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tJ Cynthia A. Rice 11/19/97 06:00:55 PM 

Record Type: Record 

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPD/EOP, Diana FortunalOPD/EOP, Andrea Kane/OPD/EOP 

cc: 
Subject: Welfare and domestic violence update 

HHS today held a meeting with domestic violence advocates regarding the regulation and they said 
it was generally well received, although the advocates of course want to review the details. Our 
friend Pat Reuse of the NOW Legal Defense Fund was there and apparently saw some merit to our 
structure. By contrast, Senator Murra 's staff was s iI . at Monday's briefing of 
HI staff, althoug thinks that won us oints ns. Per our earlier emails, 
I will put last wee s wee y report summary on the "hot issues" sheet for the President's trip to 
Washington this weekend. 

On a related matter, Bonnie Campbell of DOJ's Violence Against Women office is speaking at 
SUNY Stonybrook on Friday, and I've faxed her our summaries so she can be on message. 



tJ Cynthia A. Rice 10/22/9705:27:09 PM 

Record Type: Record 

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPD/EOP 

ee: Diana Fortuna/OPD/EOP 
Subject: letter to MurrayIWelistone 

I have not yet persuaded OMB not to respond to this old letter from Murray and Wellstone, but I'm 
still trying. I'm now trying to get Sally Katzen's shop to object since the reg is under review. 
They've asked me to revise their draft letter which is awful. 

-----.-------.------.- Forwarded by Cynthia A. Rice/OPD/EOP on 10/22/97 05:28 PM ---------------------------
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Record 

To: Cynthia A. Riee/OPD/EOP 

cc: 
Subject: letter to Murray/Wellstone 

Cynthia, the Director wants to respond to the Senators. I have watered this down to say almost 
nothing. How does this look? If there is a particular sentence that is of concern to you, please let 
me know if you could suggest a modification. thanks 

Dear: 

Thank you for sharing your views on the Wellstone/Murray Family Violence Option 
provision that was contained in the Senate-passed budget reconciliation bill. The provisions 
would have given states discretion to issue temporary waivers from various requirements in 
their welfare plans to victims of domestic violence. 

The Balanced Budget Act of 1997 (BBA) was the result of a long process of bipartisan 
negotiations. The final legislation contained language requiring a study of the effect of family 
violence on contributing to the use of welfare programs. Recognizing that your concern was 
resolved in a manner different than you had hoped for, we must emphasize that the final bill 
viewed as a whole represents bipartisan consensus, which balances the budget and cuts taxes 
for middle class families, while protecting important priorities such as education and children's 
health care. 



As you know, there are ongoing efforts to address this concern as a part of the Labor, 
Health and Human Services fiscal year 1998 appropriations bill. 
J.s yay aR~ I BaY8 dis.YESGS; '''8 share yeyc g,QaJ gf FGRRittiRg states Ie gFaat temperary 

urai"81=S ;':Qm tRe 1"9" .. des aRd time limits to lfi.tiaui of dQAtesti. "ioleAce We share 
concerns that you have in this area and believe that the regulation nearing completion at the 
Department of Health and Human Services will g9 a 19R9 "'a~' t9 address some of them. 
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Record Type: Record 

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPO/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPO/EOP, Diana Fortuna/OPO/EOP 

cc: 
Subject: Update from Barry re: Labor·HHS/Murray 

---------------------- Forwarded by Cynthia A. Rice/OPD/EOP on 10/24/9701 :53 PM ---------------------------

~·"vv",,' I::B ' i , 

r"""':" hiP !-L '(£~ Barry White 
~.. 10/24/9701:14:36 PM 

? 

Record Type: Record 

To: Cynthia A. Rice/OPO/EOP 

cc: Lisa M. Kountoupes/OMB/EOP, Keith J. Fontenot/OMB/EO?, Anil Kakani/OMB/EOP 
Subject: Re: Has anything happened in Labor-HHS re: Murray? IfI 

I haven't been able to raise Chow yet, but here's what I'm told by House Democratic staff. 

Murray continues to hold out for her language in the bill itself, not the report. Obey spoke in 
support of her. Republican members opposed. Senate Republican staff have been told to try to 
craft something "narrower" that might be considered. House D staff don't know what that might 
be, nor are they being asked to participate. 

