfer’” and insert ‘‘internal transfer’’.

Page 62, line 6, strike ‘‘external emergency
transfer’” and insert ‘‘external transfer’.

Page 62, line 8, strike ‘‘emergency”’.

Page 62, line 11, strike ‘‘emergency’’.

Page 63, line 9, strike ‘‘emergency’’.

Page 63, line 15, strike ‘‘emergency’’.

Page 63, line 18, strike ‘‘emergency’’.

Page 69, line 19, strike ‘‘subsection’ and
insert “‘section”.

Page 73, line 7, strike ‘‘subsection’ and in-
sert ‘“‘section’.

Page 80, line 9, strike ‘‘external emergency
transfer’” and insert ‘‘external transfer’.

Page 80, line 21, strike ‘‘external emer-
gency transfer’” and insert ‘‘external trans-
fer”.

Page 80, line 24, strike ‘‘external emer-
gency transfer’” and insert ‘‘external trans-
fer”.

Page 84, line 6, strike ‘‘pararaph’ and in-
sert ‘‘paragraph”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JOHNSON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise today in support of my
amendment offered to H.R. 1585, the Vi-
olence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2019.
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My amendment will ensure that a
tenant who is a victim of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
or stalking is able to apply for an
emergency transfer to another avail-
able and safe dwelling unit assisted
under a covered housing program. The
covered housing provider shall grant
such application.

This amendment has also been scored
by the Congressional Budget Office to
have no effect on direct spending or
revenues.

In my home State of Texas and my
city of Dallas, we are, unfortunately,
deeply familiar with the tragedies in-
volved in domestic violence. Families
have been broken apart and people
have lost their lives to the scourge of
domestic violence.

We have the duty to do more to pro-
tect these people. Therefore, it is nec-
essary for us to make clear the distinc-
tion in law, the difference between in-
ternal and external transfers. Though
it may sound trivial, this amendment
is crucial to providing victims of do-
mestic violence a sense of safety, secu-
rity, and dignity.

As representatives of Americans from
all corners of our country, we Kknow
that this problem is not unique to any
one part of our Nation. It is widespread
and engrossing, and our response to it
must also measure up to the signifi-
cance of the challenge.

Americans today are in need of pro-
tections and assistance to recover from
domestic violence. They need these
protections to return to full and pros-
perous lives.

By voting in favor of this amend-
ment, Congress is upholding our sacred
obligation to protect the millions of
victims and survivors who need and de-
serve our wholehearted, full support.

As co-chair of the Congressional
Homeless Caucus, I have worked on
housing issues for a long time. I am ap-
preciative of my colleagues on the Ju-
diciary and Financial Services Com-
mittees for their partnership in
strengthening the housing protections
in this Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support the amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition,
although I am not opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I appreciate the gentlewoman’s
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Chair, I simply urge adoption of this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JOHNSON).

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MRS. WAGNER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 10 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 35, line 3, strike ‘“‘and stalking’ and
insert ‘‘stalking, and sex trafficking”’.

Page 35, strike lines 4 through 17, and in-
sert the following (and redesignate other
provisions accordingly):

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or”
at the end;

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking the
period at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

Page 35, lines 22 through 23, strike ‘“‘and
stalking” and insert ‘‘stalking, and sex traf-
ficking”’.

Page 36, line 8, insert ‘‘sex trafficking,”
after ‘‘stalking,”.

Page 36, strike lines 11 through 13 (and re-
designate other provisions accordingly).

Page 36, line 15, insert ‘‘and’ after the
semicolon.

Page 36, strike lines 16 through 18 (and re-
designate other provisions accordingly).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Missouri.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to support
my amendment to the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.

VAWA grant programs serve women
and girls, especially those in under-
served communities who are experi-
encing violence.

Sex trafficking is one such form of
violence. Victims endure horrific trau-
ma, violence, and abuse. Unfortu-
nately, there is a real gap in services
for child sex trafficking victims.

In Missouri, we struggle to find safe
and secure options for girls who are
looking to restart their lives. Amazing
nonprofits like The Covering House in
my district serve youth, along with
other organizations across the country,
but there is still a substantial unfilled
need for services.

In addition to counseling and hous-
ing, victim service providers are trying
to prevent violence by educating chil-
dren and ensuring that they never be-
come victims of sex trafficking in the
first place.

That is why programs like the Cre-
ating Hope through Outreach, Options,
Service, and Education for Children
and Youth program, CHOOSE, are so
essential.

This VAWA program ensures that the
Department of Justice can develop, ex-
pand, and strengthen victim-centered
interventions that target youth who
are victims of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, stalking,
and sex trafficking.

It enables schools to provide training
to personnel on the needs of students
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who are victims of trafficking, and it
develops prevention programming in
middle and high schools.

These are critical services, and this
amendment will ensure that the
CHOOSE program can continue to pro-
vide funding for programs that counter
sex trafficking, not only other forms of
violence.

We cannot unintentionally strip sex
trafficking references out of VAWA
text. Sex trafficking is a paramount
example of violence against girls and
women, and we must be careful not to
disenfranchise these victims as we leg-
islate.

I thank my colleague from Texas,
Representative SHEILA JACKSON LEE,
and others for cosponsoring my amend-
ment and working to ensure that we
have bipartisan support.

I will also work with my colleagues
in the Senate to ensure these ref-
erences are restored in the final VAWA
legislation.

Madam Chair, I urge my House col-
leagues to support my amendment and
ensure that child sex trafficking vic-
tims maintain access to critical serv-
ices, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, I
claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment, although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from Texas is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, I
thank Congresswoman WAGNER for her
continuing leadership. It has been a
pleasure to work with her over the
years in the House Committee on the
Judiciary on the question of human
trafficking and sex trafficking.

I am delighted to join this amend-
ment, along with Congresswoman
MALONEY from New York. We have a
long history of working on the issues of
human trafficking and sex trafficking.

Madam Chair, the International
Labor Organization estimates that
there are 40.3 million victims of human
trafficking. Twenty-five percent of
them are children; 75 percent of them
are women and girls.

It is a tragedy, but one out of seven
endangered runaways reported to the
National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children were likely child sex
trafficking victims. Of those, 88 per-
cent were in the care of social services
or foster care when they ran.

From 2007 to 2017, the National
Human Trafficking Hotline has re-
ceived 34,700 sex trafficking cases in-
side the United States; and, in 2017, the
National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children indicated that chil-
dren continue in 2017, again, to be sex
trafficked. The International Labor Or-
ganization, again, estimates that there
are 4.8 million people trapped in forced
sexual exploitation.
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What is necessary to know is that sex
trafficking can be a revolving door. It
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is income that sex traffickers and
human traffickers use.

I am very delighted to join with Con-
gresswoman WAGNER’s amendment to
this bill dealing with violence against
women because it is an expanded bill
that answers the concerns of so many.

I am glad that this amendment will
ensure that the Creating Hope through
Outreach, Options, Service, and Edu-
cation for Children and Youth pro-
gram, the CHOOSE Children and Youth
program, can continue to be programs
that address sex trafficking.

It is important to note, in particular,
that it is answering the question of the
gap in services in our States for young
women who are at risk and who are
struggling to restart their lives. We
must ensure that, once these individ-
uals have been victimized, sex traf-
ficked, we do all we can to help them
heal and recover.

I ask all Members to join in sup-
porting this amendment, which empha-
sizes that sex trafficking is a part of
our trying to stop and stomp out for
good violence against women. I ask all
Members to support the Wagner-Jack-
son Lee-Maloney amendment.

Madam Chair, | rise in strong support of the
Wagner/Jackson Lee/Maloney Amendment to
H.R. 1585, the Violence Against Women Re-
authorization Act of 2019.

The Wagner/Jackson Lee/Maloney makes
an improvement to the bill by drawing atten-
tion to the lack of services for child sex traf-
ficking services and which draws attention to
groups like CHOOSE Children and Youth
(Creating Hope through Outreach, Options,
Service and Education for Children and Youth)
for educating and preventing sex trafficking.

Madam Chair, while we live in the richest,
most powerful country in the history of the
world, in our nation we still see the prevalence
of sex trafficking.

It is important that as we do this work be-
fore us today, we emphasize that sex traf-
ficking is also a form of violence against
women and children.

The Congress—this body—must work to en-
sure that services for sex ftrafficking victims
are available.

The Wagner/Jackson Lee/Maloney Amend-
ment addresses the gap in services in our
state for young women who are risk and who
are struggling to restart their lives.

Crime, and especially crimes falling within
the umbrella of offenses addressed in VAWA
are unconscionable and intolerable in a civ-
ilized society.

We must ensure that once these individuals
have been victimized, we do all we can to
help them heal and recover.

This Jackson Lee/Wagner/Maloney Amend-
ment works towards that end.

| ask all members to support the Wagner/
Jackson Lee/Maloney Amendment and | ask
thank the gentlelady from Missouri for her
work.

NOTES ON SEX TRAFFICKING
SEX TRAFFICKING IS AN EXTENSION OF HUMAN
TRAFFICKING

The International Labor Organization esti-
mates that there are 40.3 million victims of
human trafficking globally.

81 percent of them are trapped in forced
labor.
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25 percent of them are children.

75 percent are women and girls.

The International Labor Organization esti-
mates that forced labor and human traf-
ficking is a $150 billion industry worldwide.

The U.S. Department of Labor has identi-
fied 148 goods from 75 countries made by
forced and child labor.

In 2017, an estimated 1 out of 7 endangered
runaways reported to the National Center
for Missing and Exploited Children were
likely child sex trafficking victims.

Of those, 88 percent were in the care of so-
cial services or foster care when they ran.

There is no official estimate of the total
number of human trafficking victims in the
U.S. Estimates indicate that the total num-
ber of victims nationally reaches into the
hundreds of thousands when estimates of
both adults and minors and sex trafficking
and labor trafficking are aggregated.

From 2007 to 2017, the National Human
Trafficking Hotline has received reports of
34,700 sex trafficking cases inside the United
States.

In 2017, the National Center for Missing &
Exploited Children estimated that 1 in 7 en-
dangered runaways reported to them were
likely sex trafficking victims.

The International Labor Organization esti-
mates that there are 4.8 million people
trapped in forced sexual exploitation glob-
ally.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I
thank my friends across the aisle, cer-
tainly the Representative from Texas,
Ms. SHEILA JACKSON LEE, and my good
friend from New York, CAROLYN MALO-
NEY, who I know wanted to speak today
on the amendment but is held up in a
hearing that she is chairing presently.
I thank them for their bipartisan sup-
port, and I urge all my colleagues to
support this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER), the chairman of the Judici-
ary Committee.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

I support this bipartisan amendment,
which would ensure that entities fo-
cused on addressing sex trafficking
maintain eligibility for CHOOSE
grants.

We know that sex trafficking is a se-
rious problem in the United States. At
this time, CHOOSE grants are avail-
able for the purpose of enhancing the
safety of youth and children who are
victims of or exposed to domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
stalking, or sex trafficking, and for
preventing future violence.

This amendment ensures that we
continue to provide critical funding to
address sex trafficking in our commu-
nities. I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Chair, I
am holding up this bill, H.R. 1585. We
are very grateful for the many victims
who, once this bill is passed, will be
able to both be honored but also be pro-
tected.

At the same time, with the gentle-
woman’s help, we want to make sure
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that sex trafficked victims are not left
out of important historic legislation
like H.R. 1585. With her amendment—
and I am pleased to join it with Con-
gresswoman MALONEY—we are ensuring
that sex trafficking and the victims of
sex trafficking will be heard, their
voices will be heard. More importantly,
there will be resources and programs
that will address their pain but also ad-
dress their ability to restore their
lives.

I ask my colleagues to support the
Wagner-Jackson Lee-Maloney amend-
ment to H.R. 1585, the Violence Against
Women Act.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York.
Madam Chair, | rise today in support of this
amendment.

Power and control. The tools of human traf-
fickers are the same as those of domestic
abusers.

Human trafficking and domestic violence are
not distinct crimes. They often overlap. In both
cases, it is often intimate partners who traffic
or abuse their victims. In both cases, abusers
and traffickers use emotional manipulation,
economic abuse, physical violence—all tactics
to exert power and control over their victims.

Support services for survivors need to rec-
ognize the intersections between sex traf-
ficking and domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault and stalking.

That is why this amendment from Congress-
woman WAGNER is so important.

This amendment would ensure that the Jus-
tice Department’s Creating Hope through Out-
reach, Options, Service and Education for
Children and Youth Program can continue to
include programs that address sex trafficking.
We must address both of these crimes individ-
ually and we do.

But we must also acknowledge that these
crimes can often overlap and where they over-
lap we need to address the patterns that per-
petuate this violence, in order to best serve
survivors and connect them with the resources
they need to get the help they deserve.

So | urge my colleagues to support this im-
portant amendment and thank the gentle-
woman from Missouri for all of her efforts to
combat human trafficking and domestic abuse.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Missouri will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MRS. WAGNER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 11 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Page 15, strike lines 6 through 12, and in-
sert the following:

(G) in paragraph (16)—

(i) in subparagraph (C)(i), by striking
€‘$20,000 in Department funds, unless the Dep-
uty Attorney General” and inserting
€‘$100,000 in Department funds, unless the Di-
rector or Principal Deputy Director of the
Office on Violence Against Women, the Dep-
uty Attorney General,”’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:

‘(E) INELIGIBILITY.—If the Attorney Gen-
eral finds that a recipient of grant funds
under this Act has fraudulently misused
such grant funds, after reasonable notice and
opportunity for a hearing, such recipient
shall not be eligible to receive grant funds
under this Act for up to 5 years. A misuse of
grant funds or an error that does not rise to
the level of fraud is not grounds for ineligi-
bility.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Missouri.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I rise
today to ask my colleagues to vote for
my amendment that will ensure great-
er transparency and accountability
when it comes to taxpayer dollars.

The Department of Justice inspector
general has found frequent misconduct,
fraud, and abuse in VAWA grant-mak-
ing. More than $7 billion in grants has
been awarded over the years, and au-
dits have revealed that too many re-
cipients are out of compliance with the
terms of these grants.

This amendment will ensure that the
Office on Violence Against Women can-
not continue to grant VAWA dollars to
organizations that are fraudulently
misusing funds. Organizations that
misuse funds will lose their eligibility
to receive VAWA grants for up to 5
years.

Errors that do not rise to the level of
fraud will not impact an organization’s
eligibility, but we must encourage
grant recipients to act with caution
and integrity. In this way, we can best
serve the women and girls that VAWA
programs are meant to empower.

I thank you for supporting justice
and services for America’s women and
children and girls, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes” on my amend-
ment and broaden access for organiza-
tions acting in compliance with hon-
esty and good faith.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment, although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New York is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Chair, I sup-
port this amendment, which would
make entities found by the Attorney
General to have fraudulently misused
VAWA grant funds ineligible to apply
for future grants for up to 5 years.

This amendment tries to guard
against the potential misuse of grant
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funds, but it does so in a way that safe-
guards due process, after reasonable
notice and opportunity for a hearing.

Any misuse of funds that does not
rise to the level of fraud, or that is
merely an error, is insufficient to make
a grantee ineligible for funds and only
places a temporary, but sufficiently
lengthy, ban on receipt of funding.

Because this is a commonsense meas-
ure, I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I
thank the chairman for his leadership
and for his support of this amendment,
and I encourage all my colleagues to
support this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 12 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 131, strike line 8 and all that follows
through line 12, and insert the following:

“(B)(1) committed against a victim who is
a child under the age of 18, or an elder (as
such term is defined by tribal law), including
when an offender recklessly engages in con-
duct that creates a substantial risk of death
or serious bodily injury to the victim, or
committed as described in subparagraph (A)
while the child or elder is present; and

‘“(ii) the child or elder—

““(I) resides or has resided in the same
household as the offender;

“(IT) is related to the offender by blood or
marriage;

“‘(I1II) is related to another victim of the of-
fender by blood or marriage;

“(IV) is under the care of a victim of the
offender who is an intimate partner or
former spouse; or

(V) is under the care of a victim of the of-
fender who is similarly situated to a spouse
of the victim under the domestic- or family-
violence laws of an Indian tribe that has ju-
risdiction over the Indian country where the
violence occurs.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, as we
have heard over and over today, and
justifiably so, the reauthorization of
the Violence Against Women Act is
critical for women across this country.
This bill will ensure the safety of
women, especially Native American
women.

My amendment will expand the defi-
nition of domestic violence to include
violence against or witnessed by a
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child or elder, as defined by Tribal law.
This important amendment will allow
Tribes to ensure that perpetrators act-
ing violently toward or near children
or elders receive consequences for their
actions.

The Tulalip Tribe is one of the first
Tribes to implement the Special Do-
mestic Violence Criminal Jurisdiction
from the 2013 Violence Against Women
Act reauthorization. They immediately
experienced the implications of not
having this protection for children and
elders in their jurisdiction.

Of the 30 cases they received in Trib-
al court, 20 involved children and/or el-
ders. Although the violence impacted
the child or the elder, the Tribal court
was not able to prosecute. When the ju-
risdiction moved to the State, it did
not prosecute the remaining 20 cases in
State court. Justice was not served for
the children and/or the elders experi-
encing violence.

In 2010, the Attorney General’s report
on American Indian and Alaska Native
children exposed to violence included
the recommendation that Congress
should restore the inherent authority
of American Indian and Alaska Native
Tribes to assert jurisdiction over per-
sons who commit crimes against Amer-
ican Indian and Alaska Native chil-

dren.
This amendment is a step toward
guaranteeing that Congress Kkeeps

American Indian and Alaska Native
children and elders safe. By passing
this amendment, Congress will restore
the inherent authority for the Tulalip
Tribe and others to fully secure the
safety of Tribal children and elders
throughout Indian Country.

I urge my colleagues to protect Na-
tive children and elders by supporting
this amendment.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition,
although I am not opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5

minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, I have
no other speakers, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 13 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 134, strike line 3 and all that follows
through page 135, line 18, and insert the fol-
lowing:
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(9) by striking subsections (f), (g), and (h)
and inserting the following:

“(f) GRANTS AND REIMBURSEMENT TO TRIB-
AL GOVERNMENTS.—

‘(1) REIMBURSEMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General is
authorized to reimburse tribal government
authorities for expenses incurred in exer-
cising special tribal criminal jurisdiction.

‘(B) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—Eligible expenses
for reimbursement shall include—

‘(i) expenses incurred to arrest or pros-
ecute offenders and to detain inmates (in-
cluding costs associated with providing
health care);

‘“(ii) expenses related to indigent defense
services; and

‘‘(iii) costs associated with probation and
rehabilitation services.

‘“(C) PROCEDURE.—Reimbursements author-
ized pursuant to this section shall be in ac-
cordance with rules promulgated by the At-
torney General after consultation with In-
dian tribes and within one year after the
date of enactment of this Act. The rules pro-
mulgated by the Department shall set a
maximum allowable reimbursement to any
tribal government in a one year period.

‘“(2) GRANTS.—The Attorney General may
award grants to the governments of Indian
tribes (or to authorized designees of those
governments)—

‘““(A) to strengthen tribal criminal justice
systems to assist Indian tribes in exercising
special tribal criminal jurisdiction, includ-
ing—

‘(i) law enforcement (including the capac-
ity of law enforcement, court personnel, or
other non-law enforcement entities that
have no Federal or State arrest authority
agencies but have been designated by a tribe
as responsible for maintaining public safety
within its territorial jurisdiction, to enter
information into and obtain information
from national crime information databases);

‘“(ii) prosecution;

‘“(iii) trial and appellate courts (including
facilities construction);

‘“(iv) probation systems;

‘“(v) detention and correctional facilities
(including facilities construction);

‘“(vi) alternative rehabilitation centers;

‘“(vii) culturally appropriate services and
assistance for victims and their families; and

‘(viii) criminal codes and rules of criminal
procedure, appellate procedure, and evi-
dence;

‘(B) to provide indigent criminal defend-
ants with the effective assistance of licensed
defense counsel, at no cost to the defendant,
in criminal proceedings in which a partici-
pating tribe prosecutes—

‘(1) a crime of domestic violence;

‘“(ii) a crime of dating violence;

‘“(iii) a criminal violation of a protection
order;

‘“(iv) a crime of sexual violence;

“(v) a crime of stalking;

‘“(vi) a crime of sex trafficking;

‘“(vii) a crime of obstruction of justice; or

‘“(viii) a crime of assault of a law enforce-
ment or correctional officer;

‘(C) to ensure that, in criminal pro-
ceedings in which a participating tribe exer-
cises special tribal criminal jurisdiction, ju-
rors are summoned, selected, and instructed
in a manner consistent with all applicable
requirements;

‘(D) to accord victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual violence,
stalking, sex trafficking, obstruction of jus-
tice, assault of a law enforcement or correc-
tional officer, and violations of protection
orders rights that are similar to the rights of
a crime victim described in section 3771(a) of
title 18, consistent with tribal law and cus-
tom; and
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‘““(E) to create a pilot project to allow up to
five Indian tribes in Alaska to implement
special tribal criminal jurisdiction.

‘(g) INDIAN COUNTRY DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of the pilot project described in sub-
section (f)(2)(E), the definition of ‘Indian
country’ shall include Alaska Native-owned
Townsites, Allotments, and former reserva-
tion lands acquired in fee by Alaska Native
Village Corporations pursuant to the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 33)
and other lands transferred in fee to Native
villages.

“(h) SUPPLEMENT, NOT  SUPPLANT.—
Amounts made available under this section
shall supplement and not supplant any other
Federal, State, tribal, or local government
amounts made available to carry out activi-
ties described in this section.

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$7,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020 through
2024 to carry out subsection (f) and to pro-
vide training, technical assistance, data col-
lection, and evaluation of the criminal jus-
tice systems of participating tribes.

‘“(j) USE orF FUNDS.—Not less than 25 per-
cent of the total amount of funds appro-
priated under this section in a given year
shall be used for each of the purposes de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (f), with remaining funds available to
be distributed for either of the purposes de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection
(f), or any combination of such purposes, de-
pending on need and in consultation with In-
dian tribes.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED
BY MR. GRIJALVA

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, I ask
unanimous consent that my amend-
ment be modified in the form that I
have placed at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modification to Amendment No. 13
Offered by Mr. GRIJALVA:

The amendment is modified to read as fol-
lows:

Page 134, strike line 3 and all that follows
through page 135, line 18, and insert the fol-
lowing:

(9) by striking subsections (f), (g), and (h)
and inserting the following:

“(f) GRANTS AND REIMBURSEMENT TO TRIB-
AL GOVERNMENTS.—

‘(1) REIMBURSEMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General is
authorized to reimburse tribal government
authorities for expenses incurred in exer-
cising special tribal criminal jurisdiction.

‘(B) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—Eligible expenses
for reimbursement shall include—

‘(i) expenses incurred to arrest or pros-
ecute offenders and to detain inmates (in-
cluding costs associated with providing
health care);

‘‘(ii) expenses related to indigent defense
services; and

‘“(iii) costs associated with probation and
rehabilitation services.

‘‘(C) PROCEDURE.—Reimbursements author-
ized pursuant to this section shall be in ac-
cordance with rules promulgated by the At-
torney General after consultation with In-
dian tribes and within one year after the
date of enactment of this Act. The rules pro-
mulgated by the Department shall set a
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maximum allowable reimbursement to any
tribal government in a one year period.

‘(2) GRANTS.—The Attorney General may
award grants to the governments of Indian
tribes (or to authorized designees of those
governments)—

“(A) to strengthen tribal criminal justice
systems to assist Indian tribes in exercising
special tribal criminal jurisdiction, includ-
ing—

‘(i) law enforcement (including the capac-
ity of law enforcement, court personnel, or
other non-law enforcement entities that
have no Federal or State arrest authority
agencies but have been designated by a tribe
as responsible for maintaining public safety
within its territorial jurisdiction, to enter
information into and obtain information
from national crime information databases);

‘“(ii) prosecution;

‘‘(iii) trial and appellate courts (including
facilities construction);

‘“(iv) probation systems;

‘(v) detention and correctional facilities
(including facilities construction);

‘“(vi) alternative rehabilitation centers;

‘‘(vii) culturally appropriate services and
assistance for victims and their families; and

‘“(viii) criminal codes and rules of criminal
procedure, appellate procedure, and evi-
dence;

‘“(B) to provide indigent criminal defend-
ants with the effective assistance of licensed
defense counsel, at no cost to the defendant,
in criminal proceedings in which a partici-
pating tribe prosecutes—

‘(i) a crime of domestic violence;

‘“(ii) a crime of dating violence;

‘‘(iii) a criminal violation of a protection
order;

‘(iv) a crime of sexual violence;

‘(v) a crime of stalking;

‘(vi) a crime of sex trafficking;

‘“(vii) a crime of obstruction of justice; or

‘“(viii) a crime of assault of a law enforce-
ment or correctional officer;

‘“(C) to ensure that, in criminal pro-
ceedings in which a participating tribe exer-
cises special tribal criminal jurisdiction, ju-
rors are summoned, selected, and instructed
in a manner consistent with all applicable
requirements;

‘(D) to accord victims of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual violence,
stalking, sex trafficking, obstruction of jus-
tice, assault of a law enforcement or correc-
tional officer, and violations of protection
orders rights that are similar to the rights of
a crime victim described in section 3771(a) of
title 18, consistent with tribal law and cus-
tom; and

‘“(E) to create a pilot project to allow up to
five Indian tribes in Alaska to implement
special tribal criminal jurisdiction.

“(g) SUPPLEMENT, NoT SUPPLANT.—
Amounts made available under this section
shall supplement and not supplant any other
Federal, State, tribal, or local government
amounts made available to carry out activi-
ties described in this section.

‘“(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$7,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020 through
2024 to carry out subsection (f) and to pro-
vide training, technical assistance, data col-
lection, and evaluation of the criminal jus-
tice systems of participating tribes.

‘(i) USE orF FuNDS.—Not less than 25 per-
cent of the total amount of funds appro-
priated under this section in a given year
shall be used for each of the purposes de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (f), with remaining funds available to
be distributed for either of the purposes de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection
(f), or any combination of such purposes, de-
pending on need and in consultation with In-
dian tribes.”.
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Mr. GRIJALVA (during the reading).
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent
that the reading of the modification be
dispensed with.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Arizona?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the original request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment
is modified.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, the
underlying bill will provide a historic
extension of Tribal jurisdiction and en-
sure that more Native people receive
the proper legal protections against
people who commit violence toward
them.

Unfortunately, during the historic
passage of the 2013 Violence Against
Women reauthorization, the Saginaw
Chippewa Tribe quickly realized the
cost of implementing this important
provision was pricey. Cost concerns
about implementing Tribal jurisdiction
are generally related to incarceration,
healthcare, and jury selection.

Further, a National Congress of
American Indians report found that
there are multiple implementation
costs related to incarceration,
healthcare, code development, law en-
forcement, and ©prosecutors. This
hinders some Tribes from imple-
menting the most important provisions
related to the Violence Against Women
Act.

Unlike States, Tribes do not have the
ability to tax for the costs related to
implementing these important provi-
sions that protect its people.

