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MAJOR THEME: Although this is a national emergency, we should give state and local 
officials th1 tools they need to get violent criminals orf the street. ' 

I. Violenc~ is tbe number one health c:risisin America. 

Mulder (all figures based on FBI Mid.~ear 1993 Report]: ' 

I 0 Since ConI"'" adjourned the day after Thaoksgiving, there have been an 
estimated 4,035 murders. 6S (est.) murders occur each day.

I 0 More important. there han been 1,~10 (est.) murd.... since Thanksgiving 
committed by people out on some ronn of early release from prison. 

V·It c . •10 entnmes:

I 0 There . have been 294,060 violent crimes committed sine. Congress 
adjourneCf.

I 0 112,967 violent crimes have been committed by people on some fonn of 
early release. 

o We are cUtTenlly releasing prisoners early at the rate of 979 per day. 

o Over 60% of criminals given probation had a disciplinary proceeding for 
violating the conditions of parole or were arrested for another felony within 3 years. 'I (S-,cn-••. 

II. The causes of crime run deep. But one of the most pressing is that the link between crime 
and pu;nisbment has been stretched to the breaking pOint. In too many cases it has 
snapped. For example: . 

l. Predatory criminals. 

o Studies show tll..at 7% of men commit more than ,t~o-thirds of violent 
crime. 

o Almost 30,000 of the 147,000 (20%) people convicted of violent 
crimes (murder~ rape, robbery, aggravated assault) in 1990 received sentences that included 
no pr~on or jail time at all. : , '. 

o For every 100 crimes committed, only 3 criminals go to prison. 

o Even when a criminal is caught and convic[ed. there is a 50% chance 
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the felon ~m not s~nd a day in prison .. DRAft 
o That means an estimated 60,OOO-viofcnt offenders will not go to 

prison this year, including 1100 convicted murderers and 6900 convicted rapists.. 

B. The human toll is the great tragedy of our time: Kids are planning their own 
funerals. 

o According to the National Institute of Justice, nve out or six 12 year 
olds will tie the victim of a violent crime in their lifetime. (eMatriM) 

o MIT reports that a boy born In 1974 stands a greater chance or being 
a victim oC a homicide than a soldier in World War n stood of dying in combat. (CrilDcalriU) 

m. Clinton Administration Record: Talks tough. Actions don't measure up. 

A.I The Freedom Foundation recently released an analysis of the Clinton 
Administiration's first year in office. Here are some excerpts from their findings: 

1. Internal Admif)jstration Policies/Budget: 

o FBI: there are approximately 250 fewer agents in FY 1994 than FY 1993. 

o In 1993, there was no graduating class from the FBI training academy • 
. 


o The Clinton budget request proposed a reduction in prison construction by 
40% over the next four years.

I 0 Nearly 50,000 of the 100,000 police Clinton keeps promising consist of 
college students (National Service plan) and security guards. 

o Funding for the Drug Czar"s oflice was slashed by 84%. Staffing was cut 
from 146 people to just 25. 

.. 
o Even worse, Clinton's Surgeon General Joycelen Elders repeatedly calls for 

studies of drug legalization. 

o The Clinton Administration has' announced a drastic cutback on drug . 
interdiction. particularly efforts to catch cocaine smuggled in from South America. 

o Elimination of "Project Triggerlock ll 
• In 1991 and 1992. DOl brought 

federal gun charges against more than 15,000 vh.)\ent criminals. With a conviction rate of nearly 
100%, 001 was sending these offenders to pri!'ion for an average of g years. 
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o Elimination or "Weed and Seed." This was another Bush DOJ program that 

was design~. in a coordinated way. (0 "weed out" violent criminals while "seeding" the area 
with federal, state and local assistance aimed at promoting economic developmenl. 

I 0 Mandatory Minimums: Attorney General Reno sent a directive to all US 
Attorneys that in effect officially instructed all federal prosecutors that they may ignore charging 
defendants Iwith mandatory penalties if, in their subjective view. the penalties would be 
unreasonab,le. The directive reverses the guidelines established by Attorney General Thornburgh 
which required defendants to be charged with the most serious and readily provable offenses.

