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Services Committee unanimously this
summer, and very similar legislation
passed the Chamber by a voice vote
last year.
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Still we have got more work to do,
and there is now momentum in the
Senate to get H.R. 1624 across the fin-
ish line.

The bill is also supported by numer-
ous outside advocacy groups, including
the National Governors Association,
the Government Finance Officers Asso-
ciation, the National League of Cities,
the National Association of State
Treasurers, the TU.S. Conference of
Mayors, and even the State treasurer
from my home State of Indiana, my
good friend, Kelly Mitchell.

Mr. Speaker, today we take the first
step in this process in the House to-
ward reversing this backwards regula-
tion, and I urge all my colleagues to
support this bipartisan bill.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume, and I thank Mr.
MESSER for his leadership on this legis-
lation.

He is absolutely correct. He worked
very closely with Mrs. MALONEY. This
is a bipartisan bill. He correctly stated
that we do sometimes get together and
work on issues in ways that we can be
helpful, not only to our constituents in
general but to cities and towns. We
have talked an awful lot about wanting
to improve our infrastructures, and
this is one way that it certainly can be
done.

I would like to point out again the
Federal Reserve’s role in this because
of the way that they recognized the
problem and what they did to adopt a
correction to the problem. So this bill
again, as amended, takes the relief
adopted by the Federal Reserve.

Again, this is a case where we had
Members who understood this problem,
moved forward on it, and recognized
that the Federal Reserve also recog-
nized the problem. When you have sev-
eral entities who have recognized a
problem, it certainly makes good sense
and good public policy for everybody to
come together to correct it. So with
the Federal Reserve having come for-
ward and adopting this relief, it means
that it is extended to banks regulated
by the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency and the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation.

Again, I wish I could say that every
city in the United States would benefit
from it, but not all will. Not all need
it. But for those who do, I think it is
important for us to recognize that
when we have the opportunity to come
together and to help any part of our
country, and when it is very easy to do
so, I think we should do it. So I am
very pleased that we have been able to
do that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY),
who is the lead Democratic cosponsor
of this bill.
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Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the rank-
ing member for yielding and for her
leadership on this issue and so many
others.

I strongly support the bill, and I
would like to thank my good friend
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) for his lead-
ership.

We introduced this bill in order to
level the playing field for our cities
and States by requiring the banking
regulators to treat certain municipal
bonds as liquid assets, just like cor-
porate bonds, stocks, and other assets.

As a former member of the city coun-
cil in New York, I know firsthand the
importance of municipal bonds. They
allow States and cities to finance infra-
structure, build schools, pave roads,
and build subways. They are all fi-
nanced with municipal bonds.

Unfortunately, in the banking regu-
lators’ liquidity rule—which requires
banks to hold a minimum amount of
liquid assets—they chose to allow cor-
porate bonds to qualify as liquid assets,
but completely excluded municipal
bonds—even municipal bonds that are
just as liquid and high-grade as cor-
porate bonds.

This makes no sense, and it effec-
tively discriminates against municipal
bonds and cities. A municipal bond
that is just as liquid as the most liquid
corporate bond would not be counted as
a liquid asset under the rule just be-
cause it was issued by a municipality
rather than a corporation.

The Fed has already recognized this
error and has amended its rule to fix
the problem. But the OCC, which regu-
lates national banks, is still refusing to
amend its rule and insists on favoring
corporations over municipalities. So
Mr. MESSER and I introduced this bill
because this kind of arbitrary discrimi-
nation against municipalities cannot
be allowed to continue.

So in sum, this bill levels the playing
field for cities and States in a way that
maintains the safety and soundness of
our banking system. The bill passed
the Financial Services Committee 60-0
in July, and last Congress the bill
passed the full House by a voice vote.

So I urge my colleagues to, once
again, support this bipartisan legisla-
tion which is critically important for
our States and our cities.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 1624. I commend my
ranking member from the Sub-
committee on Capital Markets, Securi-
ties, and Investments, Mrs. MALONEY,
as well as the work from my colleague
from Indiana.