They don't think a bill language provision can make it through. They have been talked to by 
Murray staff In a manner similar to the treatment we got. 



" 
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MEMORANDUM FOR ERSKINE BOWLES 

FROM: Franklin Raines and Bruce Reed 

SUBJECT: Domestic Violence Waivers 

Despite our many efforts we have been unable to persuade Senator Murray to 
embrace our approach on welfare reform and domestic violence. We recommend 
against supporting her proposal in the Labor-HHS conference given that it is at 
odds with our policy. We believe the issue would be better addressed through 
regulation; Secretary Shalala strongly agrees. This memo provides talking points 
describing our position and provides a brief comparison of the domestic violence 
amendment offered by Senator Murray and the HHS regulations currently under 
review. 

Talking Points 

• We share Senator Murray's goal of allowing states to grant temporary 
waivers from welfare reform rules to victims of domestic violence while 
ensuring that these women receive the services they need to become 
self-sufficient. 

• We disagree with Senator Murray about how best to achieve these goals. 
We believe Senator Murray's proposal would allow states to largely escape 
the new welfare law's work rules and time limits while failing to provide 
victims of domestic violence with the services they need to get on the road 
to self-sufficiency. 

• We support a policy that will encourage states to provide temporary waivers 
to victims of domestic violence and require that they provide services to 
these women while maintaining the welfare law's strong work focus. 

Background 

Senator Murray has long advocated a proposal that would exclude victims of 
domestic violence from the welfare work requirements and time limits. The Senate 
adopted her amendment as part of the Senate Labor-HHS bill, which is now in 
conference. Senator Murray's proposal has passed the Senate several times, but 
has always been dropped in conference. Our Statement of Administration Policy on 
the Labor-HHS bill does not mention her amendment. Senator Murray has long 
been aware that both the DPC and HHS have serious reservations about her 
approach to this issue. 

Currently, states can exempt victims of domestic violence from work 

Page 1JI 
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requirements and time limits, so long as they put 30 percent of their overall 
caseload to work and enforce the time limit for 80 percent of their caseload. 
Senator Murray's approach would change the law by allowing states to grant 
exemptions to these women wholly independently of the overall work and time 
requirements. This approach would significantly weaken the welfare law's 
emphasis on work: for example, if 15 percent of the caseload were granted 
domestic violence waivers, then only 15 percent of the total caseload would have 
to work. At the same time, Senator Murray's proposal would do nothing to ensure 
that victims of domestic violence actually get the intensive assistance they need to 
become self sufficient; indeed, the proposal might well lead states to wholly ignore 
these women. 

DPC, OMS, and HHS believe there is a better way to meet our and Senator 
Murray's joint goals, although Senator Murray strongly disagrees. We have been 
working on regulations clarifying that HHS will not subject states to penalties if 
they fail to meet the work rates because they have exempted victims of domestic 
violence, so long as their exemptions are temporary and the state also provides 
services to help these women become self-sufficient. In particular, the proposed 
regulation will: 

• Ensure that domestic violence waivers (1) are based on an individualized 
assessment, 
(2) have limited duration and (3) are accompanied by an appropriate services 
plan designed to provide safety and lead to work. These provisions would 
help ensure that victims of domestic violence get the assistance they need 
and that states grant waivers only for individuals who need them. 

• Excuse states from a penalty for failing to meet its work participation rate if 
the state meets the rate for the part of its TANF population that has not been 
granted domestic violence waivers. 

(Within the Administration there is still some dispute between us and HHS over 
excusing states that grant domestic violence waivers from the 5-year time limit as 
well as from work requirements. We are currently discussing middle ground 
positions and hope to work through this dispute at the staff leveL) 

Soth OMS and DPC believe that the proposed rule we are working on with HHS will 
result in a fair policy which balances our goals of protecting victims of domestic 
violence and ensuring the strong work focus of welfare reform. We believe it is 
critical that real services be provided to victims of domestic violence and that 
states not be penalized for providing these specialized services, but also that states 
not be given loopholes to escape work requirements or time limits. 