I 0 Child Pornography: Deputy Solicitor General Paul Bender was the Chief 
Counsel o~ Presidential Commission in the 1970s that recommended abolishment or aU federal 
and state child pornography and adult obscenity laws). The Justice Department continuE'S 
to argue ih court ror a more relaxed int,erpretat,ion of child pornography laws. 

o Selection or Anti-Law Enrorcement Judges: even though the Clinton 
Administr,ttion has been extremely slow in nominating candidates for the Federal Bench, the 
ones that have been nominated show an anti-law enforcement bias. For instance, Florida State 

I 

Supreme ~oul1 Justice Rosemary Barkett, who has been nominated to serve on the lIth Circuit 
Court of I}Ppeals, has a long record of liberal views on, crime, including empathy for convicted 
murderers and a willingness to unreasonably tie the hands of police officers. 

2. Leeislative Priorities: 

o Opposition to Mandatory Minimums: Last September 001 expressed its 
opposition to about a dozen new crimes involving man'datory minimums. Most of these crimes 
involved the criminal use or possession of firearms, eve", though they were adopted by both the 
House an~ Senate in the last Congress. One, for ellample, would have eSlablished a mandatory 
ten-year kntence for a criminal who used a semi-automatic weapon in a serious crime. 

o Opposition to Drug Kingpin Oeath Penalty. Again. DO], citing 
constitutional concerns, asked Congress to drop the death penalty for dnlg kingpins. This a150 
has been

l passed by the House and Senate on two occasions. 

o Support for More Delays by Death-Row Inmates. The Clinton 
Administration expressed strong support for the Biden "habeas corpus" legislation. It would 
overturn' several important Supreme Court decisions· that have significantly limited continuous 

I
legal challenges by murderers on death row. 

I .
B. Governor Clmton's Arkansns Record.. From 1980 to 1991: 

o The violent (murder/rapelrobbery/aggravated assault/burglary) crime rate in 
the US increased by 27%. In Arkansas it incrensed almost three times as fast (77%). This 
was the fourth highest rate of increase in the country. 
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o The prison population in Arkansas increased by only 87% during that time. 

compared to 130% nationwide. Arkansas ranked 33rd in increase in prison population. 

o By contrast, New Hampshire's prison population increased by over 600% 
(1980 to 1992) while its violent crime rate fell by ne~rly SO~. 

~:C~eJ 

IV. Refonn agenda. Even though the causes of crime run deep. we have to start by restoring 
order. The following is a menu of options that, in addition to the McCollum task force's 
recommen~ations, should be considered: 

A. Emphasize federal/state partnership. 

o Assist States in expanding prison capacity. Decisions have to be left to 
local and state officials. Funding should be provided in a deficit neutral way (e.g .• pay fol' 
building new prisons by cutting 252.000 federal bureaucrats.) 

o Military bases and other facilities should be pressed into duty on an 
emergency, temporary basis to remove immediately the most viotent offenders. 

o Provide legal rcronns that will ensure that prisons and jails are safe and 
habitable but will not allow persons in custody to live better than law-abiding persons flying 
at the p6verty le\'el. In addition the reforms should require able-bodied prisoners to work 
(without private sectOI' job displacement) and to demonstrate high school diploma equivalency 
prior to release. 

o Pass an effective, believable fedel'aldesth penalty such as the one proposed 
by Representative George Gekas. 

B1 State Rolc; 95 % of crimes fall within jurisdiction of state and local governments. 
Grassroots organizations in your district should pressure local governments and State legislatures 
to pass S6me of the following initiatives: ' 

1. L;:tunch an aggressive prison buildirlg program and encourage the 
enactment by the states of legal authority to privatize prison, jails and other detention 
facilitiesl 

o Avoid micromanaging the construction of the prisons like the Senate 
crime bill does. 

o In 1986 a crash prison building program in Michigan doubled the inmate 
populati<i>n in five years. By 1990, robbery and burglary rates each felt by more than 20%. In 
Detroit, burglaries dropped by 32 %. robberies by 37 %. 
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o In response to the criticism that it is too expensive to build more prison 
cells, it sh9u1d be remembered that although the cost of inCarcerating a criminal is approximately 
$23.000/year. the cost of that criminal on the street is estbnated to be S452,OOO/year. Of 
course fori the families of crime victims. such as Polly Klaas, the human cost is beyond 
calculation. 