This is a commonsense, no-nonsense,
bipartisan solution to a mistake that
was made by regulators. We need to
grant clarity and harmony to those
who are borrowing those dollars, those
municipalities, States, and cities, as
well as the investors and those who
hold these bonds.
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Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be here. I am pleased that we
can support H.R. 1624, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
HUuIZENGA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1624, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to require the appro-
priate Federal banking agencies to
treat certain municipal obligations as
no lower than level 2B liquid assets,
and for other purposes.’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
PROVIDING RESOURCES, OFFI-
CERS, AND TECHNOLOGY TO

ERADICATE CYBER THREATS TO
OUR CHILDREN ACT OF 2017

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 782) to reauthorize the National
Internet Crimes Against Children Task
Force Program, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 782

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 ‘“‘Providing
Resources, Officers, and Technology To
Eradicate Cyber Threats to Our Children Act
of 2017 or the “PROTECT Our Children Act
of 2017,

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE NATIONAL
INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST CHIL-
DREN TASK FORCE PROGRAM.

Title I of the PROTECT Our Children Act
of 2008 (42 U.S.C. 17601 et seq.) is amended in
section 107(a)(10) (42 U.S.C. 17617(a)(10)), by
striking ‘‘fiscal year 2018 and inserting
“‘each of fiscal years 2018 through 2022,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. 782, currently under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased today that
we are voting to reauthorize the Pros-
ecutorial Remedies and Other Tools to
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end the Exploitation of Children Today
Act of 2003, or the PROTECT Act.

The PROTECT Act authorizes local
law enforcement task forces to combat
crimes against children online. These
internet crimes against children, or
ICAC, task forces have been absolutely
crucial in the prevention, investiga-
tion, and prosecution of internet
crimes against children. The program
was developed in response to the in-
creasing number of children and teen-
agers using the internet, the prolifera-
tion of child sexual abuse images avail-
able electronically, and heightened on-
line activity by predators seeking un-
supervised contact with potential un-
derage victims.

Since the ICAC program’s inception
in 1998, more than 589,000 law enforce-
ment officers, prosecutors, and other
professionals have been trained on
techniques to investigate and pros-
ecute ICAC-related cases. More than
709,000 complaints of alleged child sex-
ual victimization have been reviewed
resulting in the arrest of more than
73,000 individuals. There are now 61 co-
ordinated task forces representing over
4,500 Federal, State, and local law en-
forcement and prosecutorial agencies.

The need for these ICAC task forces
has never been greater. The use of the
internet by children is only increasing,
and so are the crimes committed
against them. Law enforcement offi-
cers are encountering new types of
crimes such as sextortion, that create
new complexities in their investiga-
tions.

I would like to take a moment to
commend Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ
from Florida and Mr. SMITH from Texas
for introducing the companion bill in
this House. During his tenure as Judi-
ciary Committee chairman, my friend,
LAMAR SMITH, was a tireless advocate
on behalf of our Nation’s children.

Children are our must precious re-
source, and we must be vigilant in en-
suring their protection. As a father and
grandfather, I can think of no more im-
portant role we can play than pro-
tecting our children.

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, first, before I start, I
would like to congratulate the gentle-
woman from Florida for her consistent
work on this legislation. For those of
us who have served, we certainly are
well aware of the work that has been
done, and I have been very privileged
on the Judiciary Committee to join
with her work, and I just want to con-
gratulate her on that.

As we begin, let me also take just a
moment to acknowledge, again, the
massacre that occurred on Sunday
night in Las Vegas, Nevada. As I was
pondering the actions of this body last
evening with a moment of silence, I
wondered whether that—although it is
of much reverence—whether that, in
fact, will heal the wounds of those who
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lost their loved ones or those who are
still mending—the 500-plus who were in
the hospital and have been in the hos-
pital.

So before I speak to S. 782, I want to
make it clear that I think it is crucial
that the letter that both Mr. CONYERS
and I signed regarding asserting juris-
diction on the silencer bill is crucial.
And as well it is crucial that this body
does more than this, in essence, a mo-
ment of silence to heal the wounds of
those who are now speechless about the
loss of their loved ones. And as well it
might be time to take a knee or to
kneel, but it is time to pass legislation.

I would hope that we would pass leg-
islation that has been offered, the
King-Thompson bill, and a number of
other legislative initiatives that many
of us have.

