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COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

NOTICE
D.C. LAW 10-154

Evidence of Intrafamily Offenses in Child Custody
Cases Act of 1994,

Pursuant to Section 412 of the District of Columbia Self-Government and
Governmental Reorganization Act, P. L. 93-198 "the Act", the Council of the
District of Columbia adopted Bill No. 10-7 on first and second readings,

June 7, 1994, and June 21, 1994, respectively. Following the signature of
the Mayor on July 8, 1994, this legislation was assigned Act No. 10-270, and
published in the July 22, 1994, edition of the D.C. Register (Vo1.41 page 4870)

and transmitted to Congress on July 14, 1994 for a 30-day review, in
accordance with Section 602(c)(1) of the Act.

The Council of the District of Columbia hereby gives notice that the
30-day Congressional Review Period has expired, and therefore, cites this

enactment as D.C. Law 10-154 effective August 25, 1994.

e

(/pAVID A. CLARKE ~
Chairman of the Council

Dates Counted During the 30-day Congressional Review Period:

July 14,15,18,19,20,21,22,25,26,27,28,29
August 1,2,3,4,5,8,9,10,11,12,15,16,17,18,19,22,23,24
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Codification
AN ACT
District of Columbia Code
D.C._ACT 10-270 (1324 . Supplement)

IN THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

JULY 8, 1994

To amend title 16 of the District of Columbia Code to specifically allow
the admission of evidence of an intrafamily offense in child custody
cases and to provide that the court shall make specific findings
which support a determination that awarding custody or granting
visitation to a contestant for custody who has committed an
intrafamily offense is in the child's best interest.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

That this act may be cited as the "Evidence of Intrafamily Offenses in
Child Custody Cases Act of 1994".

Sec. 2. Title 16 of the District of Columbia Code is amended as
follows:
(a) Section 16-911 is amended as follows:
(1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows:
(A) By striking the period at the end of subparagraph
(E) and inserting the phrase ", and" in its place; and
(B) By adding a new paragraph (5)(F) to read as
follows:
"(F) evidence of an "intrafamily offense" as defined in
section 16-1001(5).".
(2) A new subsection (a-1) is added to read as follows:
"(a-1) For the purposes of this section, if the judicial officer finds
by a preponderance of evidence that a contestant for custody has
committed an intrafamily offense, any determination that custody or
visitation is to be granted to the abusive parent shall be supported by
a written statement by the judicial officer specifying factors and findings
which support that determination. In determining visitation
arrangements, if the judicial officer finds that an intrafamily offense has
occurred, the judicial officer shall only award visitation if the judicial
officer finds that the child and custodial parent can be adequately
protected from harm inflicted by the other party. The party found to
have committed an intrafamily offense has the burden of proving that
visitation will not endanger the child or significantly impair the child's
emotional development.”.
(b) Section 16-914 is amended as follows:
(1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows:
(A) By striking the period at the end of paragraph (5)
and inserting the phrase ", and" in its place; and
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(B) By adding a new paragraph (6) to read as follows:
"(6) evidence of an "intrafamily offense" as defined in section
16-1001(5).".
(2) A new subsection (a-1) is added to read as follows:

"(a-1) For the purposes of this section, if the judicial officer finds
by a preponderance of evidence that a contestant for custody has
committed an intrafamily offense, any determination that custody or
visitation is to be granted to the abusive parent shall be supported by
a written statement by the judicial officer specifying factors and findings
which support that determination. In determining visitation
arrangements, if the judicial officer finds that an intrafamily offense has
occurred, the judicial officer shall only award visitation if the judicial
officer finds that the child and custodial parent can be adequately
protected from harm inflicted by the other party. The party found to
have committed an intrafamily offense has the burden of proving that
visitation will not endanger the child or significantly impair the child's
emotional development.".

(¢) Section 16-1005 is amended by adding a new subsection (c-1)
to read as follows:

"(c-1) For the purposes of subsection (c)(6) and (7) of this
section, if the judicial officer finds by a preponderance of evidence that
a contestant for custody has committed an intrafamily offense, any
determination that custody or visitation is to be granted to the abusive
parent shall be supported by a written statement by the judicial officer
specifying factors and findings which support that determination. In
determining visitation arrangements, if the judicial officer finds that an
intrafamily offense has occurred, the judicial officer shall only award
visitation if the judicial officer finds that the child and custodial parent
can be adequately protected from harm inflicted by the other party.
The party found to have committed an intrafamily offense has the burden
of proving that visitation will not endanger the child or significantly
impair the child's emotional development.".

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect after a 30-day period of
Congressional review following approval by the Mayor (or in the event
of veto by the Mayor, action by the Council of the District of Columbia
to override the veto) as provided in section 602(c)(1l) of the District of
Columbia Self-Government and Governmental Reorganization Act,
approved December 24, 1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Code § 1-233(c)(1)),

Section
6-1005
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and publication in either the District of Columbia Register, the District

of Columbia Statutes-at-Large, or the District of Columbia Municipal
Regulations.

Council of the District of Columbia

@z@@

Mayor
District of Columbla

APPROVED: July 8, 1994
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