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I am in Support of this Bill on its face. I want to make sure that this Law is not misued or abused
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MCADSV Supports SB 71 (Sen. Elaine Gannon, R-De Soto) with an amendment MCADSV Priority
Legislation for 2021: SB 71The Missouri Coalition Against Domestic and Sexual Violence (MCADSV)
unites Missourians with a shared value that rape and abuse must end, and advances this through
education, alliance, research and public policy. MCADSV is a statewide membership association
comprised of approximately 120 domestic violence and sexual assault agencies. MCADSV supports SB
71 which would allow a judge to issue lifetime civil Orders of Protection against unrelenting abusers
and allow those seeking Orders of Protection to have the orders grant them legal possession and
protection of their pets from the person who has harmed them. Need for a lifetime protection order
optionSurvivors deserve safety, so we must continue to keep pace with the ways offenders find
loopholes, such as those that are remedied in SB 71. This option is critical as some abusers are
unrelenting; it is unfair and unsafe for a victim to have to repeatedly go back to court to request
needed protection. Kansas offers a lifetime option for full Orders of Protection. Missouri should offer
the same option. When an abuser is unrelenting, the burden is placed on the victim to continue to
petition the court for an Order of Protection. The abuser may avoid service so that another protection
order cannot be in effect. Or, it creates a risk for survivors as the abuser will know the victim will be in
court for the hearing. The ongoing burden, trauma, and safety risks, can be avoided by allowing a
judge the discretion to issue a lifetime order for circumstances that warrant one. Need to address
domestic violence and pet abuseAnimals are often victimized; many abusers harm or threaten to harm
pets as part of the abuse cycle. • One study found 71% of pet-owning domestic violence
survivors reported pet abuse.• Another study found 89% of pet-owning survivors reported
animal maltreatment by the abuser during the relationship.• Survivors whose pets experienced
abuse reported significantly higher rates of physical and sexual violence than survivors whose pets
did not experience abuse.Domestic violence survivors are hesitant to leave an abusive household
without their pets.• They may fear further harm to the pet.• The pet may be a primary source of
emotional security and comfort. • Survivors frequently cited fears of companion animal injury or
death as a barrier to escape.Animal abuse is a frequent tool used by abusers to retaliate against
survivor actions.• “On one occasion, because I would not give him the grocery receipt, he went
to grab the bird and was plucking feathers, one by one, until I gave him the receipt.”• Tactics
include threatening to get rid of a pet (65%), refusing to give a pet food or water (40%), or killing a pet
(15%).Thirty-five states allow judges to include companion animals on protection orders issued.
Among these thirty-five are five of the eight states that border Missouri (Iowa, Illinois, Tennessee,
Arkansas, and Oklahoma). All adult and child, ex parte and full Orders of Protection would include
specific provisions in the orders allowing a judge to grant a petitioner possession and control of pets.



SB 71 also would allow the court to order payments to the petitioner for medical costs for a pet abused
by the respondent.MCADSV seeks a House Committee Substitute for SB 71. Here’s a brief explanation
of the proposed amendments, by subsection: 1. 455.010.1(1): The amendment is grammatical to
make clear in the statutes the process of obtaining an order of protection, after a hearing, that could
last for longer than one year (up to 10 years). a. This amendment restructures the sentence that
contains the new language—putting current law at the beginning of the sentence, and the new
language at the end of the sentence. This makes the process clearer for the court to issue longer-
duration protection orders. 2. 455.010.1(2): The amendments don’t change the content of what
was perfected and passed in the House—they make the content clearer by revised sentence
structure.a. This amendment clarifies the process for: i. obtaining a renewal of an Order of
Protection after a hearing, ii. allowing judges to issue longer-lasting renewals, after a
hearing, that can range from 180 days to one year, or, if the judge determines serious danger exists, for
two years to the lifetime of the respondentiii. the documentation required of a judge to renew an
order that is in effect for two years to the lifetime of the respondent.  3. 455.010.1(3): These
amendments are technical to delete the current law’s process for protection order renewal hearings,
which are addressed in the new process in Section 455.010.1(2).a. This amendment deletes
the duplicative first and third sentences of subsection (3), retaining existing law in subsection (3) that:i.

Allows Orders of Protection to be continued in effect if a renewal hearing can’t be held
before the order expires;ii. Allows Orders of Protection to be renewed without requiring a
new and subsequent act of domestic violence, stalking or sexual assault. and that clarifies that
additional abuse isn’t required for renewal of orders.Although MCADSV staff are not there in-person,
please do not hesitate to contact us if you have questions. Research citations available upon request.