Despite our efforts to address Senator Murray's concerns, we do not expect that 
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she will be satisfied with any proposal that falls short of her amendment. 
However, based on HHS consultation with outside groups during the regulation 
development process, we do believe that many women's advocates will understand 
how much our proposal does to help victims of domestic violence. 

Page 3] 
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Record Type: Record 

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPD/EOP, Diana Fortuna/OPD/EOP 

cc: Anil Kakani/OMB/EOP, Laura Emmett/WHO/EOP 
Subject: Revised Murray Language 

Ann Grady/Senator Murray has some revised statutory language -- I think as a result of our 
conference call -- which she faxed to Mary Bourdette and may be offering in the Labor-HHS 
conference tonight. It is an attempt to come closer to us, but it doesn't quite do the trick. Here's 
how it seems to work: 

1) States can grant as many domestic violence waivers as they want (current law); 

2) Individuals with waivers are not counted in the work participation or time limit calculation 
(same as Murray's prior proposal); 

3) If a state would have failed the participation rate or time limits but for step #2, then the 
Secretary may review the waivers granted by the state and may "revoke any waivers" that the 
"Secretary finds were not granted in good faith." Presumably this "revocation" puts those 
individuals back in the calculation. 

Problems I see: 
a) The Secretary doesn't have the authority to revoke the waivers granted to 

individuals .... and thus they wouldn't be put back in the calculation .... so the mechanism doesn't 
quite work here. _ 

b) The burden of proof has shifted somewhat: here, the Secretary finds "bad faith waivers" 
in order to increase the participation rate, rather than lowering the participation rate for waivers 
granted appropriately. 

c) Waivers don't have to include services, or be temporary, or be granted based on an 
individual assessment, i.e., to people who really need them. 

Anil, I'll fax you a copy. 



Domestic Violence 

The Administration firmly supports welfare reform that: 

~ protects victims of domestic violence and encourages States to adopt the Family 
Violence Option (FVO). 

promotes work and ensures that states meet the work participation rates (which require 
that 30% of States' adult caseload participate in work activities in FY 98, rising to 
50% by FY 2002.) . 

provides assistance to needy families on a temporary basis and ensures that states meet 
five year time limits on federal assistance (for 80% of their case1oad). 

~ provides states with broad flexibility to design welfare programs, while holding them 
accountable for meeting critical work and time limit provisions. 

Since the enactment of the historic welfare reform legislation, the Administration has worked 
with federal, state and local officials. experts and advocates, including domestic violence 
advocates, all around the country to develop policies to ensure that the new legislation is 
implemented in a manner that is consistent with the above goals. The development of 
policies to strictly enforce the work and time limit provisions and to give states incentives to 
implement the Family Violence Option was an especially important challenge. 

The Administration does not support the Murray amendment because it allows States to . 
exclude victims of domestic violence in calculating work rates and time limit exceptions and 
fails to require States to grant waivers that are temporary, based on individualized assessment 
and include services. 

The Administration does support a policy that: 

~ requires States to include' victims of domestic violence in the calculations of their . 
work participation rates and the time limit exceptions. 

~ endorses the Family Violence Option and clearly advises states that temporary 
waivers from program requirements may be granted to victims of domestic violence. 

~ authorizes HHS to excuse States that ado~ the FVO from fmancial penalties 
when their failure to meet work and, at least in some circumstances, time limit 
requirements is attributable to the granting of domestic ,,;olence waivers that are based 
on individual assessments. are temporary, and include individualized safety and service 
plans. 

By allowing States this critical protection from financial penalties, we believe that the policy 
encourages States to adopt the Family Violence Option (22 States have adopted the PYO to 
date) and gives them a strong incentive to provide appropriate services to protect the safety of 
victims and prepare them for work. At the same time, this policy holds States accountable for 
meeting the tough work participation rate and time limit provisions in the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996. 



10-29-1997 10,55AM FROM MARY BOURDETTE 96905750 

: Provided funher. That, notwilhstaDdini any other provision of: law. for fiscal year 1998. 

an adult recipient of benefits under title tv -A of 1he Social Security Act who is a victim of 

severe abuse and has been medically.proven to be incapacitated for a period of 30 or more days 

shall not be included for purposes of detennining a State's compliance with the partic;ipation rate 

requirements ser forth in section 407. for putpOSeS of applying The li.m.itation described in section 

408(a)(7)(C)(ii). or for pu:poscs of detcnnining whether to impose a penalty under paragraph 

(3). (5). or (9) of section 409(a) of such Act 

P.2 
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FlUE NO. 542 10~30 "57 15:43 ID: 

Compromise l!\Ilguagc to Mumty amendment. 