I 2. In emergency, bieb crime areas, local olfk:ials should be gi.en the 
authority Ito waive federal statutes and unfunded mandates, with appropriate, fast track 
review, to build more prison cells faster and to free up additional resources for crime 
fighting i~itiatives. ' 

I 3. Mandatory lire prison sentence without release ror the sec:ond eonvk!ion 
for violent felony and the third conviction for non-violent felonies. 

lOIn addition, since most versions of the federal .. three~strikes and you're 
out" legislation apply only to federal crimes and crimes committed on Indian reservations, ballot 
drives arid other petition initiatives should be launched to put similar leaislation on state 
ballots f6r the upcoming November election. This would be an ideal activity for local citizen 
groups. 

4. Problem: 65% of all state felony defendants charged in 1990 were released 
fromjaU while awaiting tl"ial. Almost 18% of those released were rearrested while on pre-trial 
release. IDefendants with at least one prior felony conviction had a rearrest rate of 28%. Two­
thirds 0 the defendants who committed crimes whil~ on pre-trial release were released again. 

1 
o Solution: Strengthen legal authority for the pretrial detention of dangerous defendants. 

S. Problem: One person ill nve convicted of a violent crime in 1990 receiyed 
sentences that included no prison or jail time at all. 28 % of those convicted of aggravated 
assault ~d 14% of those convicted of rape were sentenced to straight probation. 

o SotJtion: More ~andatory minimum sentences with graduated punishment schemes that 
impose a stiffer mandatory prison term for repeat offenders or those who have violated parole. 

6. Problem: On average, violent offenders released from prison in 1990 had 
received a sentence of 7.8 years, but served orlly 3.1 years before they were released. 
Nearly/ half of the violent offenuers were discllarged from prison in 2 years or less and almost 
three-quarters were back on the streets in 4 years Qr less. 

o sOhttion: "Truth-in-sentencing. II Prison release policies should require every inmate to serve 
no les~ than 85 percent of the prison sentence imposed by court. 

7. Problem: Between 1981 and 1990, murders committed by adults rose 
5.2%. Murders COlhmitted by juveniles increased 60% during that time. In 1990, people 

I 
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under 21 Jere responsible- for more than a third of all111urders in this country. Homicide 

·otu\f1 
is now the ~hird leading cause or death for elementary and secondary school children. 

o Solutio,,: Overhaul our juvenile justice system so that it that provides early intervention 
strateaiesfor "at riskH youth; emphasizes discipline for non-violent first time offenders 
(e.g•• boot! camps); allows juvenile offenders to be treated as adults tor committing serious 
offenses; ~nd provides for the admissibility ot juvenile criminal history in adult court

• I proceedlOgs. 

speciticall~. if acriminal commits a crime against a Chi'ld under the age of 12, an automatic 20 
years should be added to the sentence. 

9. Problem: violence in schools. According to an Education Department 
survey t 4% of students had skipped a day of school with the past 30 days because tbey were 
atraid to~ their safety. 4% may not seem like much, but consider that in class of 2S kids. that 
means at least one of them was afraid enough not to come to school. 6.8% of students had 
been thrd.tened or injured with a weapon on school property during the previous year. 

o Solutiln: Strengthen the penalties Cor committing crimes in and around schools and 
adopt thelother reronns recommended in the McCollum crime package. For instance, if you 
go to school with a gun you will automatically spend 6 months in a boot camp and an additional 
3 months in your neighborhood. 
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November 9, 1993 

Honorable Thomas S. Foley 
Speaker I. . : . 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washingt6n, D.C. 20515 
. 'I '.' . 
Dear Mr. Speaker: . . . ': . 

. . 	' weI s~ek assurances that the House will have an opportunity to debate fully a 
comprehehsive crime bill. We ~5uspect that the majority party is satisfied with 
passing friur unfunded grant programs and calling this an answer to the crime 
epidemic. This is totally unacceptable to Republicans and to the American people. 

The Senate has the right idea. There the legislators are able to debate a serious 
crime bill and offer amendments ranging from death penalties to cops on the streets. 
Compare this to the House where there will be no amendments and no serious bill 
to debate. 

We Republicans are committed to providing solutions to the crime problem 
and wishl to have such an opportur~-.ity on the House floor. To do otherwise, 
deprives us and the American people a say in shaping our anti-crime policy. 