With the support of Representative
KILDEE, who represents the area of the
Saginaw Chippewa Tribe, the amend-
ment I am offering will help alleviate
the costs Tribes will incur due to the
expanded criminal jurisdiction provi-
sion.

This amendment would authorize the
Department of Justice to reimburse
Tribes that incur costs related to ar-
rest, indigent defense services, and re-
habilitation services.

Further, this amendment provides
language allowing DOJ to award grants
to improve their law enforcement, de-
tention and correctional facilities, cul-
turally appropriate services, and crimi-
nal code development.

I urge my colleagues to protect In-
dian Country from violence and sup-
port this amendment that will ease the
costs incurred by Tribes for imple-
menting this historic bill.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition,
although at this point I am not nec-
essarily opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.
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There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, I have
no other speakers. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I do think it is interesting, for a
sovereign government, the expansion
should come out of the funds here is
the only concern I would have on this,
but other than that, I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment, as modified, offered
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA).

The amendment, as modified, was
agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. EMMER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 14 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. EMMER. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 32, after line 24, insert the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SECTION 205. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM ON
TRAUMA-INFORMED TRAINING FOR
LAW ENFORCEMENT.

Title IV of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 10101
note) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“Subtitle Q—Trauma-informed Training for
Law Enforcement
“SEC. 41701. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM ON
TRAUMA-INFORMED TRAINING FOR
LAW ENFORCEMENT.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘Attorney General’ means the
Attorney General, acting through the Direc-
tor of the Office on Violence Against Women;

‘“(2) the term ‘covered individual’ means an
individual who interfaces with victims of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, and stalking, including—

‘“(A) an individual working for or on behalf
of an eligible entity;

“(B) a school or university administrator;
and

‘(C) an emergency services or medical em-
ployee;

‘(3) the term ‘demonstration site’, with re-
spect to an eligible entity that receives a
grant under this section, means—

‘“(A) if the eligible entity is a law enforce-
ment agency described in paragraph (4)(A),
the area over which the eligible entity has
jurisdiction; and

‘(B) if the eligible entity is an organiza-
tion or agency described in paragraph (4)(B),
the area over which a law enforcement agen-
cy described in paragraph (4)(A) that is
working in collaboration with the eligible
entity has jurisdiction; and

‘“(4) the term ‘eligible entity’ means—

“(A) a State, local, territorial, or Tribal
law enforcement agency; or

‘“(B) a national, regional, or local victim
services organization or agency working in
collaboration with a law enforcement agency
described in subparagraph (A).

*“(b) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
shall award grants on a competitive basis to
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eligible entities to carry out the demonstra-
tion program under this section by imple-
menting evidence-based or promising poli-
cies and practices to incorporate trauma-in-
formed techniques designed to—

‘“(A) prevent re-traumatization of the vic-
tim;

‘“(B) ensure that covered individuals use
evidence-based practices to respond to and
investigate cases of domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking;

‘“(C) improve communication between vic-
tims and law enforcement officers in an ef-
fort to increase the likelihood of the success-
ful investigation and prosecution of the re-
ported crime in a manner that protects the
victim to the greatest extent possible;

‘(D) increase collaboration among stake-
holders who are part of the coordinated com-
munity response to domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalking;
and

‘“(E) evaluate the effectiveness of the
training process and content by measuring—

‘(i) investigative and prosecutorial prac-
tices and outcomes; and

‘“(ii) the well-being of victims and their
satisfaction with the criminal justice proc-
ess.

‘(2) TERM.—The Attorney General shall
make grants under this section for each of
the first 2 fiscal years beginning after the
date of enactment of this Act.

““(3) AWARD BASIS.—The Attorney General
shall award grants under this section to mul-
tiple eligible entities for use in a variety of
settings and communities, including—

‘“(A) urban, suburban, Tribal, remote, and
rural areas;

‘(B) college campuses; or

‘(C) traditionally underserved commu-
nities.

‘“(c) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity that
receives a grant under this section shall use
the grant to—

‘(1) train covered individuals within the
demonstration site of the eligible entity to
use evidence-based, trauma-informed tech-
niques and knowledge of crime victims’
rights throughout an investigation into do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking, including by—

““(A) conducting victim interviews in a
manner that—

‘(i) elicits valuable information about the
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, or stalking; and

‘(i) avoids re-traumatization of the vic-
tim;

‘“(B) conducting field investigations that
mirror best and promising practices avail-
able at the time of the investigation;

‘(C) customizing investigative approaches
to ensure a culturally and linguistically ap-
propriate approach to the community being
served;

‘(D) becoming proficient in understanding
and responding to complex cases, including
cases of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, or stalking—

““(i) facilitated by alcohol or drugs;

‘‘(ii) involving strangulation;

¢“(iii) committed by a non-stranger;

‘(iv) committed by an individual of the
same sex as the victim;

‘(v) involving a victim with a disability;

‘“(vi) involving a male victim; or

‘(vii) involving a lesbian, gay, bisexual, or
transgender (commonly referred to as
‘LGBT”) victim;

‘““(E) developing collaborative relationships
between—

‘(i) law enforcement officers and other
members of the response team; and

‘“(ii) the community being served; and

“(F) developing an understanding of how to
define, identify, and correctly classify a re-
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port of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, or stalking; and

‘(2) promote the efforts of the eligible en-
tity to improve the response of covered indi-
viduals to domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking through
various communication channels, such as
the website of the eligible entity, social
media, print materials, and community
meetings, in order to ensure that all covered
individuals within the demonstration site of
the eligible entity are aware of those efforts
and included in trainings, to the extent prac-
ticable.

“(d) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM TRAININGS
ON TRAUMA-INFORMED APPROACHES.—

“ IDENTIFICATION OF
TRAININGS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
shall identify trainings for law enforcement
officers, in existence as of the date on which
the Attorney General begins to solicit appli-
cations for grants under this section, that—

‘(i) employ a trauma-informed approach to
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking; and

‘“(ii) focus on the fundamentals of—

‘(D trauma responses; and

‘“(IT) the impact of trauma on victims of
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking.

‘‘(B) SELECTION.—An eligible entity that
receives a grant under this section shall se-
lect one or more of the approaches employed
by a training identified under subparagraph
(A) to test within the demonstration site of
the eligible entity.

‘“(2) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Attorney General shall consult
with the Director of the Office for Victims of
Crime in order to seek input from and cul-
tivate consensus among outside practi-
tioners and other stakeholders through fa-
cilitated discussions and focus groups on
best practices in the field of trauma-in-
formed care for victims of domestic violence,
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking.

‘“‘(e) EVALUATION.—The Attorney General,
in consultation with the Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Justice, shall require each
eligible entity that receives a grant under
this section to identify a research partner,
preferably a local research partner, to—

‘(1) design a system for generating and
collecting the appropriate data to facilitate
an independent process or impact evaluation
of the use of the grant funds;

‘“(2) periodically conduct an evaluation de-
scribed in paragraph (1); and

‘“(3) periodically make publicly available,
during the grant period—

““(A) preliminary results of the evaluations
conducted under paragraph (2); and

‘“(B) recommendations for improving the
use of the grant funds.

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
The Attorney General shall carry out this
section using amounts otherwise available to
the Attorney General.

‘“(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to interfere
with the due process rights of any indi-
vidual.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. EMMER. Madam Chair, as we
consider the Violence Against Women
Act, or VAWA, reauthorization, I offer
an amendment to allow for a dem-
onstration program that will issue
grants to promote trauma-informed
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training for law enforcement and other
personnel.

The amendment is substantially
similar to the Abby Honold Act, which
has been led by bipartisan Minnesota
Members of Congress. The amendment
does not authorize new appropriations,
but merely enables existing funds to be
used for training that ultimately could
save lives and help find the perpetra-
tors of an assault.

The amendment aims to help victims
of sexual crimes, in addition to those
who have experienced other forms of
trauma, by improving the care and
treatment they receive after the event.

Specifically, the amendment will cre-
ate a voluntary grant program to train
law enforcement agencies in evidence-
based, trauma-informed interview
techniques to prevent retraumatization
of victims, improve communication be-
tween victims and law enforcement,
and ensure accurate and complete in-
formation is submitted to law enforce-
ment.

The amendment and bill is in honor
of Abby Honold, who attended the Uni-
versity of Minnesota. Abby was the vic-
tim of rape, but I know her as one of
the bravest people I have ever met for
being able to publicly share her story
and fight for changes to the law that
will help countless Americans.

During traumatic events, parts of the
brain shut down and block shocking ex-
periences, shielding the victim, but af-
fecting recollection. When searching
for evidence of criminal behavior,
many interview techniques are not de-
veloped to comfort the victim and ef-
fectively access these memories. Infor-
mation collected in the normal manner
may inhibit memory recall and accu-
racy of events and details. This often
leads to suspicion of the victim.

Thankfully, Abby was treated by a
nurse who had been trained to provide
trauma-informed techniques that al-
lowed the nurse to ask sensitive ques-
tions in a respectful way that enabled
an accurate recount of events. Nurse
Walther, who interviewed Abby, made
her feel comfortable, and by using the
trauma-informed techniques, avoided
retraumatization.

The difference that we can make for
victims by providing training for these
techniques will ensure that recovery
and healing can occur for victims of
these traumatic instances.

Abby also encountered Officer Kevin
Randolph, who went above and beyond
to help her win her case against her
perpetrator because he understood how
these techniques lead to more accurate
information and ensured prosecution.

In Minnesota alone, 2,000 women re-
port being raped or sexually assaulted
every year. Abby’s Act will help law
enforcement investigate sexual assault
cases and improve care and treatment
for victims.

The amendment establishes a pilot
program to train law enforcement, first
responders, university officials, or any
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other personnel who interface with vic-
tims of sexual violence in trauma-in-
formed techniques focused on pre-
venting retraumatization of the vic-
tim, improving communication and
rapport between victims and law en-
forcement, as well as collaboration be-
tween the different entities that assist
a victim of sexual violence.

Sexual assault is a crime, and it is
vital for law enforcement to have accu-
rate and complete information to pros-
ecute it. For Abby and for the thou-
sands of victims who experience trau-
ma, this is a key part of their recovery
process, as is a compassionate response
in the immediate aftermath of an
event.

This pilot program would be an im-
portant step forward to provide better
treatment to sexual assault victims in
crisis and to make certain it is treated
like the serious crime that it is.

I am disappointed that the bill before
us today will be a partisan vote and
Republicans on the Judiciary Com-
mittee were excluded from the process,
but I offer this bipartisan amendment
as a demonstration that we can still
work together.

I also hope the Senate considers this
body’s overwhelming support for the
Abby Honold Act as it contemplates
VAWA reauthorization.

Abby has been a strong advocate for
the use of trauma-informed care by law
enforcement, and I have been fortunate
to work with her and our law enforce-
ment community on this important
legislation.

A good first step to holding those ac-
countable is ensuring law enforcement
has the tools and resources needed to
investigate these crimes.

This bill is just one step towards
solving a clear problem across our
country.

Victims of sexual assault deserve the
best possible care and the most com-
passionate response following their
trauma, and we can provide it now. We
must all work together to ensure these
crimes are treated as the heinous acts
they are, with the hope that one day
they cease altogether.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment, even though I am not opposed to

it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from Wash-
ington is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, I am
very proud to cosponsor this bipartisan
amendment with my colleague from
Minnesota to provide access to training
on trauma-informed techniques for law
enforcement and other agencies that
respond to survivors of domestic vio-
lence and sexual assault.

Unfortunately, as you well know, de-
spite our best efforts, rape and sexual
assault continue to be underreported,
and the statistic tells us that, out of
every 1,000 rapes, 995 perpetrators will
walk free.
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One thing we can do to address this is
to make sure that investigators have
training on trauma-informed tech-
niques to work with the survivors of
sexual violence so that investigators
don’t further harm survivors. This is
not just in the best interest of the sur-
vivor, but it is also to make sure that
law enforcement can hold perpetrators
accountable.

I am particularly moved by the cour-
age and the determination of Abby
Honold, the namesake of this amend-
ment, and many, many women across
my State and across the country who
have suffered the same situation as she
has.

Ms. Honold endured a brutal attack,
and then she did something truly cou-
rageous. And let me just say, Madam
Chair, that it is courageous to continue
to submit yourself to investigation
after a brutal assault. She took action
to call attention to the importance of
the trauma-informed services she re-
ceived that helped her to pursue jus-
tice, and today, her work has resulted
in this amendment to ensure that oth-
ers will be able to provide the same
kind of assistance that she received.

So as we recognize Sexual Assault
Awareness Month, I hope that my col-
leagues will support this amendment to
the reauthorization of the Violence
Against Women Act, traditionally a bi-
partisan act in this Chamber.

When Congress passed VAWA 25
years ago, it was a landmark achieve-
ment that sent a very clear message to
people living in abusive or violent situ-
ations that we saw them, that we
would stand with them. With each re-
authorization, we continue to expand
critical protections and make improve-
ments like this amendment to better
serve survivors.

Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
OMAR), my colleague on this side of the
aisle.

Ms. OMAR. Madam Chair, I rise
today in support of this amendment.

This amendment to the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act
includes language of a bill that I am
proud to be an original cosponsor of
called the Abby Honold Act.

Abby is a constituent of mine, a
former student at the University of
Minnesota. A survivor of sexual as-
sault, she has been a fierce champion of
this initiative and was the driving
force behind this legislation that bears
her name.

I want to make sure that my col-
leagues support this amendment on be-
half of the thousands of victims who
experience trauma. This is a key part
of their recovery process and a crucial
response to the immediate aftermath.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, we
look forward to everyone supporting
this amendment. We hope that we con-
tinue to operate in a bipartisan fashion
in this Chamber to pass not only this
amendment, but the full reauthoriza-
tion of the Violence Against Women
Act.
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Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. EMMER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. QUIGLEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 15 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 171, insert after line 2, the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SEC. 1408. REVIEW ON LINK BETWEEN SUB-
STANCE USE AND VICTIMS OF DO-
MESTIC VIOLENCE DATING VIO-

LENCE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, OR STALK-
ING.

Not later than 24 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services
shall complete a review and submit a report
to Congress on whether being a victim of do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, or stalking increases the likelihood of
having a substance use disorder.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Chair, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chair, I rise today to offer
this straightforward, commonsense
amendment that does not affect direct
spending or revenues.

My amendment requires the Sec-
retary of HHS to complete a review of
the relationship between survival of
domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking and the likeli-
hood of developing a substance use dis-
order.

This information is vital because we
know traumatic experiences such as
domestic violence are associated with
behavioral health conditions; we know
that behavioral health conditions are
associated with substance use dis-
orders; and we know that substance use
is linked to traumatic experiences.
What we don’t know is if survivors of
domestic violence have an increased
likelihood of developing a substance
use disorder. Although the evidence ex-
ists, we have yet to conduct a com-
prehensive review of the data to make
the connection.

It is important to understand the na-
ture and impact of trauma to effec-
tively serve those who have suffered. If
the review indicates a connection, it
would help providers prevent domestic
violence survivors from developing a
substance use disorder and enable sur-
vivors to access preventative and more
comprehensive services.

This review will also give a better
understanding of the broader impacts
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and effects of trauma on survivors. So-
cial stigma silences both domestic vio-
lence survivors and those suffering
from substance use disorders. We can-
not allow survivors to be silenced any
longer.

To reduce stigma, we must talk
about these issues, better educate our-
selves on the struggles of those living
with them, and let survivors know they
are not alone. By acknowledging that
there might be a connection between
domestic violence survival and sub-
stance use disorders, we can begin the
conversation and let victims know that
we are willing and able to support
them through their recovery.

Congress has a responsibility to vic-
tims and survivors. This amendment
and, more broadly, this bill is one step
toward fulfilling that responsibility.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition to
the amendment, even though I am not
opposed to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FITZPATRICK).

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Madam Chair, I
rise today in strong support of legisla-
tion introduced by myself and Rep-
resentative KAREN BASS to reauthorize
the Violence Against Women Act.

VAWA programs have provided edu-
cational tools and helped survivors and
their families get the resources they
need to protect themselves and to
begin the healing process. This should
not be a partisan issue.

O 1645

I would like to thank Congress-
woman BASS for her leadership. She is
a valued partner in this fight, and I am
grateful that we can make this bill bi-
partisan.

Across our country, Madam Chair,
millions of women and children have
been saved by the programs funded
through VAWA. Shelters, counseling,
training, and law enforcement are all
key parts of a national strategy to end
domestic violence, sexual assault, dat-
ing violence, and stalking.

In the district I represent, in Bucks
and Montgomery Counties, in Pennsyl-
vania, and in all of our districts,
VAWA programs are saving lives.

A Woman’s Place in Bucks County,
Pennsylvania, relies on VAWA funding
to save lives. Unlike some larger wom-
en’s organizations, their emergency
housing only has room for seven fami-
lies. Nonetheless, their shelter saved
150 women and children who were in
imminent danger, often fleeing for
their lives.

Another Bucks County organization,
Network of Victim Assistance, or
NOVA, has helped more than 3,600 vic-
tims of sexual assault, human traf-
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ficking, stalking, and other serious
crimes. NOVA’s work to expand pre-
vention programs, which is essential to
preventing violence, is supported by
VAWA.

This bill also includes my Combat
Online Predators Act, which will in-
crease Dpenalties for cyberstalking
against children. My constituent,
Madison Zezzo, was cyberstalked by a
then b5l-year-old predator, who was
only sentenced to probation and coun-
seling. Three years later, he made con-
tact with Madison again and created a
web of social media accounts to
cyberstalk her. He was later sentenced
to between 18 months and 7 years in
prison.

From domestic violence and sexual
assault to cyberstalking, we must do
more to prevent violence and, when it
does happen, to support victims and
bring perpetrators to justice.

Madam Chair, the Violence Against
Women Act will help us do all these
things. I urge my colleagues, both
Democrat and Republican alike, to sup-
port this legislation, which will save
lives in all of our communities.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Chair, I yield
the balance of my time to the gentle-
woman from Oklahoma (Ms. KENDRA S.
HORN), an extraordinary advocate on
this issue.

Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Oklahoma.
Madam Chair, I thank the gentleman
from Illinois for yielding time to me to
speak on this important topic.

Madam Chair, I rise in support of this
amendment today which directs the
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to study the relationship between
domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, or stalking experience and
the likelihood of developing a sub-
stance use disorder.

This information is critical. If we are
going to make smart policy, we must
take an evidence-based approach. We
must understand the nature and im-
pact of trauma to best serve those who
have suffered.

We know traumatic experiences, such
as domestic violence, are associated
with behavioral conditions, including
substance abuse; and we Kknow that
these behavioral health conditions are
also associated with collective trauma.
The full impact of trauma is only now
beginning to be understood as tools
such as the Adverse Childhood Experi-
ences Score, or ACES, begin to inform
this.

As the gentleman from Illinois men-
tioned, broadening our understanding
will weaken stigma. Far too often, so-
cial stigma silences both domestic vio-
lence survivors and those suffering
from substance use disorders. We must
empower them, not further traumatize
them.

To reduce this stigma, we have to
continue to talk about these issues,
educate ourselves about these issues,
and support those who are struggling
with them. This amendment and, more
broadly, this bill is an important step
towards fulfilling that responsibility.
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Reauthorizing the Violence Against
Women Act reaffirms and expands pro-
tections for women everywhere. It im-
proves services available to survivors,
empowers local law enforcement to
protect their communities, prevents
stalkers and abusers from obtaining
firearms, and strengthens protections
against discrimination in housing and
the workplace—because everyone, ev-
erywhere deserves a life free from
abuse.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, so we can
better protect and treat those who
have experienced unspeakable suf-
fering, and to support the reauthoriza-
tion of the Violence Against Women
Act.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Chair, I ask
support for the amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 16 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. MENG. Madam Chair, as the des-
ignee of the gentlewoman from New
Hampshire (Ms. KUSTER), I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 171, insert after line 2 the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SEC. 1408. INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP TO
STUDY FEDERAL EFFORTS TO COL-
LECT DATA ON SEXUAL VIOLENCE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Attorney General shall establish an
interagency working group (in this section
referred to as the ‘“Working Group’) to
study Federal efforts to collect data on sex-
ual violence and to make recommendations
on the harmonization of such efforts.

(b) COMPOSITION.—The Working Group
shall be comprised of at least one representa-
tive from the following agencies, who shall
be selected by the head of that agency:

(1) The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

(2) The Department of Education.

(3) The Department of Health and Human
Services.

(4) The Department of Justice.

(c) DUTIES.—The Working Group shall con-
sider the following:

(1) What activity constitutes different acts
of sexual violence.

(2) Whether reports that use the same
terms for acts of sexual violence are col-
lecting the same data on these acts.

(3) Whether the context which led to an act
of sexual violence should impact how that
act is accounted for in reports.

(4) Whether the data collected is presented
in a way that allows the general public to
understand what acts of sexual violence are
included in each measurement.

(5) Steps that agencies that compile re-
ports relating to sexual violence can take to
avoid double counting incidents of sexual vi-
olence.
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(d) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 2
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Working Group shall publish and
submit to Congress a report on the following:

(1) The activities of the Working Group.

(2) Recommendations to harmonize Fed-
eral efforts to collect data on sexual vio-
lence.

(3) Actions Federal agencies can take to
implement the recommendations described
in paragraph (2).

(4) Recommendations for congressional ac-
tion to implement the recommendations de-
scribed in paragraph (2).

(e) TERMINATION.—The Working Group
shall terminate 30 days after the date on
which the report is submitted pursuant to
subsection (d).

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) HARMONIZE.—The term ‘‘harmonize’ in-
cludes efforts to coordinate sexual violence
data collection to produce complementary
information, as appropriate, without com-
promising programmatic needs.

(2) SEXUAL VIOLENCE.—The term ‘‘sexual
violence” includes an unwanted sexual act
(including both contact and non-contact)
about which the Federal Government col-
lects information.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Madam Chair, I rise
today in strong support of Congress-
woman KUSTER’s bipartisan amend-
ment that calls on key Federal agen-
cies to harmonize their sexual violence
surveys and reporting systems.

This amendment was inspired by a
Government Accountability Office
study that found Federal agencies en-
gaged in collecting data on sexual vio-
lence are using different terminology
for the same types of sex crimes, and
these crimes are being categorized in
dissimilar ways.

As one example, an act some Federal
surveys identified as rape is considered
‘“‘nonconsensual sex acts’” or ‘‘sexual
coercion” in others.

For another survey, attempted non-
consensual sex acts are not specifically
included in the definition of ‘‘non-
consensual sex acts’” in the survey,
even though they are counted in over-
arching measurement of this behavior.

These surveys and reporting systems
are important, but their ambiguities
and inconsistencies are very problem-
atic and need to be corrected.

Ms. KUSTER’s amendment requires
four Federal agencies that conduct
eight critical sexual violence surveys
to form a working group to help im-
prove coordination and develop clearer
sexual violence terminology and cat-
egorization. This working group will
then complete a report identifying the
internal steps and congressional action
that can be taken to address this issue.

I know Ms. KUSTER is proud that this
amendment is bipartisan, and she has
asked me to extend her thanks to our
colleagues, Representatives TURNER,
SPEIER, MORELLE, and RASKIN, for join-
ing her to introduce it for consider-
ation within this landmark legislation
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to reauthorize the Violence Against
Women Act.

Additionally, she is grateful to House
Judiciary Committee leadership for
their support, and to Senators McCas-
kill and JOHNSON for shepherding a
similar bill through the Senate last
year.

Madam Chair, we know the #MeToo
movement continues to shed a light on
the disturbing prevalence of sexual vio-
lence in our country. For survivors, it
has been a powerful and moving re-
minder that they are not alone. For all
of us, it has been a wake-up call that
the status quo is unacceptable and will
not be tolerated anymore.

In order to fully understand the
scope of the challenge we face, we need
reliable, transparent data. The Federal
Government has a critical role to play
to that end. We have tremendous con-
fidence that better communication
amongst these agencies, coupled with
thoughtfully harmonized terminology
and categorization, will yield more ac-
curate data. Armed with that knowl-
edge, we can better prevent and end the
scourge of sexual violence.

Madam Chair, I urge support of Ms.
KUSTER’s amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I claim the time in opposition,
although I am not opposed to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. MENG. Madam Chair,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The amendment was agreed to.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part B of House Report 116-
32 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. JEFFRIES of
New York.

Amendment No. 2 by Ms. SCANLON of
Pennsylvania.

Amendment No. 7 by Ms. WATERS of
California.

