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you pay. There will be no hidden fees 
raising the price at the checkout point. 

This bill also prohibits companies 
from selling tickets they don’t have, 
requires refunds for events that are 
canceled or postponed more than 6 
months into the future, and cracks 
down on fraudulent ticketing websites. 

American consumers need and de-
serve these commonsense protections. 

Yet, these protections are meaning-
less without strong and consistent en-
forcement. House Republicans are 
standing by in silence as the Federal 
Trade Commission, the agency en-
trusted with enforcing this bill and 
several others under consideration this 
afternoon, is compromised by the 
Trump administration and the Presi-
dent’s illegal political attempt to fire 
the two Democratic commissioners. 

This unlawful decision undermines 
the legitimacy and transparency of the 
agency’s decisions, sending a message 
that no commissioner, regardless of 
party, is safe, and no business that 
harms consumers should fear account-
ability, so long as it shows sufficient 
loyalty to the President. 

I urge my Republican colleagues to 
recognize that restoring the FTC as an 
independent agency, as this Congress 
intended, is essential to ensuring this 
bill and similar efforts to protect con-
sumers are fully effective and enforced 
without fear or favor. 

I thank the wide range of stake-
holders who worked on this bill, and 
particularly the consumer groups for 
their unwavering support of this bill. 

Of course, I particularly want to 
commend Subcommittee Chair BILI-
RAKIS and Ranking Member SCHA-
KOWSKY for their years of hard work on 
this legislation. 

Finally, I need to acknowledge, Mr. 
Speaker, the contribution of my late 
colleague and dear friend from New 
Jersey, Congressman Bill Pascrell. He 
was a tireless advocate and leader on 
improving the ticketing experience for 
consumers. 

I am proud to have partnered with 
him on his longtime efforts that are in-
cluded in the bill we have before us 
today. When the TICKET Act was on 
the floor last year, Bill gave an impas-
sioned speech in support of all-in pric-
ing and the other consumer protections 
in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation, the 
TICKET Act, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), the Demo-
cratic sponsor of this bill, who has 
worked on this legislation for such a 
long time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank FRANK PALLONE for his support 

and leadership. GUS BILIRAKIS and I 
have been working for over 2 years now 
on this piece of legislation that is 
going to bring such delight and secu-
rity for artists and for consumers who 
really want to benefit from being able 
to get the wonderful products that 
they can put their money into so that 
they can have their families enjoy so 
many events. 

We know that there have been hidden 
fees. These companies say that this is 
how much it is going to cost you to be 
able to go to an event, to be able to go 
to a concert. You think, and the people 
who are trying to buy these tickets 
think, that these are going to be the 
fees that they are going to have to pay. 
Sure enough, by the time the product 
is ready to be paid for, often it can go 
as much as 40 percent higher. That is 
really cheating the people who are 
spending their money. 

We know that with passage of the 
TICKET Act that consumers will be 
paying only the amount that they be-
lieve they are paying the first time. 
That is the money that you are going 
to pay, no more. 

It is about time that the scammers 
who are going and raising the price of 
these events are now going to not be 
able to do that. People are going to get 
exactly what they had asked for, what 
they had paid for. 

The passage of the TICKET Act is 
really a happy event. We need to pass 
this legislation. I know that lots and 
lots of people and people who are art-
ists are going to really do better. I look 
forward to finally, after a couple of 
years, passing this bill. This bill passed 
the House of Representatives over-
whelmingly in the last Congress. 

It is time for us to get this done. I 
thank GUS for his bipartisanship. It has 
been a pleasure to work with him. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the remarks of the gentle-
woman from Illinois. I just want to say 
it has been great working with Rep-
resentative SCHAKOWSKY on a number 
of bills over the years. She has really 
been very cooperative, and we are 
doing good things for the American 
consumer. 

I will also say that this is a very 
profamily bill. We have got to get our 
kids out to some of these ball games 
and some of these concerts together as 
a family, but it is very difficult to 
budget when you don’t know exactly 
what the price is going to be ulti-
mately. 