. . w~ would like to tell our constituents that we debated such issues as illegal 
immigrat,ion, victim's rights, sex crimes, terrorism, the need for more prisons, or 
the "thre~ strikes and you're out" proposal for violent felonies that just passed by 
referendi in your home state. Instead we have a' fig leaf of four non-controversial 
bills that]will do little, by themselves, to curb violence and crime in our country . 

. W~ must object in the strongest terms to the non-debate on crime in the 
House. Unless you agree to schedule a full crime bill before adjournment, we will 
seek to d'efeat the rule on any small crime bill in order to offer a rule which would 
make in 

\ '", 

I. 

6rder an omnibus crime bill under an open rule. 

Sincerely, 

[iJ {),i! 
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, OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY 
'DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLiNOIS 

March 8, 1994 
505 N. COUNTY FARM ROAD

.JAMES E. RYAN WHEATON. ILLINOIS 60187 
SlATE'S ATTORNEY (708) 682·1050 

1708) 682·6981 FAX (CRIMINAL)
The Honorable Robert Michel (708)682·7048 FAX (CIVIL) 
United States Congress 
Room 2112 
RHOB 
Independenc~ and South Capitol Streets, S.W. 
Washington.IDC 20515 

Dear Congressman Michel:
I ' , ' 

For the past five years. my office (along with the other state's attorney's offices in the Cook and 
collar couriti area) has, rec~ived federal funding, which we have used to pay salaries of assistant state's 

'attorney's who prosecute narcotics dealers. These funds have allowed us to devote these attorneys' 
exclusively tb the anti-drug effort. My office has achieved a Conviction rate in excess of 94% on these 
cases. primatily due to the specialization of these attorneys and I believe we have made significant inroads 
into local drlIg distribution efforts in northern Illinois. ' , 
'I ' ,

President Clinton's fiscal year 1995 budget eliminates all funding for these federal grants. which ~ 

were includM in the Anti-Drug Abuse Act's Edward Byrne Memorial Formula Grant Program. 

f ' 
" Realizing that President Clinton's emphasis has shifted from supply reduction to demand 

reduction, ~ith an increased priority in the area of treatment and prevention, I was expecting a reduction 
in the federal funds available. However. I was not expecting:federal funding to be eliminated - the loss 

, of federal fu~ds will add approximately $250.000 to the Co..mty budget in fiscal year 1995 and every year 
thereafter. I' " ",' ' '\ ': . . ' ,,' , . 
, , Wh~leprevention and treatment are worthwhile objectives to pursue. pressure must be maintained 
on the supp~y reduction until significant results are realized from the prevention and treatment programs. 
Unless President Clinton is prepared to surrender to the suppliers in the short-term. adequate funding for 

, drug enforcbment and prosecution must be available. It is short-sighted to eliminate federal funding in ' 
, this fashionl rather than a gradual reduction. where federal funds would be gradually phased out over a , 
period of years. ,.' ,'. '," ," " 

, .' .. . ;. . , , .'I 
" 

I atp respectfully requesting your support of an amendment which would provide for adequate 
federal funding of these programs while they are being phased out. 
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February 9, 1994 

The H1onorable William J. Clinton 

President of the United States 


I 

. The White House 
Wash1ington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

. Recent polls and the strong anti-crime messages sent in the November 2 ....1993· 
elections in Virginia, New Jersey, and New York City demonstrate that the American 

. people are tired of being hostages to violent C'rime and ·are looking for action to put a 
stop/to the crime epidemic~. They are fed up with the discredit~d theories that "it 
is all society's f~ult" or that we have to wait to solve the "root causes". of crime before 
we tan take actIon. . .' .

