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I would like to take a moment to
give the penalties from the Lofgren
substitute, which are even stronger
than those of the underlying bill. The
Lofgren-Conyers substitute includes
the following elements:

One, it creates a separate criminal
Federal offense for harm to a pregnant
woman, which protects the legal status
of a woman.

Two, it recognizes the pregnant
woman as the primary victim of the
crime that causes termination of the
pregnancy.

Three, it includes exactly the same
sentences for the offenses as does the
base bill, providing a maximum 20-year
sentence for injury to the woman’s
pregnancy, and a maximum of life sen-
tence for termination of a woman’s
pregnancy, and requires a conviction
for the underlying predicate offense,
requiring an intent to commit the
predicate offense be proven.

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

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER), the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of H. Res.
119, and I would like to commend the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK), the gentleman from
California (Mr. DREIER), the chairman
of the Committee on Rules, and all of
the members of the Committee on
Rules for their hard work on this fair
rule.

Mr. Speaker, this rule is almost iden-
tical to the rule passed in the 106th
Congress to consider similar legisla-
tion that provides for thorough consid-
eration of H.R. 503 by authorizing 2
hours of debate and an opportunity for
the minority to offer a substitute
amendment which will be debated for 1
hour. This is a fair rule which will pro-
vide ample time for both debate and
amendment.

Furthermore, the rule provides that
the amendment committed in the Com-
mittee on Rules report, which makes a
technical change to the Uniform Code
of Military Justice shall be considered
as adopted when the rule is adopted. I
appreciate the indulgence of the Com-
mittee on Rules with regard to the
small perfecting provision, and I would
also like to thank the chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP)
for working with me to facilitate the
consideration of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
support this rule.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in very strong opposition to the Rule for
H.R. 503, “Unborn Victims of Violence Act of
2001.” We should have had more opportunity
to discuss this extremely vital public policy
matter in a serious way. This legislation has
regrettably come to the House without more
than nominal consideration of the con-
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sequences of the sponsor’s bill. We can and
should do better, Mr. Speaker.

At this time, | would like to express my op-
position to H.R. 503, the “Unborn Victims of
Crime Act” because | believe this is a veiled
attempt to create a legal status for the unborn.
While we would all like to protect pregnant
women and the fetus from intentional harm by
others, this bill seeks to create a legal status
that will give anti-abortion advocates a back
door to overturning current law. | have seen
similar legislation come before our committee
and | am sorry to see it before the Congress
yet again.

| believe that the cosponsors of this bill had
good intentions when it was introduced, but
the practical effect of this legislation would ef-
fectively overturn 25 years of law concerning
the right of a woman to choose. That would be
a travesty.

| sympathize with the mothers who have lost
fetuses due to the intentional violent acts of
others. Clearly in these situations, a person
should receive enhanced penalties for endan-
gering the life of a pregnant woman. In those
cases where the woman is killed, the effect of
this crime is a devastating loss that should
also be punished as a crime against the preg-
nant woman.

However, any attempt to punish someone
for the crime of harming or kiling a fetus
should not receive a penalty greater than the
punishment or crime for harming or killing the
mother. By enhancing the penalty for the loss
of the pregnant woman, we acknowledge that
within her was the potential for life. This can
be done without creating a new category for
unborn fetuses.

H.R. 503 would amend the federal criminal
code to create a new federal crime for bodily
injury or death of an “unborn child” who is in
utero. In brief, there is no requirement or in-
tent to cause such death under federal law.
The use of the works as “unborn child,”
“death” and “bodily injury” are designed to in-
flame and establish in federal precedent of
recognizing the fetus as a person, which, if ex-
tended further, would result in a major collision
between the rights of the mother and the
rights of a fetus. While the proponents of this
bill claim that the bill would not punish women
who choose to terminate their pregnancies, it
is my firm belief that this bill will give anti-
abortion advocates a powerful tool against
women'’s choice.

This bill will create a slippery slope that will
result in doctors being sued for performing
abortions, especially if the procedure is con-
troversial, such as partial birth abortion. Al-
though this bill exempts abortion procedures
as a crime against the fetus, the potential for
increased civil liability is present.

Supporters of this bill should address the
larger issue of domestic violence. For women
who are the victims of violence by a husband
or boyfriend, this bill does not address the
abuse, but merely the result of that abuse.

If we are concerned about protecting a fetus
from intentional harm such as bombs and
other forms of violence, then we also need to
be just as diligent in our support for women
who are victimized by violence.

In the unfortunate cases of random vio-
lence, we need to strengthen some of our
other laws, such as real gun control and con-
trolling the sale of explosives. These reforms
are more effective in protecting life than this
bill.

April 26, 2001

We do not need this bill to provide special
status to unborn fetuses. A better alternative is
to create a sentence enhancement for any in-
tentional harm done to a pregnant woman.
This bill is simply a clever way of creating a
legal status to erode abortion rights.

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

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill, H.R. 503.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RYAN of Wisconsin). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

————

UNBORN VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE
ACT OF 2001

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to H. Res. 119, the rule
just passed, I call up the bill (H.R. 503)
to amend title 18, United States Code,
and the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice to protect unborn children from
assault and murder, and for other pur-
poses, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 119, the bill is
considered read for amendment.

The text of H.R. 503 is as follows:

H.R. 503

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 ‘“‘Unborn Vic-
tims of Violence Act of 2001"’.

SEC. 2. PROTECTION OF UNBORN CHILDREN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 18, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after chapter
90 the following:

“CHAPTER 90A—PROTECTION OF UNBORN
CHILDREN

‘“‘Sec.

¢“1841. Protection of unborn children.

“§1841. Protection of unborn children

‘“(a)(1) Whoever engages in conduct that
violates any of the provisions of law listed in
subsection (b) and thereby causes the death
of, or bodily injury (as defined in section
1365) to, a child, who is in utero at the time
the conduct takes place, is guilty of a sepa-
rate offense under this section.

“(2)(A) Except as otherwise provided in
this paragraph, the punishment for that sep-
arate offense is the same as the punishment
provided under Federal law for that conduct
had that injury or death occurred to the un-
born child’s mother.

‘‘(B) An offense under this section does not
require proof that—

‘(i) the person engaging in the conduct had
knowledge or should have had knowledge
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