With that, I rise in support of S. 782,
the Providing Resources, Officers, and
Technology to Eradicate Cyber Threats
to Our Children Act of 2017.

This legislation will reauthorize the
National Internet Crimes Against Chil-
dren Task Force Program by amending
the language in section 105(h) of the
PROTECT Our Children Act of 2008, in-
troduced by then-Senator Joe Biden.

This bill authorizes appropriations
for this program in the amount of $60
million for each fiscal year from 2018
through 2022. These figures are con-
sistent with current appropriated lev-
els.

We have a special responsibility to
protect our young people. For that rea-
son, I support S. 782, a bill that will
provide adequate resources to help
eradicate the cyber threats that con-
tinue to threaten the lives of our chil-
dren.

I support this important bipartisan
measure for several reasons. First, it
will facilitate more comprehensive in-
vestigation into violent acts per-
petrated against innocent children.
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The task force program creates a co-
ordinated group of investigative task
forces representing 3,500 Federal,
State, and local law enforcement and
prosecutorial agencies.

Second, this bill will provide support
to officers that will allow them to bet-
ter identify these threats, conduct in-
vestigation and training, and enforce
the laws.

The task force is particularly impor-
tant because it becomes a specialty en-
tity that deals with saving our chil-
dren.

The task forces aid local and State
law enforcement in creating and imple-
menting effective responses to techno-
logically facilitated child sexual ex-
ploitation and internet crimes against
children.

As the internet becomes more sophis-
ticated and there are those who would
want to be bad actors and utilize this
very important national/international
asset, this task force is crucial. They
provide law enforcement and prosecu-
torial agencies with guidance on vic-
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tim support, forensic investigations,
training and technical assistance, pre-
vention, and community education—all
crucial elements to a holistic approach
to stopping the attack on our children,
stopping the sexual exploitation on our
children, and stopping the internet
crimes against our children.

In the Judiciary Committee today,
we were dealing with another aspect of
this issue, which is sex trafficking and
human trafficking.

This is an important component,
again, to giving our children back their
innocence and letting them be strong
in the knowledge of the love and affec-
tion the Nation has for them and pro-
tecting them as they grow and thrive.

Finally, this bill will provide the
technological resources to detect on-
line threats in real time and provide a
platform on which law enforcement can
operate in order to bring these per-
petrators to justice.

Just this morning, the Judiciary
Committee, as I indicated, held a hear-
ing regarding online sex trafficking.
We are all in agreement that we must
eradicate this threat to our young peo-
ple and that we must take action
against other victimization of children
that can occur online. This legislation
is, in fact, a key element of that. Al-
though we still have work to do to ad-
dress these problems, this bill is a good
start.

For the foregoing reasons, I ask my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of S. 782, the
“Providing Resources, Officers, and Tech-
nology to Eradicate Cyber Threats to Our Chil-
dren Act of 2017.”

This legislation will reauthorize the National
Internet Crimes Against Children Task Force
Program by amending the language in section
105(h) of the PROTECT Our Children Act of
2008, introduced by then-Senator Joe Biden.

This bill authorizes appropriations for this
program in the amount of $60,000,000 for
each fiscal year from 2018 through 2022.
These figures are consistent with current ap-
propriated levels.

We have a special responsibility to protect
our young people.

For that reason, | support S. 782, a bill that
would provide adequate resources to help
eradicate the cyber threats that continue to
threaten the lives of our children.

| support this important bipartisan measure
for several reasons.

First, it will facilitate more comprehensive in-
vestigation into violent acts perpetrated
against innocent children.

The Task Force Program creates a coordi-
nated group of investigative task forces rep-
resenting 3,500 federal, state and local law
enforcement and prosecutorial agencies.

Second, this bill will provide support to offi-
cers that will allow them to better identify
these threats, conduct investigation and train-
ing, and enforce the laws.

The Task Forces aid local and state law en-
forcement in creating and implementing effec-
tive responses to technologically facilitated
child sexual exploitation and internet crimes
against children.
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They provide law enforcement and prosecu-
torial agencies with guidance on victim sup-
port, forensic investigations, training and tech-
nical assistance, prevention and community
education.