I Despite your frequent expressions of c~nceril regarding crime, ~your . 
Administration has assembled a disappointing record in its first year. In particular. it 
has

l 
become increasingly clear that your Attorney General'S approach to fighting 

violbnt crime is at odds with the approach you articulated during the 1992 election. 
'. , 	 Frqm the Justice Department's questionable reinterpretation of a child pornography 

statute in the ~ case to the Attorney General's opposition to the death penalty for 
drJg kingpins to the Attorney General's consistent opposition to mandatory minimum 
se~tences to the emasculation of proven programs such as Project Triggerlock and . 
th~ Weed and Seed program -- the message of this Administration to law enforcement 
is that we will tie your hands whenever possible. As reported in a recent Wall Street 
Jdumal article. the policies currently under consideration !!! the Justice Department . 
·r~ad like a wish list from the defense barf· and have left career prosecutors asking I 	 . . 
thf!mselves whether they are -employed by, +r~ Justice Department or the Department 0' Social Work.· 

./ We hope that the ~ii vi ig sta,Elments mae,;t; ;. I your State of the Union address 
and in S1lpport ()f Y9,/.Jr fiscal year :t 9~!=i bl,ldget ?'Ihmi~~i~tj .indicate that you and your 
Administration are ready to get se(~~J: about tlghting violent crime. Toward thatendf 
we oHer the following five bold new steps and propose that you restore the proven 

I 

Reagan and Bush Administration anti-crime policies discarded over the past year. 



l. 	 Five New Policies That Criminals Would Hate 

I 	 . 
• 	 Fjirst, help states and localities build more prisons. Studies have 

shown that approximately 7 percent of criminals commit more than 70 
p~rcent of all violent crimes. Putting mOre police officers on the street is 
a/ good first step toward hrlping get this small cadre of repeat offenders 
o~ the street. But without' building more prison space, funding for more 
Pialice. will just make the revolving prison, door spin faster; Hop~f~lly" 
Ypur fiscal year 1994 budget proposal to cut more than $500 mIllion .In 
prison construction funding does not indicate your final position on the. 
importance of new prison construction. .
I' , .' 
lhe state/federal partnership passed in the Senate and currently under 
consideration in the House to build new r~gional prisons conditioned on 
tfuth-in-sentencing reform is a must. We should also explore launching a 

. drash prison-building program utilizing existing military bases. To help 
pay for these plans we should waive costly federal regulations and 
rhandates that drive up prison constructiolil, conversion, and operation 
tosts. Our goal is to ensure that when our regional prison system is up 
~nd running that no violent criminal need be released due to lack ofI 	 . ., ... 
space. 	 ".' ,
· I . 	 . 

• 	 Second, keep these violent offenders in prison longer. Today, violent 
triminals arrested under state law spend only about one·third of their 
~entences in prison. In addition to being overloaded. many state and 
local correctional systems are also broken. Before the feqeral 
government pumps bunons of doltars into these state systems, certain 
reforms should be .made to keep the most violent criminals in jail longer. 
Needed reforms include truth .. in·sentencing. pre-trial detention, and 
Inandatory minimum sentences. The combination of more police officers, 
I 	 . 
more prison space and longer sentences sends a clear message to 
priminals that they are more likely to get arrested and will get a much 

. Iionger sentence if caught. In a word, th~se measures spell deterrence 
{hat criminals will understand. -'. .' 

• Third, enhance federal sentences for violent crime. The centerp:~ce 
for this effort should be a federailithree strikes and you're outll law along 

.' With stiffer gun and drug sentences for the most egreg:Jus offer.ders. 
\ , 

• F9urth, enact a workable federal death penalty, A credible and 
. , frequently enforced death penalty is toe ultimate deterrent to crime, and 

.. ' violent·criminals that 'MlntoMly& kill.or otherwise indirect1~:,doc: d~~tr; =;~ 
. our %treets should pay a comm$nsurate price. Death penalty rdorm 
· should focus on creating procequres tha~ will lead to federal executions, 
· not simply on enacting laundry lists of new death penalties that will never 

be enforced because the procedures are defective. 
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Fifth. enact a "good faith" exception to the exclusionary rule 
concerning the admissibility of evidence. Criminals should not be able to 
g~t off on legal technicalities when police officers gather evidence in. 
gOOd faith. . . ., I ' .... 