Amendment No. 10 by Mrs. WAGNER
of Missouri.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. JEFFRIES

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 1 offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
JEFFRIES) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

I yield
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The Clerk will the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment.

redesignate

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 363, noes 67,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 147]

AYES—363

Adams DeGette Kaptur
Aderholt DeLauro Katko
Aguilar DelBene Keating
Allred Delgado Kelly (IL)
Amodei Demings Kennedy
Armstrong DeSaulnier Khanna
Arrington Deutch Kildee
Axne Diaz-Balart Kilmer
Bacon Dingell Kim
Balderson Doggett Kind
Barragan Doyle, Michael King (NY)
Bass F. Kinzinger
Beatty Duffy Kirkpatrick
Bera Dunn Krishnamoorthi
Bergman Emmer Kuster (NH)
Beyer Engel Kustoff (TN)
Bilirakis Escobar LaHood
Bishop (GA) Eshoo LaMalfa
Blumenauer Espaillat Lamb
Blunt Rochester  Evans Lamborn
Bonamici Finkenauer Langevin
Bost Fitzpatrick Larsen (WA)
Boyle, Brendan Fleischmann Larson (CT)

F. Fletcher Latta
Brady Flores Lawrence
Brindisi Fortenberry Lawson (FL)
Brooks (IN) Foster Lee (CA)
Brown (MD) Foxx (NC) Lee (NV)
Brownley (CA) Frankel Levin (CA)
Buchanan Fudge Levin (MI)
Buck Fulcher Lewis
Bucshon Gabbard Lieu, Ted
Bustos Gallagher Lipinski
Butterfield Gallego Loebsack
Byrne Garamendi Lofgren
Calvert Garclia (IL) Long
Carbajal Garcia (TX) Lowenthal
Cardenas Gianforte Lowey
Carson (IN) Gibbs Lucas
Carter (GA) Golden Luetkemeyer
Cartwright Gomez Lujan
Case Gongzalez (OH) Luria
Casten (IL) Gonzalez (TX) Lynch
Castor (FL) Gonzalez-Colon Malinowski
Castro (TX) (PR) Maloney,
Chu, Judy Gottheimer Carolyn B.
Cicilline Graves (MO) Maloney, Sean
Cisneros Green (TX) Marchant
Clark (MA) Griffith Marshall
Clarke (NY) Grijalva Mast
Clay Guest Matsui
Cleaver Guthrie McAdams
Clyburn Haaland McBath
Cohen Hagedorn McCarthy
Cole Harder (CA) McCaul
Collins (GA) Hartzler McCollum
Collins (NY) Hastings McGovern
Comer Hayes McHenry
Conaway Heck McNerney
Connolly Herrera Beutler Meeks
Cook Higgins (LA) Meng
Cooper Higgins (NY) Mitchell
Correa Hill (AR) Moolenaar
Costa Hill (CA) Moore
Courtney Himes Morelle
Cox (CA) Hollingsworth Moulton
Craig Horn, Kendra S. Mucarsel-Powell
Crawford Horsford Mullin
Crenshaw Houlahan Murphy
Crist Hoyer Nadler
Crow Hudson Napolitano
Cuellar Huffman Neal
Cummings Huizenga Neguse
Cunningham Hurd (TX) Newhouse
Curtis Jackson Lee Norcross
Davids (KS) Jayapal Norton
Davidson (OH) Jeffries Nunes
Davis (CA) Johnson (GA) O’Halleran
Davis, Danny K. Johnson (LA) Ocasio-Cortez
Davis, Rodney Johnson (OH) Olson
Dean Johnson (TX) Omar
DeFazio Joyce (OH) Pallone



H3044

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Palmer Schneider Tipton
Panetta Schrader Titus
Pappas Schrier Tlaib
Pascrell Schweikert Tonko
Perlmutter Scott (VA) Torres (CA)
Peters Scott, David Torres Small
Peterson Sensenbrenner (NM)
Phillips Serrano Trahan
Pingree Sewell (AL) Trone
Plaskett Shalala Turner
Pocan Sherman Underwood
Porter Sherrill Upton
Pressley Shimkus Van Drew
Price (NC) Simpson Vargas
Quigley Sires Veasey
Raskin Slotkin Vela
Reed Smith (MO) Velazquez
Reschenthaler Smith (NE) Visclosky
Rice (NY) Smith (NJ) Wagner
Rice (SC) Smith (WA) Walberg
Richmond Smucker Walden
Riggleman Soto Walorski
Roby Spanberger Waltz
Rodgers (WA) Spano Wasserman
Roe, David P. Speier Schultz
Rogers (AL) Stanton Waters
Rogers (KY) Stauber Watkins
Rose (NY) Stefanik Watson Coleman
Rouda Steil Welch
Rouzer Stevens Wenstrup
Roybal-Allard Stewart Westerman
Ruiz Stivers Wexton
Ruppersberger Suozzi Wild
Rush Swalwell (CA) Williams
Sablan Takano Wilson (FL)
San Nicolas Taylor Wilson (SC)
Sanchez Thompson (CA) Wittman
Sarbanes Thompson (MS) Womack
Scanlon Thompson (PA) Woodall
Schakowsky Thornberry Yarmuth
Schiff Timmons Young
NOES—67
Abraham Gohmert Meadows
Allen Gooden Meuser
Amash Gosar Miller
Babin Granger Mooney (WV)
Baird Graves (GA) Norman
Banks Graves (LA) Palazzo
Barr Green (TN) Pence
Biggs Grothman Perry
Bishop (UT) Harris Posey
Brooks (AL) Hern, Kevin .
Budd Hice (GA) Rateliife
Burchett Hunter Rose, John W.
Burgess Johnson (SD) Roy
Carter (TX) Jordan Scalise .
Chabot Joyce (PA) Scott, Austin
Cheney Kelly (MS) Steube
Cline Kelly (PA) Walker
Cloud King (IA) Weber (TX)
DesJarlais Lesko Webster (FL)
Duncan Loudermilk Wright
Estes Massie Yoho
Ferguson McClintock Zeldin
Gaetz McKinley
NOT VOTING—17
Holding Radewagen Ryan
McEachin Rooney (FL)
Payne Rutherford
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vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
SCANLON) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-

the

Mr. GOODEN, Mrs. MILLER, Messrs.
GAETZ, JOHNSON of South Dakota,
CLINE, BUDD, JOHN W. ROSE of Ten-
nessee, GROTHMAN, ABRAHAM, and
LOUDERMILK changed their vote from
“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Messrs. PALMER, REED, TIPTON,
HIGGINS of Louisiana, MAST, and
MCcHENRY changed their vote from
4én07? to &‘aye.?7

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. HOLDING. Madam Chair, | was inad-
vertently detained during roll call No. 147. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rollcall No. 147.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. SCANLON

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded

ment.

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 394, noes 36,

not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 148]

AYES—394

Abraham Costa Grothman
Adams Courtney Guest
Aderholt Cox (CA) Guthrie
Aguilar Craig Haaland
Allen Crawford Hagedorn
Allred Crenshaw Harder (CA)
Amodei Crist Hartzler
Armstrong Crow Hastings
Arrington Cuellar Hayes
Axne Cummings Heck
Bacon Cunningham Hern, Kevin
Baird Curtis Herrera Beutler
Balderson Davids (KS) Higgins (NY)
Barr Davidson (OH) Hill (AR)
Barragan Davis (CA) Hill (CA)
Bass Davis, Danny K. Himes
Beatty Davis, Rodney Holding
Bera Dean Hollingsworth
Bergman DeFazio Horn, Kendra S.
Beyer DeGette Horsford
Bilirakis DeLauro Houlahan
Bishop (GA) DelBene Hoyer
Blumenauer Delgado Hudson
Blunt Rochester  Demings Huffman
Bonamici DeSaulnier Huizenga
Bost DesJarlais Hurd (TX)
Boyle, Brendan Deutch Jackson Lee

F. Diaz-Balart Jayapal
Brady Dingell Jeffries
Brindisi Doggett Johnson (GA)
Brooks (IN) Doyle, Michael Johnson (LA)
Brown (MD) F. Johnson (OH)
Brownley (CA) Duffy Johnson (SD)
Buchanan Dunn Johnson (TX)
Bucshon Emmer Joyce (OH)
Budd Engel Joyce (PA)
Burchett Escobar Kaptur
Burgess Eshoo Katko
Bustos Espaillat Keating
Butterfield Estes Kelly (IL)
Byrne Evans Kennedy
Calvert Ferguson Khanna
Carbajal Finkenauer Kildee
Cardenas Fitzpatrick Kilmer
Carson (IN) Fleischmann Kim
Carter (GA) Fletcher Kind
Carter (TX) Flores King (IA)
Cartwright Fortenberry King (NY)
Case Foster Kinzinger
Casten (IL) Foxx (NC) Kirkpatrick
Castor (FL) Frankel Krishnamoorthi
Castro (TX) Fudge Kuster (NH)
Chabot Fulcher Kustoff (TN)
Cheney Gabbard LaHood
Chu, Judy Gallagher LaMalfa
Cicilline Gallego Lamb
Cisneros Garamendi Lamborn
Clark (MA) Garcla (IL) Langevin
Clarke (NY) Garcia (TX) Larsen (WA)
Clay Gianforte Larson (CT)
Cleaver Gomez Latta
Cloud Gonzalez (OH) Lawrence
Clyburn Gonzalez (TX) Lawson (FL)
Cohen Gonzalez-Colon Lee (CA)
Cole (PR) Lee (NV)
Collins (GA) Gooden Levin (CA)
Collins (NY) Gottheimer Levin (MI)
Comer Granger Lewis
Conaway Graves (LA) Lieu, Ted
Connolly Graves (MO) Lipinski
Cook Green (TX) Loebsack
Cooper Griffith Lofgren
Correa Grijalva Long
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Loudermilk Pingree Speier
Lowenthal Plaskett Stanton
Lowey Pocan Stauber
Lucas Porter Stefanik
Luetkemeyer Posey Steil
Lujan Pressley Stevens
Luria Price (NC) Stewart
Lynch Quigley Stivers
ﬁa%mowskl gasgm Suozzi
aloney, ee
Carolyn B. Reschenthaler %\;‘r}?;‘zgll 4

Maloney, Sean Rice (NY) T

N aylor
Marchant Rice (80) Thompson (CA)
Marshall Richmond Thompson (MS)
Matsui Riggleman b
McAdams Roby Thompson (PA)
McBath Rodgers (WA) Thornberry
McCarthy Roe, David P. Timmons
McCaul Rogers (AL) Tipton
McCollum Rogers (KY) Titus
McGovern Rose (NY) Tlaib
McHenry Rose, John W. Tonko
McKinley Rouda Torres (CA)
McNerney Rouzer Torres Small
Meadows Roybal-Allard (NM)
Meeks Ruiz Trahan
Meng Ruppersberger Trone
Meuser Rush Turner
Miller Sablan Underwood
Moolenaar San Nicolas Upton
Mooney (WV) Sanchez Van Drew
Moore Sarbanes Vargas
Morelle Scalise Veasey
Moulton Scanlon Vela
Muca'Lrsel—Powell Schgkowsky Velazquez
Mullin Schiff Visclosky
Murphy Schneider Wagner

g
Nadler Schrader Walberg
Napolitano Schrier Walden
Neal Schweikert Walker
Neguse Scott (VA) .
. Walorski
Newhouse Scott, Austin Waltz
Norcross Scott, David Wasserman
Norman Sensenbrenner Schultz
Norton Serrano
Nunes Sewell (AL) Wateljs
O’Halleran Shalala Watkins
Ocasio-Cortez Sherman Watson Coleman
Olson Sherrill Webster (FL)
Omar Shimkus Welch
Pallone Simpson Wenstrup
Palmer Sires Westerman
Panetta Slotkin Wexton
Pappas Smith (MO) Wild
Pascrell Smith (NE) Williams
Pence Smith (NJ) Wilson (FL)
Perlmutter Smith (WA) Wilson (SC)
Perry Smucker Wittman
Peters Soto Womack
Peterson Spanberger Woodall
Phillips Spano Yarmuth
NOES—36
Amash Gosar Mast
Babin Graves (GA) McClintock
Banks Green (TN) Mitchell
Biggs Harris Palazzo
Brooks (AL) Hice (GA) Ratcliffe
Buck Higgins (LA) Roy
Cline Hunter Steube
Duncan Jordan Weber (TX)
Gaetz Kelly (MS) Wright
Gibbs Kelly (PA) Yoho
Gohmert Lesko Young
Golden Massie Zeldin
NOT VOTING—17

Bishop (UT) Radewagen Ryan
McEachin Rooney (FL)
Payne Rutherford

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATERS) on which further proceedings
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were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 258, noes 173,
not voting 6, as follows:
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The Clerk will the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment.

redesignate

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 429, noes 0,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 150]

[Roll No. 149]

AYES—258

Adams Fortenberry McAdams
Aguilar Foster McBath
Allred Frankel McCollum
Axne Fudge McGovern
Bacon Gabbard McNerney
Barragan Gallego Meeks
Bass Garamendi Meng
Beatty Garcia (IL) Moore
Bera Garcia (TX) Morelle
Beyer Gianforte Moulton
Bishop (GA) Golden Mucarsel-Powell
Blumenauer Gomez Mullin
Blunt Rochester Gonzalez (OH) Murphy
Bonamici Gongzalez (TX) Nadler
Boyle, Brendan Gottheimer Napolitano

F. Green (TX) Neal
Brindisi Grijalva Neguse
Brown (MD) Haaland Norcross
Brownley (CA) Harder (CA) Norton
Bustos Hastings O’Halleran
Butterfield Hayes Ocasio-Cortez
Carbajal Heck Omar
Cardenas Higgins (NY) Pallone
Carson (IN) Hill (CA) Panetta
Cartwright Himes Pappas
Case Horn, Kendra S. Pascrell
Casten (IL) Horsford Perlmutter
Castor (FL) Houlahan Peters
Castro (TX) Hoyer Peterson
Chu, Judy Huffman Phillips
Cicilline Hurd (TX) Pingree
Cisneros Jackson Lee Plaskett
Clark (MA) Jayapal Pocan
Clarke (NY) Jeffries Porter
Clay Johnson (GA) Pressley
Cleaver Johnson (TX) Price (NC)
Clyburn Joyce (OH) Quigley
Cohen Kaptur Raskin
Collins (NY) Katko Reed
Connolly Keating Rice (NY)
Cooper Kelly (IL) Richmond
Correa Kennedy Rose (NY)
Costa Khanna Rouda
Courtney Kildee Roybal-Allard
Cox (CA) Kilmer Ruiz
Craig Kim Ruppersberger
Crist Kind Rush
Crow King (NY) Sablan
Cuellar Kirkpatrick San Nicolas
Cummings Krishnamoorthi Sanchez
Cunningham Kuster (NH) Sarbanes
Davids (KS) Lamb Scanlon
Davis (CA) Langevin Schakowsky
Davis, Danny K. Larsen (WA) Schiff
Davis, Rodney Larson (CT) Schneider
Dean Lawrence Schrader
DeFazio Lawson (FL) Schrier
DeGette Lee (CA) Scott (VA)
DeLauro Lee (NV) Scott, David
DelBene Levin (CA) Serrano
Delgado Levin (MI) Sewell (AL)
Demings Lewis Shalala
DeSaulnier Lieu, Ted Sherman
Deutch Lipinski Sherrill
Dingell Loebsack Simpson
Doggett Lofgren Sires
Doyle, Michael Lowenthal Slotkin

F. Lowey Smith (MO)
Engel Lujan Smith (WA)
Escobar Luria Soto
Eshoo Lynch Spanberger
Espaillat Malinowski Speier
Evans Maloney, Stanton
Finkenauer Carolyn B. Stauber
Fitzpatrick Maloney, Sean Stefanik
Fletcher Matsui Steil

Stevens Torres Small Visclosky
Stivers (NM) Wagner
Suozzi Trahan Walden
Swalwell (CA) Trone Wasserman
Takano Turner Schultz
Thompson (CA)  Underwood Waters
Thompson (MS) Upton Watson Coleman
Titus Van Drew Welch
Tlaib Vargas erxton
Tonko Veasey W}ld

Vela Wilson (FL)
Torres (CA) Velazquez Yarmuth

NOES—173

Abraham Gohmert Mitchell
Aderholt Gonzalez-Colon Moolenaar
Allen (PR) Mooney (WV)
Amash Gooden Newhouse
Amodei Gosar Norman
Armstrong Granger Nunes
Arrington Graves (GA) Olson
Babin Graves (LA) Palazzo
Baird Graves (MO) Palmer
Balderson Green (TN) Pence
Banks Griffith Perry
Barr Grothman Posey
Bergman Guest Ratcliffe
Biggs Guthrie Reschenthaler
Bilirakis Hagedorn Rice (SC)
Bishop (UT) Harris Riggleman
Bost Hartzler Roby
Brady Hern, Kevin Rodgers (WA)
Brooks (AL) Herrera Beutler Roe, David P.

Brooks (IN) Hice (GA) Rogers (AL)
Buchanan Higgins (LA) Rogers (KY)
Buck Hill (AR) Rose, John W.
Bucshon Holding Rouzer
Budd Hollingsworth Roy
Burchett Hudson Scalise
Burgess Huizenga Schweikert
Byrne Hunter Scott, Austin
Calvert Johnson (LA) Sensenbrenner
Carter (GA) Johnson (OH) Shimkus
Carter (TX) Johnson (SD) Smith (NE)
Chabot Jordan Smith (NJ)
Cheney Joyce (PA) Smucker
Cline Kelly (MS) Spano
Cloud Kelly (PA) Steube
Cole King (IA) Stewart
Collins (GA) Kinzinger Taylor
Comer Kustoff (TN) Thompson (PA)
Conaway LaHood Thornberry
Cook LaMalfa Timmons
Crawford Lamborn Tipton
Crenshaw Latta Walberg
Curtis Lesko Walker
Davidson (OH) Long Walorski
DesJarlais Loudermilk Waltz
Diaz-Balart Lucas Watkins
Duffy Luetkemeyer Weber (TX)
Duncan Marchant Webster (FL)
Dunn Marshall Wenstrup
Emmer Massie Westerman
Estes Mast Williams
Ferguson McCarthy Wilson (SC)
Fleischmann McCaul Wittman
Flores McClintock Womack
Foxx (NC) McHenry Woodall
Fulcher McKinley Wright
Gaetz Meadows Yoho
Gallagher Meuser Young
Gibbs Miller Zeldin

NOT VOTING—6
McEachin Radewagen Rutherford
Payne Rooney (FL) Ryan

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia changed his
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MRS. WAGNER

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER) on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

AYES—429

Abraham Cooper Green (TX)
Adams Correa Griffith
Aderholt Costa Grijalva
Aguilar Cox (CA) Grothman
Allen Craig Guest
Allred Crawford Guthrie
Amash Crenshaw Haaland
Amodei Crist Hagedorn
Armstrong Crow Harder (CA)
Arrington Cuellar Harris
Axne Cummings Hartzler
Babin Cunningham Hastings
Bacon Curtis Hayes
Baird Davids (KS) Heck
Balderson Davidson (OH) Hern, Kevin
Banks Davis (CA) Herrera Beutler
Barr Davis, Danny K.  Hice (GA)
Barragan Davis, Rodney Higgins (LA)
Bass Dean Higgins (NY)
Beatty DeFazio Hill (AR)
Bera DeGette Hill (CA)
Bergman DeLauro Himes
Beyer DelBene Holding
Biggs Delgado Hollingsworth
Bilirakis Demings Horn, Kendra S.
Bishop (GA) DeSaulnier Horsford
Bishop (UT) DesJarlais Houlahan
Blumenauer Deutch Hoyer
Blunt Rochester  Diaz-Balart Hudson
Bonamici Dingell Huffman
Bost Doggett Huizenga
Boyle, Brendan Doyle, Michael Hunter

F. F. Hurd (TX)
Brady Duffy Jackson Lee
Brindisi Duncan Jayapal
Brooks (AL) Dunn Jeffries
Brooks (IN) Emmer Johnson (GA)
Brown (MD) Engel Johnson (LA)
Brownley (CA) Escobar Johnson (OH)
Buchanan Eshoo Johnson (SD)
Buck Espaillat Johnson (TX)
Bucshon Estes Jordan
Budd Evans Joyce (OH)
Burchett Ferguson Joyce (PA)
Burgess Finkenauer Kaptur
Bustos Fitzpatrick Katko
Butterfield Fleischmann Keating
Byrne Fletcher Kelly (IL)
Calvert Flores Kelly (MS)
Carbajal Fortenberry Kelly (PA)
Cardenas Foster Kennedy
Carson (IN) Foxx (NC) Khanna
Carter (GA) Frankel Kildee
Carter (TX) Fudge Kilmer
Cartwright Fulcher Kim
Case Gabbard Kind
Casten (IL) Gaetz King (IA)
Castor (FL) Gallagher King (NY)
Castro (TX) Gallego Kinzinger
Chabot Garamendi Kirkpatrick
Cheney Garcla (IL) Krishnamoorthi
Chu, Judy Garcia (TX) Kuster (NH)
Cicilline Gianforte Kustoff (TN)
Cisneros Gibbs LaHood
Clark (MA) Gohmert LaMalfa
Clarke (NY) Golden Lamb
Clay Gomez Lamborn
Cleaver Gonzalez (OH) Langevin
Cline Gonzalez (TX) Larsen (WA)
Cloud Gonzalez-Colon Latta
Clyburn (PR) Lawrence
Cohen Gooden Lawson (FL)
Cole Gosar Lee (CA)
Collins (GA) Gottheimer Lee (NV)
Collins (NY) Granger Lesko
Comer Graves (GA) Levin (CA)
Conaway Graves (LA) Levin (MI)
Connolly Graves (MO) Lewis
Cook Green (TN) Lieu, Ted
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Lipinski Perry Spano
Loebsack Peters Speier
Lofgren Peterson Stanton
Long Phillips Stauber
Loudermilk Pingree Stefanik
Lowenthal Plaskett Steil
Lowey Pocan Steube
Lucas Porter Stevens
Luetkemeyer Posey Stewart
Lujan Pressley Stivers
Luria Price (NC) Suozzi
Lynch Quigley Swalwell (CA)
Malinowski Raskin Takano
Maloney, Ratcliffe Taylor

Carolyn B. Reed Thompson (CA)
Maloney, Sean Reschenthaler Thompson (MS)
Marchant Rice (NY) Thompson (PA)
Marshall Rice (SC) Thornberry
Massie Richmond Timmons
Mast Riggleman Tipton
Matsui Roby Titus
McAdams Rodgers (WA) Tlaib
McBath Roe, David P. Tonko
McCarthy Rogers (AL) Torres (CA)
McCaul Rogers (KY) Torres Small
MecClintock Rose (NY) (NM)
McCollum Rose, John W. Trahan
McGovern Rouda Trone
McHenry Rouzer Turner
McKinley Roy Underwood
McNerney Roybal-Allard Upton
Meadows Ruiz Van Drew
Meeks Ruppersberger Vargas
Meng Rush Veasey
Meuser Sablan Vela
Miller San Nicolas Velazquez
Mitchell Sanchez Visclosky
Moolenaar Sarbanes Wagner
Mooney (WV) Scalise Walberg
Moore Scanlon Walden
Morelle Schakowsky Walker
Moulton Schiff Walorski
Mucarsel-Powell ~ Schneider Waltz
Mullin Schrader Wasserman
Murphy Schrier Schultz
Nadler Schweikert Waters
Napolitano Scott (VA) Watkins
Neal Scott, Austin Watson Coleman
Neguse Scott, David Weber (TX)
Newhouse Sensenbrenner Webster (FL)
Norcross Serrano Welch
Norman Sewell (AL) Wenstrup
Norton Shalala Westerman
Nunes Sherman Wexton
O’Halleran Sherrill Wild
Ocasio-Cortez Shimkus Williams
Olson Simpson Wilson (FL)
Omar Sires Wilson (SC)
Palazzo Slotkin Wittman
Pallone Smith (MO) Womack
Palmer Smith (NE) Woodall
Panetta Smith (NJ) Wright
Pappas Smith (WA) Yarmuth
Pascrell Smucker Yoho
Pence Soto Young
Perlmutter Spanberger Zeldin

NOT VOTING—38

Courtney Payne Rutherford
Larson (CT) Radewagen Ryan
McEachin Rooney (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MALINOWSKI).
It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 17 printed in part B of House
Report 116-32.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 145, line 19, insert after ‘‘parent’ the
following: ‘‘, and such classes shall be made
available to prisoners with limited English
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proficiency in compliance with Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964”".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, my amend-
ment would ensure that incarcerated,
pregnant prisoners who are primary
caretaker parents and who have lim-
ited English proficiency will have ac-
cess to parenting classes.

Mr. Chair, we know that at the end of
2016 there were over 111,000 women in
prisons across our country. That is a
nearly 750 percent increase from 1980.
Women are the fastest growing popu-
lation of incarcerated individuals in
our country.

Our Nation has 4 percent of the
world’s female population, but 30 per-
cent of its female incarcerated popu-
lation.

We also know that women of color
are significantly overrepresented in
our criminal justice system. In fact,
two-thirds of women in jail are women
of color.

Additionally, a recent study pub-
lished just 2 weeks ago in the American
Journal of Public Health found that,
during their 1l-year study of rates of
pregnancy and outcomes among women
in prison in 22 States and the Federal
system, almost 1,400 pregnant women
were admitted to prison.

Given the intersection of these data
points, my amendment ensures that
parenting classes be accessible to those
incarcerated women with limited
English proficiency.

The Bureau of Prisons already pro-
vides certain parenting classes for
pregnant incarcerated individuals.
They include the Mother and Infants
Nursing Together, MINT, program; and
the Residential Parenting Program.

The MINT program teaches parenting
skills to facilitate mother-child bond-
ing and provides the tools to help build
a stable home environment upon re-
lease.

The Residential Parenting Program
at the Washington State Department
of Corrections allows Bureau of Prison
incarcerated women and their infants
to participate in the program.

Studies show that these programs are
significant for incarcerated females
and their families, as they can play im-
portant roles in successful reentry into
society.

Under my amendment, all pregnant
incarcerated women or incarcerated
moms will be able to better provide for
their children no matter what language
they speak.

The BOP’s incarcerated female popu-
lation is incredibly diverse, with many
ethnicities and many foreign countries
represented, but no one should be de-
nied the chance to be the best parent
they can be simply because they are
non-English speaking.

Mr. Chair, I thank my good friend
Congresswoman KAREN BASS as well as
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Congressman FITZPATRICK for their
leadership in shepherding this land-
mark legislation.

The 2019 reauthorization of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act responds to
our Nation’s crisis of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
and stalking.

Mr. Chair, I urge support for my
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
am not necessarily opposed to the goal
of the amendment. In fact, I under-
stand the amendment. I appreciate the
gentlewoman bringing it.

I have supported similar programs in
the FIRST STEP Act. The thing here is
that this amendment is not necessary
because, in the underlying bill, it al-
ready provides for parenting classes
and resources.

I appreciate the gentlewoman bring-
ing it. I don’t necessarily have a prob-
lem with it, except it is already there.
So, offering this amendment is fine,
but I just, at this point, would just say
it is already there.

I have supported similar programs
before. I appreciate the gentlewoman’s
concern in this, and we would agree on
that.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, we just
want to make sure that no one is de-
nied the chance to bond with their
newborn or child simply because they
don’t speak the language.

This amendment ensures compliance
with title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of race, color, and national
origin in programs and activities re-
ceiving Federal financial assistance.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, again, understanding the con-
cerns, all this is already, frankly, cov-
ered. It is covered in the underlying
bill, but it is also covered in other pro-
grams.

In going through some of these—and
I know we have got a couple more—in
some of these amendments, anything
that takes funding away that would go
from regular programs would be of con-
cern, but I am happy to work with my
colleagues to address these issues in
other areas. I just don’t think VAWA,
probably, is the best way, but I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s concern.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 18 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.
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Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 153, line 25, strike ‘‘and’ at the end.

Page 153, after line 25, insert the following
(and redesignate other provisions accord-
ingly):

(F) develop tools to communicate par-
enting program availability and eligibility
criteria to each employee of the Bureau of
Prisons and each pregnant inmate to ensure
that each pregnant inmate in the custody of
a Bureau of Prisons facility understands the
resources available to such inmate; and

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment would ensure that our Federal
prison develops tools to communicate
parenting program availability and eli-
gibility criteria to each employee of
the Bureau of Prisons and each preg-
nant incarcerated woman so that each
of these women in the custody of a Bu-
reau of Prisons facility understands
the resources available to them.

Mr. Chair, we know that women are
the fastest growing population in the
criminal justice system. Only 5 percent
of the world’s female population lives
in the U.S., but they account for nearly
30 percent of the world’s incarcerated
women. That is an injustice to not only
those incarcerated but to their fami-
lies, our economy, and our society as a
whole.

According to Prison Policy Initia-
tive, 80 percent of the women who will
go to jail this year are moms, including
nearly 150,000 women who are pregnant
when they are admitted, and many of
these women are the primary caretaker
of their family.

This means that the impact of their
incarceration reaches far beyond the
prison system. As we incarcerate
women, we are also incarcerating their
families.

Currently, the BOP does offer some
programs to women who are moms or
soon-to-be mothers. Mothers and In-
fants Nursing Together, otherwise
known as MINT, is offered to moms
who are pregnant at the time of com-
mitment. Participating mothers can
enroll in pre- and postnatal classes on
childbirth, parenting, and coping
skills. This program offers the chance
for mothers to acquire parenting skills
and bond with their infant after birth.

The Residential Parenting Program
offered by the Washington State De-
partment of Corrections’ Residential
Parenting Program gives its partici-
pants and their infants the opportunity
to reside in the minimum security unit
for up to 30 months after birth.