I want to commend some of the art-
ists such as Kid Rock. He will buy the 
tickets and give them to people that 
deserve those tickets that otherwise 
would not be able to afford them. My 
good friend Tony Orlando, as well, does 
this. They are just wonderful artists 
that do so much for our country, par-
ticularly our military and our vet-
erans. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with Mr. BILIRAKIS. This is important 

consumer protection, and I am glad to 
see that our committee and the sub-
committee headed by Mr. BILIRAKIS as 
chair and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY as the rank-
ing member has taken on so many of 
these consumer issues today and in the 
future. I ask for support on both sides 
of the aisle, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ vote in the 
memory of Bill Pascrell who did such a 
wonderful job on this particular issue. 
I am glad we are getting it across the 
finish line. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on this bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1402. 

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. BILIRAKIS. 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. 

f 

b 1500 

YOUTH POISONING 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1442) a bill to ban the sale of 
products with a high concentration of 
sodium nitrate to individuals, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1442 

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 title may be cited as the ‘‘Youth Poi-
soning Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 2. BANNING OF PRODUCTS CONTAINING A 

HIGH CONCENTRATION OF SODIUM 
NITRITE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Any consumer product 
containing a high concentration of sodium 
nitrite shall be considered to be a banned 
hazardous product under section 8 of the 
Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 
2057). 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to— 

(1) prohibit any commercial or industrial 
purpose in which high concentration sodium 
nitrite is not customarily produced or dis-
tributed for sale to, or use or consumption 
by, or enjoyment of, a consumer; and 

(2) apply to high concentration sodium ni-
trite that meets the definition of a drug, de-
vice, or cosmetic (as such terms are defined 
in subsections (g), (h), and (i) of section 201 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 321(g), (h), and (i))), or food (as de-
fined in section 201(f) of such Act (21 U.S.C. 
321(f))), including poultry and poultry prod-
ucts (as such terms are defined in sub-
sections (e) and (f) of section 4 of the Poultry 
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Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 453(e)and 
(f))), meat and meat food products (as such 
terms are defined in section 1(j) of the Fed-
eral Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601(j))), 
and eggs and egg products (as such terms are 
defined in section 4 of the Egg Products In-
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 1033)). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) CONSUMER PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘con-
sumer product’’ has the meaning given that 
term under section 3(a)(5) of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2052(a)(5)). 

(2) HIGH CONCENTRATION OF SODIUM NI-
TRITE.—The term ‘‘high concentration of so-
dium nitrite’’ means a concentration of 10 or 
more percent by weight of sodium nitrite. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TAYLOR). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material in the RECORD 
on this particular bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise today in strong support of H.R. 

1442, the Youth Poisoning Protection 
Act, led by Representative TRAHAN. 

Since 2017, the United States has ex-
perienced a troubling increase in self- 
poisoning cases involving sodium ni-
trite, many of which stem from easy 
online access to high-concentration 
products. 

This bill aims to confront that threat 
by implementing a narrowly focused 
prohibition on the sale of consumer 
products containing sodium nitrite at 
concentrations above 10 percent. 

I thank Representative TRAHAN for 
her strong bipartisan leadership on this 
piece of legislation. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting in favor of 
H.R. 1442, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in sup-
port of H.R. 1442, the Youth Poisoning 
Protection Act. 

Sodium nitrite is a highly toxic sub-
stance. Ingesting even a small amount 
is likely to be fatal. Unfortunately, on-
line forums are providing detailed in-
structions and real-time guidance on 
how to acquire and use this substance 
to take their own lives. Sadly, accord-
ing to data from the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, this has 
led to a sharp increase in self-poisoning 
using sodium nitrite. 

By banning the sale of high-con-
centrate sodium nitrite to consumers, 
H.R. 1442 will make it less accessible to 

people contemplating suicide. Experts 
have made it clear that there is no 
good reason for consumers to purchase 
sodium nitrite at such high concentra-
tions. 

I commend Representative TRAHAN 
for her leadership on this issue, and I 
urge my colleagues to support the bill. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mrs. TRAHAN), the sponsor 
of the bill. 

Mrs. TRAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, as well as 
his leadership and that of Chair BILI-
RAKIS on this important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I introduced the Youth 
Poisoning Protection Act alongside 
Representative MIKE CAREY because we 
are facing an urgent and deeply trou-
bling trend, the promotion of sodium 
nitrite, a toxic chemical, as a method 
to die by suicide. 

In 2022, The New York Times re-
vealed the existence of online suicide 
forums that don’t just discuss suicide, 
they promote it. Anonymous users on 
these platforms encourage vulnerable 
children and young adults to end their 
lives, and they often suggest using this 
chemical to do it. 

