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and only National Association of Realtors’ Life-
time Realtor Certified Executive designation.

In recognition of these contributions made to
his country, California and the local Sac-
ramento community, I ask my colleagues to
join me in saluting James G. Sandman and
wishing both he and his wife, Barbara, luck
and happiness in their retirement.
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TRIBUTE TO LOS ANGELES CITY
COUNCILMAN MARVIN BRAUDE

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, March 4, 1997

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in recognizing the extraor-
dinary career of Los Angeles City Councilman
Marvin Braude. After 32 years of dedicated
service, Councilman Braude will soon return to
private life. The city’s 11th district, which he
has so capably served, overlaps my own dis-
trict, and includes communities such as Pacific
Palisades, Brentwood, and West Los Angeles.

During his eight terms in office, Councilman
Braude has been a champion of the environ-
ment, a crusader for government efficiency,
and a source of wisdom in the development of
local public policy. As an elected official, he
has been a true renaissance man, at various
times in his career serving as chair of the
city’s Finance and Revenue Committee, the
Environmental Quality and Waste Manage-
ment Committee, and the Public Safety Com-
mittee. He has also helped formulate city pol-
icy in information technology, public works,
and zoning, and land use issues.

A lifelong conservationist and ardent bicy-
clist, Councilman Braude’s leadership made
possible the creation of a 50,000-acre public
park within the city’s limits in the Santa
Monica Mountains. This area has been des-
ignated as permanent recreational open space
and is a beautiful natural oasis within the city’s
borders.

Councilman Braude’s legislative accomplish-
ments have included authorship of the city’s
pioneering ordinances to protect nonsmokers
from secondhand tobacco smoke. He has
been honored for his work by the American
Cancer Society, the American Lung Associa-
tion, the League of California Cities, and the
California Department of Health Services.

Councilman Braude has also had extraor-
dinary success in sponsoring ballot measures
to limit commercial density and to prohibit oil
drilling along the city’s pristine beaches. In ad-
dition, he has been the city council’s leader in
opening city government to the public and en-
couraging the participation of all citizens. And,
he increased government accountability by
creating the zero-based budgeting process
that is now used as a management model by
many municipalities.

Councilman Braude’s commitment to the en-
vironment includes serving on the governing
board of the South Coast Air Quality Manage-
ment District, helping to clean the air for
12,000,000 people in southern California. he is
also the city’s strongest advocate of electric
vehicle technology and is helping to bring the
entire automotive industry into the future by
making the city of Los Angeles a friendly envi-
ronment for electric vehicles.

Like many of our colleagues, Councilman
Braude came to government from the private
sector. he founded Capital for Small Business
in Los Angeles, and was a founding member
of the board of directors of Scientific Data
Systems, which later became the computer di-
vision of Xerox Corp.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you and my colleagues
to join me in honoring Councilman Braude for
his full and fruitful career in public service, and
in wishing him continued happiness and suc-
cess in all future endeavors.
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Tuesday, March 4, 1997

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today, I intro-
duce the Officer Brian Gibson Tax Free Pen-
sion Equity Act of 1997, a bill which will allow
the survivors of a Federal or local law enforce-
ment officer killed in the line of duty to receive
that officer’s pension tax free.

This legislation bears the name of Officer
Brian Gibson, a brave police officer, a hero
recognized as a model by his peers, an exam-
ple for all who wear a police officer’s badge
anywhere, and a District of Columbia resident
who was laid to rest on February 10 after
being fatally shot in the line of duty. Officer
Gibson was a devoted family man who left a
wife, Mrs. Tracie Gibson, and two children. He
graduated from H.D. Woodson High School in
the District. Officer Gibson was a family man
devoted to his wife, his children, his family, his
community, his city, and his Police Depart-
ment. I name this bill for Officer Gibson to
help us remember him and all officers who die
in the line of duty, and to help young men un-
derstand the meaning of courage, manhood,
service, and family.

Current Federal tax law allows officers who
retire on disability to collect disability pay-
ments tax free. However, Officer Gibson’s
family must pay taxes on the survivor benefits
of his pension. This disparate tax treatment is
unfair because whether an officer retires on
disability or is killed, that officer’s family loses
a wage earner, and in many instances, the
family’s sole wage earner.