Mr. Chair, these programs are impor-
tant resources to pregnant mothers
and parents who are incarcerated. In
fact, participants of the MINT program
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have reported that the program has
helped them learn important parenting
skills and develop a bond with their in-
fants.

However, the September 2018 Depart-
ment of Justice’s OIG review of the
Federal Bureau of Prisons’ manage-
ment of its female inmate population
found that BOP’s pregnancy programs
were underutilized.

Between fiscal years 2012 and 2016,
there were 951 pregnant incarcerated
women in BOP’s custody, 558 of whom
were in institutions designed to house
sentenced inmates. Of these 558 sen-
tenced pregnant inmates, they esti-
mate that only 204 participated in
MINT or the Residential Parenting
Program. That is, only 37 percent were
in these parenting and pregnancy pro-
grams.

The reasons were varied. Incarcer-
ated mothers who may be eligible for
the programs are often not identified
as being eligible. While social workers
are responsible for informing inmates
of these opportunities, social worker
positions often remain vacant.

Many staff did not fully understand
the eligibility criteria for the Mothers
and Infants Nursing Together program,
and, even more surprising, some staff
were entirely unaware of these pro-
grams’ existence.

These are valuable programs that
need to be reaching more people. This
amendment directs the Bureau of Pris-
ons to develop tools to better commu-
nicate the availability of these pro-
grams and their eligibility criteria to
inmates. With these improvements, in-
carcerated individuals will be empow-
ered to better utilize the resources
made available to them.

Mr. Chair, I urge support for the
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, 1
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
again, I have been on this side, and I
would love to see more cooperation, es-
pecially since this is one of the areas I
do believe, Mr. Chair, we can actually
have agreement on. The chairman and
I have talked about this a great deal,
and others, members of our Judiciary
Committee.

The FIRST STEP Act, criminal jus-
tice reform is something that I have
been working on for many years. I
think the issue of women incarceration
is definitely something that needs to
be looked at.

Again, my concern with this program
is the diversion of dollars that go
through these programs to programs
that already exist, and I am not sure
how we are prioritizing these anymore.
Even the numbers given were based
over a number-of-years period, not a
single-year period.

When we were doing the FIRST
STEP Act and doing some of the incar-
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ceration numbers, these numbers were
a lot lower in the Federal prison of
those actually pregnant at the time.

So again, I don’t, by any means, de-
mean or try to talk badly about an
amendment in the sense that it is not
intended well. I think the problem is
the underlying issues are already
there. The underlying stuff is there. I
appreciate her bringing that out. We
just disagree that this would be the
place to do this.

There are other places we could work
on this, and I think criminal justice re-
form is a great place to put this. I do
commend the gentlewoman for bring-
ing it.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments.

Again, only 37 percent of pregnant in-
mates utilize these programs. I think
that it is very common sense to make
sure that more people are aware of
these programs, both staff employees
and those who are incarcerated.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York.

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 19 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 145, line 21, insert after ‘‘training”’
the following: ‘‘, including cultural com-
petency training,”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, my amend-
ment would ensure that cultural com-
petency training is included in trauma
screening trainings provided to correc-
tional officers and each Bureau of Pris-
ons employee, including instructors
and healthcare professionals.

Estimates suggest that as many as 90
percent of incarcerated women have
experienced some sort of trauma such
as interpersonal or sexual violence in
their lives. Female inmates are more
likely to have been the victims of di-
rect violence, repeated sexual violence,
and intimate partner violence. We also
know that trauma is experienced in dif-
ferent ways, depending on the individ-
ual’s gender identity, culture, and past
experiences.

The BOP’s incarcerated female popu-
lation is incredibly diverse, with many
ethnicities, approximately 30 religions,
and women from all 50 States and
many foreign countries represented.
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Studies show that trauma treatment
programs should be administered and
facilitated during the first 12 months of
the incarcerated individual’s sentence
so as to maximize the benefits of these
programs.

Research also shows that the effects
of trauma manifest themselves dif-
ferently for incarcerated women and
men. This manifestation is further
compounded by the individual’s cul-
tural background.

Incarcerated individuals with limited
English proficiency have unique chal-
lenges in interaction with correctional
officers. This is also true for LGBT in-
carcerated individuals who have expe-
rienced injustice and violence in very
specific ways.

In order to address the past trauma
of inmates, the BOP has tried to adopt
a ‘‘trauma-informed correctional care
approach.” Under this method, the ac-
tions of staff are centered on the un-
derstanding that trauma is real and
prevalent, and opportunities to avoid
retraumatizing inmates are an oppor-
tunity for healing.

This approach also includes several
principles which seek to ensure the
psychological and emotional safety of
those incarcerated individuals and
staff, and use communication methods
that avoid triggering memories of past
trauma.

And yet testimony from formerly in-
carcerated women illustrates that cor-
rection staff in women’s facilities still
often fail to receive trauma-informed
and gender-responsive training, let
alone culturally competent training.

Correctional officers, healthcare pro-
fessionals, and other staff members
must be adequately trained on methods
of trauma-informed care that address
the needs of incarcerated individuals.

The trauma screenings must equip
each BOP employee to be mindful of
the unique culturally rooted trauma of
incarcerated individuals. A better un-
derstand of these needs allows correc-
tional officers and instructors to pro-
vide the most effective care possible.
Such training would ensure that cor-
rectional staff respond to incarcerated
individuals in productive and impactful
ways.

In other words, these officials will be
able to provide trauma-informed care
to those who have limited English pro-
ficiency, come from diverse back-
grounds, or live with disabilities, re-
gardless of gender, sexual orientation,
or gender identity.

The dignity of an incarcerated indi-
vidual must be honored and upheld,
and ensuring the proper training of em-
ployees to interact with them would be
a significant first step.

I urge support for the amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition, but I am
not necessarily opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MS. PLASKETT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 20 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of my amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 29, strike lines 3 through 7, and insert
the following:

SEC. 201. SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES PROGRAM.

Section 41601 of the Violent Crime Control
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12511) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ¢0.25
percent’ and inserting ‘0.5 percent’’; and

(2) in subsection (£)(1), by striking 2014
through 2018° and inserting ‘2020 through
2024,

Page 79, line 19, strike ‘“‘and”.

Page 79, line 21, strike the period at the
end and insert *‘; and’’.

Page 79, insert after line 21 the following:

(C) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking 0.25
percent’ and inserting ‘0.5 percent’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from the Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, the Vio-
lence Against Women Act is the cor-
nerstone of our Nation’s response to
domestic violence, sexual assault, dat-
ing violence, and stalking. VAWA’s
community response model helps abuse
victims find safety and receive serv-
ices, while holding thousands of per-
petrators accountable for their actions.

I would like to commend Congress-
woman KAREN BASS, Congresswoman
SHEILA JACKSON LEE, and leadership for
their commitment to making this leg-
islation a priority of this Congress.

Mr. Chair, the U.S. territories, in-
cluding my district of the U.S. Virgin
Islands, along with Puerto Rico, Guam,
the Northern Mariana Islands, and
American Samoa, are eligible for the
Violence Against Women Act programs
under the Departments of Justice and
Health and Human Services.

For example, the Sexual Assault
Services Formula Grant authorized
under VAWA provides funding to sup-
port rape crisis centers and assist indi-
viduals who have been sexually as-
saulted. The Office on Violence Against
Women awards no less than 1.5 percent
of the total amount appropriated for
the program to each State, the District
of Columbia, and Puerto Rico. The Vir-
gin Islands, American Samoa, Guam,
and the Northern Mariana Islands are
awarded a base amount of 1 quarter of
1 percent of the total appropriation.
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In fiscal years 2017-2018, the smaller
territories each received just $60,000 in
funding under the Sexual Assault Serv-
ices Formula Program. My amendment
would double the minimum amount
made available to these U.S. territories
under the program. This funding is
sorely needed at this time.

According to mental health profes-
sionals in the Virgin Islands, a recent
increase in domestic violence cases can
partially be attributed to the residual
stress of the disastrous hurricanes of
2017. Even before this uptick, however,
the territories were massively under-
equipped to shelter and protect the vic-
tims of violence, and the situation has
only worsened since.

Mr. Chair, my amendment would
similarly double the minimum amount
made available to the small territories
for transitional housing services, in-
cluding housing for victims for whom
emergency shelter services are unavail-
able or insufficient and to move indi-
viduals into permanent housing.

In the Virgin Islands, assistance for
emergency and transitional housing is
crucially important, as the territory
has seen housing costs skyrocket since
the aforementioned disasters. Without
this assistance, many women have no
hope of escaping life-threatening situa-
tions.

There is currently one domestic vio-
lence and abuse program on St. Thom-
as offering a hotline and emergency
shelter. On the island of St. Croix,
there is one program which offers a
hotline and emergency shelter to vic-
tims.

Undeniably, there is a need for more
funding to provide additional services.
This amendment takes a positive step
towards addressing the additional fund-
ing needs to adequately assist and pro-
tect women and children of the Virgin
Islands and other territories who lived
through the horror of violence this bill
seeks to protect them from.

I would like to acknowledge and
thank the Women’s Coalition and the
Virgin Islands Domestic Violence and
Sexual Assault Council on St. Croix
and the Family Resource Center on St.
Thomas for their passionate and con-
tinued work to provide services and
training on prevention to the victims
of abuse and their families.

I would also like to acknowledge and
thank my colleague across the aisle,
Congresswoman AUMUA AMATA COLE-
MAN RADEWAGEN of American Samoa,
for cosponsoring this amendment to
improve services for women and chil-
dren in the U.S. island territories.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition, although
I am not opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
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from Puerto Rico (Miss GONZALEZ-
COLON). 3 3

Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of the
bipartisan amendment presented by my
friends STACEY PLASKETT and AMATA
RADEWAGEN.

As my friend just mentioned, the
smaller territories are facing a chal-
lenge in the limited funds they receive
to address such a large and horrific
issue. Federal funds to fight violence
against women and support survivors
cannot be based on the ZIP Code or
where you live. I do believe that any
kind of violence must be addressed, re-
gardless of the State or the territory
the people are living in, giving the sur-
vivors the same access to services,
intervention, and assistance.

In the fiscal years 2017 and 2018, these
four territories—we are talking about
the Northern Marianas, Virgin Islands,
American Samoa, and Guam—received
less than $60,000 to aid victims of do-
mestic violence; and, simply put, this
was not enough.

I am speaking also on behalf of my
friend, AMATA RADEWAGEN, for Amer-
ican Samoa. And I do say that, as more
women step out of the shadows to seek
the assistance they need, it is our job
in the Federal Government to be able
to provide the tools and resources to
the organizations and, more impor-
tantly, to the victims themselves.

Congress must rework the formula
grant to allow these four territories ac-
cess to additional funds. I encourage
all my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I am supporting the
amendment as well.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, I just
want to thank my colleague and my
good friend—indeed, my sister—from
the neighboring island of Puerto Rico
for her support of this legislation and,
as a member of the larger island,
speaking on behalf of the smaller is-
lands and territories.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from the Virgin Islands (Ms.
PLASKETT).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. BERA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 21 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. BERA. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 28, insert after line 24 the following:
SEC. 108. ENHANCING CULTURALLY SPECIFIC

SERVICES FOR VICTIMS OF DOMES-

TIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE,

SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING.
Section 121(a) of the Violence Against
Women and Department of Justice Reauthor-
ization Act of 2005 (34 U.S.C. 20124(a)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘“(3) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS.—In addition to the amounts made
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available under paragraph (1), there are au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this
section $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020
through 2024.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from California (Mr. BERA) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. BERA. Mr. Chair, I rise today to
offer an amendment to H.R. 1585, the
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act.

My amendment is simple. It would
increase the authorized funding level
for grants that support the develop-
ment of culturally specific services for
victims of domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, and abuse.

Domestic violence is a devastating
reality for many women, and this is
particularly the case in our AAPI com-
munities. A survey done in 2015 esti-
mated that 40 to 60 percent of AAPI
women experience physical or sexual
violence by an intimate partner in
their lifetime.

However, the unfortunate stigma of
these events within the AAPI commu-
nity means that a lot of these sur-
vivors do not seek help afterwards or
even report these incidents in the first
place.
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Yet when I think about my own com-
munity, the South Asian community
and Native American community, we
have had some devastating cases.

You have generational divides here
where there is an older generation that
doesn’t allow folks to talk about this.
You have arranged marriages where a
bride may travel thousands of miles
and have no family resources, have no
ability to talk about it.

We have got to address this issue. We
have got to make it okay for folks to
come out of the shadows.

That is why, while it is important to
expand access to these services, it is
just as critical that the person can feel
comfortable seeking out these services.
Often, that means they are able to get
help from someone who looks like
them and understands their cultural
background.

Providing these resources in a cul-
turally appropriate context can help
survivors feel supported and heard.

My amendment would increase the
funding for grants that support organi-
zations that provide critical services
and resources to communities of color.

Lastly, I want to thank my col-
league, Congresswoman KAREN BASS,
for her work on this reauthorization. I
am pleased that we have the oppor-
tunity to strengthen these programs.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment and support
the underlying bill, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
again, I appreciate the gentleman’s
concern.

My concern is that the underlying
bill already addresses this with suffi-
cient funding. This amendment or any-
thing like it was not offered in com-
mittee and not brought up in the dis-
cussions of this.

I don’t doubt the sincerity of the
need in this, but we do believe that the
underlying bill would cover it, so for
that reason, I would oppose it.

I appreciate the gentleman’s concern,
and I am sure there are other ways
that we could work it out, but we do
believe the bill itself would cover that.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BERA. Mr. Chairman, I am pre-
pared to close.

My amendment would increase sup-
port for communities of color who face
domestic and sexual violence in our
country and allow them to access crit-
ical support services in a culturally ap-
propriate context.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment and the under-
lying bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 22 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 136, insert after line 9 the following
(and amend the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SEC. 905. REPORT ON THE RESPONSE OF LAW EN-
FORCEMENT AGENCIES TO REPORTS

OF MISSING OR MURDERED INDI-
ANS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVERED DATABASE.—The term ‘‘covered
database’ means—

(A) the database of the National Crime In-
formation Center;

(B) the Combined DNA Index System;

(C) the Next Generation Identification Sys-
tem; and

(D) any other database or system of a law
enforcement agency under which a report of
a missing or murdered Indian may be sub-
mitted, including—

(i) the Violent Criminal Apprehension Pro-
gram; or

(ii) the National Missing and Unidentified
Persons System.

(2) INDIAN.—The term ‘‘Indian’ has the
meaning given the term in section 4 of the
Indian Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act (256 U.S.C. 5304).

(3) INDIAN COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘Indian
country’ has the meaning given the term in
section 1151 of title 18, United States Code.

(4) LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY.—The term
“law enforcement agency’ means a Federal,
State, local, or Tribal law enforcement agen-
cy.
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(5) MISSING OR MURDERED INDIAN.—The
term ‘“‘missing or murdered Indian’ means
any Indian who is—

(A) reported missing in Indian country or
any other location; or

(B) murdered in Indian country or any
other location.

(6) NOTIFICATION SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘noti-
fication system’ means—

(A) the Criminal Justice Information Net-
work;

(B) the AMBER Alert communications net-
work established under subtitle A of title IIT
of the PROTECT Act (34 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.);
and

(C) any other system or public notification
system that relates to a report of a missing
or murdered Indian, including any State,
local, or Tribal notification system.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this section, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on
Natural Resources of the House of Rep-
resentatives a comprehensive report that in-
cludes—

(1) a review of—

(A) each law enforcement agency that has
jurisdiction over missing or murdered Indi-
ans and the basis for that jurisdiction;

(B) the response procedures, with respect
to a report of a missing or murdered Indian,
of—

(i) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

(ii) the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and

(iii) any other Federal law enforcement
agency responsible for responding to or in-
vestigating a report of a missing or mur-
dered Indian;

(C) each covered database and notification
system;

(D) Federal interagency cooperation and
notification policies and procedures related
to missing or murdered Indians;

(E) the requirements of each Federal law
enforcement agency relating to notifying
State, local, or Tribal law enforcement agen-
cies after the Federal law enforcement agen-
cy receives a report of a missing or murdered
Indian; and

(F) the public notification requirements of
law enforcement agencies relating to miss-
ing or murdered Indians;

(2) recommendations and best practices re-
lating to improving cooperation between and
response policies of law enforcement agen-
cies relating to missing and murdered Indi-
ans; and

(3) recommendations relating to—

(A) improving how—

(i) covered databases address instances of
missing or murdered Indians, including by
improving access to, integrating, and im-
proving the sharing of information between
covered databases; and

(ii) notification systems address instances
of missing or murdered Indians, including by
improving access to, integrating, and im-
proving the sharing of information between
notification systems;

(B) social, educational, economic, and any
other factor that may contribute to an In-
dian becoming a missing or murdered Indian;
and

(C) legislation to reduce the likelihood
that an Indian may become a missing or
murdered Indian.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chair, my
amendment to the Violence Against
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Women Act shines a light on a crisis
that has been ignored for too long by
this body: the crisis of missing and
murdered indigenous women.

In Indian Country, American Indians
and Alaska Native women experience
murder rates ten times the national
average.

One study found that there were 5,712
reported cases of missing indigenous
women in 2016.

In reality, the numbers are even
worse than this, because indigenous
women are often underrepresented in
national and local data.

Just one example of the thousands of
heartbreaking cases of missing and
murdered women and girls is Ashlynne
Mike, an 11-year-old Navajo girl.

In 2016, Ashlynne and her 9-year-old
brother, Ian, were tricked into accept-
ing a ride home from a stranger while
playing after school on the Navajo Res-
ervation.

When Ashlynne and Ian did not re-
turn home, her family contacted the
authorities.

Ian was eventually found a few hours
later wandering on the side of a road.

Friends and family members then
mobilized a search party for Ashlynne
and spread the news of her abduction
through texts and social media. How-
ever, because of the jurisdictional
issues, an official AMBER Alert wasn’t
issued until 12 hours after her dis-
appearance.

According to a study on children ab-
ductions by the Washington State At-
torney General’s Office, 76 percent of
kidnapped children are Kkilled within
the first 3 hours.

Eventually, Ashlynne’s body was
found by family members near a dirt
road.

Indigenous communities are demand-
ing action on this crisis and justice for
Native women and girls like Ashlynne.

That is why last month, I was proud
to hold the first ever hearing on miss-
ing and murdered indigenous women in
the Subcommittee for Indigenous Peo-
ples of the United States.

That is why today, I am proud to in-
troduce this amendment as a first step
towards solutions.

We know the factors exacerbating
this crisis are many. They include lack
of resources, lack of coordination be-
tween law enforcement agencies, and
jurisdictional challenges within our
criminal justice system.

My amendment would drill down on
the nature and scope of these issues, so
that we can take direct legislative ac-
tion to fix them. It will give us the
tools to give Tribes the resources and
support they need to combat horrific
violence directed at their communities.

This amendment is identical to the
bipartisan Studying the Missing and
Murdered Indian Crisis Act that I in-
troduced earlier this week and that
Senator TESTER has introduced in the
Senate.

After hearing Ashlynne’s story and
knowing that there are thousands of
women and girls who have suffered and
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died as a result of this crisis, I am sure
that my colleagues will agree: Silence
is not an option. Inaction is not an op-
tion.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MS. CLARK OF
MASSACHUSETTS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 23 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Add, at the end of the bill, the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

TITLE XV—CYBERCRIME ENFORCEMENT
SEC. 1501. LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS

FOR ENFORCEMENT OF
CYBERCRIMES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Attorney Gen-
eral shall award grants under this section to
States and units of local government for the
prevention, enforcement, and prosecution of
cybercrimes against individuals.

(b) APPLICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—To request a grant under
this section, the chief executive officer of a
State or unit of local government shall sub-
mit an application to the Attorney General
within 90 days after the date on which funds
to carry out this section are appropriated for
a fiscal year, in such form as the Attorney
General may require. Such application shall
include the following:

(A) A certification that Federal funds
made available under this section will not be
used to supplant State or local funds, but
will be used to increase the amounts of such
funds that would, in the absence of Federal
funds, be made available for law enforcement
activities.

(B) An assurance that, not fewer than 30
days before the application (or any amend-
ment to the application) was submitted to
the Attorney General, the application (or
amendment) was submitted for review to the
governing body of the State or unit of local
government (or to an organization des-
ignated by that governing body).

(C) An assurance that, before the applica-
tion (or any amendment to the application)
was submitted to the Attorney General—

(i) the application (or amendment) was
made public; and

(ii) an opportunity to comment on the ap-
plication (or amendment) was provided to
citizens and to neighborhood or community-
based organizations, to the extent applicable
law or established procedure makes such an
opportunity available.

(D) An assurance that, for each fiscal year
covered by an application, the applicant
shall maintain and report such data, records,
and information (programmatic and finan-
cial) as the Attorney General may reason-
ably require.

(E) A certification, made in a form accept-
able to the Attorney General and executed
by the chief executive officer of the appli-
cant (or by another officer of the applicant,
if qualified under regulations promulgated
by the Attorney General), that—
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(i) the programs to be funded by the grant
meet all the requirements of this section;

(ii) all the information contained in the
application is correct;

(iii) there has been appropriate coordina-
tion with affected agencies; and

(iv) the applicant will comply with all pro-
visions of this section and all other applica-
ble Federal laws.

(F') A certification that the State or in the
case of a unit of local government, the State
in which the unit of local government is lo-
cated, has in effect criminal laws which pro-
hibit cybercrimes against individuals.

(G) A certification that any equipment de-
scribed in subsection (c¢)(7) purchased using
grant funds awarded under this section will
be used primarily for investigations and fo-
rensic analysis of evidence in matters in-
volving cybercrimes against individuals.

(c) USE oF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under
this section may only be used for programs
that provide—

(1) training for State or local law enforce-
ment personnel relating to cybercrimes
against individuals, including—

(A) training such personnel to identify and
protect victims of cybercrimes against indi-
viduals;

(B) training such personnel to utilize Fed-
eral, State, local, and other resources to as-
sist victims of cybercrimes against individ-
uals;

(C) training such personnel to identify and
investigate cybercrimes against individuals;

(D) training such personnel to enforce and
utilize the laws that prohibit cybercrimes
against individuals;

(E) training such personnel to utilize tech-
nology to assist in the investigation of
cybercrimes against individuals and enforce-
ment of laws that prohibit such crimes; and

(F) the payment of overtime incurred as a
result of such training;

(2) training for State or local prosecutors,
judges, and judicial personnel, relating to
cybercrimes against individuals, including—

(A) training such personnel to identify, in-
vestigate, prosecute, or adjudicate
cybercrimes against individuals;

(B) training such personnel to utilize laws
that prohibit cybercrimes against individ-
uals;

(C) training such personnel to utilize Fed-
eral, State, local, and other resources to as-
sist victims of cybercrimes against individ-
uals; and

(D) training such personnel to utilize tech-
nology to assist in the prosecution or adju-
dication of acts of cybercrimes against indi-
viduals, including the use of technology to
protect victims of such crimes;

(3) training for State or local emergency
dispatch personnel relating to cybercrimes
against individuals, including—

(A) training such personnel to identify and
protect victims of cybercrimes against indi-
viduals;

(B) training such personnel to utilize Fed-
eral, State, local, and other resources to as-
sist victims of cybercrimes against individ-
uals;

(C) training such personnel to utilize tech-
nology to assist in the identification of and
response to cybercrimes against individuals;
and

(D) the payment of overtime incurred as a
result of such training;

(4) assistance to State or local law enforce-
ment agencies in enforcing laws that pro-
hibit cybercrimes against individuals, in-
cluding expenses incurred in performing en-
forcement operations, such as overtime pay-
ments;

(5) assistance to State or local law enforce-
ment agencies in educating the public in
order to prevent, deter, and identify viola-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tions of laws that prohibit cybercrimes
against individuals;

(6) assistance to State or local law enforce-
ment agencies to establish task forces that
operate solely to conduct investigations, fo-
rensic analyses of evidence, and prosecutions
in matters involving cybercrimes against in-
dividuals;

(7) assistance to State or local law enforce-
ment and prosecutors in acquiring com-
puters, computer equipment, and other
equipment necessary to conduct investiga-
tions and forensic analysis of evidence in
matters involving cybercrimes against indi-
viduals, including expenses incurred in the
training, maintenance, or acquisition of
technical updates necessary for the use of
such equipment for the duration of a reason-
able period of use of such equipment;

(8) assistance in the facilitation and pro-
motion of sharing, with State and local law
enforcement officers and prosecutors, of the
expertise and information of Federal law en-
forcement agencies about the investigation,
analysis, and prosecution of matters involv-
ing laws that prohibit cybercrimes against
individuals, including the use of multijuris-
dictional task forces; or

(9) assistance to State and local law en-
forcement and prosecutors in processing
interstate extradition requests for violations
of laws involving cybercrimes against indi-
viduals, including expenses incurred in the
extradition of an offender from one State to
another.

(d) REPORT TO THE SECRETARY.—On the
date that is one year after the date on which
a State or unit of local government receives
a grant under this section, and annually
thereafter, the chief executive of such State
or unit of local government shall submit to
the Attorney General a report which con-
tains—

(1) a summary of the activities carried out
during the previous year with any grant re-
ceived by such State or unit of local govern-
ment;

(2) an evaluation of the results of such ac-
tivities; and

(3) such other information as the Attorney
General may reasonably require.

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
November 1 of each even-numbered fiscal
year, the Attorney General shall submit to
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on the
Judiciary of the Senate a report that con-
tains a compilation of the information con-
tained in the report submitted under sub-
section (d).

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to carry out this section
$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2020
through 2024.

(2) LIMITATION.—Of the amount made avail-
able under paragraph (1) in any fiscal year,
not more than 5 percent may be used for
evaluation, monitoring, technical assistance,
salaries, and administrative expenses.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘cybercrimes against individ-
uals’” means the criminal offenses applicable
in the relevant State or unit of local govern-
ment that involve the use of a computer to
cause personal harm to an individual, such
as the use of a computer to harass, threaten,
stalk, extort, coerce, cause fear, intimidate,
without consent distribute intimate images
of, or violate the privacy of, an individual,
except that—

(A) use of a computer need not be an ele-
ment of such an offense; and

(B) such term does not include the use of a
computer to cause harm to a commercial en-
tity, government agency, or any non-natural
persons.
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(2) The term ‘‘computer’” includes a com-
puter network and an interactive electronic
device.

SEC. 1502. NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER GRANT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Attorney Gen-
eral shall award a grant under this section to
an eligible entity for the purpose of the es-
tablishment and maintenance of a National
Resource Center on Cybercrimes Against In-
dividuals to provide resource information,
training, and technical assistance to improve
the capacity of individuals, organizations,
governmental entities, and communities to
prevent, enforce, and prosecute cybercrimes
against individuals.

(b) APPLICATION.—To request a grant under
this section, an eligible entity shall submit
an application to the Attorney General not
later than 90 days after the date on which
funds to carry out this section are appro-
priated for fiscal year 2020 in such form as
the Attorney General may require. Such ap-
plication shall include the following:

(1) An assurance that, for each fiscal year
covered by an application, the applicant
shall maintain and report such data, records,
and information (programmatic and finan-
cial) as the Attorney General may reason-
ably require.