Now, most Americans have never 
heard of sodium nitrite, but for fami-
lies who have lost loved ones, it is 
something they will never forget. In 
lower concentrations, it is a chemical 
used safely to cure meats and fish, but 
in higher concentrations it is deadly. 
For the few who have survived at-
tempts to end their lives using sodium 
nitrite, they report agonizing pain as 
the chemical deprives their body of ox-
ygen. 

After learning how easy it is to pur-
chase high-concentration sodium ni-
trite, my office worked with retailers 
to limit access to businesses with a 
proven use for the chemical, but some 
sites still openly market it as part of a 
so-called suicide kit to people in crisis. 

There is no Federal law that allows 
us to stop this. That is where this bi-
partisan legislation comes in. The 
Youth Poisoning Protection Act would 
restrict sales of sodium nitrite above 10 
percent concentration to businesses 
with verified industrial or commercial 
use. That threshold is based on expert 
recommendations for safe handling and 
won’t interfere with legitimate indus-
tries like food processing. 

This bill is focused and reasonable. It 
targets bad actors who are exploiting a 
loophole to profit off tragedy, and it 
does so without burdening responsible 
businesses. That is why, last Congress, 
this bill passed the Energy and Com-
merce Committee unanimously before 
passing it here on the floor with over-
whelming support. Now we must finish 
the job. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the Youth Poisoning Protec-
tion Act. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers, and I am prepared 

to close after Mr. PALLONE. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 
Mr. Speaker, as you can see, a lot of 
these consumer protection bills that 
we are considering today are actually 
very important, as is this. I urge bipar-
tisan support and yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this 
particular bill. Again, I commend Rep-
resentatives TRAHAN and CAREY. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of a bill that will prevent deadly chemi-
cals from falling into the hands of children, our 
Youth Poisoning Protection Act. 

It’s a parent’s worst nightmare: a nameless, 
faceless stranger over the internet teaching 
your child how to take their own life, and your 
child, in a moment of vulnerability, listening to 
them. 

That’s exactly what happened to Kristine 
Jonsson, a vibrant sixteen-year-old from Hill-
iard, Ohio whose life was cut tragically short in 
September 2020. 

Kristine was open with her parents about 
her mental health struggles, but it was behind 
closed doors on an internet forum that she 
learned about sodium nitrite. 

With the coaching of sinister strangers on-
line, Kristine was able to purchase sodium ni-
trite on Amazon and get it nondescriptly 
shipped to her front door, all under her par-
ents’ noses. 

Sodium nitrite is a chemical used in the 
preservation of meat and fish, which in high 
concentrations is deadly if ingested. 

In fact, one spoonful of the chemical is one 
hundred times more lethal than other poisons. 
High concentrations of some chemicals can be 
harmful if used improperly, which is why they 
are usually highly regulated or banned for sale 
to consumers. 

Thanks to online forums like the one Kris-
tine saw, the number of suicide deaths using 
sodium nitrite is rising. In recent years, the 
share of sodium nitrite usage as a method of 
self-poisoning has grown nine times over. 

By passing this bill, we can save lives. 
The Youth Poisoning Protection Act would 

prevent the commercial sale of highly-con-
centrated sodium nitrite, so it can never fall 
into the hands of a vulnerable young person. 

With the support of my colleagues and 
friends across the aisle, we are one step clos-
er to preventing these senseless tragedies in 
our communities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1442, as amend-
ed. 

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. BILIRAKIS. 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. 
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TOOLS TO ADDRESS KNOWN EX-

PLOITATION BY IMMOBILIZING 
TECHNOLOGICAL DEEPFAKES ON 
WEBSITES AND NETWORKS ACT 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 146) to require covered platforms to 
remove nonconsensual intimate visual 
depictions, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 146 
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 ‘‘Tools to Ad-
dress Known Exploitation by Immobilizing 
Technological Deepfakes on Websites and 
Networks Act’’ or the ‘‘TAKE IT DOWN 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CRIMINAL PROHIBITION ON INTEN-

TIONAL DISCLOSURE OF NON-
CONSENSUAL INTIMATE VISUAL DE-
PICTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 223 of the Com-
munications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 223) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub-
section (i); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) INTENTIONAL DISCLOSURE OF NON-
CONSENSUAL INTIMATE VISUAL DEPICTIONS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) CONSENT.—The term ‘consent’ means 

an affirmative, conscious, and voluntary au-
thorization made by an individual free from 
force, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, or 
coercion. 