And finally, this bill will provide the techno-
logical resources needed to detect online
threats in real-time and provide a platform on
which law enforcement can operate in order to
bring these perpetrators to justice.

Just this morning, the Judiciary Committee
held a hearing regarding Online Sex Traf-
ficking. We were all in agreement that we
must eradicate this threat to our young people,
as we must take action against other victim-
ization of children that can occur online.

Although we still have work to do to address
these problems, this bill is a good start, and
for the foregoing reasons, | ask my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS), the ranking member of the
full committee.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of S. 782, the Providing Re-
sources, Officers, and Technology to
Eradicate Cyber Threats to Our Chil-
dren Act of 2017, and thank my col-
league from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE),
who has worked so diligently on this
matter.

Mr. Speaker, this bill authorizes ap-
propriations for this program in the
amount of $60 million for each fiscal
year from 2018 through 2022. These fig-
ures are consistent with current appro-
priated levels.

We must continue to protect our
children from the daily threats that
permeate the electronic platform and
endanger the well-being of our chil-
dren.

BEarlier this morning, as has been
said, the House Judiciary Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, Home-
land Security, and Investigations held
a hearing addressing these very prob-
lems. As ranking member of that com-
mittee, I vow to continue my commit-
ment toward eradicating this infec-
tious poison that has claimed the inno-
cence of so many of our youths.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues and others on these very im-
portant issues. That is why I support
the measures put forth in this bill.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 6 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ), who has been a key sup-
porter and advocate for this important
legislation.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from Texas for her commitment, for
her work, and for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I spent 5 years as a
proud member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee. I miss it and I hope to return
one day to add on to my responsibil-
ities as a member of the Appropria-
tions Committee.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I also thank Mr. GOODLATTE for his
leadership and solid, consistent support
for this program over the last decade.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of S. 782, Providing Resources,
Officers, and Technology to Eradicate
Cyber Threats to Our Children Act—or
the PROTECT Our Children Act—be-
cause at this very moment there are
thousands of children out there waiting
to be saved.

Our children deserve, as we all agree,
a future that is healthy, prosperous,
bright, secure, and, most of all, safe.
That is, of course, what every parent
cares about the most: the safety of
their children. But, sadly, our children
are vulnerable when they are online.

With the proliferation of the internet
and wireless technology, online child
pornography has become an epidemic,
and I don’t use that term lightly. The
ever-increasing reach of the modern
internet has facilitated an exploding,
multibillion-dollar market for child
pornography.

Tragically, the demand for this
criminal market can only be supplied
by graphic new images, and these im-
ages can only be supplied through the
sexual assault of more children. Let’s
not forget that these are not just hei-
nous photos or images. They are, sim-
ply put, crime scene photos created by
a thriving industry that uses children
as sexual commodities.

Ten years ago, I introduced H.R. 3845,
the Providing Resources, Officers, and
Technology to Eradicate Cyber Threats
to Our Children Act of 2007—or PRO-
TECT Our Children Act of 2007.

At a House Judiciary hearing on that
bill, my colleagues will remember we
heard from a very brave young woman,
Alicia Kozakiewicz. She had been ab-
ducted by an internet predator when
she was just 13 years old. She was held
captive in his dungeon basement and
sexually tortured for 4 days.

The FBI found Alicia because the
Virginia Internet Crimes Against Chil-
dren Task Force—or ICAC—had the
technology to lift the digital finger-
prints of this perpetrator’s crimes.
They were able to discover the location
where he held her captive, chained to
the floor, connected to a collar around
her neck. Internet crimes officers
tracked the IP address back to his door
and literally rescued Alicia from death.

I remember Alicia’s testimony like it
was yesterday because it moved many
of the members of that committee, in-
cluding myself, to tears. Over the
course of that next year, we learned a
lot about these types of offenders: who
they are, how they operate, and, most
importantly, where they are.

We saw detailed law enforcement
maps that showed the locations of hun-
dreds of thousands of sexual predators,
over half of whom had actual child vic-
tims waiting to be rescued.

That number might lend people to
think: Come on, that has to be an exag-
geration. It is not. I have seen the evi-
dence before my eyes: hundreds of
thousands of sexual predators, each on
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a computer uploading pictures of child
victims that they are sexually assault-
ing. Those maps described the truly
harrowing environment.