During Federal tiscal year t 998, and adult victim of d 
defined in sec 40 1 (a)(7)(B) ofthe Social Security Ac all not for purpOSCIl 
of section 401 of the SSA be treated as recipient of as Istance under the 
state program funded under part A of title rv of the S" ial Security Act. 

~ ~Ol(Ak. ... 
PO hc-e. 

s 
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FROM MARY 9OU~TTE 96905750 

Domestic Violence 

The Administration firmly supports welfare reform that: 

P.2 
W'Il--.l~ h<.. V;~t!.t.tLA-

• protects victims of domestic violence and encourages States to adopt the Family 
Violence Option (FVO), 

promotes work and ensures that states meet the work participation rates (which require 
that 30% of States' adult caseload participate in work activities In FY 98, rising to 
50% by FY 2002.) 

provides assistance to needy families on a temporary basis and ensures that states meet 
five year time limits on federal assiStance (for 80% of their caseload). 

• provides states with broad flexibility to design welfare programs, while holding them 
accountable for meeting critical work and time limit provisions, 

Since the enactment of the historic welfare reform legislation, the Administration has worked 
with federal, state and local officials, experts and advocates, including domestic violence 
advocates, all around the country to develop policies to ensure that the new legislation is 
implemented in a marmer that is consistent with the above goals. The development of 
policies to strictly enforce the work and time limit provisions and to give states incentives to 
implement the Family Violence Option was an especially important challenge. 

The Administration believes that this challenge can be met with a policy that: 

• requires States to include victims of domestic violence in the calculations of their 
work partiCipation rates and the time limit exceptions. 

• endorses the Family Violence Option and clearly advises states that temporary 
waivers from program requirements may be granted to victims of domestic violence. 

• clearly protects States that adopt the FVO from financial penalties when their failure 
to meet work and time limit requirements is attributable to the granting of domestic 
violence waivers that are based on individual assessments, are temporary, and incl ude 
individualized safety and service plans. 

By allowing States this critical protection from financial penalties, we believe that the policy 
encourages States to adopt the Family Violence Option (nearly 30 States have adopted the 
FVO to date) and gives them a strong incentive to provide appropriate services to protect the 
safety of victims and prepare them for work. At the same time, this policy holds States 
accountable for meeting the tough work participation rate and time limit provisions in the 
Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996. 
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Record Type: Record 

To: Jason S. Goldberg/WHO/EOP 

cc: 
Subject: Follow up on EB notes 

In response to EB's notes in the last few days: 

1, Wofford memo re AmeriCorps: Sylvia and I have discussed this memo, and recommend that the 
President do a service-related event around Thanksgiving -- perhaps a radio address announcing 
legislation to reauthorize AmeriCorps, OPC staff is in regular touch with Wofford and his staff, and 
we'll work it out with them. 

2, Letter from safety advocates on airbags: At EB's request, we have been working with 
Kempthorne and NHTSA on a more acceptable compromise on crash testing and airbags, We 
appear to have succeeded in getting Kempthorne to modify his amendment in a way that satisfies 
NHTSA's and the Administration's concerns. It is not clear whether that will be enough to satisfy 
Joan Claybrook (who sent the letter you forwarded to me), but we're better off than we were, 

3. Sen. Murray follow-up: We put an item on this in our Oct 9. weekly, which you should have. In 
brief, OPC and OMB explained the approach HHS will take on domestic violence and welfare reform 
in an upcoming regulation, and suggested language to Murray's staff. (The HHS approach gives 
states the ability to offer good cause exemptions for victims of domestic violence, but requires the 
states to provide them with services and doesn't gut the work requirements.) Murray wasn't 
satisfied with the Administration's approach, and may try to insist on her amendment, which is 
unacceptable to the House (HHS, OPC, and OMB don't like her approach either). Harkin may 
propose a compromise which explicitly calls on HHS to regulate on this matter, which we would 
welcome -- but that may not be enough for Murray. We'll keep you posted. 
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SEC. __ .• PRO'J1CcnN'G VICTDIS OF FAMILY VIOLE NCR. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Co.ngress finds that-

