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MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Miss Kaitlyn
Roberts, one of his secretaries.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUELLAR). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

———

CRIMINAL JUDICIAL
ADMINISTRATION ACT OF 2020

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 8124) to amend title 18,
United States Code, to provide for
transportation and subsistence for
criminal justice defendants, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 8124

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Criminal Ju-
dicial Administration Act of 2020”°.

SEC. 2. TRANSPORTATION AND SUBSISTENCE
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT DE-
FENDANTS.

Section 4285 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended in the first sentence—

(1) by striking ‘“‘when the interests of jus-
tice would be served thereby and the United
States judge or magistrate judge is satisfied,
after appropriate inquiry, that the defendant
is financially unable to provide the nec-
essary transportation to appear before the
required court on his own” and inserting
“when the United States judge or magistrate
judge is satisfied that the defendant is indi-
gent based on appointment of counsel pursu-
ant to section 3006A, or, after appropriate in-
quiry, that the defendant is financially un-
able to provide necessary transportation on
his own’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘to the place where his ap-
pearance is required,” and inserting ‘(1) to
the place where each appearance is required
and (2) to return to the place of the person’s
arrest or bona fide residence,’’;

(3) by striking ‘‘to his destination,” and in-
serting ‘‘which includes money for both lodg-
ing and food, during travel to the person’s
destination and during any proceeding at
which the person’s appearance is required”’.
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE USE OF MAGISTRATE JUDGES

TO DECIDE POSTJUDGMENT MO-
TIONS.

Section 3401 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the second sentence, by striking
“and’ after ‘‘trial, judgment,’’;

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘¢,
and rulings on all post-judgment motions”
after ‘‘sentencing’’;

(C) in the third sentence, by striking
“and’ after ‘‘trial, judgment,”’; and

(D) in the third sentence, by inserting ‘¢,
and rulings on all post-judgment motions”
after ‘‘sentencing’’;
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(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘, with the
approval of a judge of the district court,”;
and

(3) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(3) A magistrate judge who exercises trial
jurisdiction under this section, in either a
petty offense case or a misdemeanor case in
which the defendant has consented to a mag-
istrate judge, may also rule on all post-judg-
ment motions in that case, including but not
limited to petitions for writs of habeas cor-
pus, writs of coram nobis, motions to vacate
a sentence under section 2255 of title 28, and
motions related to mental competency under
chapter 313 of this title.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. GARCIA) and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr.
RESCHENTHALER) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 8124, the Criminal
Judicial Administration Act of 2020 is a
bipartisan piece of legislation that
makes two very modest but important
amendments to current law, promoting
the efficient, effective, and fair admin-
istration of justice.

The first part of this bill concerns
out-of-custody criminal defendants,
particularly those who are released
pending trial to live in communities
that are located far from the court-
house where their cases are being
heard.

The majority of Federal criminal de-
fendants are detained pending trial,
and the United States Marshals Service
is responsible for housing and trans-
porting them to court hearings, includ-
ing trial. In addition, under current
law, the court may order the U.S. mar-
shals to provide funds for a criminal
defendant who is released pending trial
but cannot afford the cost of travel to
cover the defendant’s travel to the lo-
cation of the courthouse for hearings
or trial.

However, the defendant must fund
their own way back home, and a de-
fendant in this position would not be
able to receive financial support from
the U.S. marshals for subsistence, such
as lodging and meals. For an indigent
defendant, these costs are sometimes
insurmountable.

For instance, a defendant from Ha-
wail who must attend their 2-week
trial in the Southern District of New
York, would have to figure out how to
pay for 2 weeks of lodging in New York
City, or a defendant released to live at
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home on the Navajo Reservation, who
has a pretrial hearing at the Federal
courthouse in Phoenix, Arizona, may
not be able to afford gas for the 6-hour
ride back home.

For years, our Federal courts have
struggled with how to assist indigent
defendants when they find themselves
in these difficult situations. But unfor-
tunately, the courts’ efforts have come
up against the text of the statute. This
bill would authorize courts in the in-
terest of justice to order the U.S. mar-
shals to cover roundtrip travel and sub-
sistence for defendants who must at-
tend court hearings but cannot afford
to pay this on their own. The Judicial
Conference of the United States has
urged us to correct this grave unfair-
ness. I am pleased to see that we are fi-
nally doing that with this bill.

The second part of this bill con-
cerning Federal magistrate judges is
also supported by the Judicial Con-
ference. Magistrate judges have trial

jurisdiction over certain mis-
demeanors, except for class A mis-
demeanors, for which the maximum

sentence is up to 1 year in custody.
With a defendant’s consent, however, a
magistrate judge may exercise trial ju-
risdiction over a case involving a class
A misdemeanor.

Magistrate judges frequently do so
and often hear class A misdemeanor
cases all the way through judgment
and sentencing. Under current law, a
magistrate’s jurisdiction ends after
judgment is entered in a misdemeanor
case and post-judgment jurisdiction re-
verts to the district court.

Indeed, magistrate judges are not au-
thorized to hear post-judgment mo-
tions, such as motions to vacate a sen-
tence, even though they are the ones
that handled the entire matter at the
trial level and are best equipped to
hear such post-judgment motions.

Among other things, this bill would
authorize a magistrate judge to hear
post-judgment motions in mis-
demeanor cases in which she or he ex-
ercised trial jurisdiction. This amend-
ment clearly improves judicial econ-
omy. It makes perfect sense. This is a
straightforward and bipartisan meas-
ure that will help our criminal justice
system in a more effective and fair
manner.

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

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
8124, the Criminal Judicial Administra-
tion Act of 2020.

This bill strengthens existing laws
about transportation and subsistence
for indigent criminal defendants. It
does this when they are brought to
court proceedings.

H.R. 8124 allows a magistrate judge
to decide post-judgment motions in a
misdemeanor case where the mag-
istrate judge was the judge who han-
dled the underlying misdemeanor case.
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