(2) A certification, made in a form accept-
able to the Attorney General, that—

(A) the programs funded by the grant meet
all the requirements of this section;

(B) all the information contained in the ap-
plication is correct; and

(C) the applicant will comply with all pro-
visions of this section and all other applica-
ble Federal laws.

(c) USE or FunNDs.—The eligible entity
awarded a grant under this section shall use
such amounts for the establishment and
maintenance of a National Resource Center
on Cybercrimes Against Individuals, which
shall—

(1) offer a comprehensive array of tech-
nical assistance and training resources to
Federal, State, and local governmental agen-
cies, community-based organizations, and
other professionals and interested parties,
related to cybercrimes against individuals,
including programs and research related to
victims;

(2) maintain a resource library which shall
collect, prepare, analyze, and disseminate in-
formation and statistics related to—

(A) the incidence of cybercrimes against
individuals;

(B) the enforcement, and prosecution of
laws relating to cybercrimes against individ-
uals; and

(C) the provision of supportive services and
resources for victims of cybercrimes against
individuals; and

(3) conduct research related to—

(A) the causes of cybercrimes against indi-
viduals;

(B) the effect of cybercrimes against indi-
viduals on victims of such crimes; and

(C) model solutions to prevent or deter
cybercrimes against individuals or to enforce
the laws relating to cybercrimes against in-
dividuals.

(d) DURATION OF GRANT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The grant awarded under
this section shall be awarded for a period of
5 years.

(2) RENEWAL.—A grant under this section
may be renewed for additional 5-year periods
if the Attorney General determines that the
funds made available to the recipient were
used in a manner described in subsection (c),
and if the recipient resubmits an application
described in subsection (b) in such form, and
at such time as the Attorney General may
reasonably require.



H3052

(e) SUBGRANTS.—The eligible entity award-
ed a grant under this section may make sub-
grants to other nonprofit private organiza-
tions with relevant subject matter expertise
in order to establish and maintain the Na-
tional Resource Center on Cybercrimes
Against Individuals in accordance with sub-
section (c).

(f) REPORT TO THE SECRETARY.—On the date
that is one year after the date on which an
eligible entity receives a grant under this
section, and annually thereafter for the du-
ration of the grant period, the entity shall
submit to the Attorney General a report
which contains—

(1) a summary of the activities carried out
under the grant program during the previous
year;

(2) an evaluation of the results of such ac-
tivities; and

(3) such other information as the Attorney
General may reasonably require.

(g) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
November 1 of each even-numbered fiscal
year, the Attorney General shall submit to
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on the
Judiciary of the Senate a report that con-
tains a compilation of the information con-
tained in the report submitted under sub-
section (d).

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $4,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2020 through 2024.

(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CYBERCRIMES AGAINST INDIVIDUALS.—
The term ‘‘cybercrimes against individuals’
has the meaning given such term in section
1501(g).

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘‘eligible
entity’”” means a nonprofit private organiza-
tion that focuses on cybercrimes against in-
dividuals and that—

(A) provides documentation to the Attor-
ney General demonstrating experience work-
ing directly on issues of cybercrimes against
individuals; and

(B) includes on the entity’s advisory board
representatives who have a documented his-
tory of working directly on issues of
cybercrimes against individuals and who are
geographically and culturally diverse.

SEC. 1503. NATIONAL STRATEGY, CLASSIFICA-
TION, AND REPORTING ON
CYBERCRIME.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COMPUTER.—The term ‘‘computer” in-
cludes a computer network and any inter-
active electronic device.

(2) CYBERCRIME AGAINST INDIVIDUALS.—The
term ‘‘cybercrime against individuals”
means a Federal, State, or local criminal of-
fense that involves the use of a computer to
cause personal harm to an individual, such
as the use of a computer to harass, threaten,
stalk, extort, coerce, cause fear, intimidate,
without consent distribute intimate images
of, or violate the privacy of, an individual,
except that—

(A) use of a computer need not be an ele-
ment of the offense; and

(B) the term does not include the use of a
computer to cause harm to a commercial en-
tity, government agency, or non-natural per-
son.

(b) NATIONAL STRATEGY.—The Attorney
General shall develop a national strategy
to—

(1) reduce the incidence of cybercrimes
against individuals;

(2) coordinate investigations of
cybercrimes against individuals by Federal
law enforcement agencies; and

(3) increase the number of Federal prosecu-
tions of cybercrimes against individuals.

(c) CLASSIFICATION OF  CYBERCRIMES
AGAINST INDIVIDUALS FOR PURPOSES OF CRIME
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REPORTS.—In accordance with the authority
of the Attorney General under section 534 of
title 28, United States Code, the Director of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation shall—

(1) design and create within the Uniform
Crime Reports a category for offenses that
constitute cybercrimes against individuals;

(2) to the extent feasible, within the cat-
egory established under paragraph (1), estab-
lish subcategories for each type of
cybercrime against individuals that is an of-
fense under Federal or State law;

(3) classify the category established under
paragraph (1) as a Part I crime in the Uni-
form Crime Reports; and

(4) classify each type of cybercrime against
individuals that is an offense under Federal
or State law as a Group A offense for the
purpose of the National Incident-Based Re-
porting System.

(d) ANNUAL SUMMARY.—The Attorney Gen-
eral shall publish an annual summary of the
information reported in the Uniform Crime
Reports and the National Incident-Based Re-
porting System relating to cybercrimes
against individuals.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, every day, millions of
Americans use the internet to enrich
their lives, engage with their commu-
nities, and do their jobs.

While most online interactions are
positive, the sad reality is that for far
too many Americans having an online
presence means being subjected to har-
assment, stalking, sextortion, and sex-
ual abuse.

In recent years, the internet has be-
come an easy way for abusers to stalk
victims of domestic violence and prey
on vulnerable children.

These crimes aren’t just one-off oc-
currences, they are not just virtual.
They can destroy lives.

One of my constituents received an
onslaught of rape and death threats so
horrific and explicit that she and her
husband fled their home and eventually
moved because they feared for their
lives.

Unfortunately, when she reported
these threats to law enforcement, the
officers she worked with did not have
the training or the resources necessary
to fully investigate this crime and
bring the perpetrators to justice.

And this is just one story.

In fact, 20 percent, one in five, of all
adult internet users have been affected
by cyberstalking, persistent harassing
emails or other unwanted online con-
tact.

One increasingly common form of on-
line abuse involves perpetrators threat-
ening to expose private or sensitive
material, including nude images, un-
less victims produce sexual materials
or pay the abuser money.

The Department of Justice recently
declared that this type of abuse, known
as sextortion, ‘. . . is by far the most
significantly growing threat to chil-
dren,” and that:
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Sextortion cases tend to have more victims
who are minors per offense than all other
child sexual exploitation offenses.

According to a 2015 FBI analysis of 43
sextortion cases, at least two victims
committed suicide and at least ten
more attempted.

From self-mutilation to suicide, the
consequences of sextortion for trauma-
tized victims can be devastating.

If we are going to prevent these types
of online crimes, we need to make sure
our law enforcement understands how
to best combat them.

This amendment establishes a grant
program to train local and State law
enforcement to prevent, enforce, and
prosecute crimes carried out online. It
creates a national resource center to
study these crimes and requires the
FBI to update the Uniform Crime Re-
ports and National Incident-Based Re-
porting System to include cybercrimes.

In an economy that is increasingly
online, these crimes can profoundly
impact career choice and economic
participation.

My amendment would make sure our
criminal justice system is equipped to
respond to the crimes that happen on-
line or offline.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
provide law enforcement with the tools
they need to combat these crimes by
supporting my amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I understand what the gentle-
woman is talking about and wants to
do here.

The concern here is this amendment
establishes an entirely new grant pro-
gram with a national resource center.
It is unclear how it would be necessary,
but it is also unclear on what resources
would be used to establish that new
center. And if it means taking money
out of the current VAWA bill for vic-
tims, for women and others, then I
would definitely be opposed to this.

Provisions in existing law and the
underlying bill already address these
and similar issues, including digital
and cyber abuse.

So just from that perspective, from a
concern of where the funds are actually
coming from and how to do this, but
also the fact that it seems redundant,
that is why I would oppose it.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
CLARK).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MR.
KRISHNAMOORTHI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 24 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as
follows:

Page 109, line 8, insert after ‘‘other compo-
nents of economic security’ the following ‘¢,
including financial empowerment, affordable
housing, transportation, healthcare access,
and quality education and training opportu-
nities”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of
amendment No. 24 to the Violence
Against Women Act.

The true cost of domestic violence is
difficult to compute because of just
how many aspects of someone’s life it
can affect and the economic sabotage
it can induce.

A woman could face job insecurity
because she must spend excessive re-
sources on legal assistance or
childcare. She could lack the financial
security to leave an abusive partner,
because the partner may be tightening
his grip on a shared bank account. She
may be vulnerable to homelessness.
She may even face unavoidable and
skyrocketing healthcare costs due to
the physical abuse she has experienced.

There are numerous ways that do-
mestic and sexual violence can create
economic obstacles for women in
America, and it is imperative that we
study these issues, to strengthen the
health and safety of our communities.

My bipartisan amendment, which I
introduced with Congresswoman SUSAN
BRrOOKS of Indiana, requires the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices and the Department of Labor to
analyze and report all barriers that
survivors face in achieving economic
security outside of an abusive relation-
ship.

This amendment would ensure we are
taking a comprehensive approach to
strengthen the economic stability of
survivors of domestic and sexual vio-

lence, including their ability to
achieve financial empowerment, afford-
able housing, transportation,

healthcare access, and quality edu-
cation and training opportunities.

Ultimately, this information will
help put more women and survivors of
domestic and sexual violence on a path
of upward mobility.

Mr. Chair, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1830

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 25 OFFERED BY MR.
KRISHNAMOORTHI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 25 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 114, line 10, insert after ‘‘or stalking”’
the following: ¢, including guidelines and
best practices to promote the creation of ef-
fective employee assistance programs’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of my amendment No. 25 to the Vio-
lence Against Women Act.

For decades, Congress has taken ac-
tion to ensure that victims of domestic
violence are supported and protected
from their abusers by providing re-
sources and tools to promote health
and safety.

We know that one in three women ex-
perience domestic violence or sexual
assault in their lifetime. We also know
that the devastating effects of such vi-
olence are experienced at home, in re-
lationships, and even when they go to
work.

In fact, the Department of Labor re-
ports that, in total, survivors of domes-
tic violence lose nearly 8 million days
of paid work a year due to a violent sit-
uation at home, whether that be find-
ing legal assistance, securing
childcare, or receiving health services.
Statistics show that abusers are more
likely to follow or harass survivors at
their workplace, which can add an
overwhelming sense of fear. Survivors
may also experience an extreme loss in
productivity due to distraction, worry,
or poor performance. Due to the abun-
dance of difficult issues facing these in-
dividuals, their ability to remain em-
ployed often is at risk.

These missed days result in $1.8 bil-
lion in lost productivity for American
businesses per year. According to the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, over 44 per-
cent of workplaces do not have formal
policies that address domestic violence
in the workplace.

Moving forward, we must find ways
to help employers offer lifesaving re-
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sources to victims of such violence, an
endeavor that will improve the health
and safety of American employees both
at home and at the workplace.

Many companies nationwide have
adopted effective ‘‘employee assistance
programs’’ that include comprehensive
domestic violence services for sur-
vivors. Employee assistance programs
have been proven to help survivors
when they come into work by offering
free counseling, referrals, and assess-
ments. In many cases, these programs
offer lifesaving services to survivors
dealing with dangerous and difficult
situations at home.

This bipartisan amendment, which I
am offering with my colleague Con-
gressman DON BACON, directs the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices and the Department of Labor to
launch a public information campaign
that includes guidelines and best prac-
tices for employers to create these ef-
fective employee assistance programs.
By conducting extensive research and
sharing these findings with employers
across the country, we can strengthen
support services at the workplace for
the betterment of women’s health and
safety.

Mr. Chairman, with the reauthoriza-
tion of the Violence Against Women
Act, we have a momentous opportunity
to improve employee assistance pro-
grams throughout the country. I urge
my colleagues to seize this moment by
supporting this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MR. BROWN OF
MARYLAND

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 26 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 28, insert after line 24 the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SEC. 108. GRANTS FOR LETHALITY ASSESSMENT
PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
may make grants to States, units of local
government, Indian tribes, domestic violence
victim service providers, and State or Tribal
Domestic Violence Coalitions for technical
assistance and training in the operation or
establishment of a lethality assessment pro-
gram.

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘“lethality assessment program’ means a
program that—

(1) rapidly connects a victim of domestic
violence to local community-based victim
service providers;

(2) helps first responders and others in the
justice system, including courts, law en-
forcement agencies, and prosecutors of tribal
government and units of local government,
identify and respond to possibly lethal cir-
cumstances; and
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(3) identifies victims of domestic violence
who are at high risk of being seriously in-
jured or killed by an intimate partner.

(¢) QUALIFICATIONS.—To be eligible for a
grant under this section, an applicant shall
demonstrate experience in developing, imple-
menting, evaluating, and disseminating a
lethality assessment program.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$5,000,000 to carry out this section for each of
fiscal years 2020 through 2024.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—Terms used in this sec-
tion have the meanings given such terms in
section 40002 of the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. BROWN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maryland.

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I want to first recog-
nize the hard work of my colleagues—
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, JERRY NADLER; my colleague
from California, Congresswoman
KAREN BASS; as well as all the mem-
bers of the Judiciary Committee—on
the underlying bill.

My amendment would create a grant
program for States, localities, and non-
profits to establish and operate a
lethality assessment program.

The lethality assessment program
was developed in my home State of
Maryland in 2005 by the Maryland Net-
work Against Domestic Violence.

Research shows that for one-third of
victims of domestic violence, homicide
or attempted homicide was the first
act of violence in that relationship.

Research also shows that in the year
prior to the homicide, more than 44
percent of abusers were arrested, and
almost one-third of the victims con-
tacted the police about the abuser.

The lethality assessment program
was developed to reduce the number of
missed opportunities to identify vic-
tims of domestic violence who are at
risk of being Kkilled, and it enables
them to take steps that might save
their lives.

The lethality assessment program is
an evidence-based homicide prevention
tool. Because intimate partner homi-
cides are predictable in many cases,
they are preventable in many cases.

This program is used in 37 States by
law enforcement, nurses, social work-
ers, hospital personnel, caseworkers,
and court personnel.

By simply asking the lethality
screening questions, the trained person
conducting the screening educates the
victim about the signs of increased risk
of homicide. The trained person then
further educates the victim as to how
to remain safe, what options are avail-
able, and what resources are in the
community. The victim feels empow-
ered to make choices that increase
their own safety.

The lethality assessment program is
one of only two models of evidence-
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based intimate partner homicide pre-
vention to be recognized and honored
as a promising practice by the Depart-
ment of Justice.

During my time as Lieutenant Gov-
ernor, I supported expanding and fully
funding the lethality assessment pro-
gram in Maryland because I understood
then, just as I understand today, that
domestic violence and violence against
women is not just a woman’s issue. Do-
mestic violence impacts all of us, fami-

lies, neighbors, and entire commu-
nities.
As we stand here debating my

amendment and whether to reauthorize
legal protections and resources for
women, one in four women continue to
experience abuse or stalking by their
current or former intimate partner.

One woman of the thousands who are
killed by a current or former intimate
partner every year was my cousin,
Cathy. She was a 40-year-old woman
and a teacher. She loved her work, and
she loved her schoolchildren.

On the weekend before she was going
to begin her classes, in 2008, she was
stalked; she was ambushed; she was
tormented; and she was shot and killed
by her former intimate partner in front
of two police officers.

While there is nothing that will bring
Cathy back, we have the opportunity,
right now, to pass commonsense legis-
lation that safeguards women and fam-
ilies from the horrors that Cathy and
my family experienced, and so many
other families.

Domestic violence does not discrimi-
nate, and it is up to us to ensure that
our wives, husbands, partners, mothers,
and children live their lives free from
violence.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly encourage
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment and the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2019, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BROWN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MS. HAALAND

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 27 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 18, line 8, strike ‘‘and”.

Page 18, line 14, strike the period at the
end and insert a semicolon.

Page 18, after line 14, insert the following:

“(23) providing victim advocates in State
or local law enforcement agencies, prosecu-
tors’ offices, and courts and providing sup-
portive services and advocacy to urban
American Indian and Alaska Native victims
of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Ms. HAALAND) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Mexico.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chairman, this
bipartisan amendment addresses the
needs of Native Americans living in
urban areas by making victim advo-
cates available in State courts for
urban Indians under the STOP Vio-
lence Against Women Formula Grant
Program for States.

In 2018, the State STOP grant pro-
gram awarded 56 awards totaling over
$154 million to State programs to pro-
vide funding for victim services to ad-
dress sexual assault, domestic violence,
dating violence, and stalking through
State initiatives to enhance existing
programs and fill gaps in services.

Currently, the State STOP grant pro-
gram is used to strengthen partner-
ships between Tribal and non-Tribal
stakeholders to improve responses to
Native American victims, but there is
no requirement for State grant activi-
ties to prioritize the hiring of in-court
victim advocates for urban Indians.

Frequently, the subgrantees of this
program are community-based organi-
zations, which are chronically under-
funded, short-staffed, and not able to
specifically address the needs of urban
Indian victims.

This leaves urban Native victims
without any resources, which are se-
verely needed within State courts and
which could easily be remedied by hir-
ing in-court State victim advocates.
This is especially true in light of the
crisis of missing and murdered indige-
nous women, to break the cycle of gen-
erational trauma and violence.

Due to devastating Federal policies,
like forced relocation and removal, 71
percent of the Native American popu-
lation lives in urban areas. Urban cit-
ies with high populations of Native
Americans include places like Phoenix;
Seattle; Los Angeles; and in my dis-
trict, Albuquerque.

Recent reports by the Urban Indian
Health Institute identified 506 cases of
missing and murdered indigenous
women across 71 urban cities. My State
of New Mexico ranked number one for
the highest number of missing and
murdered indigenous women cases,
which was 78.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the bipartisan
cosponsors of this amendment, Rep-
resentatives GRIJALVA, COLE, GALLEGO,
MOORE, YOUNG, CASE, SOTO, DAVIDS,
and TORRES, for their support. I ask my
colleagues to help these Native Amer-
ican women who are the victims of vio-
lence.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms.
HAALAND).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MS. HAALAND

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 28 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 127, strike line 3, and insert the fol-
lowing:

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 534 of title 28,
United States Code, is

Page 127, insert after line 11 the following:

(b) INDIAN TRIBE AND INDIAN LAW ENFORCE-
MENT INFORMATION SHARING.—Section 534 of
title 28, United States Code, is further
amended by amending subsection (d) to read
as follows:

“(d) INDIAN TRIBE AND INDIAN LAW EN-
FORCEMENT INFORMATION SHARING.—The At-
torney General shall permit tribal law en-
forcement entities (including entities des-
ignated by a tribe as maintaining public
safety within a tribe’s territorial jurisdic-
tion that has no federal or state arrest au-
thority) and Bureau of Indian Affairs law en-
forcement agencies—

‘(1) to access and enter information into
Federal criminal information databases; and

‘(2) to obtain information from the data-
bases.””.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Ms. HAALAND) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Mexico.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer
this bipartisan amendment to improve
public safety in Indian Country
through the Tribal Access Program, or
TAP, which is an existing information-
sharing system for Tribes in Indian
Country.

The Tribal Access Program adminis-
tered through the Department of Jus-
tice is an effective method of sharing
criminal conviction information be-
tween Tribal, local, State, and Federal
law enforcement agencies.
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TAP allows law enforcement officers
in neighboring jurisdictions to see each
other’s restraining orders, warrants,
and exclusion orders across jurisdic-
tional boundaries to improve public
safety.

Having this information is critical to
keeping victims of domestic violence
safe from harm, but, unfortunately, the
Department of Justice has told many
Tribes they don’t qualify to partici-
pate. Although the statute says that
any Tribal government can access this
data, the DOJ rejects applications from
Tribes that don’t specifically have ar-
rest authority.

Under my amendment, a Tribal gov-
ernment with a designated public safe-
ty agency, regardless of their ability to
detain and arrest perpetrators, will
have access and the ability to enter in-
formation into the TAP program.

I want to be clear that my amend-
ment does not allow these designated
public safety departments or agencies
to determine criminal convictions.
That is a determination made by
courts through due process. This
amendment only allows information
sharing and access to TAP to better
communicate between public safety de-
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partments on reservations that are fre-
quently limited in resources.

The stakes are too high to continue
to deny Tribes that are already strug-
gling from resources to keep people
safe in Indian Country access to this
important information.

For example, I heard from a Tribe
that one of their members had a pre-
existing restraining order against her
abuser; however, when the perpetrator
entered the reservation, the Reserva-
tion Patrol—a Tribal public safety
agency without arrest authority—un-
knowingly allowed the abuser to enter
the reservation because they did not
have access to information about the
existing restraining order.

The violation of the restraining order
against the unsuspecting victim could
have been prevented if the Reservation
Patrol had the ability to access the
criminal history of the abuser through
TAP.

Denying Tribal public safety depart-
ments access to information that can
prevent crimes, particularly violence
against women, is unconscionable.

The chronic lack of public safety re-
sources in Indian Country, including
inadequately staffed law enforcement
agencies and lack of cell phone and
internet service for communication, al-
ready puts Tribes behind in protecting
their members.

If this were about any other commu-
nity located off the reservation, it is
likely this amendment wouldn’t be at
issue today.

I thank the bipartisan cosponsors of
this amendment—Representatives
YOUNG, COOK, GRIJALVA, COLE,
GALLEGO, RuUlz, CASE, S0TO, DAVIDS,
and TORREsS—for their support and ask
my colleagues to help give Tribal pub-
lic safety departments the information
they need to protect Native American
women from violence.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms.
HAALAND).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. ROUDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 29 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 85, after line 13, insert the following
(and redesignate other provisions accord-
ingly):

(4) Transgender and gender non-conforming
people face extraordinary levels of physical
and sexual violence.

(5) More than 1 in 4 transgender people
have faced bias-driven assault, and this rate
is higher for trans women and trans people of
color.

(6) The American Foundation for Suicide
Prevention has found that transgender and
gender non-conforming people had an ele-
vated prevalence of suicide attempts, espe-
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cially when they have suffered physical or
sexual violence.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROUDA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, transgender
and gender nonconforming people face
extraordinary levels of physical and
sexual violence. According to the U.S.
Transgender Survey, which surveyed
nearly 28,000 transgender Americans
across all 50 States, nearly half of
transgender individuals have been sex-
ually assaulted in their lifetime, and
nearly 1 in 10 respondents in the survey
reported that they were physically at-
tacked in the past year because of
being transgender.

Transgender people face dispropor-
tionate harassment and violence. More
than one in four transgender people
have faced bias-driven assault, and this
rate is higher for trans women and
trans people of color. The fear caused
by these acts sends people underground
and away from community services and
support.

This violence has deadly con-
sequences. The American Foundation
for Suicide Prevention has found that
transgender and gender nonconforming
people have an elevated prevalence of
suicide attempts, especially when they
have suffered physical or sexual as-
sault.

As always, listening to and believing
survivors is critical, and I stand com-
mitted to rejecting the prejudice and
hate facing transgender and gender
nonconforming people in our Nation.
Far too often, the experiences of
transgender and gender nonconforming
people are ignored and overlooked.

My amendment, which is supported
by the Human Rights Campaign and
the National Center for Transgender
Equality, adds language to the Vio-
lence Against Women Reauthorization
Act that recognizes the ongoing epi-
demic of violence against these mem-
bers of the LGBTQ community.

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to
join me in supporting this amendment
that seeks to include the experiences of
transgender and gender nonconforming
people in this important piece of legis-
lation.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate the gentleman. I
have no problem.

As far as any violence against any-
one, no matter what the cause is, is
wrong. And no one should be treated
differently because of choices and
other things in their life, whether it be
just the basic humanity that we deal
with.

I think the only concern that I have
here, as someone who has dealt with
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suicide, who has dealt with it on a
counseling level for many years both in
the military and outside, I would not
want to assign a certain bias to the
reasoning here, because there are other
reasons, as well, for suicide, and to
keep that holistically. That is why,
from my personal standpoint, I would
not want to assign that.

I think any of these is tragic and do
contribute to that issue, just as it
would anything else. So I think lim-
iting it, in my opinion, would not be
good in the holistic approach to mak-
ing sure that no one believes that their
only choice in life is suicide, which is
what the amendment seems to do.

I think there are multiple things
there, and we need to be very aware of
that—and the friends and family
around us. If I could take anything else
from this moment, it is that I would
include everybody listening in today,
no matter what their background is,
suicide is something that is tragic.

And if it comes to a point where peo-
ple do not feel any hope, it is impera-
tive that people reach out to all people,
no matter who they are, if they know
them or not, and just ask simple ques-
tions: ‘“‘Are you okay?”’ ‘“‘Can we talk?”
Do the things like that that help peo-
ple understand that they are not alone
in this situation.

I appreciate the gentleman’s concern.
I do voice opposition to this amend-
ment just in the sense that I believe it
is too limiting in scope to say that this
is the reason why or to input a bias
into a congressional finding.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I appreciate
the Member’s comments and agree that
suicide, nationally, is an issue, regard-
less of the situation, and I appreciate
his comments that anybody in that sit-
uation should be encouraged to reach
out.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROUDA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. ROUDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 30 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 38, after line 15, insert the following
(and redesignate other provisions accord-
ingly):

(C) in paragraph (4), by inserting after ‘‘im-
prove delivery of”’ the following: ‘‘primary
prevention training and’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROUDA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, as we seek to
reauthorize this landmark piece of bi-
partisan legislation, it is important
that we recognize we have a long way
to go to end rape, sexual violence, and
sexual harassment on college cam-
puses.

Nearly one-quarter of American col-
lege women experience sexual violence.

Let me repeat. Nearly one-quarter of
college women experience sexual vio-
lence while attending school.

We have failed the young people of
our Nation who are tirelessly pursuing
higher education and chasing the
American Dream.

The Violence Against Women Act
supports hundreds of thousands of sex-
ual assault survivors across the United
States; however, we must do more to
prevent these acts of sexual violence
from occurring in the first place. My
amendment would give colleges and
universities the opportunity to use
grant funding to offer or improve the
delivery of primary prevention train-
ing.

Primary prevention training is ex-
actly what it sounds like. It seeks to
educate and change the culture on col-
lege campuses. It promotes healthy re-
lationships and addresses community
and societal challenges. It teaches stu-
dents consent and stops sexual assaults
from occurring.

Organizations like End Rape on Cam-
pus know that primary prevention
training works, and they are in full
support of this amendment.

As I mentioned earlier, one-quarter
of college women experience sexual vi-
olence while on campus. Today, we can
begin to change that unacceptable sta-
tistic by adopting this amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition, al-
though I am not necessarily opposed to
it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
again, I do not necessarily oppose the
amendment.