(1) the intent of Congress in amending parl A 

of title IV of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 601 

et seq.) in section 103(110) of the Personal Respon­

sibility and Work Opportmrity Reoonciliation Act of 

1996 (Public Law 104-193; 110 Stat 2112) was to 

allow States to take·into account the effects of the 

epidemic of domestic -violence in establishing their 

welfare programs, by giving States the f1mbility to 

gTB.nt iIldividuel, temporaxy waivers for good cause 

to victims of domestiC violence who meet the criteria 

lISt forth in section 402(a)(7)(B) of the Social Secu­

rity Act (42 U.S.C. 602(a)(7)(B»; 

(2) the allowance of waivers under BUch sections 

was not intended to be limited by other, separate, 

and independent provisioJl5 of part A of title IV of 

the Social SeCllrity Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.); 

(3) under section 402(a)(1)(AHili) of BUch Act 

(42 U.S.C. 602(a)(7)(A)(iii», requirements under 

the temponuy assistance for needy families program 

under part A of title IV of such Act. may, for good 

cause, be waived for so long as necessazy; and 

~002 
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1 (4) good cause waivers granted pursuant to sec-

2 non 402 (a)(7)(A)(ili) of such Act (42 US.C. 

3 602(a)(7)(A)(iii)) are intended to btl temporary and 

4 directed only at particular program requirements 

5 when needed on an individual case-by·ease basis, and 

6 are intended to facilitate the ability of -victims of do-

7 mastic -violence to move forward and meet program 

8 requirements when safe and fe8S1'ble without inter-

9 ference by domestic violence. 

10 (b) Cl.t.B.I:FroA'l'ION OF W.AlVEB PltovIsroNS.-

11 (1) IN GJOO!!1UI. Section 402(a)(7) of the Bo-

. 12 cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 602(&)(7» is amended 

13 by adding at the end the following: 

14 "(e) No N'C1MJilBICAL LIMITS.-In imple-

15 mcnting this paragraph, a State sball not be 

16 subject to any nmnerioal limitation in the 

17 grantiDg of good cause waivers under subpara-

18 graph (A)(Ui). 

19 "(D) WAIVDBD INDIVIDUALS NOT IN-

20 CLUDEl> FOR PUBPOSlilS OF CEB'l'AIN O'1'HER 

21 PROVISIONS OF THIS PABT.~ individual to 

22 whom a good cause waiver of compliance with 

23 this Ant has been gre.nted in accordance with 

24 subparagraph (A)(ili) shall not be included fOl" 

25 purposes of detennining a State's compliance 

~003 
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1 with the participation rate requirements set 

2 fo.rt.b. in section 407. for purposes of applying 

3 the limitation described m section 

4 408(a)(7)(CHii). or for purposes of detenDi"jng 

5 whether to impose a penalty under pBl'Il.grIlph 

6 (3), (5). or (9) of SectiOD 409(a). 

7 "(E) Sli:CB.E'UBI6J• REVIEW.-If. but for 

8 the provisions of subp~ (D), a State 

9 would fail to comply with the participation rate 

10 requirements set forth in section 407, BJ<Ceed 

11 the· lhaitation described in section 

12 408(a)(7)(C)(ii), or have a penalty Unp06ed 

13 under paragraph (a), (5), or (9) of section 

14 409(a), the Secretary may review the good 

15 cause waivers granted by a State UDder sub· 

16 paragraph (A) (iii) to determine whether the 

17 State has granted such waivers in good faith, 

18 and may revoke a.n,y waivers that the 8ecretaJy 

19 fmds 'wan! not granted in good faith.". 