‘‘(B) DIGITAL FORGERY.—The term ‘digital 
forgery’ means any intimate visual depiction 
of an identifiable individual created through 
the use of software, machine learning, artifi-
cial intelligence, or any other computer-gen-
erated or technological means, including by 
adapting, modifying, manipulating, or alter-
ing an authentic visual depiction, that, when 
viewed as a whole by a reasonable person, is 
indistinguishable from an authentic visual 
depiction of the individual. 

‘‘(C) IDENTIFIABLE INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘identifiable individual’ means an indi-
vidual— 

‘‘(i) who appears in whole or in part in an 
intimate visual depiction; and 

‘‘(ii) whose face, likeness, or other distin-
guishing characteristic (including a unique 
birthmark or other recognizable feature) is 
displayed in connection with such intimate 
visual depiction. 

‘‘(D) INTERACTIVE COMPUTER SERVICE.—The 
term ‘interactive computer service’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 230. 

‘‘(E) INTIMATE VISUAL DEPICTION.—The term 
‘intimate visual depiction’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 1309 of the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, 2022 (15 U.S.C. 
6851). 

‘‘(F) MINOR.—The term ‘minor’ means any 
individual under the age of 18 years. 

‘‘(2) OFFENSE INVOLVING AUTHENTIC INTI-
MATE VISUAL DEPICTIONS.— 

‘‘(A) INVOLVING ADULTS.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C), it shall be unlaw-
ful for any person, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, to use an interactive computer 
service to knowingly publish an intimate 
visual depiction of an identifiable individual 
who is not a minor if— 

‘‘(i) the intimate visual depiction was ob-
tained or created under circumstances in 
which the person knew or reasonably should 
have known the identifiable individual had a 
reasonable expectation of privacy; 

‘‘(ii) what is depicted was not voluntarily 
exposed by the identifiable individual in a 
public or commercial setting; 

‘‘(iii) what is depicted is not a matter of 
public concern; and 

‘‘(iv) publication of the intimate visual de-
piction— 

‘‘(I) is intended to cause harm; or 
‘‘(II) causes harm, including psychological, 

financial, or reputational harm, to the iden-
tifiable individual. 

‘‘(B) INVOLVING MINORS.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C), it shall be unlaw-
ful for any person, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, to use an interactive computer 
service to knowingly publish an intimate 
visual depiction of an identifiable individual 
who is a minor with intent to— 

‘‘(i) abuse, humiliate, harass, or degrade 
the minor; or 

‘‘(ii) arouse or gratify the sexual desire of 
any person. 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTIONS.—Subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) shall not apply to— 

‘‘(i) a lawfully authorized investigative, 
protective, or intelligence activity of— 

‘‘(I) a law enforcement agency of the 
United States, a State, or a political subdivi-
sion of a State; or 

‘‘(II) an intelligence agency of the United 
States; 

‘‘(ii) a disclosure made reasonably and in 
good faith— 

‘‘(I) to a law enforcement officer or agency; 
‘‘(II) as part of a document production or 

filing associated with a legal proceeding; 
‘‘(III) as part of medical education, diag-

nosis, or treatment or for a legitimate med-
ical, scientific, or education purpose; 

‘‘(IV) in the reporting of unlawful content 
or unsolicited or unwelcome conduct or in 
pursuance of a legal, professional, or other 
lawful obligation; or 

‘‘(V) to seek support or help with respect 
to the receipt of an unsolicited intimate vis-
ual depiction; 

‘‘(iii) a disclosure reasonably intended to 
assist the identifiable individual; 

‘‘(iv) a person who possesses or publishes 
an intimate visual depiction of himself or 
herself engaged in nudity or sexually explicit 
conduct (as that term is defined in section 
2256(2)(A) of title 18, United States Code); or 

‘‘(v) the publication of an intimate visual 
depiction that constitutes— 

‘‘(I) child pornography (as that term is de-
fined in section 2256 of title 18, United States 
Code); or 

‘‘(II) a visual depiction described in sub-
section (a) or (b) of section 1466A of title 18, 
United States Code (relating to obscene vis-
ual representations of the sexual abuse of 
children). 