I think the underlying actual law ad-
dresses what you are after here, so, in
my mind, it is duplicative and can
serve to muddy up, really, some exist-
ing law that is already here. So that
would be my concern about your
amendment. I think it is already cov-
ered.

Mr. Chair, I appreciate the gen-
tleman offering the amendment, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROUDA).

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR. ROUDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 31 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 39, line 6, insert after ‘‘efforts.” the
following:

‘“(12) To develop and implement an alter-
native justice response (as such term is de-
fined in section 40002(a) of the Violence
Against Women Act of 1994).”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROUDA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, as I men-
tioned, 25 percent of female students on
campus have experienced sexual as-
sault, yet less than 10 percent of col-
lege students who experience sexual vi-
olence report their assaults.

For many survivors, reporting a sex-
ual assault is an incredibly traumatic
process that forces them to repeatedly
relive the worst days or nights of their
lives.

More than just traumatic, reporting
can be dangerous or detrimental to
one’s social status, academic pursuits,
or career prospects.

Knowing that 90 percent of students
feel uncomfortable with the current re-
porting process, my amendment would
give colleges and universities the op-
portunity to use grant funding to offer
alternative justice response programs.

These programs allow for a nonpuni-
tive response to objectionable conduct,
seek accountability from the accused,
provide alternative pathways for jus-
tice and healing for survivors, and give
an opportunity for education and be-
havioral change.

Research has shown that alternative
justice programs, which return auton-
omy and control to survivors, can less-
en PTSD symptoms.

Working toward justice and healing
are not always linear processes, and
this amendment would allow for the
complex experiences of survivors to be
respected and supported.

Mr. Chair, I ask that my colleagues
join me in supporting this amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, this one is one that, from many
perspectives—and we talked about this
a little bit earlier in this debate. Espe-
cially when it comes to the alternative
justice issue here, we understand the
concerns for the victims and need to be
a part of that, but this is something
prosecutors across the country have
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opposed. And, in fact, the National Dis-
trict Attorneys Association points out
in a letter today:

While this approach may work successfully
in other types of situations, we lack suffi-
cient information on potential downsides of
bringing a batterer into the same room with
a victim in order to conflict-resolve what is
considered a crime of violence.
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They go on to say that:

A philosophy of putting the ability to con-
sent to this kind of program on a victim’s
shoulders is misplaced and may result in un-
intended consequences to the victim, such as
safety concerns. The prosecutors are among
the people that utilize the beneficial tools of
VAWA the most, and they are on the front
lines of combating the violence against
women.

I don’t think that we should ignore
that. I think when we are looking at
this, as I said earlier in this debate
today, anyone who does this is a crimi-
nal. If they do this to people, stalking,
domestic violence, all this, they are
criminal actions, and I do not want to
take that away from this. The victim
should be cared for. The victim should
be nurtured. The victim should be able
to come forward in that process.

But I do not want to take campuses
and other places away where it be-
comes something which law enforce-
ment does not have the primary say so,
or you are allowing the campus, Mr.
Chairman, to come in and have their
own alternative kind of investigative
process. And this is something that is
of concern.

I appreciate the gentleman’s concern
in how people move through this proc-
ess, but this is just not the right way
to go, especially in this bill. There may
be other ways to address this.

That is why I would oppose the
amendment, because I just feel like we
do not need to ever take away the fact
that the victims in this are victims of
a crime. We never can take that away
and would not want to resurface that
in any other way. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s comments.

As I mentioned early, when you look
at 25 percent of the female student
body experiencing sexual assault on
campus, and only 10 percent feeling
comfortable to come forward and re-
port, that 90 percent of them that do
not feel that they have an avenue that
they are comfortable with to share
their story and seek justice, this is an
opportunity to do just that.

There is no evidence that suggests
those universities that have already
provided restorative justice have seen a
decline in actual reports.

As such, I think this is a program
that provides exactly what was laid out
in the amendment and should have bi-
partisan support.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Again, not
to prolong this, but I think the inter-
esting issue here, Mr. Chairman, is
from the understanding there are ways
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inside VAWA. There are other pro-
grams here. And I would just have to
say that for those who do not come for-
ward, there are also many other rea-
sons besides the fact of the law enforce-
ment process that we go through here.

So what I don’t want to have is just
because the law enforcement process
does require reporting and does require
this, we don’t want to let the abuser in
this situation, or the perpetrator in
this situation be allowed to continue
because the system is too hard.

I would like to see the system be
made where the victims can come for-
ward and not take it away to where it
would be something that is alternative.

So I think in many ways we are prob-
ably saying or at least wanting the
same things. I want to make it easier
for them to report the folks who do
this to them, no matter what back-
ground they are from or gender they
are or anything else and have that abil-
ity for law enforcement to do what
should be done, and that is, to put
these people in jail.

I think that is the big difference I
have here, and I don’t think this is the
proper place for it. There may be other
ways we can find common ground in
this, but not here, especially with what
VAWA has the ability to do already in-
side it.

So that is my opposition to this. We
want the same thing. The people who
perpetrate these crimes need to be
prosecuted. I just don’t want to see
things diverted and an outlet given. It
should be better for the victims to be
able to come and report this. It is a sad
state of occurrence when you don’t
have the ability or want to come report
because they feel the system is too
hard. But also, not taking this out of
account, there are other reasons why
this is not reported, or they don’t feel
like they can come forward. And I
don’t think we can deny that.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chairman, I will
point out that lots of times victims do
not come forward to the police depart-
ment and the court system because
they recognize that they often will not
get justice. That could be because of a
lack of evidence, or that could be for
other reasons. This provides another
recourse for them.

As the father of a daughter and three
sons, I would want to see this available
for those kids in that type of a situa-
tion, that if the victim felt this was
the right course of action for them to
address that issue, then I believe this
amendment helps them do just that.

And while I respect my colleague’s
comment, again, I would hold the
amendment up as is, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, again, that is fine. I think the
National District Attorneys Associa-
tion also would agree that this is some-
thing that should be studied, but not
mandated. And I think the amendment
here goes farther than most of us are
feeling comfortable with in that re-
gard.
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I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chair, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROUDA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. ROUDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 32 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 38, strike lines 1 through 2 and insert
the following:

(A) by amending paragraph (2) to read as
follows:

‘(2) To develop, strengthen, and implement
campus policies, protocols, and services that
more effectively identify and respond to the
crimes of domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault and stalking, including the
use of technology to commit these crimes,
and to train campus administrators, campus
security personnel, and all participants in
the resolution process, including the Title IX
coordinator’s office and student conduct of-
fice on campus disciplinary or judicial
boards on such policies, protocols, and serv-
ices.”.

Page 39, line 12, strike “‘and’’.

Page 39, insert after line 12, the following:

(B) by amending paragraph (3)(D) to read
as follows:

‘(D) The grantee shall train all partici-
pants in the resolution process, including the
Title IX coordinator’s office and student con-
duct office, to respond effectively to situa-
tions involving domestic violence, dating vi-
olence, sexual assault, or stalking.”’; and

Page 39, line 13, strike ‘‘(B) in paragraph’’
and insert ““(C) in paragraph’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROUDA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California

Mr. ROUDA. Mr. Chairman, my final
amendment addresses training for all
participants involved in the complaint
resolution process.

Campus disciplinary processes, g0Ov-
erned by Title IX, vary by school, and
involve many participants before the
complaint even reaches the hearing
phase where a campus disciplinary or
judicial board would be involved. Many
survivors never even reach the hearing
phase.

At the same time, throughout the
disclosure process, survivors are re-
quired to relive and discuss their sex-
ual assaults with administrators, fac-
ulty, and staff. As previously men-
tioned, only 10 percent of college stu-
dent survivors officially report their
assault.

When and if they decide to report,
survivors deserve to be met with trau-
ma-informed care, and campus faculty
and staff deserve training on the best
practices to meet this critical need.

My amendment would give colleges
and universities the opportunity to use
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grant funding for training of all par-
ticipants involved with the resolution
process in training which identifies or
responds to crimes of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
and stalking.

Resolution process members include
the Title IX coordinator’s office, as
well as the office of student conduct.
This training will ensure that sur-
vivors are treated with more respect,
professionalism, and compassion by
every school official, campus security
guard, administrator, and professor.

I urge Members to adopt this amend-
ment which promotes effective and
positive responses to survivors on col-
lege campuses.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROUDA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 33 OFFERED BY MRS. CRAIG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 33 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mrs. CRAIG. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 37, line 21, insert ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
» before ‘“‘Section 304”.

Page 39, after line 19, insert the following:

(b) REPORT ON BEST PRACTICES REGARDING
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, DATING VIOLENCE, SEX-
UAL ASSAULT, AND STALKING ON CAMPUSES.—
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Education
shall submit to Congress a report, which in-
cludes—

(1) an evaluation of programs, events, and
educational materials related to domestic vi-
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, and
stalking; and

(2) an assessment of best practices and
guidance from the evaluation described in
paragraph (1), which shall be made publicly
available online to universities and college
campuses to use as a resource.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Minnesota (Mrs. CRAIG) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Minnesota.

Mrs. CRAIG. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer an amendment to H.R.
1585, the Violence Against Women Re-
authorization Act.

Every student deserves to learn in an
environment that is safe and free from
harassment and violence. Yet, we all
know that domestic violence and sex-
ual assault remain prevalent threats to
women, and especially young women,
on college campuses across our coun-
try.

College-aged students are at greater
risk than any other age groups for do-
mestic and sexual violence. These in-
stances of violence are vastly under-
reported. A study of college students
by the U.S. Department of Justice
found that around one in five women
are targets of attempted or completed
sexual assault.
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The Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act of 2019 increases fund-
ing for grants to combat violent crimes
on campuses and allocates funding to
train campus health centers to recog-
nize and to respond to these crimes.

My amendment directs the Secretary
of Education to study and submit a re-
port to Congress on best practices re-
garding the prevention of domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault,
and stalking on college campuses. This
includes an evaluation of programs,
events, and educational materials re-
lated to preventing acts of violence and
harassment.

Preventing violence against young
people on college campuses starts with
education. Sharing information for
best practices and guidance for edu-
cators on college campuses opens the
door for collaborative work among ex-
perts in intimate partner and sexual vi-
olence prevention.

My amendment does not change the
enforcement and implementation re-
sponsibilities of the Department of
Education. Congress needs a report on
best practices for prevention of these
acts of violence, not on the agency’s re-
cent efforts to change regulations and
requirements under Title IX.

None of us can address sexual and do-
mestic violence on our own. That is
why this amendment provides a com-
monsense approach toward solving the
problem by forcing the agency to con-
tinue to review best practices and pre-
vention methods for combating acts of
violence.

Colleges and universities, sexual vio-
lence prevention experts, and the Fed-
eral Government should share re-
sources and information, learn from
their peers, and take steps toward
eradicating sexual and domestic vio-
lence altogether.

When it comes to the safety of our
students, we cannot afford to work in
silos. Every student deserves to feel
safe in their community and we must
be proactive and collaborative in our
work to end sexual and domestic vio-
lence on our college campuses.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and support the underlying
bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from  Minnesota (Mrs.
CRAIG).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 3¢ OFFERED BY MS. SCHRIER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 34 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 44, line 14, insert after ‘‘profes-
sionals’ the following: ‘¢, including special-
ists in trauma and in behavioral health
care,”.
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Page 44, line 17, strike ‘‘and stalking’’ and
insert the following: ‘‘stalking, and children
exposed to violence’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Washington (Ms. SCHRIER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington.

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I am pleased to offer this
amendment to the Violence Against
Women Act along with my colleagues,

Representatives LAUREN UNDERWOOD
and also Representative DONNA
SHALALA.

This amendment would help increase
the number of healthcare professionals
who are able to assist children exposed
to violence and also ensures that trau-
ma and behavioral healthcare special-
ists are included in efforts to address
domestic and dating violence, sexual
assault, stalking, and childhood expo-
sure to violence.

The long-term effects of childhood
exposure to adverse experiences, which
include domestic and sexual violence
that go unaddressed, are chilling. Chil-
dren exposed to violence, when they be-
come adults, are more likely to have
addictive behaviors, to drop out of
school, and to be violent themselves.

The effects of these adverse experi-
ences can be mitigated through coun-
seling and other intervention services,
which is why my amendment would re-
quire funding authorized under this
section to be used to increase the num-
ber of social workers, psychologists,
psychiatrists, trauma specialists, and
others who are trained in counseling
children exposed to violence.

As a pediatrician, I know firsthand
that if we treat adverse childhood expe-
riences early, we can mitigate the cost-
ly long-term effects that occur later in
life.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. UNDERWOOD).

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today in support of this amend-
ment, which I coauthored with my col-
league from Washington.

A female pediatrician and female
nurse working together to write legis-
lation, this has literally never hap-
pened before in this body.
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Our amendment ensures that trauma
and behavioral health specialists are
included as healthcare professionals in
the section of this bill intended to
strengthen our healthcare system’s re-
sponse to domestic violence.

Behavioral healthcare, of course, in-
cludes mental health as well as treat-
ment for substance abuse disorders.
Both are particularly important to vic-
tims of domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, dating violence, and stalking.
Mental healthcare can be lifesaving for
domestic violence survivors. Survivors
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are three times more likely to meet
criteria for post-traumatic stress dis-
order. They are also more likely to
have suicidal thoughts and to attempt
suicide. Mothers who experience do-
mestic violence are nearly twice as
likely to develop post-partum depres-
sion than those who don’t.

Access for treatment for substance
abuse is also critical for domestic vio-
lence survivors. Survivors experience
substance abuse disorders at rates two
to six times higher than average.

Violence against women isn’t just a
women’s issue. It is a children’s issue,
it is a men’s issue, it is a family issue,
and it is an economic issue. That is
why it is so important that our
healthcare system take a comprehen-
sive approach to its response.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle to support
our amendment.

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from  Washington (Ms.
SCHRIER).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MS.
UNDERWOOD

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 35 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 142, insert after line 4 the following:

SEC. 1002. REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
ON THE EFFECTS OF THE SHUT-
DOWN.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this title, the Attorney Gen-
eral shall submit a report to Congress on the
effects of the Federal Government shutdown
that lasted from December 22, 2018 to Janu-
ary 25, 2019, evaluating and detailing the ex-
tent of the effect of the shutdown on the
ability of the Department of Justice to dis-
perse funding and services under the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994, the Vio-
lence Against Women and Department of
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005, and the
Victims of Crime Act of 1984, to victims of
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual
assault, and stalking.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. UNDERWOOD) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
the recent Federal Government shut-
down was the longest in our Nation’s
history. It was reckless, and it was
dangerous. It hurt our Nation’s secu-
rity, it hurt Federal workers, and it
hurt our most vulnerable populations,
including survivors of domestic vio-
lence and abuse.

My amendment would direct the De-
partment of Justice to report to Con-
gress the effects of the shutdown on
DOJ’s efforts to disburse VAWA and
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VOCA funding. This funding provides
services to prevent and respond to do-
mestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, and stalking.

This amendment is in direct response
to months of conversations with do-
mestic violence shelters and agencies
that serve my community in Illinois’s
14th District and to the urgent need in
all of our districts.

I am thankful to my colleagues from
Illinois and Pennsylvania for their sup-
port as cosponsors.

Over the past month, we have worked
to understand how the shutdown af-
fected our ability to respond to domes-
tic violence. Let’s be clear. Everyone
wants domestic violence victims to get
the support they need. But that didn’t
happen during the shutdown, and we
don’t know why not. We have been told
there was about a 2-week period at the
beginning of the shutdown where DOJ
employees who help process VAWA and
VOCA grants weren’t able to work. We
know grantees were warned about a
delay in processing their funding, and
we have been told that those DOJ em-
ployees were expected and allowed to
return to work at some point during
the shutdown.

But that is not enough. We need to
know what happened so that we can
make sure it doesn’t happen again.

I want to share the stories that I am
hearing from shelters in my district
about how the shutdown affected them,
because their experiences are unaccept-
able. Family Shelter Service, a domes-
tic violence agency, serves my con-
stituents in DuPage County, Illinois.
During the shutdown, they had to turn
away 138 members of my community
who were seeking safety at the shelter.
Because of the shutdown, Family Shel-
ter Service had to hold off on filling
four open positions for employees that
were funded by VAWA and VOCA.
Three of these positions were for child
counselors. The shelter reports that
this directly led to a decrease in the
number of children whom they were
able to help.

I also represent McHenry County in
Illinois. It is a big county, but it only
has one domestic violence agency
called Turning Point. In 2018 alone,
Turning Point served more than 1,700
people, and 170 of those were children.
Fifteen percent of Turning Point’s
funding comes from VOCA. They
shared with me that because of the
shutdown, they had to stop referring
survivors for individual counseling be-
cause of the lack of resources.

Now, Illinois has some supplemental
sources of domestic violence funding,
but many States rely almost com-
pletely on Federal funding. Failure to
maintain and protect these Federal
funding streams literally puts lives at
risk.

Resources for domestic violence sur-
vivors and the organizations that help
them are already stretched too far and
too thin. It is our fiscal and moral re-
sponsibility to ensure that their fund-
ing is not interrupted again.
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Mr. Chairman, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support my amendment, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. UNDER-
WOOD).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 36 OFFERED BY MR. CASTEN OF
ILLINOIS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 36 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. CASTEN of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as
follows:

Page 38, line 24, insert after ‘‘centers’ the
following: ‘‘and appropriate campus faculty,
such as academic advisors or professionals
who deal with students on a daily basis,”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CASTEN) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. CASTEN of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer amend-
ment No. 36 to H.R. 1585, the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act.

My amendment would ensure that
campus faculty are trained to recog-
nize victims of sexual and domestic vi-
olence. Specifically, this legislation
amends the bill to include ‘‘appropriate
campus faculty, such as academic advi-
sors or professionals who deal with stu-
dents on a daily basis” for grant train-
ing programs to recognize and respond
to domestic violence, dating violence,
sexual assault, and stalking. This
would include training health providers
on how to provide universal education
to all members of the campus commu-
nity on the impacts of violence on
health and unhealthy relationships and
how providers can support ongoing out-
reach efforts.

Now, going off to school can be a
wonderful opportunity for our children.
But sexual and domestic violence on
college campuses is horrific and must
be addressed. We know that of under-
graduate students, 23.1 percent of fe-
males and 5.4 percent of males experi-
ence rape or sexual assault during their
time on campus.

But all too often, those students do
not report to law enforcement. Only 20
percent of female student victims re-
port their experience. Some don’t re-
port because they fear reprisal, others
don’t think it was important enough,
and some don’t even believe that police
could or would do anything to help.

We cannot eradicate sexual violence
on campus if we can’t even reach the
students who are being impacted. We
are failing them.

That is why this amendment to in-
clude campus faculty in training pro-
grams to help them identify signs of
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sexual and domestic violence is so nec-
essary. If students feel that they can-
not report these crimes, then we must
have knowledgeable and trained fac-
ulty in place to provide help if it is
needed.

Recently I went to a panel at Bene-
dictine University in Illinois, and I got
to hear directly from campus faculty
about this specific issue and from stu-
dents on the unique needs on college
campuses. There are really specific
challenges, as Congresswoman UNDER-
WOOD was mentioning. We have limited
but flawed procedures in place for peo-
ple who need shelter when they are vic-
tims of domestic violence. That is real-
1y hard on a college campus.

What do you do for someone when
they are in a dorm room and everybody
knows where the dorms are on campus?

What do you do to change their
schedule if there is only one section of
the class they need to take?

What can schools do when a survivor
doesn’t feel safe to go to class?

I was honored at the time to speak
with Bernadette Muloski, Benedictine’s
Violence Against Women Act Grant Co-
ordinator. She pointed out that when
schools provide more information and
resources for reporting and speaking
openly about these issues, then it often
leads to higher numbers of reports—not
because violence is happening more
often, but because people finally feel
safe to come forward.

Now, it is so important for the first
person that a student confides in to
have an appropriate reaction, because
that disclosure often has a huge impact
on the survivor’s healing. It is also
impactful on how the student decides
to move forward, either in reporting or
seeking additional assistance such as
counseling and support.

So if the first person does not re-
spond with empathy and gives an indi-
cation that they don’t care or maybe
doesn’t know what to do and doesn’t
know where the resources are on cam-
pus, the student may never tell an-
other person or may struggle with
that, and the perpetrator may go on to
commit more violence.

On college campuses students often
develop mentor relationships with fac-
ulty or staff beyond the health depart-
ment that they are working with, and
it is more likely that a survivor will
disclose their experience to someone
they know as opposed to a stranger.
That is why we have to get this right.

This amendment would provide the
resources to train all of those faculty
who interact with students, and by pro-
viding resources to schools so that
they can individualize their response to
sexual and domestic violence, we will
enable them to better meet the unique
challenges of those students. This is
particularly true for underserved com-
munities. Coordinated, comprehensive
responses allow college communities to
develop sustainable strategies to ad-
dress these crimes.

For colleges and universities to curb
sexual violence on campus, we must
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create the safe, respectful, collegiate
learning and teaching environment
that every student and employee de-
serves.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support my amendment which will
not only provide resources for college
and university faculty, but also the
support that students need and de-
serve.

Mr. Chairman, I thank Representa-
tive BASS for authoring this bill, and I
thank all the tireless advocates who
have worked to bring us to this day.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, please sup-
port this bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CASTEN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 37 OFFERED BY MS. PORTER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 37 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Ms. PORTER. I have an amendment
at the desk, Mr. Chairman.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 11, line 24, strike ‘“‘and”.

Page 15, line 12, strike the period at the
end and insert *‘; and’’.

Page 15, insert after line 12 the following:

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes
of this Act, nothing may be construed to pre-
clude the term ‘domestic violence’ from in-
cluding economic abuse each place the term
‘domestic violence’ occurs unless doing so
would trigger an extension of effective date
under section 703(f)(1)(B) of the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act of
2019.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PORTER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I am
honored to be here today to introduce
my amendment to the Violence
Against Women Act, which integrates
the term ‘‘economic abuse’ throughout
the legislation. I wrote this amend-
ment to ensure that this largely invis-
ible abuse is recognized federally, and
victims are afforded all of the protec-
tions offered under VAWA.

Over one-quarter of women and 11
percent of men have experienced sexual
violence, physical violence, or stalking
by an intimate partner in their life-
times. I am one of them.

I suffered domestic violence, and
every year, millions suffer in silence
for many reasons, but one of the most
prominent among those reasons is eco-
nomic necessity. According to a study
conducted in 2012, 74 percent of sur-
vivors stayed with their abuser for fi-
nancial reasons.

Financial abuse through consumer
credit still has not been appropriately
recognized under the law. Using debt to
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exercise coercive control is one of the
most prevalent and nefarious forms of
domestic violence. In a Michigan State
study, 99 percent of domestic violence
victims reported some form of eco-
nomic abuse.

Economic abuse takes many forms,
ranging from employment sabotage to
malicious attempts to restrict sur-
vivor’s access to funds.

Threats of violence cause women to
take time off from school or work and
interfere with their abilities to main-
tain employment or complete their
educations.

Abusers obstruct childcare and trans-
portation options to disrupt job and
academic performance, stealing vic-
tim’s keys, and leaving children inten-
tionally unattended. They cut off ac-
cess to financial information to keep
their partner in a state of financial de-
pendence and unable to leave. They
commit identity theft to run up credit
card debt and ruin their partner’s cred-
it scores, taking out loans in their
partner’s name that the victim knows
nothing about and cannot pay off.

In intimate partner relationships, on
average, physical violence victims lose
7 days of paid employment, rape vic-
tims lose 8, and stalking victims lose 10
per year.
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For the rest of their lives, these sur-
vivors are less financially secure be-
cause they endured an abusive rela-
tionship.

Abusers often take advantage of
their heightened degree of financial so-
phistication relative to their partner’s.
They don’t tell their partners about
the assets the couple owns, and they
force their partners to sign quitclaim
deeds and give up ownership in major
assets like homes without knowing it.

Coerced debt follows victims of do-
mestic violence for the rest of their
lives, long after they have left the rela-
tionship. It is particularly destructive
in the weeks after these women leave,
when they try to rent an apartment or
otherwise provide for themselves finan-
cially.

Burdening a woman with economic
obligations that she did not take on as
she is trying to escape an abusive rela-
tionship can be as crippling to her
long-term well-being as violence.

Credit repair is an almost impossible
process. Expunging coerced debt from a
victim’s credit report, even with exten-
sive evidence of fraud, is an intractable
task, which is why I will be intro-
ducing legislation to provide a way for-
ward for women whose credit scores are
ruined as a result of domestic violence.

I endured an abusive relationship,
and my three children and I were able
to move forward with our lives, staying
in our community and in our home. I
had a good job; I had a strong credit
history; and I was extremely engaged
with our family’s financial decisions,
which allowed me to leave when I need-
ed to.

However, without a substantial safe-
ty net, many women can’t and don’t
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leave. When they do leave, almost 40
percent of survivors become homeless.
This is wholly unacceptable.

Until we address the full spectrum of
abuse that survivors face, we won’t sig-
nificantly reduce rates of domestic vio-
lence. And for so long as domestic vio-
lence is a glaringly prevalent problem
in our society, we will not see gender
equality.

Incorporating economic abuse into
the definition of domestic violence in
this landmark Federal legislation is a
huge step.

I am honored to have the opportunity
to carry the voices of Orange County
families and survivors to the Halls of
Congress.

I found help to let my family rebuild
our lives. A police officer who had been
trained in DV because of VAWA helped
create the amazing, healthy children I
have. I will count the passage of VAWA
among my proudest achievements.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. POR-
TER).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. ROSE OF
NEW YORK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 38 printed
in part B of House Report 116-32.

Mr. ROSE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today in support of my
amendment to expand national domes-
tic violence hotlines.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 171, insert after line 2 the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

SEC. 1408. NATIONAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE HOT-
LINE.

Not later than 3 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, a national domestic
violence hotline for which a grant is pro-
vided under section 313 of the Family Vio-
lence Prevention and Services Act shall in-
clude the voluntary feature of texting via
telephone to ensure all methods of commu-
nication are available for victims and those
seeking assistance.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 281, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ROSE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. ROSE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, when you consider hotlines
today, we have to think about the fact
that text messages are absolutely im-
portant, and they are also, all too
often, ignored.

We need to evolve. We need to fix the
new problems of today as well as the
problems of the future.

As a subcommittee chairman of the
Homeland Security Committee and as
one of the younger Members of this
body, I understand that the advent of
social networks and technology has, in
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many ways, helped us track and iden-
tify bad actors. But as we have heard
from survivors of domestic violence, it
also allows abuse, coercion, stalking,
and intimidation in more ways than
ever before.

Survivors need the necessary tools to
keep themselves safe. When a woman is
being constantly monitored by her
abuser, is unable to hide, and finds her-
self trapped, a phone call could put her
life in even more danger.

This is why I implore my colleagues
to support this amendment, because we
are talking life and death here. This is
not only a matter of believing sur-
vivors—though, to be clear, we abso-
lutely must. This is about making sure
that we empower survivors with the re-
sources they need in the 21st century,
no matter what age they are.

