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Lautenberg 
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MESSAGE: Rahm, Dennis, Christa - Attached is from our Leg. staff 
person handling domestic violence. Update on the Lautenberg 
situation. Looks to me as though cops and women's groups are more 
polarized. Nick 
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Subject 

Thursday, February 27, 1997 4:10 pm 
SMO02(SMITHPAM) 
Lautenberg hrg 

Ann & Nick: The hearing on the Barr and Stupak amendments to 
Lautenberg i s set f o r next Wed (don't know what time y e t ) . 
David Loesch of the FBI's Criminal Justice Information Services 
Division w i l l be t e s t i f y i n g . (Comm s t a f f said they also planned 
to i n v i t e Treasury, but I haven't connected with anyone over 
there to know i f they've been invited/have accepted) . I know 
FBI testimony has been drafted, but I have yet to see i t -- most 
CJIS fo l k s are i n Nevada fo r a conference. I think we need to 
p u l l together a meeting f o r Monday with DOJ and FBI folks to 
make sure everyone i s on the same page going i n t o the hearing. 
I imagine the members intend to g r i l l FBI about the state of 
d.v. misdemeanor records i n order to i l l u s t r a t e how burdensome 
t h i s provision i s to administer, and use that t o make the case 
for prospective application only. (more) 

FYI, I went up to the press conference Lautenberg had with the 
d.v. groups yesterday. The was a f a i r l y wide representation of 
groups, a l l of whom spoke out very strongly against any changes 
to Lautenberg; they even went out of t h e i r was to slam Wellstone 
(who's offered a prospective only b i l l ) . NOW quote was that 
anyone who supports any changes to Lautenberg can't be i n any 
was considered a f r i e n d of domestic violence victims. Just 
thought t h i s might clear up any uncertainty about where the 
women's groups are! 
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February 17.1997 

Dear Chairman McCollum and Judiciary Committee Members 

Thank you for allowing mc to provide input on this very imponant issue that is before your 

committee concerning Domestic Violence and the potential effect this law has on Law 

Enforcement Officers. As you know the National Troopers Coalition. NTC, represents 

approximately 45.000 State Police and Highway Patrol Officers nationwide. 

The first statement I would like to make is that WE DO NOT CONDONE VIOLENCE 

WHETHER IT BE DOMESTIC OR OTHERWISE BY ANYONE. 

We believe that, since this Bill was passed in the last hours of the 104 th Congress it did not 

receive a proper hearing and testimony by the effected groups either pro or con. Our position is, 

reinstate the "Official Use" exemption for Law Enforcement and repeal the retroactive part of 

the Bill. Prior to September 30, 1996 there were already laws, administrative disciplinary 

procedures and penalties in place to adequately handle these cases. 

We believe there are three issues in this Law. the retroactive part of the Law, guns and the 

prospective part of the Law, 

Speaking on the retroactive part of the Law I do not understand the rationale behind this. The 

officers that were convicted of Misdemeanor Domestic Violence prior to September 30,1996 

had already paid a price for the crime that they committed, some many years ago. They paid a 
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price thru the Judicial System and probably Administratively as well. Plus any public 

embarassment they caused themselves and their family. Now, in order to keep their job they 

must suffer the cost of going back to court to try and get their record expunged or set aside and 

suffer renewed embarassment. In the case of the Franklin Police Officer, article attached. 

Congress has done a great disservice to him and his family. I cannot believe the sponsors of 

this Law or the Representatives and Senators that voted for the entire Act wanted that to happen. 

Enclosed is one newspaper article that talks about an officer that 14 years ago was convicted of 

Misdemeanor Domestic Violence. Since then he has straighened his life out. Now he is 

suffering again because of what Congress has done. This is not right and this is not an isolated 

case. 

The gun issue. I don't know if the FBI or anyone else keeps accurate statistics on the number of 

Domestic Violence calls police go on but the information 1 have gotten from my area, central 

Indiana, is that far less than 10 % of the total domestic calls involve a gun. Why is the gun being 

targeted? Most of the calls involve alcohol, drugs, anger and physical abuse. Of the total 

number of Domestic Violence calls, how many involve police officers? It has to be a very small 

percentage and of those how many involve a gun? The gun is a tool of the Uade for law 

enforcement officers and without it we cannot hold our job. 

For non law enforcement people that are convicted of this crime it is doubtful that all, like us, or 

most of them would lose their jobs. Even for them, if their situation did not involve a gun they 

would still lose the privilcdge of owning any kind of weapon or being able to go hunting, target 

practicing, collecting guns, etc.. Something else to think about, would a victim lie about the 

individual to seek revenge? It happens. 

The prospective part of this law can be just as devastating on the participants. If the officer is 

the sole bread winner in the family this may put pressure on the victim to not report these crimes 

for fear of losing their source of income and we do not want that to happen. Also the victim 



may not want to see the officer lose his/her job if there is any chance of reconciliation. We 

would prefer lo see these participants seek assistance thru an Employee Assistance Program or 

counceling of some kind to solve their problem. In Indiana, as I believe in most states, if not 

all, a Misdemeanor is punishable by imprisonment up to one year and or a fine of up to 

S 5000.00. For us wc will also face departmental disciplinary proceedings plus public 

embarassment. This Bill makes it a life sentence as far as the officers career is concemed. 

Please remember, prior to September 30. 1996 both criminal and administrative penalties were 

already in place if a law enforcement officer got himself/herself into this kind of situation. WE 

BELIEVE THE PENALTY DOES NOT FIT THE CRIME. 

The NTC has in the past supported legislation on victims rights issues and will continue to work 

toward ending this scourge. If we can be of any assistance please do not hesitate to contact mc. 

Atttachments: Newpaper article on Franklin Police Officer 

Copy of Indiana Classes of Offenses and Penalties 

Thank You, 

James A. Rhinebarger, 

Chairman 
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Category 

Murder 
Class A felony 
Class B feiony 
Clase C felony 
Class D felony 

Class A misdemeanor 
Class B misdemeanor 
Class C misdemeanor 

CLASSES OF OFFENSES AND PENALTIES 
(Source: r.C. 35-50: P.L 164 J994) 

Fixed Term of Impriaonment 

50 yearB (+10 or -10) 
25 years (+20 or-10) 
lOyuars (+10 or -4) 
4 years (+4 or -2) 
IV^ years ( + 1 111 or -1 or reduction 

to a Cla.-tK A misdemeanor) 
up to I year 
up to 180 days 
up to 60 days 

Maximum 
Fin« 

10,000 
10.000 
10,000 
10,000 
lO.ooo 

$ 5,000 
$ 1,000 
$ 500 
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