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lengthy debate on the subject of separation of
church and state, | do need to make some ob-
servations on that matter at this juncture. As
a Ph.D. in American History, | have taken
great pains to study our Constitution and the
writings of the Founding Fathers. There is no
question in my mind that the so-called wall
erected to separate church and state was
erected to prevent the state from interfering
with the activities of the church—not to pre-
vent the church from being involved in the ac-
tivities of the state. In other words, it is my
view that church involvement in the political
process is not something that would have
been frowned upon at all by the Founding Fa-
thers. Indeed, | would imagine that they might
be surprised if there were no such activity.

Frankly, plenty of churches on both the right
and left currently allow such activity, and that
fact raises the question of selective enforce-
ment by the IRS. If the IRS decides to step up
enforcement in this area, are we going to see
some churches lose their tax exempt status
simply because of a volunteer meeting in the
church basement? Will we see a situation
where, depending on the political party in
power at the time, harassment of churches ex-
clusively on the right or churches exclusively
on the left? If the reality is that the IRS cur-
rently looks the other way when it comes to
such minimal activity, putting a bright line test
in law for such minimal activity will put every-
one’s mind at ease and would seem reason-
able.

To address these concerns and questions,
the second part of this bill states that it is ac-
ceptable for a church to devote up to 5 per-
cent of the organization’s gross revenues to
campaign on behalf of—or in opposition to—
any political campaign or candidate for public
office. This would allow for the very limited
and modest activities given as examples
above.

Finally, | would note that the legislation con-
tains an aggregate limit which states that both
the grass roots lobbying activity and the cam-
paign activity combined cannot exceed 20 per-
cent of gross revenues.

It is my hope that this proposal will generate
broad bipartisan support, and | encourage my
colleagues to join us and cosponsor this legis-
lation.

A TRIBUTE TO THE CREW OF
SPACE SHUTTLE *CHALLENGER”

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
rise to pay tribute to the seven crew members
of the space shuttle Challenger. Ten years
ago on January 28, 1986, these brave astro-
nauts fell victim to one of our Nation’s most
horrific tragedies—the Challenger explosion.
Indeed, human space exploration is and has
always been inherently risky but this should
not deter us from reaching for the stars or
from exploring this new frontier.

Forty nine space shuttle missions have
been succssfully completed since 1986. The
safety features of the space shuttle have im-
proved substantially since the Challenger trag-
edy. It is possible, NASA officials believe, that
if a similar accident happened today, crew
members could escape with their own oxygen
supply and parachutes.
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A healthy shuttle program is fundamental to
construction of the international space sta-
tion—starting in late 1997, which will be the
basis of further human exploration of Mars
and beyond. NASA plans to launch 26 shuttle
flights between 1997 and 2002 to help assem-
ble this station. Additionally, a preliminary plan
designed by NASA and the Russian Space
Agency envisions using the space shuttle to
deliver Russian hardware to resupply the orbit-
ing Mir station. Therefore, the space shuttle
program will be instrumental in the enhance-
ment of international cooperation, the forerun-
ner of world space. Furthermore, the reusable
space shuttle is the way of the future for
launching commercial and military satellites.

As one of the parents of the astronauts re-
marked, he was “pleased that the crew’s foot-
steps were being followed” and “that their
hopes and dreams are marching forward.” On
the 10th anniversary of this disaster, we must
express support for the continuation of the
space exploration mission in order to truly
honor those seven brave explorers.

TRIBUTE TO GERARD KLUPP
HON. GERALD D. KLECZKA

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
pay tribute to a lifelong friend and resident of
Milwaukee, my hometown, Mr. Gerard Klupp,
as he is honored as Person of the Year by the
South Side Advancement Association at the
49th annual Lincoln Day banquet.

Jerry Klupp is devoted to his family, his
God, and his Nation. He is the proud father of
two children and grandfather of five and has
served his parish, St. Adalbert’s, in many ca-
pacities. Enlisting in the Air National Guard in
1949, Jerry was activated into the Air Force in
1951, and was honorably discharged in 1953
as a sergeant. He is currently active in his
American Legion Post and the AMVETS.

Jerry Klupp is also a successful business-
man. Working in his father’s business, Frank
J. Klupp & Sons, a construction firm, Jerry has
had a personal, hands-on influence to many
public and private projects, both big and small,
in the Milwaukee area.

Many Milwaukee civic organizations have
also been graced with Jerry’s service over the
years. Beneficiaries of Jerry’s gifts of time and
talents include the South Side Business Club,
the Milwaukee Society—Polish National Alli-
ance, the South Side Advancement Associa-
tion, and Polish Fest.

Mr. Speaker, Jerry Klupp's dedication to his
community should serve as an example to us
all.

With all of this in mind, | am pleased to
present Jerry Klupp with an American flag
which has proudly flown over our Nation's
Capitol. Keep up the good work, God Bless,
and thanks for being a model citizen, Jerry.