II. Restore Policies That Work 
j .. Flirst, you should recommit your Administration to the tough drug 

c/ontrol pOlicies of the Reagan and Bush Administr.ations, including 
fl!Jlly staffing the Office of National Drug Control and Policy (ONDCP), 
s:upporting the death penalty for drug kingpins, and supporting mandatory 
rljIinimum sentences for serious drug crim~s. Cutting ONDCP staff by 
~ore than 80 percent and statements from your Attorney General that 
"(m]andatory minimums shouldn't 'be used as leverage," represent a 
serious reverssd of the tough anti-drug law enforcement policies you 
.1 h . dIn ante . .' ' 

• 
I · , 
Second, you should instruct the Attorney General ito restore the so· 
balled "Thornburgh djrective u tt)at instructed U.S. Attorneys to seak 

• 

raximum penalties .in criminal cases and ,in plea bargains. This is an '. 
extremely important reversal that could' ·result in lower sentences across 
~ broad range of crimes in every corner qf the country. The reversal of 
lhe Thornburgh directive signals a fundamental prosecutorial attitude shift 
that sends the wrong message to criminals.'I . .' .' ,. , 

• . : rhird, .restore support for Project Triggerlock and the Weed and 
'ISeed program. ProjeetTriggerlock has resulted in the arrest afmore 

' . 

than 15,000 violent gun offenders and led to an average 18 year 
" , · sentence without parole for armed career criminals: The Weed and 

Seed program has also demonstrated dramatic successes in the areas 
· where it has been implemented and has 'enjoyed bipartisan support in 
Congress since its inception. 

'. . 

· Mr. President, we believe that any serio4s effort to curb violent crime must 
include. at a minimum. the steps described above~ ,We are ready, wilting. and able to 
work With you immediately to implement these important reforms. . . 

Sincerely, 

,M.V>1~~ 
~ New~ \.:d,r',~17ich "., ,'" .. ' .~. 

Bill McCollum 
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that 'i,re nct__i.ttcl::.lded ..in H.JL.:.._3_l.J.Ll~rooks.,L 

1, 	 l?r'::v~,sions dealin.g with p!'ison ov2rcrcwdi.ng~ ~F.ri .. r;,:Jl -state 
partnerSh::"t.eo~ R!?'gir.>nal :t.J:cisons, addition of ~(')r~~(~h.onal 
fa~ili::ies to the 1 t of cax-ex.::mtlt projeh-:t:~ f<":1'" wh~ ch 
priva.te act::iv:l.ty :06ndf~ may be used, non-ap:pl.i.C":~r.ir\n of 
Davis . Bacon t.o cOIi.st.:cuc.:tiol'l or re:b"Jair "f J."l1"''i ~(m 'f';::Ir.:dlitil!!s, 
_·slt.' t' F d -' ' . .l' t· 'I •l:~ I ~-:-c Ions on e ...erc.l.ccurt: Jtlr1 \=;'.;" C :'ton l.~, :Ll!·,pOS11'l.g 

reJ.flt:!(!le::: on S:.ate '!i!'e:.:dp)"';:jl 'rn·J ;,lon SYSt9!!15. 

DL R. 3 :31 doe~ r!r~t', prov-! de f.or a".:ly prilion 
cons::r.'1lct.io!l ;,:nr'i ;:;ddressE:'s prison 
(lveITJopul :.:Ili';; en on:y slightly by (1) requiring 
that ~:ny sl..:b!11.~.s~icn of legisla~ion by the 
exec1.!t:h-.; <;;or judi cial bra.~lch that:: might 
~ffQC~. F.;.?;d~ra.l pri!ion population be, 
a~companied by ar. impaots~at~ment and (2) 
aut:',ho::,izin~; gl."ant.:: to St:.~t.0S t.o develop 
al cfOrnative methode of.Fn~mi.~hl'nent for you:c.g 
o±fendsrs '=-0 er~,dit:i.on~l fo~~s, of 
inc... rc.rat.ion. ano p;;Ql)ar.ion.; ... 

.:.. Instar..t Check Sy:::J::c~t fol.· h,J..:ldguo tmJ;:'ch;l;J<:::ilI. m.R. J131 . 
indludcs tha Dr~dy Sill) 

:3 • De~th petlall;,y fr"l. dt"U9 kingpiZ15. 
4. 	 !.!if1e irnprisonrnent 0::; cleat;.h penalty ':0:: third Fede:t:al "i.clent 

felony convict. . 
Id -' h , ..... " 	 1s. 	 (Joo tlll.l.t e:J<:cer)\;;. :LQi.l t',o t . .:..:.e -=xc... U3J.cnal.-Y 1.-'(1. e. 