Congress did what it was supposed to
do. We acted. We passed H.R. 3845 and,
the following year, passed its com-
panion, S. 1738. This legislation estab-
lished the National Internet Crimes
Against Children—or ICAC—Task
Force Program, a specialized group of
law enforcement officials dedicated to
the protection of our children.

In 2009 and 2010, Congress funded the
ICAC Task Force at close to their full
authorization levels of $560 million per
year. The task forces grew from 42 to
61, and arrests and child rescues dou-
bled.

Literally thousands more predators
were apprehended and children rescued.
An untold number of sexual assaults
were prevented by virtue of the fact
that the most dangerous offenders were
sitting behind bars, where they could
no longer harm our children.

In 2011, however, the ICAC Task
Force budget was slashed, cut from $50
million to where it is today at $27 mil-
lion. So, with all due respect, I have to
correct my colleagues. We are not
funding the ICAC Task Force at au-
thorized levels.

This cut remains intact, despite the
fact that, as of August 2017, law en-
forcement has seen nearly a half mil-
lion unique IP addresses trafficking in
sexual abuse images in the U.S. That is
hundreds of thousands of separate on-
line sexual predators, and that number
is only from January 2017 to August 31,
2017.

Even more heartbreaking, law en-
forcement officials tell us that the vic-
tims are getting younger, most under
the age of 10, and the abuse is getting
more sadistic. According to the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited
Children, 44 percent of the images, Mr.
Speaker, they viewed in 2016 depicted
sexual torture.

Law enforcement also tells us that
only 7 percent of the top 100 traders on
peer-to-peer networks trading these
types of images are even under inves-
tigation.

Mr. Speaker, this is not just unac-
ceptable; it is tragic. We owe our chil-
dren much better than that. They de-
serve our help and a Congress that will
do whatever it can to ensure their
health and safety.

S. 782, the Senate version of a bill
that I introduced in March of this year
with my colleague and friend, LAMAR
SMITH, as the chairman kindly thanked
us, reauthorizes the National Internet
Crimes Against Children Task Force.

According to estimates, half of the
arrests made by ICAC teams lead us to
the door of a hands-on offender and,
thus, a child waiting to be rescued.

The PROTECT Our Children reau-
thorization before us today will help us
continue to provide the safety net we
so desperately need by allowing these
highly successful ICAC Task Forces to
continue to support State and local law
enforcement agencies.
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While I applaud House leadership for
making sure this crucial child rescue
program and funding is not allowed to
expire, I beseech my colleagues to also
make sure that the ICAC Task Forces
are fully funded. As a member of the
Appropriations Committee, I press for
that every year.

We have to do better. We have to get
as close to the authorization level as
we can, because we actually rescue
children with the more resources we
put into this.

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentlewoman.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, we must give the protection
of these children our full focus and ef-
forts. Please think about these pre-
cious babies being victimized. If you
are a parent—and many of us are—God
forbid if it was your own child. It could
be any of our children, because of the
prevalence of our children being online.

Let’s give these ICAC teams the re-
sources they need to rescue as many
children as possible. If we do that,
thousands more innocent children will
be protected from these unspeakable
crimes. There, but for the grace of God,
go our families and children.

I thank my Republican lead cospon-
sor, Congressman LAMAR SMITH, for
teaming up with me again to reauthor-
ize this for yet another 5 years for this
critical issue. I urge my colleagues to
support the PROTECT Our Children
Act reauthorization.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the ranking
member of the full committee and Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ for very instruc-
tive and important statements, par-
ticularly the plea that Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ made that we must reauthor-
ize and, more importantly, fund these
task forces, because they do, in fact,
save lives.

Let me acknowledge the chairman of
this committee for the collaboration
on this bill, and let me again empha-
size that we must make sure that it is
authorized at the amount of money
needed.

If there is ever an unfortunate and
tragic example, it is that of the story
of Alicia. She represents the Johnnys
and Marys and Tommys and Shirleys
and Quamis and Lateshas and others
across the Nation who fall victim to
this kind of cruel and almost inhuman
attack on our children, innocent as
they are, smart as they are, using the
internet as they do online for any num-
ber of reasons, but then wooed by a
dastardly person who wants to do them
harm.