TELEVISION VIOLENCE
HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
insert my Washington Report for Wednesday,
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January 17, 1996 into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD:

TELEVISION VIOLENCE

Most of us have seen something offensive
on television—portrayals of casual sex, talk
shows which glorify all the wrong values, or
graphic violence. Adults can, and often do,
turn off the set in disgust; but these images
can be both powerful and confusing to chil-
dren. While many parents try to closely
monitor what their children watch, in this
age of cable television they are frequently
confounded by the proliferation of new pro-
grams.

TV has become a very strong competitor to
families, schools, and other community in-
stitutions in shaping young people’s atti-
tudes and values about acceptable behavior.
Television is cheap, accessible and conven-
ient. Most research on the effects of tele-
vision on children has centered on violent
programming. Congress has also discussed a
number of approaches to lessen TV violence.

RESEARCH

Virtually every American household has at
least one television set, and children are
among the most avid viewers. The average
pre-schooler and school-aged child watches
two to four hours of TV per day. By the time
children finish elementary school, they have
on average viewed 8,000 murders and over
100,000 additional acts of violence on tele-
vision. A 1994 report analyzed ten television
channels for 18 hours one day and found over
1,800 acts of violence—more than 10 violent
scenes per hour, per channel, all day. But
perhaps most disturbing is the finding that
TV violence is most common on Saturday
morning, when children are most likely to be
watching.

No one believes that television by itself
causes aggression, but research indicates
convincingly that violent programming con-
tributes to the problem. Most of the 1,000 or
so studies on TV violence show that it can
influence viewers of all ages and socio-
economic levels toward more violent and ag-
gressive behavior. Watching the more vio-
lent shows can easily lead a person to de-
velop an image of a mean world in which
people cannot be trusted and in which vio-
lence is commonplace, even acceptable.

WHAT CAN BE DONE

The public has increasingly demanded that
broadcasters show more restraint, but
progress was slow. The industry for many
years denied that violent programming was
harmful to children, and argued that restric-
tions could limit creativity and interfere
with First Amendment protections on free
speech. However, the four major television
networks agreed in 1993 to place parental
warnings on programs that might contain
excessive violence. In early 1994, network
and cable television executives agreed to
have their programming independently mon-
itored for two years.

Meanwhile, pressure for greater govern-
ment involvement in limiting violent pro-
gramming has also mounted. The federal
government generally has imposed only lim-
ited restrictions on the content of television
shows. The Supreme Court this month
upheld federal regulations that ban indecent
programming between 6:00 a.m. and 10:00
p.m. However, this ban has usually been en-
forced against programming which is sexu-
ally explicit or contains vulgar language—
not against violent programming.

Attention has recently focused on the so-
called ““V-chip,” which would allow parents
to block violent programming. Under this
proposal, television programs would be rated
much as movies are. These ratings would be
electronically transmitted to the V-chip, a
receptor inside the television set. Parents
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could then program their TVs not to receive
programs with certain ratings.

During consideration of a telecommuni-
cations reform bill in August 1995, | voted for
an amendment to require that all 13-inch and
larger TVs sold in the United States include
a V-chip. The measure, which was approved
by the House, would give broadcasters one
year to establish voluntary rules for rating
video programming and to begin transmit-
ting such ratings. If the industry failed to
act, the Federal Communications Commis-
sion (FCC) would develop its own guidelines.
A House-Senate conference committee has
agreed to the V-chip provisions.

Critics of the V-chip charge that it would
impose unconstitutional restrictions on TV
programming. However, the V-chip proposal
does not bar broadcasters from showing vio-
lent programs—it simply allows consumers
to regulate the reception of such programs in
their homes. Just as the system of voluntary
movie ratings has survived legal scrutiny, |
believe that the V-chip will as well.

In addition, the Chairman of the FCC has
proposed greater requirements on broad-
casters to air educational programs for chil-
dren. Some schools have also begun media
literacy programs to encourage students to
view TV more critically.

OUTLOOK

Many parents feel bombarded by ideas and
images hostile to the values they want to in-
still in their children. Television is not the
only source of trouble—music, video games,
movies, and the Internet can also be con-
duits for violence or vulgarity. But TV re-
mains by far the most influential type of
media, and how we deal with it will be in-
structive in dealing with other types.

Many questions remain: How can the V-
chip technology be made more affordable?
What distinctions should we make between
different violent images—for example, Wile
E. Coyote attacking the Road Runner vs. a
documentary on the Holocaust? How should
violence depicted on television news be
treated? Not all instances of violent pro-
gramming are necessarily inappropriate, but
we must figure out how to protect children
from violence that is clearly excessive. |
think it might help to require each broad-
caster to say when it applies to the FCC for
renewal of its license what it intends to do
for the children that it serves and how it in-
tends to discourage violence.

It is clear that there are no easy solutions
to this problem, but we cannot abandon our
children to the wasteland of television vio-
lence. | believe the V-chip can come to be an
important tool for parents to use in combat-
ting the effects of TV violence. But | do not
believe that technology will ever serve as a
substitute for the role parents play in
screening the programs their children watch
and discussing with them what they see.
Right now, violence sells. It is up to the pub-
lic to remove this perverse economic incen-
tive by voting with our feet—or more accu-
rately, with our remote controls. Without
any doubt public pressure will be more im-
portant than a federal statute to make the
purveyors of media violence display good
judgment and exercise self-restraint.