‘‘(3) OFFENSE INVOLVING DIGITAL FOR-
GERIES.— 

‘‘(A) INVOLVING ADULTS.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C), it shall be unlaw-
ful for any person, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, to use an interactive computer 
service to knowingly publish a digital for-
gery of an identifiable individual who is not 
a minor if— 

‘‘(i) the digital forgery was published with-
out the consent of the identifiable indi-
vidual; 

‘‘(ii) what is depicted was not voluntarily 
exposed by the identifiable individual in a 
public or commercial setting; 

‘‘(iii) what is depicted is not a matter of 
public concern; and 

‘‘(iv) publication of the digital forgery— 
‘‘(I) is intended to cause harm; or 
‘‘(II) causes harm, including psychological, 

financial, or reputational harm, to the iden-
tifiable individual. 

‘‘(B) INVOLVING MINORS.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (C), it shall be unlaw-
ful for any person, in interstate or foreign 

commerce, to use an interactive computer 
service to knowingly publish a digital for-
gery of an identifiable individual who is a 
minor with intent to— 

‘‘(i) abuse, humiliate, harass, or degrade 
the minor; or 

‘‘(ii) arouse or gratify the sexual desire of 
any person. 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTIONS.—Subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) shall not apply to— 

‘‘(i) a lawfully authorized investigative, 
protective, or intelligence activity of— 

‘‘(I) a law enforcement agency of the 
United States, a State, or a political subdivi-
sion of a State; or 

‘‘(II) an intelligence agency of the United 
States; 

‘‘(ii) a disclosure made reasonably and in 
good faith— 

‘‘(I) to a law enforcement officer or agency; 
‘‘(II) as part of a document production or 

filing associated with a legal proceeding; 
‘‘(III) as part of medical education, diag-

nosis, or treatment or for a legitimate med-
ical, scientific, or education purpose; 

‘‘(IV) in the reporting of unlawful content 
or unsolicited or unwelcome conduct or in 
pursuance of a legal, professional, or other 
lawful obligation; or 

‘‘(V) to seek support or help with respect 
to the receipt of an unsolicited intimate vis-
ual depiction; 

‘‘(iii) a disclosure reasonably intended to 
assist the identifiable individual; 

‘‘(iv) a person who possesses or publishes a 
digital forgery of himself or herself engaged 
in nudity or sexually explicit conduct (as 
that term is defined in section 2256(2)(A) of 
title 18, United States Code); or 

‘‘(v) the publication of an intimate visual 
depiction that constitutes— 

‘‘(I) child pornography (as that term is de-
fined in section 2256 of title 18, United States 
Code); or 

‘‘(II) a visual depiction described in sub-
section (a) or (b) of section 1466A of title 18, 
United States Code (relating to obscene vis-
ual representations of the sexual abuse of 
children). 

‘‘(4) PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(A) OFFENSES INVOLVING ADULTS.—Any 

person who violates paragraph (2)(A) or 
(3)(A) shall be fined under title 18, United 
States Code, imprisoned not more than 2 
years, or both. 

‘‘(B) OFFENSES INVOLVING MINORS.—Any 
person who violates paragraph (2)(B) or (3)(B) 
shall be fined under title 18, United States 
Code, imprisoned not more than 3 years, or 
both. 

‘‘(5) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes 
of paragraphs (2) and (3)— 

‘‘(A) the fact that the identifiable indi-
vidual provided consent for the creation of 
the intimate visual depiction shall not es-
tablish that the individual provided consent 
for the publication of the intimate visual de-
piction; and 

‘‘(B) the fact that the identifiable indi-
vidual disclosed the intimate visual depic-
tion to another individual shall not establish 
that the identifiable individual provided con-
sent for the publication of the intimate vis-
ual depiction by the person alleged to have 
violated paragraph (2) or (3), respectively. 

‘‘(6) THREATS.— 
‘‘(A) THREATS INVOLVING AUTHENTIC INTI-

MATE VISUAL DEPICTIONS.—Any person who 
intentionally threatens to commit an offense 
under paragraph (2) for the purpose of in-
timidation, coercion, extortion, or to create 
mental distress shall be punished as provided 
in paragraph (4). 

‘‘(B) THREATS INVOLVING DIGITAL FOR-
GERIES.— 

‘‘(i) THREATS INVOLVING ADULTS.—Any per-
son who intentionally threatens to commit 
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