The task forces that are now based
upon Kknowledge, expertise, commit-
ment, passion, and with number of
staffing that they need, can really be
for not only prevention, but the inter-
vention to stop our children from fall-
ing victim.
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So I ask my colleagues to support S.
782, the Providing Resources, Officers,
and Technology to Eradicate Cyber
Threats to Our Children Act of 2017—or
the PROTECT Our Children Act—as
quickly as possible so that it can move
to the President’s desk and, as well,
that we continue the pathway not only
of intervention and prevention, but
completely ceasing the online violence
against our children because we have
been able to ensure that these individ-
uals, in large numbers, are brought to
justice. By that very point, they cease
to survive and thrive on the internet.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for support of S.
782, and I yield back the balance of my
time.
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Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle for their
strong bipartisan support and our staff
on both sides of the aisle for their out-
standing work on this very important
legislation to reauthorize a program
that I am very, very familiar with.

The sheriff of Bedford County, Vir-
ginia, has been a leading advocate for
this program and has provided services
in his sheriff’s department that have
protected thousands of children not
just in our immediate region in south-
west Virginia, but all across the coun-
try.

I am very, very familiar with the
work that goes on, day in and day out,
of training law enforcement officers,
prosecutors, and others, as well as the
detection and prosecution of individ-
uals who would commit these heinous
crimes. This bill has done as much as
any I know to keep children safe on the
internet.

This law and this bill are important
to reauthorize for another 5 years. I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, S. 782, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

ELDER ABUSE PREVENTION AND
PROSECUTION ACT

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 178) to prevent elder abuse and
exploitation and improve the justice
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system’s response to victims in elder
abuse and exploitation cases.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
S. 178

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 ‘‘Elder Abuse Prevention and Prosecu-
tion Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Definitions.

TITLE I—SUPPORTING FEDERAL CASES
INVOLVING ELDER JUSTICE

Sec. 101. Supporting Federal cases involving
elder justice.
TITLE II-IMPROVED DATA COLLECTION
AND FEDERAL COORDINATION

Sec. 201. Establishment of best practices for
local, State, and Federal data
collection.

Sec. 202. Effective interagency coordination
and Federal data collection.

TITLE III—ENHANCED VICTIM ASSIST-

ANCE TO ELDER ABUSE SURVIVORS

Sec. 301. Sense of the Senate.

Sec. 302. Report.

TITLE IV—ROBERT MATAVA ELDER
ABUSE PROSECUTION ACT OF 2017

Sec. 401. Short title.

Sec. 402. Enhanced penalty for tele-
marketing and email mar-
keting fraud directed at elders.

403. Training and technical assistance
for States.

404. Interstate initiatives.

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS

501. Court-appointed guardianship over-
sight activities under the Elder
Justice Act of 2009.

502. GAO reports.

503. Outreach to State and local law en-
forcement agencies.

504. Model power of attorney legisla-
tion.

505. Best practices and model legisla-
tion for guardianship pro-
ceedings.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—

(1) the terms ‘‘abuse’, ‘‘adult protective
services’, ‘‘elder”, ‘‘elder justice’, ‘‘exploi-
tation”, ‘‘law enforcement’’, and ‘‘neglect”
have the meanings given those terms in sec-
tion 2011 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1397j);

(2) the term ‘‘elder abuse’ includes abuse,
neglect, and exploitation of an elder; and

(3) the term ‘‘State” means each of the
several States of the United States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, and any other territory or pos-
session of the United States.

TITLE I—SUPPORTING FEDERAL CASES

INVOLVING ELDER JUSTICE
SEC. 101. SUPPORTING FEDERAL CASES INVOLV-
ING ELDER JUSTICE.

(a) SUPPORT AND ASSISTANCE.—

(1) ELDER JUSTICE COORDINATORS.—The At-
torney General shall designate in each Fed-
eral judicial district not less than one As-
sistant United States Attorney to serve as
the Elder Justice Coordinator for the dis-
trict, who, in addition to any other respon-
sibilities, shall be responsible for—

(A) serving as the legal counsel for the
Federal judicial district on matters relating
to elder abuse;

(B) prosecuting, or assisting in the pros-
ecution of, elder abuse cases;
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