TRIBUTE TO WILLIE JULIUS
MORRISON

HON. CARRIE P. MEEK
OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to announce the retirement of Willie Ju-
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lius Morrison, assistant director Metro-Dade
Police Department. After serving 4 years in
the Air Force, on January 17, 1966 Willie Mor-
rison became a patrol officer with the public
safety department.

This was the beginning of a quick and
steady rise to leadership. In 1970 Officer Mor-
rison became Sergeant Morrison. Three years
later, he was promoted to lieutenant. By 1979
he was the police major for the north region.
In February 1980, he was designated as chief
of the newly formed special services division.

During this rapid rise within the leadership
ranks, Willie Morrison achieved several firsts.
He was the first black lieutenant in the Metro-
Dade Police Department, the first black police
major; the first black police chief; and the first
and only black assistant director within the de-
partment.

Willie Morrison has served in a variety of
professional positions and he faithfully serves
as husband and father to Rose and Julius re-
spectively.

It is important for you to know that this dis-
tinguished leader has served the Metropolitan
Dade County community well. We thank him
for 30 years of public service.

TRIBUTE TO BENJAMIN LONGMAN

HON. MARTIN OLAV SABO

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, our Nation recently
celebrated the 50th anniversary of our hard-
fought victory in World War II. During this con-
flict, many people at home and abroad made
sacrifices for their country. One of these was
my constituent, Mr. Benjamin Longman.

Mr. Longman served in World War Il as a
flight trainee and later as a flight instructor.
Due to an administrative error, however, mili-
tary records did not accurately reflect his serv-
ice until they were corrected in May of 1982.
At that time, the U.S. Air Force confirmed that
Mr. Longman did in fact serve on active mili-
tary duty in 1943.

Mr. Longman, now 82 years old, was honor-
ably discharged from military service in 1945.
As his representative in Congress, | wish to
publicly thank him for his military service to
the United States of America. All of our fellow
citizens should be grateful for his patriotism.
Mr. Speaker, | commend Benjamin Longman’s
example of service to all Members of Con-
gress and to all Americans.

ODELL JOHNSON, JR., AND HIS
COMMITMENT TO HIGHER EDU-
CATION

HON. RONALD V. DELLUMS

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
share with my colleagues the fact that Mr.
Odell Johnson, Jr., has dedicated over 25
years of committed service to the education of
Oakland and the bay area.

Odell served as Laney College president for
15 years, longer than any other president in
the history of the Peralta Community College
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District. He received his education from Fres-
no City College, St. Mary’s College, and the
California State University at Hayward. He
then became the dean of students of St.
Mary’s College and dean of instruction at the
College of Alameda.

He continued to make important contribu-
tions to increase standards for higher edu-
cation as president of Laney College, where
he oversaw the educational opportunities af-
forded to the most ethnically diverse of the
California community colleges.

Odell's many contributions as a respected
leader extend beyond the boundaries of the
bay area. They include State and national rec-
ognition for his outstanding service to higher
education. In addition to his services as an ed-
ucator, he has been active on boards in com-
munity-based organizations such as the West
Oakland Health Center, the Black Adoption
Placement and Research Center, the Oakland
Ensemble Theater, and the Bay Area Dance
Series.

QOdell also maintains a strong commitment
to assisting young people in identifying and
achieving their personal, educational, and ca-
reer goals. Through his leadership, he has as-
sisted many students in developing and under-
standing a respect and an appreciation for
people from diverse backgrounds and cul-
tures.

THE TOWING VESSEL SAFETY ACT
OF 1996

HON. PATRICK J. KENNEDY

OF RHODE ISLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 31, 1996

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today to announce the introduction of
the Towing Vessel Safety Act of 1996. This bill
was brought to the top of my legislative agen-
da due to the recent oil spill that occurred off
the coast of Rhode Island.

Almost 1 million gallons of home heating oil
spilled into our waters when the Scandia tug-
boat caught fire and caused the North Cape
barge to run aground. Sadly, this incident has
had serious environmental and economic re-
percussions in my State. Most notable is the
damage to our coastal ecosystems. Thou-
sands of lobsters and other wildlife were heav-
ily impacted by this tragedy. In all, it will take
months to remediate the damage and restore
our environment and industries like commer-
cial fishing and tourism to their full health.

The Towing Vessel Safety Act will establish
guidelines that every tugboat have naviga-
tional, fire prevention, and various other safety
provisions necessary to avoid incidents like
the one in Rhode Island. Moreover, the bill will
ensure that the master and crew of tugboats
are properly trained and licensed in the oper-
ation of the vessel and its equipment. Lastly,
the Towing Vessel Safety Act will require the
Coast Guard to make routine inspections to
guarantee that all guidelines are followed.

Mr. Speaker, | am deeply saddened by what
has happened in Rhode Island. | am hopeful,
however, that the Towing Vessel Safety Act
will be an important first step in avoiding simi-
lar tragedies.

| am looking forward to working with the
Coast Guard, the House Transportation Com-
mittee, and all my colleagues in Congress to
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