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have to live in fear because of impor-
tant victim protections under this law.

This Republican alternative bill
threatens to dismantle this progress by
deliberately placing domestic violence
victims from LGBT, immigrant, tribal,
and other marginalized communities in
harm’s way.

——
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REPUBLICAN BILL ENDANGERS
WOMEN

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. I rise
today to oppose H.R. 4970. Under cur-
rent law, a woman who is married to a
U.S. citizen or a legal permanent resi-
dent and is a victim of spousal abuse
can file a self-petition for legal perma-
nent residency in order to leave that
abusive relationship.

This provision has helped women like
Maria, whose husband physically
abused her and threatened to kill her
two children. Without his knowledge,
she started a VAWA self-petition proc-
ess, meeting with an attorney at the
laundromat on her usual laundry day
and hiding her paperwork.

What this bill does is exposes women
like Maria. It strips confidentiality
protections and allows government of-
ficials to contact the spouse. Why
would we do that? For these women,
tipping off abusive spouses is nothing
short of putting them in harm’s way.
It’s a shame.

It’s a shame that this so-called Vio-
lence Against Women bill could actu-
ally cause violence to women. Mr.
Speaker, this bill is outright dan-
gerous, and I urge my colleagues to say
“no.”

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4970, VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2012, AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 4310, NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 656 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. Res. 656

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 4970) to reauthorize
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on the Judiciary now printed in
the bill, modified by the amendment printed
in the report of the Committee on Rules ac-
companying this resolution, shall be consid-
ered as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall
be considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as amended,
are waived. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
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ed, and any amendment thereto to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except: (1)
one hour of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary;
and (2) one motion to recommit with or
without instructions.

SEC. 2. At any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 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 consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4310) to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2013 for military
activities of the Department of Defense, to
prescribe military personnel strengths for
fiscal year 2013, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Armed Services. After
general debate, the Committee of the Whole
shall rise without motion. No further consid-
eration of the bill shall be in order except
pursuant to a subsequent order of the House.

POINT OF ORDER

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I raise a
point of order against H. Res. 656 be-
cause the resolution violates section
426(a) of the Congressional Budget Act.
The resolution contains a waiver of all
points of order against consideration of
the bill, which includes a waiver of sec-
tion 425 of the Congressional Budget
Act, which causes a violation of section
426(a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Wisconsin makes a
point of order that the resolution vio-
lates section 426(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974.

The gentlewoman has met the
threshold burden under the rule, and
the gentlewoman from Wisconsin and a
Member opposed each will control 10
minutes of debate on the question of
consideration.

Following debate, the Chair will put
the question of consideration as the
statutory means of disposing of the
point of order.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I raise this
point of order not necessarily out of
concern for unfunded mandates, al-
though there are some unfunded man-
dates in the underlying bill, H.R. 4970;
rather, I am here today because this is
the only opportunity to voice opposi-
tion to this bill, given the strict, closed
terms of our debate today.

It is baffling to me, Mr. Speaker,
that we would be so shut out of today’s
debate and that House Republicans
would so completely abandon any pre-
tense of bipartisanship on a bill like
the Violence Against Women Act. This
bill has always been a bipartisan effort,
and I would argue that on an issue like
this, it is incredibly important to have
a well-rounded discussion.

We obviously disagree about the key
elements that are critical to include in
a Violence Against Women Act reau-
thorization. Well, why not allow us to
have a healthy debate? More impor-
tantly, Mr. Speaker, why not allow us
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our chance to try to improve the legis-
lation before us?

Our allies in the domestic violence
and sexual assault advocacy commu-
nity have literally spent years com-
piling input and data from service pro-
viders, law enforcement, and victims
themselves about what we must do to
update VAWA in a reauthorization.
And I am here to be a voice of protest
because their input is invaluable; yet,
for the very first time, their input has
been cast aside.

Last night I offered a substitute,
along with Representative CONYERS
and Representative LOFGREN, that
would have allowed us to consider the
Senate-passed version of the Violence
Against Women Act, a version which I
proudly introduced in March here in
this House of Representatives. This
legislation was passed in the Senate
with sound bipartisan support and in-
cludes the improvements that have
been endorsed by a broad array of indi-
viduals and organizations, including
law enforcement agencies.

But, unfortunately, today we will not
be allowed to vote on the Senate bill.
We will have to vote on the Adams bill,
which is now officially opposed by over
3256 organizations. Yes, Mr. Speaker,
you heard it right—325 organizations.

I would like to share my time with
my colleagues who are here with me
today and would like for their voices to
be heard. So, Mr. Speaker, with your
permission, I am going to yield to a
number of Members for unanimous con-
sent, the first of whom is Ms. YVETTE
CLARKE from Brooklyn, New York.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. I thank
the gentlelady.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to submit my remarks in opposi-
tion to a Republican bill that weakens
protections for violence against women
and in support of the bipartisan Senate
bill.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in vehement opposition to H.R.
4970, the Violence Against Women Reauthor-
ization Act of 2012 (VAWA). This egregious
bill is another example of this Republican-led
Congress waging political warfare on women.

H.R. 4970 would roll back years of progress
and bipartisan commitment on the part of Con-
gress to protect vulnerable immigrant victims
of domestic violence, stalking, sex crimes,
other serious crimes, and trafficking. Choosing
one type of victim over the other.

Mr. Speaker, this will greatly impact areas
with heavy concentrations of immigrants,
which includes my district and other residents
of New York City. Historically, NYC has been
the beacon of immigration. Many in Congress,
including Republicans, can trace their ancestry
back to the immigrant population of NYC.

These new punitive measures within H.R.
4970 that hinder abused immigrants’ ability to
seek justice against their abusers, are a grave
set of circumstances that will have future im-
plications on the safety and security of our
country.
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