20 (2) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment made 

21 by paragraph (1) takes effect as if it had been in· 

22 eluded in the enactment of' section 108(a) of the 

23 Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Rec-

24 oncilia.tion Act of 1996 (Public Law 104-198; 110 

25 Stat. 2112). 

~UU4 
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1 (c) FEDERAL PARENT LoCATOR SEBVlCB.-

2 (1) IN GENiiBAL_-Section 453 of the Social 

3 Security Act (42 U_S.C. 653), 8& amended by see-

4 tion 5534 of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997 

5 (Public Law 105-33; 111 Stat. 627), iii amended-

6 (A) in sub&ection (b)(2)-

7 (i) in the matter preceding subpara· 

8 I!%'8ph (A), by insertiJlg "or that the 

9 health, safety, or liberty or a p&.rent or 

10 child would by unreasonably put at risk by 

11 the disclosure of such iDfonnation," before 

12 ''provided that"; 

13 (il) in subparagraph (A), by inserting 

14 ". that the health, safety, or liberty or a 

IS parent or child would by um-euonably put 

16 at risk by the disalosure of such infwma-

17 tion," before "&lid that information"; and 

18 (iii) in subparagraph (B)(H. by strik-

19 ing ''be halmful to the parent or the child" 

20 and iuaerting "place the health, safety, or 

21 liberty of a puent or child unreasonably at 

22 risk"; and 

23 (B) in subsection (e)(2), by inserting ", or 

24 to serve as the initiating court in an Ildion to 

(J 1,11,1,) 
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1 seek and order," before "against a noncusto-

2 dial" . 

3 (2) STATE PLAlJ.-Section 454(26) of the 80-

4 cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 654), as amended by 

5 section 5552 of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997 

6 (Public Law 105-33; III Stat. 635), is atnended-

7 (A) in subparagraph (0), by striking "re-

8 sult in p~oal or emotional hann to the party 

9 or the child" and inserting ''place the health, 

10 safety, or liberty of a parent or child UDre88OD-

11 ably at risk"; 

12 (B) in subparagraph (D), by striking "of 

13 domestic violence or child abuse against a party 

14 or the child and that the disclosure of such in-

IS formation could be harmful to the party or the 

16 cbild" and iDsertiDg ''that the health, safety, or 

17 libt!Irty of a parent or- cbild would be unreason-

18 ably put at risk by the disclosure of such intor--

19 mation"; and 

20 (C) in subplll'&grBph (E), by striking "of 

21 domestic violem:e" and all that follows through 

22 the semicolon and inserting ''that the health, 

23 safety, or h'berty of a.pa.rent or child would be 

24 unreasonably put at riIik by the discioSlll'e of 

25 such Worm.tion pursuant to section 453(b)(2), 
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1 the court shall determine whether disclosure to 

2 any other person or ptIl'IlODS of information ra-

3 ceived from the Secretary could place the 

4 health, safety, or liberty or a parent or child 

S unreasonably at risk (if the court determines 

6 that disclosure to any other person could be 

7 harmlal, the oourt awl its 8@lmta shall not 

8 make any such disclosure);". 

9 (3) EFFECTIVE DATJil.-The amendments made 

10 by this section shall take effect 1 day after the effec· 

11 tive date desen'bed in section 5557(a) of the Bal-

12 anced Budget Act of 1997 (Publie Law 105--a3). 

~007 
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OS/27/97 15:37 NOWLDEF ~ 4567028 NO. age 0131 

NOW Legal Defense and Education Fund 
"Defining Ilnd Defending Women', Rightsfor 27 Yellrs" 

FAX 

Date: 5127197 FaX#: 456·7028 

To: Bruce Reed . , 

From: Pat Reuss # of pages, incl. eover:---o!2 ..... _ 

Comments: 

Good news! The House's "Sense of Congress on Family Violence Option Clarifying 
. Amendment" was added unanimously to the Senate Budget Resolution ou May 21. 
Enclosed is a copy of the Congressional R~ord where Senator Domcnic:i, in a strong 
show of bi-partisan support, offered this importDnt clarification. I hope tbis belps 
HHS as it writes regulations and guides the states about this Import:Jnt clarification. 
Please let us know if there is anything more we need (0 do. ' 

-
PleAse Dote thAt 'We hllve Il new mailiDg address. but are still in OUI' Sllm" Om!;u. Thanks 

itT/lank you fa" supporting OUT work through yow generous yeor-end donatitm" 
il 1014 m. rF'rnT"if"n Wnv 
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