." ~.J ' . 'to. • 1 . 4= ' ..::t ' G. 	 r..'~\1:t ~ 5 :t.oJJ.. J.:;'y ..;.:.)._ ev:.I. ....ence; 
(a) 	 ArunissiJ:,il ity of evidence· of simiJ.ar cl:'ime:5 in 

sexual \Jffen::;;e and child m(',le;5l~.M,·lcJl'l C'cU13t;i:;::3. 

(b) 	 Exte~lSic1'l a:;'J.d stretlgtheniG9 Ofl--,,"Pf,;',l vic:t;im Sll.i.8J.U 
law. 

(cj 	 IUdWn.l::':::>ij;)i1.1Ly (')L .~vli.1~l,l.I,,;~ to allOW' IJ:;:;Qvu\,;d.L.l.;..lH or 
':'uvit:.bttioil by v.i,r..;LJ..n in ::;~~ of!l:::rJ.$~ Ct1.;:jf;::;. 

7. 	 MCtmld.\;.u:r:1 minimu.m li;!l;!!J.l:.t:!lces ~ H .R.. 31.31 uu~::; .£"lOt @!stabl ish 
I any mandatory In1ni:t:~J!r. srantences. 

a. 	 procectio~ pf women: 
(ai Spouse aJ')u~e ~nd ,;taJ king; 

(l} 	 Int'.er:st'ate -c.ravel tocornmit :::pouse abuse or 
!;;:o violate protective C)r(,.'!er; 1nt9rstate 
st;~i..J...I<:i:.l.q . 

(2) 	 Full faith and credit for protect~ve ordars. 
(b) 	 Vicl;',irns of sexual violence: 

1.1) Civ.il remedy for victimS 0: seX1..ti:\,l assaul t; • 

1,4) E:<t.ension and strel'lgtl".*r.ing 0:1: restitution. 
(31 -trial detention i~ sex offense cases. 

(r:) Pu;ajSl'trnent. of sex offenders! 
(l) 	 Increased pen,a.J.t.i.es t()r. rec1dj.vist sex 

offenoers. 
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\.2) .l)t~nt:en~a:ug guidelines incra.=!\se for. sex 
otf.i'::l1$';;S • 

. (3) H!V testing a!~d penalty enhancs.a::9::lt in s~.xual 
offen~8 case~. . 

3. 	 Equal· p::-l,,;tecti::m f(.1r vir.:til:ns! 

Cal Right of victim to fair trea:ment in le~al 


procesdir{]s + 

(!.>; R.ight of'victim to impartial jury. 
(C) 	 Enforce~~tmt of resti!:utit.'m orderR thr.mtgh 

sus.f.I~(ls:LOl1 of ieoe::::al benefits.. . 
(d)' 	 E'r~h,~.oition of rS'::aliat:ory killings of wi tn;s.sses ,. 

victim;;;.;, ~nd infcT.1Mnts. . , 
1.0. 	 Terror-ism (H.R. 313:1. (;:ontains some terrorism I'lr~v1 si.ons 

regarding en!lancsd 'panai. tigs· for t.errori.st r.r.i m~;:; ;:r..d 
prpviding ma~:e:rial suppcn:t' to ::e:rrorista t € !t.(':, , bl.lt: not t.h" 
fOil,lowing} : 

(a) 	 Enn.sl.Ilced COI.1t:r:ols .0.1) entry 1.Tlto th.e U,S. 
(1) 	 Exclusion ba.~G:d on fnpmbe:.::s:.h.i.p in t*.t'yoris\:

organizaciori. : 
(2) Jl.dmissions fr;:snr'J. 

(c 1 Insp~r:;t.·:ct'.ln ann "?xclu:sion by irr.mi:rraticn 


offi(':~:nl . 
(d; [,imir..s ot.:. ,Judi c' al -revie'""" 

(b) DeportA~{nn of ~li~n ~errorists. 
(c) Nati(")r:;~l 'T';;t~::;k ):(ll"ce ..:m COi.:.nterter:n:-rism. 

11. Cr'i'nr,~~nal a,li~,,~ ;.~nd .S'.li.~·~·.n S~a:1liIlg provision~ 'lnclud"ad irl 
Tir..l.~ v af H. 1<'. 7.872 are net: ad'};rel!l.sed by ehf!:: Brook::! hi.ll. 