It breaks my heart to know that
those hiding from their abusers could
be a young college student or even a
teenager in high school. A recent study
on intimate partner violence found
that 1 in 10 high school students have
experienced physical violence from dat-
ing a partner in a given year. Nearly
one in three women in college have
said they have been in an abusive dat-
ing relationship.

If these statistics do not highlight
the need for Congress to provide as
much relief as we possibly can, I don’t
know what does.

Making sure women in crisis can
quickly and easily get help by texting
the crisis hotline should be a no-
brainer. The technology exists, and it
has been proven to be effective by
other organizations helping those in
need. This isn’t rocket science.

If we apply modern-day technology
to combat dating violence and sexual
assault, we can Kkeep survivors and
their families safe while holding the
perpetrators accountable.

It is our job to make sure that our
federally funded hotlines can serve in
the most effective way. We need to get
this done because, at the end of the
day, this amendment will save lives.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ROSE).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I move that
the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
MALINOWSKI) having assumed the chair,
Mr. ROSE of New York, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 1585) to reau-
thorize the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994, and for other purposes, had
come to no resolution thereon.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
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House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

——
IN SUPPORT OF VAWA

(Ms. PRESSLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Violence
Against Women Act, VAWA.

I rise today to bring our stories out
of the shadows. Let us reject the myth
that strong women, bold women, inde-
pendent women do not find themselves
in the throes of violence at the hands
of someone who claims to love them.

My mother, my shero, found herself
in such an abusive relationship, one
that threatened her physical safety and
her sanity, and chipped away at her
dignity and her joy.

As a child, to witness the abuse and
degradation of the person who is your
world, your everything, it is an image,
a feeling, that never leaves.

To the millions of women who find
themselves in the shoes of my mother
and to the countless daughters who
find themselves looking on: I see you. I
am fighting for you and all the Sandys
out there.

My mom, Sandy, depending on the
day, was beaten for being too pretty,
too ugly, too smart, too dumb. This
man beat my mother’s limbs and tried
to beat down her spirit. His abuse was
the deepest of betrayals.

For the stories that we share here
today, if they make people uncomfort-
able, good. Let that discomfort lead to
transformation, transformation in our
discourse, transformation in our law-
making, and a renewed commitment to
our shared humanity.

No more.

Mommy, this one is for you.

——
AMERICA’S ECONOMIC FUTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I
promise not to go 60 minutes.

Continuing the series we have been
trying to do on a much more, shall we
call it, wholistic policy of how to get a
sort of unified theory of what will
make America’s economy, opportunity,
our ability to pay for our promises,
particularly over the next 30-some
years, when our baby boomers are in
their retirement years.

This is, actually, sort of just another
module on trying to help sell, educate,
convince, cajole, on that idea.

We always start with this particular
poster now that our belief is you sort
of have five pillars on what we must do
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almost immediately to have the eco-
nomic growth and the mechanics to be
able to keep our promises.

Remember, basic math: We have 74
million baby boomers. We are now
about halfway through that 18-year
cycle turning 65.

In 8% years is the final portion of the
baby boom turning 65. In 8% years, half
the spending, less interest, coming out
of this body, so 50 percent of the spend-
ing will be to those 65 and older. In 8%
years, there will be two workers for
every one person in retirement.

Understand what this means: If we
don’t have substantial economic
growth, substantial incentives to stay
in the workplace, and also a really dis-
ruptive cost curve in parts of
healthcare, I defy you to make the
math work.

[ 1945

So we have actually sort of laid out
five principles of policy, and within
those policies, there are lots of moving
parts. We are going to talk a little bit
more of sort of the technology disrup-
tion, but we are going to talk the other
half of it from what we did 2 weeks ago.

But economic growth: What do you
do in a tax system? What do you do
with trade? What do you do with smart
regulations?

I have done presentations here about
crowdsourcing data as a much more el-
egant way to regulate; using block
chain to collect data in financial mar-
kets so you could actually have a much
more rational, much more reactive,
much faster regulatory environment.

We also have on here, I use the term,
‘“‘population stability.” Remember
what has happened to the TUnited
States birth rates and where we are
going and where we are predicted to go.

In the last 10 years, there are 4 mil-
lion children that we expected who are
not here. That is functionally 4 full
years of immigration in 10. Are we will-
ing to actually say it is time to go to
a talent-based immigration system
with some flexibility in there to maxi-
mize population stability? And on the
other end, are we willing to also adopt
public policy that encourages family
formation?

It is math, and it is math about the
economic robustness of this society.

Earned benefits: We are going to have
to find ways that, as we keep our prom-
ises on Social Security, if we keep our
promises on Medicare, are there in-
ducements, incentives we can produce
to say: Are you willing to stay in the
workforce longer, part-time? If you are
healthy, happy, capable, we want you.
It makes a difference.

Are we able to give you certain in-
centives to postpone taking benefits to
actually help yourself, but also help
the programs as they function?

And then the last one under our five
pillars is employment. How do we
maximize, as a society, participation
in the workforce?

You know, we still have some data
issues on millennial males. What can
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we do to help them get into the work-
force?

As you know, last December, we fi-
nally had a real breakthrough in some
of the data—we call it the U-6—em-
ployment data on millennial females
moving into the workforce. That is
part of it.

We also want to encourage older
Americans to stay in the workforce if
that is their choice.

But we also are starting to see some-
thing that is really exciting in the
labor statistics—I am sorry I am
geeking out, and I know I am sounding
like an accountant on steroids, but
these things are really important—is
our handicapped brothers and sisters.
People who have actually had sub-
stance abuse and other types of issues
are actually moving back into the
workforce.

Behind this microphone I have talked
about even the things going on in Ari-
zona right now, where we actually have
private, paid-for job training in our
prisons because there is such a labor
shortage, there is such a skilled labor
shortage in our community. That is ac-
tually wonderful.

I mean, if you care about people,
where we are at right now, our ability
to draw our brothers and sisters into
the labor force for that honor of work
is an amazing thing.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS).

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE OF UNITED

STATES ARMY SERGEANT JOSEPH P. COLLETTE

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Arizona for yield-
ing.

I rise today to commemorate one of
America’s heroes, United States Army
Sergeant Joseph P. Collette of Lan-
caster, Ohio.

Sergeant Collette gave his life in the
service of our Nation on March 22, 2019,
while serving in Afghanistan with the
242nd Ordnance Battalion, 7lst Explo-
sive Ordnance Disposal Group.

Serving with the United States Army
was a goal for Sergeant Collette. On
September 11, Sergeant Collette was
only 11 years old, but on that tragic
day he felt the call of service. It is that
bravery, selflessness, and commitment
that Sergeant Collette will be remem-
bered for.

A man of many talents, he loved
sharing his passion for cooking with
others and challenging his friends to
paintball matches and Pokemon bat-
tles.

He loved spending time outdoors, but
he loved nothing more than spending
time with his friends and family, and
his legacy will live on in their memo-
ries.

As a brigadier general in the Ohio
Army National Guard, I have been
privileged to serve alongside men and
women like Sergeant Collette. I can
say without a doubt that Lancaster,
Ohio, and our Nation is a better and
safer place as a result of his service.

I am honored to celebrate his life and
legacy, and my heart goes out to his
entire family.
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This country needs to recognize he-
roes like Joseph Collette, so I hope
that we all will take a moment of si-
lence to recognize the life of Joey
Collette.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker,
look, those are always hard to do, par-
ticularly, you know, when you want to
reach out to the families in your com-
munity and deal with those really dif-
ficult moments. So I appreciate the
gentleman, and I am always happy to
yield. He has always been very kind to
me here.

All right. Back on to trying to help
do our theme here. And I know it is a
little sarcastic, but it is sort of meant
to have a little impact. We often joke
that we are operating in a math-free
zone, and it is a great frustration.

One of the neat things that has hap-
pened over these first couple of months
as we have been doing this sort of uni-
fied theory pitch—and we keep trying
to say it is not Republican or Demo-
crat. It is math. A number of my
friends from the left have actually
started to stop by the office, particu-
larly on the technology, which I am
very excited, because there is a revolu-
tion happening around us.

So let’s actually sort of move on to
one or two more boards just to make
sure that we have built the argument.

On this particular board—and I have
shown this; I am going to keep showing
it—2008 to 2028, 91 percent of the in-
creased spending—so when you see that
curve going up between that 2008 and
2028, 91 percent, Social Security,
healthcare entitlements, and interest.

Social Security, the healthcare enti-
tlements, and interest—91 percent of
the growth in spending for those 20
years.

So when we get here behind these
microphones and we are often talking
about this or that, understand the vast
majority of what is driving our spend-
ing are our demographics. Our demo-
graphics are what drives Social Secu-
rity, Medicare, and the borrowing with-
in those drives a tremendous amount of
the percentage of the debt.

So how do you build a robust enough
economy and then enough optionality
in that growth with technology to also
bend the cost on healthcare?

So this particular slide is really im-
portant for us to get our heads around,
and this is the other side.

In the previous couple of weeks, we
have done a series of presentations
here on the floor about the technology
that is coming on everything from
wearables to autonomous healthcare to
being able to instantly have your flu
diagnosed, and can we build a system,
if we would take down some of the
legal barriers, where almost instantly
your antivirals can be delivered to you.

Think about blowing into something
that looks like a flu kazoo. It diag-
noses you. It pings off your personal
medical records and instantly can
order those antivirals.

How much healthier, how much more
time do you have for your life, for your
family?



April 3, 2019

These are the types of disruptions we
as a body—and it is not Republican or
Democrat. It is where technology is
leading us, to make our lives more con-
venient. That precious commodity of
time is given back to you, and we be-
come healthier as a society while bend-
ing our healthcare costs.

Well, this particular slide makes it
very clear that we actually believe
about 75 percent of all of our spend-
ing—and we get this, I believe, from
the Centers for Disease Control. Sev-
enty-five percent of our healthcare
spending is for chronic conditions.

Okay. So we actually know where
our spending concentration is. So how
do we start to have a disruption in
that?

And if you actually look at the
growth of healthcare, this is basically
our spending in 2001 to 2017. But you
see that line just growing and growing
and growing.

Well, a lot of that, we will imme-
diately get people who say: Well, that
is pharmaceutical prices. Well, that is
this. That is this.

It is substantially our demographics
and then the procedures that come
along with that aging in society.

We will actually, in the future, if
there is a request for it, we will bring
some of those boards and actually do
more breakdown. But it is just under-
standing we cannot survive if this line
continues to grow in that fashion.

Additionally, and just understanding
these categories—and I am going to
push this back just a little bit because
this particular board may be
unreadable from a distance, but it is
really important.

What we are trying to explain here
is, the green bars, the small bars, think
of these as chronic conditions that
have never been diagnosed; the blue are
where they have been diagnosed; and
the total cost in our society.

When you look at this, what would
happen if I could come to you and say,
for a number of these, there are ways
to manage hypertension. There are
ways for someone like myself that is a
pretty severe asthmatic to manage my
asthma. There may be cures on the
very short horizon coming for many of
the diseases we consider chronic condi-
tions.

Part of what I want to talk about to-
night is the second half: How do we fi-
nance the miracles that this body in
previous years, when we did the
CURES Act, when we actually did the
specialty, the financing, the research
resources for orphan diseases—it is
starting to pay off. Many of the poli-
cies, actually, the Republican Members
here did in previous years with the pre-
vious President are starting to pay off.

So think about this—and I may have
my date wrong; I am desperately hop-
ing it is by the end of this year—a sin-
gle-shot cure for hemophilia A. So our
brothers and sisters, and there are only
about 8,000 in the United States who
have hemophilia, but it is a population
that is very expensive for the blood
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clotting factor, for the other medical
maintenance for that population, for
our brothers and sisters.

How about a single shot that cures?
What would we, as a society, be willing
to pay for that curative?

How do we finance it? What if it is a
$1.5 million a shot? Let’s just sort of
theorize here.

But in about a 5-, 6-year period of
time, it has actually more than paid
for itself. Just, you know, the tyranny
of basic accounting: How do we say
today we want a system where we can
finance these disruptive pharma-
ceuticals so we can start to change
parts of these chronic populations so
we do something that is curative?

One of the discussions we have been
working on in our office for almost 2 or
3 years now is the concept of, we will
call it a healthcare bond that says we
are going to reach out, do a census of
the populations of, hey, these many in-
dividuals with this particular disease
that this pharmaceutical would cure or
dramatically improve their lives—some
are on Medicare; some are on Medicaid;
some are on private insurance; some
are at the VA. We need to do that cen-
sus and then do sort of an assessment
over time to have what would have
been their normal cost pay back that
bond.

The trickier policy set here—let’s go
back to our hemophilia example: 8,000
population, a single shot cures the dis-
ease. How do you price it?

This is going to be an intellectually
robust discussion we are going to have
to have. We have other things in our
society we price. A baseball player who
is phenomenal, you would do certain
types of arbitration.

We could actually take a look at ev-
erything from the research costs, to
the future benefits, to the incentives to
continue this type of research, to the
health benefits of having that popu-
lation cured.

There has got to be a formula we can
come up with as a society where we
continue to encourage these incredible
miracle disruptions that are on the ho-
rizon. We need more of them because
they start to solve this chart’s prob-
lem.

Remember the previous one, the pie
chart. Seventy-five percent of our
spending, functionally, is within those
chronic conditions. What happens if we
start to cure them, or at least a por-
tion of them?

It is time this body stops having the
crazy debate we have had here for the
last 10 years, which is the ACA. It is
even our Republican alternative, which
I believe had some great things in it.

But we have been having this debate
about who gets to pay. We have not
been having the discussion, the intel-
lectually honest discussion of what do
we do to pay less and provide more?

J 2000

That is my goal here. If these miracle
biologicals, if these miracle genetic
treatments, are coming, how do we get
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them adopted into our society as fast
as possible?

In many ways, as we saw in the first
phase of the hep C cure—what was the
drug, Sovaldi? In that first year, year
and a half, it cost $84,000, I believe, but
it cured hepatitis C, meaning you did
not need a liver transplant. But what
happened? We had a number of our
State Medicaid systems that were on
the verge of going bankrupt.

The difference in that sort of phar-
maceutical is you had time before
someone became symptomatic where
liver transplant was indicated. And
then we knew there was a second phar-
maceutical with some of the same effi-
cacy coming.

What happens when there is not
going to be a second drug, because it is
a small population or it had such stun-
ning research costs?

We need to think through how we fi-
nance disruptions of those pharma-
ceuticals and how we also get a fair
pricing so the research continues. We
incentivize that, but also a fair pricing
to society, which is willing to put on
debt for a quick adoption and then use
the future savings.

So understand, what is neat about
this, if you actually look at these diag-
noses with serious chronic conditions,
a number of them can be partially ben-
efited by technology.

Once again, I am a pretty severe
asthmatic. We have played with a cou-
ple of contraptions that help me man-
age my blood oxygen.

What happens if that contraption can
talk to my phone and say: ‘‘Hey, David,
this morning, you really need to take
two puffs of your inhaled steroid.”

‘““Hey, David, we are doing some cal-
culations. Today, you don’t.”

As you have already seen, you may
even have family members who are now
reading off their phones about their di-
abetes, because they have a port that is
reading their blood glucose.

Technology can help us manage a
number of these chronic conditions to
make them so they don’t crash, so they
are not catastrophic for the individual
and not expensive for society.

If you have hypertension, how many
of you may have an arrhythmia that
you now have a watch that will help
you manage? Those are on the tech-
nology side.

On some of these, it is the curative
that I really wanted to get into our un-
derstanding, the other half of the mir-
acle disruption that is coming in
healthcare.

We need, as policymakers, to under-
stand these are the benefits we are now
yielding because of a lot of really good
policy decisions this body made over
the last few years.

Let’s move on to a couple more
boards to try to help this argument be-
come a little more robust.

This was the best one I had, but let’s
go back to the hemophilia discussion.
Can we use this example that is on our
immediate horizon?

I believe they are already well in or
through their phase III. They have had,
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apparently, just from even the latest
article I pulled up a couple days ago,
amazing efficacy. It is curative for the
vast majority of the population, some-
thing we never really thought of.

Are we ready as a society to say: Can
we build the box of how we finance
these disruptions?

Let’s walk through a couple others.

How many of you have heard of some
of the gene therapies where we can
turn on your immune system, but we
turn it on in such a way—well, the
medical researchers, by understanding
the type of cancer you have, looking at
that cancer and saying, hey, here are
the receptors that your immune sys-
tem would do the most efficient—how
do I describe it?—the most efficient
method of killing those cancers. What
if that costs $250,000, $500,000, but it
cures?

How about in some of these cases?
Now we are looking at this particular
one. This is from earlier in the year or
late last year, a pharmaceutical bio-
logical that changes a genetic form of
blindness. You are born with this blind-
ness on your DNA, and it recodes your
DNA and brings back a substantial por-
tion of your sight. What is the value of
that?

There are some unique things. I be-
lieve it may be within this gene edit-
ing. Actually, it is really expensive. I
think it may have been $400,000 or
$500,000 for a certain number of the pa-
tients. It was almost you only paid if
we hit a certain level of returning your
sight.

What happens when we are able to do
more of this, that it is more than just
a disease you have developed, and we
are actually recoding parts of your own
personal genome to deal with a genetic
blindness that you were born with?
How much does this help society? How
much, as a society, are we willing to
pay?

When we pay it, is there a way we
can have a financing mechanism that
the adoption of such miracles happen
quickly, and we can reap the benefits
in future time? That is the concept for
the healthcare bond.

Let’s take one that actually is near
and dear to me. I am from the desert
Southwest. I am from the Phoenix-
Scottsdale area. I live in a little com-
munity called Fountain Hills, a won-
derful part of the country. I am incred-
ibly blessed for the community I get to
represent and live in.

But from the desert areas of Cali-
fornia through Maricopa County, Phoe-
nix, Pinal, all the way down to the
Tucson area, we have fungi in the soil.
We call it Valley Fever.

We believe one out of three people
who go to a hospital believing they
have pneumonia actually have the
fungi, have Valley Fever in their lungs.

For a small fraction of the popu-
lation, they don’t just feel like they
have pneumonia for a week or 2 or 3.
They get something, I believe the term
is ‘“‘undifferentiated,”” where it breaks
out and ends up in your bones.
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I have a neighbor, a former Vietnam
helicopter pilot, one of the greatest
human beings you can ever meet. His
hands have been carved up from when
they have had to go in and remove the
fungi that is growing in his bones.

Leader MCCARTHY, KEVIN MCCARTHY,
because of the community he rep-
resents, and myself in the Scottsdale-
Phoenix area, a few years ago, we
started a Valley Fever Caucus for those
of us who live in the desert Southwest.
We have had some amazing success.

We have been able to move some re-
sources. We have gotten the folks back
East here to understand this very
unique regional disease we have. We
were able to move some money, and all
of a sudden, we now are hearing that
we may be 3 years from a vaccine for
animals.

This particular disease Kkilled my
dog, Charlie, a few years ago.

But after the vaccine for our canines
and our pets, it is only a short time
after that, maybe just a handful of
years, that we will collect enough data
that we will have fungi vaccine for
something called Valley Fever for
those of us who live in the desert
Southwest.

These are examples. We believe a dis-
ease like that ultimately costs billions
in our communities for hospital visits,
for sick days, for all the things that go
with that.

What is the value of a vaccine that is
being developed for an orphan disease
like that that most folks back East
have never even heard of?

We have succeeded at moving the re-
sources around here in Congress over
the last few years to start these mir-
acles of the genomic and the other
types of research that are bringing
these miracles here.

Back to our primary conversation.
As we age as a society, our biggest cost
driver, particularly over the next 30
years, is healthcare. We have done
presentations here the last few weeks
on the technology miracles that are
coming, where you can manage your
own health. You don’t have to be part
of the collective. You can manage your
own health and have incredible data.
But we are going to have to break
down some of the old silos, some of the
old legislative barriers, some of the
barriers to entry.

The other half of that is how we con-
tinue to encourage these disruptive
biologicals, these disruptive genomics,
these disruptive drugs that are cura-
tive.

The one that was in our office a cou-
ple weeks ago, talking about ALS, it is
probably going to be a couple shots a
year, but it will freeze. You will hold
steady. So it is not curative, but it
stops the regression and the progres-
sion of the disease. What is the value
to that in our society?

These are big deals. As I reach out to
my Republican brothers and sisters and
my Democrats, help those of us who
understand these cures are not Repub-
lican or Democrat. We as a society
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must come up with the mechanisms
that bring them out, finance them, and
then understand the debate here must
be about what we are doing to change
the price curve of healthcare at the
same time our demographics are get-
ting much older very, very, very fast.
We can do that.

It is a much more elegant discussion
than the absolutely ridiculous discus-
sion that continues to go on here be-
cause it works in our partisan format
where everything here has been
weaponized now politically of let’s
have a fine debate on who gets to pay,
how much government subsidy should
you receive.

Let’s do something really creative.
Let’s start lowering the price by bring-
ing technology, by bringing other
channels of exciting new pharma-
ceuticals, and even down to things that
are affecting the folks in my neighbor-
hood, a disease like Valley Fever,
where I now get to go home and say we
worked on it a few years ago. We were
not optimistic, but we kept working
and we kept working and we Kkept
working. There are brilliant people
down at the University of Arizona Cen-
ter for Excellence on Valley Fever.
There are researchers at NAU. There
are researchers in California who are
now almost there.

There should be joy in this body
when you start to think about the cusp
we are on. Will Congress be looked at
by someone 10, 20 years from now, say-
ing they did policy that actually made
these things happen faster? Or will we
continue to exist in a world where the
way we reimburse, the way we finance,
the way we regulate, the barriers to
entry of the technology, we slowed
down the disruption that could have
helped us lower healthcare costs?

These are the things we are fixated
on, because remember our five points:
We must have the robust economic
growth. We must have the labor force
participation. We must do the incen-
tives to, if someone wishes to stay in
the labor force and delay parts of their
retirement, how do we reward that? We
must do these others, but we also must
push these technologies, because our
biggest fragility is the healthcare
costs.

I think there are some great things
about to happen. Look, that is a por-
tion of the presentation. Hopefully, in
a couple weeks, we are going to come
back and we are going to do something
much more technical—I am sorry; I
know that is really exciting—on some
of those incentives to stay in the work-
force. But we need to understand, if
you have a complicated problem and
someone walks up to you and gives you
a really simple solution, it is abso-

lutely wrong, because complicated
problems require complicated solu-
tions.

That is where we are headed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.



April 3, 2019

O 2015
NATIONAL DONATE LIFE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. ABRA-
HAM) for 30 minutes.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize April as National
Donate Life Month and the awareness
one Louisiana family has brought to
organ donation through the tragic loss
of their son.

On May b, 2015, the Perry family,
from Monroe, welcomed twin babies,
John Clarke and Ella, to the world. All
was fine and well for the twins until
John Clarke was given the fatal diag-
nosis of a brain bleed shortly after
their 6-month checkup. On November
29, 2015, John Clarke passed away at
only 6 months old.

Before his death, his parents, Jona-
than and Holley, were approached
about donating John Clarke’s organs,
to which they agreed.

Meanwhile, 400 miles away in Au-
burn, Alabama, the Boswell family
faced a similarly heartbreaking situa-
tion. Their son Davis, who was born in
June 2015, had been diagnosed with
enterovirus, an infection that attacked
his heart. His only chance at survival
was an improbable heart transplant.

On a Sunday night in November,
Davis’ parents, Amanda and Tucker,
received a call saying that a match had
been found and that Davis would re-
ceive a heart. On November 29, 2015,
Davis underwent a successful heart
transplant.

A few days later, Amanda and Holley
were connected by a mutual friend on
Facebook and realized that Davis had
probably received John Clarke’s heart,
a fact confirmed by the hospital.

In April 2016, the Boswells and the
Perrys met at an event raising aware-
ness for organ donation. The two fami-
lies have continued to meet over the
years at the annual Auburn-LSU foot-
ball game, turning the rivalry game
into an opportunity to raise awareness
and funds for organ donation across the
country.

While this sequence of events could
have only been handcrafted by God,
organ donations save lives across the
country on a daily basis.

In 2018, 36,528 organ transplants were
performed, a record high for the sixth
consecutive year. On average, one
organ donor can save up to eight lives.
Through organ donation, John Clarke
saved two children’s lives.

Mr. Speaker, today, I recognize the
unspeakable tragedy that the Perrys
faced and their incredibly brave deci-
sion to donate John Clarke’s organs.
Through this heartbreaking decision,
John Clarke became a hero.

Today, John Clarke is remembered
by his family for his big blue eyes and
sweet smile, a smile his parents say
grew wider every time the LSU Tigers
and New Orleans Saints were on TV.

Like so many donors, John Clarke is
no longer with us, but his legacy lives
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on in the bodies of those who received
his organs. Throughout the month of
April, I will be thinking of John
Clarke, the entire Perry family, and all
those who have given the gift of organ
donation as a final act of compassion.
HONORING MASON ANDREWS

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and honor Mason
Andrews, an 18-year-old from Monroe,
Louisiana, who was recently recognized
by the Guinness Book of World Records
as the youngest pilot to circumnavi-
gate the globe.

Mason is a junior at Louisiana Tech
University who set off on his trip
around the world on July 22 and re-
turned October 6 of 2018. He flew for 76
days in the spirit of Louisiana, a 1976
Piper Lance PA-32 single-engine air-
craft. Mason made over 20 stops around
the world, including Dubai, Paris, and
Taiwan. His longest leg of the journey
was the 14-hour, 2,150-mile stretch from
Japan to Alaska.

Mason flew not only to break a world
record, but to raise awareness and
funds for MedCamps of Louisiana.
MedCamps of Louisiana is a free sum-
mer camp for children with varying
disabilities or illnesses, such as autism,
spina bifida, and Down syndrome.

Mason has served as a camp coun-
selor for 3 years with MedCamps of
Louisiana and raised over $30,000 for
the camp during his flight. To raise
these funds and to break the world
record, Mason overcame all obstacles
he faced, including a sandstorm over
Saudi Arabia and two Category 5 ty-
phoons that kept him grounded for the
better part of September.

I am proud of what Mason was able
to accomplish and how he has rep-
resented the great State of Louisiana.
From one pilot to another, I congratu-
late Mason on his incredible achieve-
ment and look forward to what he will
accomplish next.

BORN-ALIVE SURVIVOR PROTECTION

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today about something that has really
been weighing on my mind, and that is
the disturbing push for late-term abor-
tions we have been seeing around the
country.

I am a doctor by trade. I have deliv-
ered many babies myself. I have seen
babies in the womb on ultrasound
wince in pain, and I have seen them
comforted by their mother’s voice.
That baby is every bit as alive then as
he or she is when a mother gets to hold
her or him for the first time.

I believe that life begins at concep-
tion. I believe adoption is always bet-
ter than abortion. And I certainly be-
lieve that delivering a baby in the
third trimester is far better for both
the mother and the baby than a late-
term abortion, which brings me back
to why I wanted to speak tonight.

The disturbing trend of codifying
protections for late-term abortions
must stop, and it will take Federal ac-
tion to ban it across the entire coun-
try.

We see what is happening at the
State level:
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New York has passed a law that al-
lows abortions at any time—at any
time. That is outrageous, especially
considering that many babies can live
outside the womb around 20 weeks.

Virginia tried to pass a similar law.
Virginia Governor Ralph Northam, a
Democrat, who argued that babies
could be killed after birth if the moth-
er had preferred to abort it rather than
to birth it, said:

“The infant would be delivered. The
infant would be kept comfortable. The
infant would be resuscitated if that’s
what the mother and family desired.
And then a discussion would ensue be-
tween the physicians and the mother.”

That is disgusting. That is an en-
dorsement of a murder of a helpless
child, and we cannot stand for that.

I am a proud cosponsor of the Born-
Alive Survivors Protection Act, which
requires that babies who survive abor-
tions be given the same standard of
care as any person in medical need.

This is a commonsense approach be-
cause a baby is a person. Doctors are
sworn to help those in need, and I can-
not fathom how any medical provider
could watch a helpless baby struggling
outside the womb after she survives an
abortion.

Even still, Democrats are standing in
the way of ending this heinous prac-
tice. Republicans have tried nearly 30
times to bring to the floor a vote on
the Born-Alive Survivors Protection
Act, and Democrats have blocked it
every single time.

Thankfully, my colleagues, STEVE
SCALISE from my great State of Lou-
isiana and ANN WAGNER, have intro-
duced a discharge petition to go around
the Democratic leadership and force a
vote on this important bill.

I have signed the petition, and my
prayer is that the Chamber can come
together in a bipartisan way to state
firmly that the United States of Amer-
ica does not believe in killing babies,
especially after they are born.

Critics say that it is a woman’s
choice and that politicians are inter-
fering. If a baby is crying and he is cry-
ing out for help in an operating room,
that is a person, an individual who is
entitled to the same life, liberty, and
pursuit of happiness that every Amer-
ican is entitled to. Only the individual
can decide that path forward for them-
selves; it is not the choice of anyone
else; and a living, breathing baby de-
serves a chance to live.

They say this bill is unnecessary be-
cause it is already law, pointing to the
2002 Born-Alive Infants Protection Act
which codified into law that any person
born alive in any stage of development
is a legal person. Since that time, how-
ever, there have been cases where abor-
tion providers do not consider a baby
born if it survives an abortion.

The Born-Alive Survivors Protection
Act ends all debate and further pro-
tects babies who survive abortions. The
Born-Alive Survivors Protection Act is
a literal matter of life and death. It is
about the core values of what we as



H3066

Americans and every single politician
in State and Federal Government
should clearly and definitely know:
where we stand on this important bill.

My position is clear: I stand with the
babies. I stand with life.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 276. An act to direct the Secretary of
Education to establish the Recognizing In-
spiring School Employees (RISE) Award Pro-
gram recognizing excellence exhibited by
classified school employees providing serv-
ices to students in prekindergarten through
high school.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 26 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, April 4, 2019, at 9 a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

592. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant
General Joseph Anderson, and his advance-
ment to the grade of lieutenant general on
the retired 1list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as
amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b));
(110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

593. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Navy, Department of Defense, transmitting a
report on an increase in the Average Pro-
curement Unit Cost (APUC) for the Offensive
Anti-Surface Warfare Increment 1 (Long
Range Anti-Ship Missile) (OASuW Inc. 1
(LRASM)) program that exceeds the current
baseline estimate by 23.5 percent, pursuant
to 10 U.S.C. 2433(d)(3); Public Law 97-252, Sec.
1107(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 110-417,
Sec. 811(c)); (122 Stat. 4522); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

594. A letter from the Director, Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting the Bureau’s Office of Minority and
Women Inclusion Annual Report to Con-
gress, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 5452(e); Public
Law 111-203, Sec. 342(e); (124 Stat. 1543); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

595. A letter from the Director, Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting the Bureau’s Consumer Response An-
nual Report for CY 2018, pursuant to 12
U.S.C. 5493(b)(3)(C); Public Law 111-203, Sec.
1013(b)(3)(C); (124 Stat. 1969); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

596. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting
the Corporation’s 2018 Annual Report of the
Office of Minority and Women Inclusion,
pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 5452(e); Public Law 111-
203, Sec. 342(e); (124 Stat. 1543); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.
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597. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Management, De-
partment of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Cost Sharing: En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (RIN: 1991-AC13) re-
ceived April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

598. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Zoxamide; Pesticide Tolerances
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0665;  FRL-9987-27] re-
ceived April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

599. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl-
vania; Delegation of Authority of the Fed-
eral Plan for Existing Sewage Sludge Incin-
eration Units [EPA-R03-OAR-2019-0065; FRL-
9991-56-Region 3] received April 2, 2019, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

600. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Metrafenone; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0616; FRIL.-9987-14]
received April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

601. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Outer Continental Shelf Air
Regulations; Consistency Update for Dela-
ware [EPA-R03-OAR-2009-0238; FRI.-9990-18-
Region 3] received April 2, 2019, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

602. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Air Quality State Implementa-
tion Plans: Arizona; Approval and Condi-
tional Approval of State Implementation
Plan Revisions; Maricopa County Air Qual-
ity Department; Stationary Source Permits
[EPA-R09-OAR-2017-0481; FRIL-9991-53-Region
9] received April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

603. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Air Plan Approval; NC: Readop-
tion of Air Quality Rules and Removal of
Oxygenated Gasoline Rules [EPA-R04-OAR-
2018-0301; FRIL-9991-63-Region 4] received
April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

604. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Air Plan Approval; ID, Kraft
Pulp Mill Rule Revisions [EPA-R10-OAR-
2018-0769; FRIL-9991-71-Region 10] received
April 2, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

605. A letter from the Director, Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting the Bureau’s FY 2018 No FEAR Act re-
port, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public
Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public
Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to
the Committee on Oversight and Reform.
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606. A letter from the Staff Director, Fed-
eral Election Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s FY 2018 No FEAR Act report,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law
107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109-
435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform.

607. A letter from the General Counsel,
Government Accountability Office, trans-
mitting the Office’s FY 2018 No FEAR Act
report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public
Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public
Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to
the Committee on Oversight and Reform.

608. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Equal Employment Opportunity Pro-
grams, National Archives and Records Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Administra-
tion’s FY 2018 No FEAR Act report, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 107-174,
203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109-435,
Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Committee
on Oversight and Reform.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr.
MCOKINLEY):

H.R. 2043. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a Home Energy Savings Retrofit
Rebate Program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr.
KINZINGER):

H.R. 2044. A bill to accelerate smart build-
ing development, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and Science,
Space, and Technology, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. WENSTRUP (for himself, Mr.
LEVIN of California, Mr. DAVID P. ROE
of Tennessee, and Mr. BILIRAKIS):

H.R. 2045. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to establish the Veterans Eco-
nomic Opportunity and Transition Adminis-
tration and the Under Secretary for Vet-
erans Economic Opportunity and Transition
of the Department of Veterans Affairs, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WRIGHT (for himself, Mr.
McCauL, and Mr. GONZALEZ of
Texas):

H.R. 2046. A bill to amend the State De-
partment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 re-
garding energy diplomacy and security with-
in the Department of State, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee (for him-
self and Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania):

H.R. 2047. A bill to require annual reports
on allied contributions to the common de-
fense, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Ms. JUDY CHU of California,
Mr. CICILLINE, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Ms. MOORE,
Mr. COHEN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. MENG,
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Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. RASKIN, Ms.
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. ESHOO, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. JAYAPAL,
Mr. BEYER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr.
CISNEROS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
HAALAND, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
RYAN, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. KELLY of
Illinois, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
KILDEE, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms. DEAN,
Mrs. TORRES of California, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. POCAN, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
MALINOWSKI, Mr. LAWSON of Florida,
Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms. FRANKEL,
and Mr. REED):

H.R. 2048. A bill to prohibit the pricing of
consumer products and services that are sub-
stantially similar if such products or serv-
ices are priced differently based on the gen-
der of the individuals for whose use the prod-
ucts are intended or marketed or for whom
the services are performed or offered; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. BURGESS:

H.R. 2049. A Dbill to reduce the amount of
foreign assistance to El Salvador, Guate-
mala, and Honduras based on the number of
unaccompanied alien children who are na-
tionals or citizens of such countries and who
in the preceding fiscal year are placed in
Federal custody by reason of their immigra-
tion status; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Ms.
OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr.

TONKO, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BEYER, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. KHANNA, and Ms. McCoOL-
LUM):

H.R. 2050. A bill to place a moratorium on
permitting for mountaintop removal coal
mining until health studies are conducted by
the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition
to the Committees on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and Energy and Commerce, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself and Mr.
MOOLENAAR):

H.R. 2051. A bill to provide for Federal co-
ordination of activities supporting sustain-
able chemistry, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, and in addition to the Committee on
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. COMER:

H.R. 2052. A bill to amend the Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991 with respect to a portion of the Wendell
H. Ford (Western Kentucky) Parkway, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself and Mr. CALVERT):

H.R. 2053. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come amounts received from State-based
earthquake loss mitigation programs; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself, Mr.
COLLINS of Georgia, and Mr.
DESAULNIER):

H.R. 2054. A bill to provide a temporary
safe harbor for the publishers of online con-
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tent to collectively negotiate with dominant
online platforms regarding the terms on
which their content may be distributed; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLYBURN (for himself, Ms.
BASS, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr.
BROWN of Maryland, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
Cox of California, Mr. DANNY K.
DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr.
MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS, Ms.
FUDGE, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. HASTINGS,
Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KELLY of Il-
linois, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LEWIS, Mrs. MCBATH, Mr.
MCEACHIN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE,
Ms. NORTON, Ms. OMAR, Mr. PANETTA,
Ms. PLASKETT, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr.
RASKIN, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
RYAN, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr.
S0TO, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
Mr. VEASEY, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms.
WILSON of Florida):

H.R. 2055. A bill to provide an increased al-
location of funding under certain programs
for assistance in persistent poverty counties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in
addition to the Committees on the Judici-
ary, Energy and Commerce, Education and
Labor, Science, Space, and Technology, Ag-
riculture, Foreign Affairs, Financial Serv-
ices, and Natural Resources, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mrs. BUSTOS (for herself, Mr.
GIANFORTE, Mrs. AXNE, Mr.
BALDERSON, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.

RASKIN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. CLARK
of Massachusetts, Mr. KEATING, and
Mr. MCGOVERN):

H.R. 2056. A bill to recognize and honor the
service of individuals who served in the
United States Cadet Nurse Corps during
World War II, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Armed Services,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 2057. A bill to direct the Attorney
General to enter into an agreement with the
National Academies to conduct a study to
develop guidelines, best practices, and exam-
ples for congressional redistricting; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. AGUILAR (for himself and Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ):

H.R. 2058. A bill to amend the Workforce
Innovation and Opportunity Act to remove
certain restrictions on advertising and pub-
lic relations, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mrs. AXNE (for herself and Ms.
FINKENAUER):

H.R. 2059. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the
second generation biofuel producer credit; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BANKS (for himself, Ms. CHE-
NEY, Ms. STEFANIK, and Mr. WALTZ):

H.R. 2060. A bill to provide oversight over
talks between the United States and the
Taliban, limit the use of funds to reduce the
total number of members of the Armed
Forces serving on active duty who are de-
ployed to Afghanistan until certain condi-
tions on the ground are fulfilled, and for
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other purposes; to the Committee on Armed
Services, and in addition to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
By Mr. BERA (for himself, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Miss RICE of New York,
Mr. CISNEROS, Ms. WILD, and Mr.
SCHRADER):

H.R. 2061. A bill to facilitate the efforts of
States to establish auto-enrollment systems
to enroll certain individuals in health insur-
ance coverage, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. MULLIN, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. WAL-
DEN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. CARTER of
Georgia, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Mr. ROUDA,
Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. SU0zzI, Mr. HOLD-
ING, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. JOHNSON
of Ohio, Mr. EVANS, Mr. BILIRAKIS,
and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama):

H.R. 2062. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to protect the confiden-
tiality of substance use disorder patient
records; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. B

By Mr. CARDENAS (for himself, Mrs.
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. VELA, and Mr.
BANKS):

H.R. 2063. A Dbill to prohibit the President
or a Federal agency from constructing, oper-
ating, or offering wholesale or retail services
on broadband networks without authoriza-
tion from Congress, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. JUDY CHU of California (for
herself and Mr. NUNES):

H.R. 2064. A bill to amend title XI of the
Social Security Act to require manufactur-
ers of certain drugs, devices, biologicals, and
medical supplies to report on product sam-
ples provided to certain health care pro-
viders, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. DELAURO:

H.R. 2065. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 in order to increase usage
of the Federal student loan income-based re-
payment plan and improve repayment op-
tions for borrowers, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and Labor,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
and Means, and Financial Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GALLAGHER:

H.R. 2066. A bill to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to establish the Intel-
ligence Rotational Assignment Program in
the Department of Homeland Security, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security.

By Mr. GUEST:

H.R. 2067. A bill to improve the coordina-
tion of programs to provide trade capacity
building assistance, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GUEST:

H.R. 2068. A bill to modify the authoriza-

tion to provide assistance to certain foreign
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police and law enforcement forces, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr. HORSFORD (for himself and
Mr. REED):

H.R. 2069. A bill to amend title XI of the
Social Security Act to provide for drug man-
ufacturer price transparency; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. LAMB (for himself, Mr. JOYCE
of Ohio, and Mr. TRONE):

H.R. 2070. A bill to provide grants to State,
local, territorial, and tribal law enforcement
agencies to purchase chemical screening de-
vices and train personnel to use chemical
screening devices in order to enhance law en-
forcement efficiency and protect law en-
forcement officers; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia:

H.R. 2071. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, with respect to the sale, pur-
chase, shipment, receipt, or possession of a
firearm or ammunition by a user of medical
marijuana, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PETERSON (for himself and
Mr. STAUBER):

H.R. 2072. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to equalize the charitable
mileage rate with the business travel rate; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. PORTER (for herself and Mr.
MARCHANT):

H.R. 2073. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the
7.5 percent adjusted gross income floor for
the medical expense deduction; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RYAN (for himself and Mr.
COLE):

H.R. 2074. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require the
label of a drug that is intended for human
use and contains an ingredient that is de-
rived directly or indirectly from a gluten-
containing grain to identify each such ingre-
dient, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SARBANES (for himself, Mr.
TONKO, Ms. STEFANIK, and Mr.
UPTON):

H.R. 2075. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize school-
based health centers, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. SCHRIER (for herself and Mr.
STIVERS):

H.R. 2076. A Dbill to establish a demonstra-
tion program to explore effective practices
to improve early detection and management
of injuries indicative of potential abuse in
infants under the age of 7T months, in order to
prevent future cases of child abuse and re-
lated fatalities; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self and Ms. BASS):

H.R. 2077. A bill to galvanize United States
Government programs in support of brain
health for global victims of autism, hydro-
cephalus and Alzheimer’s and other forms of
dementia, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WOMACK:

H.R. 2078. A bill to prohibit the sale of food
that is, or contains, unsafe poppy seeds; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
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By Mr. SCHNEIDER (for himself, Mr.
KUSTOFF of Tennessee, Mr. DEUTCH,
Mr. ZELDIN, and Mr. LEWIS):

H. Con. Res. 31. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall for a
ceremony as part of the commemoration of
the days of remembrance of victims of the
Holocaust; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself,
ENGEL, and Ms. MENG):

H. Con. Res. 32. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regarding the
execution-style murders of United States
citizens Y1li, Agron, and Mehmet Bytyqi in
the Republic of Serbia in July 1999; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KILMER (for himself and Mr.
DUFFY):

H. Res. 285. A resolution recognizing over
85 years of successful State-based alcohol
regulation since the creation of an effective
system of independent beer, wine, and spirits
distribution; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and
Mr. TURNER):

H. Res. 286. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the United States remains committed to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CUELLAR (for himself, Ms.
ESCOBAR, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr.
VELA, and Ms. JACKSON LEE):

H. Res. 287. A resolution condemning the
President’s threat to shut down the United
States-Mexico border to the detriment of the
United States economy; to the Committee on
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Foreign Affairs, and Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GAETZ (for himself and Mr.
ROONEY of Florida):

H. Res. 288. A resolution recognizing the
duty of the Federal Government to create a
Green Real Deal; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committees on Natural Resources, Ways and
Means, the Judiciary, Transportation and In-
frastructure, Armed Services, and Oversight
and Reform, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. POCAN:

H. Res. 289. A resolution condemning the
Nation of Brunei’s criminalization of les-
bian, gay, bisexual, and transgender individ-
uals and imposition of cruel and dispropor-
tionate forms of punishment; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

Mr.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. WELCH:

H.R. 2043.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power To . make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. WELCH:
H.R. 2044.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power To . make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. WENSTRUP:
H.R. 2045.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. WRIGHT:

H.R. 2046.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 2047.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Ms. SPEIER:

H.R. 2048.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. BURGESS:

H.R. 2049.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 of the Con-
stitution of the United States: No Money
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in
Consequence of Appropriations made by law.

and

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the Con-
stitution of the United States: To Establish
an uniform Rule of Naturalization;

By Mr. YARMUTH:

H.R. 2050.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. LIPINSKI:

H.R. 2051.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 The Congress
shall have Power To make all Laws which
shall be necessary and proper for carrying
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all
other Powers vested by this Constitution in
the Government of the United States, or in
any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mr. COMER:

H.R. 2052.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Atticle I, Section 8, Clause 7: To establish
Post Offices and Roads.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 2053.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I

By Mr. CICILLINE:

H.R. 2054.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:



April 3, 2019

ARTICLE I, SECTION 8.
By Mr. CLYBURN:

H.R. 2055.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. BUSTOS:

H.R. 2056.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 2057.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H.R. 2058.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution,
Congress has the power ‘“‘to make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government ofthe United States,
or any Department or Officer thereof”’.

By Mrs. AXNE:

H.R. 2059.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. BANKS:

H.R. 2060.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress).

By Mr. BERA:

H.R. 2061.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 2062.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CARDENAS:

H.R. 2063.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 1.

All legislative powers herein granted shall
be vested in a Congress of the United States,
which shall consist of a Senate and House of
Representatives.

By Ms. JUDY CHU of California:

H.R. 2064.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
United States Constitution

By Ms. DELAURO:

H.R. 2065.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

By Mr. GALLAGHER:

H.R. 2066.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Artcile 1 of the Constitution gives Con-
gress the power to provide for the common
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defense and general welfare of the United
States.
By Mr. GUEST:

H.R. 2067.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. GUEST:

H.R. 2068.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. HORSFORD:

H.R. 2069.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution of the United States.

By Mr. LAMB:

H.R. 2070.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8.

By Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia:

H.R. 2071.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. PETERSON:

H.R. 2072.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Atiicle 1, Section 8:

The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defense and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the TUnited
States.

By Ms. PORTER:

H.R. 2073.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. RYAN:

H.R. 2074.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: “To make all laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into execution the foregoing powers,
and all other powers vested by this constitu-
tion in the government of the United States,
or in any department or officer thereof.”

By Mr. SARBANES:

H.R. 2075.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Ms. SCHRIER:

H.R. 2076.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

H.R. 2077.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the US
Constitution

By Mr. WOMACK:

H.R. 2078.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:
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H.R. 6: Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 9: Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. KIND, Mr.
TED LIEU of California, Mr. MCADAMS, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mr. STANTON, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
FOSTER, Mr. MORELLE, Ms. STEVENS, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. TORRES SMALL of
New Mexico, Mr. TRONE, Mr. CUNNINGHAM,
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. Suo0zzl, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Ms. BASS, Ms. JAYAPAL,
Mr. HIMES, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. SIRES, Ms. ADAMS, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
SHERRILL, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. SANCHEZ,
Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. POCAN, Mrs.
CRAIG, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. LAWSON of Flor-
ida, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. KiM, Mr. SHERMAN,
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr.
EVANS.

H.R. 35: Ms. SPANBERGER.

H.R. 55: Ms. MCCOLLUM.

H.R. 99: Mr. SHIMKUS.

H.R. 141: Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 149: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. LAWSON of Florida,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. SAN
NIcoLAS, and Mr. HECK.

H.R. 205: Mr. SOTO.

H.R. 303: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 375: Mr. GALLEGO and Mr. KEATING.

H.R. 389: Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 420: Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 462: Ms. SHALALA.

H.R. 500: Ms. STEVENS, Mr. GOTTHEIMER,
Mr. CoLLINS of Georgia, Mr. YOHO, Mr.
GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr.
CHABOT, and Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 510: Mr. COOK.

H.R. 530: Mr. Cox of California.

H.R. 553: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL,
HAALAND, and Mr. RASKIN.

. 582: . SPANBERGER.
. 585: . COHEN.

. 58T: . CRENSHAW.

. 594: . RASKIN.

. B9T: . DEUTCH.

. 600: Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 615: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and
Mr. ZELDIN.

H.R. 643: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 647: Mr. BARR, Mr. ROUDA, and Ms.
PORTER.

H.R. 649: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. TRONE, and Mr.
WELCH.

H.R. 692: Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 712: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. HECK,
and Mr. MOULTON.

H.R. 728: Mr. KIND and Mr. HARDER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 788: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 826: Mr. MCCAUL.

H.R. 847: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. K1M.

H.R. 849: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 864: Mr. SU0zZ1
KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H.R. 873: Ms. PRESSLEY.

H.R. 943: Mr. BUDD, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr.
LIPINSKI, and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 946: Ms. SCANLON and Ms. SLOTKIN.

H.R. 978: Mr. CUMMINGS.

Ms.

and Mr.

H.R. 989: Ms. TI1TUs, Mr. HECK, and Ms.
MENG.
H.R. 1019: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R.
H.R.

1034: Mrs. ROBY.
1035: Mrs. ROBY.

H.R. 1058: Mrs. HAYES and Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 1066: Mr. DUFFY.

H.R. 1096: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. CARTER of
Georgia, and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1139: Mr. ZELDIN and Mr. SARBANES.

H.R. 1140: Mr. PAPPAS, Mr. BRENDAN F.
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, and
Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1142: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1191: Ms. PINGREE.
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H.R. 1221: Ms. SLOTKIN.

H.R. 1223: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1225: Mr. WALDEN, Mr. VAN DREW, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Ms. FRANKEL, Ms.
SHALALA, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. NADLER.

H.R. 1226: Mr. LATTA, Mr. FLORES, Mrs.
LESKO, and Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1227: Mr. SPANO.

H.R. 1241: Ms. SCANLON, Mr. STAUBER, Mr.
LAHOOD, and Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire.

H.R. 1255: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1265: Mr. GOODEN.

H.R. 1269: Mr. WALBERG.

H.R. 1321: Ms. OcASIO-CORTEZ, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. PANETTA, and
Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H.R. 1327: Mr. BuDD, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas,
Mr. BARR, Mr. MCADAMS, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms.
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. WITTMAN, and Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 1372: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. ARRINGTON, Mr.
COMER, and Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 1373: Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 1380: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 1398: Mr. SMUCKER and Mrs. LEE of Ne-
vada.

H.R. 1434: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia.

H.R. 1444: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr.
ALLEN, and Mr. YOHO.

H.R. 1450: Mrs. CRAIG.

H.R. 1499: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 1507: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire
and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 1521: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms.
PINGREE, and Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 1545: Ms. SLOTKIN and Mr. KATKO.

H.R. 1581: Mr. PANETTA and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 1591: Ms. HILL of California, Mr.
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. PRESSLEY,
Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 1595: Mr. TRONE and Mr. MASSIE.

H.R. 1605: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 1622: Ms. WILD, Mr. TIPTON, Mr.
STEUBE, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and
Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 1629: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 1636: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. FUDGE, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MOORE,
Mrs. DEMINGS, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. BROWN of
Maryland, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. CLAY,
Mr. DANNY K. DAvis of Illinois, Mrs.
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MCBATH, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Ms. SEWELL
of Alabama, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia,
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. EVANS, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. MCEACHIN, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. BASS,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1643: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr.
RASKIN.

H.R. 1644: Ms. FRANKEL, Ms. SCHRIER, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs.
MCcBATH, Ms. SLOTKIN, and Ms. TLAIB.

H.R. 1647: Ms. NORTON and Mr. CORREA.

H.R. 1652: Mr. LLAMB, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
CARBAJAL.

H.R. 1674: Mr. WALTZ.

H.R. 1741: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. GALLAGHER,
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. CRENSHAW,
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. SPANO,
and Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1753: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 1766: Mr. TAKANO.

H.R. 1802: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. WESTERMAN, Ms.
STEFANIK, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. TURNER, Mrs.
WALORSKI, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and
Mr. UPTON.

H.R. 1830: Ms. TITUS, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK,
Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, and
Mr. TRONE.

H.R. 1840: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 1841: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr.
COHEN.

H.R. 1858: Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. WALKER, Mr.
HoLDING, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. WRIGHT, and
Mr. GAETZ.

H.R. 1873: Mr. COMER, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
BisHoP of Georgia, Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. HIG-
GINS of New York.

H.R. 1882: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire.

H.R. 1896: Mr. HARDER of California, Mr.
GALLEGO, and Ms. GABBARD.

H.R. 1903: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. WRIGHT, Mrs. DEMINGS, Ms. WILD,
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. HIGGINS of
New York.

H.R. 1914: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi.

H.R. 1915: Mr. FITZPATRICK.
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H.R. 1934: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 1941: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mrs. LURIA.

H.R. 1943: Mr. HIGGINS of New York.

H.R. 1945: Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Ms. TLAIB, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, and
Mr. DESAULNIER.

H.R. 1948: Mr. MAST and Mr. GARAMENDI.

H.R. 1956: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1957: Mr. SCHNEIDER
FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 1961: Ms. TIiTUs, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Ms. BONAMICI, and Mrs. MUR-
PHY.

H.R. 1986: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia.

H.R. 2000: Ms. SPANBERGER.

H.R. 2002: Mr. HAGEDORN, Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina, and Mr. RESCHENTHALER.

H.R. 2014: Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 2030: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. TIPTON, Mr.
BUCK, Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mexico, and
Mrs. LEE of Nevada.

H.R. 2037: Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. SLOTKIN, and

and Mr.

Mr. ENGEL.

H.J. Res. 54 Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
PRESSLEY, and Ms. OMAR.

H. Con. Res. 25: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H. Res. 23: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.
HORSFORD, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. GOMEZ, Ms.

MOORE, Ms. BARRAGAN, and Mr. NADLER.

H. Res. 33: Ms. HiLL of California, Mr.
GOMEZ, Ms. BARRAGAN, and Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts.

H. Res. 54: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
NADLER, and Ms. BARRAGAN.

H. Res. 114: Mr. CISNEROS.

H. Res. 141: Mr. PERRY.

H. Res. 189: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H. Res. 191: Mr. BubD, Mr. MEADOWS, and
Mr. GREEN of Tennessee.

H. Res. 214: Mr. LANGEVIN.

H. Res. 230: Mr. RASKIN and Ms. PINGREE.

H. Res. 246: Mr. SIRES, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
TAYLOR, Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr. SCHRADER,
Mrs. CRAIG, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DoOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. FINKENAUER, Mr.
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. MORELLE, Ms. DEAN, Mr.
TAKANO, and Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H. Res. 250: Mr. CASE, Mr. RIGGLEMAN, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. TRONE, Mr. PAPPAS, and Mr.
CLAY.
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