12 .. C;.,..-im;:>s ,:'1.g;llinst (~hildrp.n: 
{A) Pf,malt;ies forL'*1t~:r().at:·i.onal tr.;.fficking. in child 

pO·C.rH'~:ry.apr..y . 
(b) 	 Stat'£! 1€'3is1.;o.tion l:'c9'I,;u:ding child po:r:nograpby .. 

:.::~q·... irGs u.:.'1.i form ·$1·9-3 of l'l".i;lj 03::-1ty of lO. 
(c) In~rc.;;.nc:d p\!;n~].. t·.t(..:::;; fer as::!ault$ agains~ child:c8Ll. 

~3. J:;nli~al'tcQd pG:':.a.l. t;y fer ,dolo. e icn or: Gun F:::.~~ S.chvol Z.ones 1~t.: L • 
1~. Inc~~",-sed .pcrl.:;llty for dr'.l9 distribution. tv p:::.·egnant W01lli::'L. 

I • •• f' • • • h "' ­15. 	 ItJ.~reasea pc:t'...;;l.';'l;::"c:~ "':O'!.:· ":'Sl.ng a t'r,inwr :s.n t e ;:OImr!:l.SSl.01J.U,i.; a 
Fccil.lii:!::al, offense. 
se*i~u~ ji..!ver..LLI$. ..;t~..\.g offens e:! ;!;.,,;...l~('.\er.l CaJ:eer Cl::::'l\LJ..!.l~l· At: t 
pr~d~cQtaa. ., 
.,., I'. 	d .tl" 't ..:l' • ..,~7. 	 ",-c.oor :!l 0.. c·r....!'!\C\$ ~Qt'!'m::!. te..... ;:;;y J \.ly'erll_es . 

leo 	 Ce~eral s<::Jfe9'ua~d~ against; .ac:.i.:¢ll p:t\~.i w.ll<.:;:; C.H: bi.!.s in crIe 
tribunal. (Th~ Brook~ bill uLuvides t0r grants to ScateS to 
eJi!~e.bl.:i.:!.b. plan$fo;:; i~nalYld.t.l.~ the role Qf" t'c;;.ce in their. 
crimimll l'u>:lt:ic!:'! ,:t;'{Hi.:.8!::';.) 

1.9. 	 Fr~tectio~ of jur0~~ sud wicnesses in oap1cal cases. 
I 	 . i20. 	 St:l;¢J.:.gtheni~;.q the A!:.Llt<.;!r.l Ca.!.'e<';L Cz:-iln' nals l'..Ct. 

:;1.. vi61t:!!lL' r.';i'lQi;.j,,~s <J,nd dtugQttenses.: 
(a)' Irl\,.:;;t:;.;;i$~ l.I,~ \:It;w;:~·a.l- penalty for viOlac.lo11 ,ot tedeI<al 
ib)1 .r.i.,n.;;~,ums ~~.:'i,W::;, 1 d J" t' 	 . 0 "" 
\ Iw.::~ase J..:r! ~n~LCl.nCe pen?t,J..es .0:: p')S5e~Sl n 0 ..'I t.il;·~arm ill co:!meccicn wier1 erin'S of'violer'ice or dr.:ug 

. t;..t.att.lt:,;king cr:j.n:.e.. 
(c) 	 Te~lLpu.r;·~ry prohi,b1c.1cn. against possession of a. r :irearm 

lJy I or t;:ran.:ster of a t':l:re,ar;nto, persons conVicte,j of a 

http:t'c;;.ce
http:Insp~r:;t.�:ct'.ln
http:t.errori.st
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d.r'W.g cr1m~'"!. 
(d.) Revocatl:CD Qt: su:p!?r'Y'isect ce.: ease for.: POS$e.~sion of a 

I t irearm in violao.tion Of release condi. ti.o.u. 
(e) 	 JilCSS9ssirJll of explos'iv9S dl;.ring the c::olnmission of a
I . t~lony. 	 . 

22. 	 Cl'fl.minal ?ffense fO'J.~ failing to obey aI':l order 'to land a 
'O:!'l.vate: alrcraft. 

.23. 	 '~emoval r"lf TV b:::-oadcast. !icsnse corJti:lgent. on broadcast: of 
1l dblic service ailOOUrlC8.li.ents rega.rding drug abuse. 

24. 	 PUblic corr'up:ion. . 

,f < • 
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