This bill is retroactive to taxable year 1997
to enable Officer Gibson’s young family and
the survivors of other officers killed in the line
of duty in 1997 to begin receiving their survi-
vor benefits free of Federal income taxation.
For the average officer’s family, this bill could
mean 28 percent more money in survivor ben-
efits. The police families who have lost their
loved ones in police service have lost the irre-
placeable. I urge my colleagues to support the
Officer Brian Gibson Tax Free Pension Equity
Act and afford the families of our slain law en-
forcement officers the same tax free treatment
in survivor benefits we have already granted
to officers who retire on disability.

BILL TO ENCOURAGE THE IM-
PROVEMENT OF TV RATINGS
MARCH 4, 1997
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OF MASSACHUSETTS
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Tuesday, March 4, 1997

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, today, I am in-
troducing a bill, along with Representatives
BURTON, SPRATT, MORAN, and others, to en-
courage the television industry to add content
labels to the age-based TV ratings. Additional
original cosponsors of ‘‘The Children’s Protec-
tion from Violent Programming Act’’ include
Representatives GREENWOOD, KLINK,
POSHARD, KENNEDY, J., TAUSCHER, DEFAZIO,
HINCHEY, FILNER, and HOOLEY.

The ratings system proposed by the TV in-
dustry last December has proved to be inad-
equate. It fails to inform parents of objection-
able content, and it frustrates the use of block-
ing categories because they are so broad as
to be useless. The V-chip law was intended to
give parents the ability to block shows on the
basis of violent, sexual, or profane content. In-
stead, the ‘‘V’’ for violence disappeared into
the industry committee that developed the rat-
ings system and has not been sighted since.
We need to return to a content-based system.

This point has been made to the industry in
every conceivable way—in private meetings,
in academic research, in focus groups, in
newspaper editorials—yet the industry contin-
ues to turn a deaf ear, sticking stubbornly to
a system that is convenient for the industry,
but condescending and contradictory to par-
ents.

After all, who is raising our kids? Not Holly-
wood, not the broadcasters, not the cable in-
dustry. Parents, not corporations, are raising
our kids. If we don’t listen to them, the system
is indeed a mess.

The system is condescending because it
tells parents that ‘‘Hollywood knows best’’, that
some industrial Big Brother will decide wheth-
er a show is appropriate for your child’s age
group. Parents don’t want this decision left to
a corporate executive. We have left the era of
‘‘Leave It To Beaver’’ and entered the era of
‘‘Beavis and Butthead.’’ Instead of three chan-
nels, we have dozens, with more coming
through the miracle of digital compression,
satellites, and telecomputers. Today’s parents
want specific information about the level of
violent or sexual material distributed in the
form of entertainment to their home, so that
they can decide for themselves what is appro-
priate for their own children to see on their
own family TV set.

The system is contradictory because, on the
one hand, it requires an executive to examine
the show for the level of violence, sex, or lan-
guage, but on the other hand, it denies that in-
formation to parents. Instead, everyone is
asked to engage in a game of ratings Hide-
and-Go-Seek where the executive disguises
what he knows by throwing it into a giant cat-
egory called ‘‘TV–PG’’.

In fact, an estimated two-thirds to three-
quarters of all television programming is being
tossed into this Black Hole called ‘‘TV–PG.’’
What at first blush appears to be a six cat-
egory system is, for most purposes, just this
one category. It swallows up material that
ranges across the entire spectrum of TV pro-
gramming, from mild to graphic, from silly to
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sick, from profound to profane. The clips that
you will be shown today by the organization
Children NOW make this point very well. ‘‘TV–
PG’’ has, unfortunately, come to stand for
‘‘Too Vague—Parents Give Up.’’ This is the
core of the problem. This is the reality that the
industry has, so far, refused to face.

Clearly, parents want and deserve more in-
formation than they are getting from these
general age-based icons. The head of one of
our Nation’s largest broadcasting undertaking,
Mr. Earvin Duggan of the Public Broadcasting
System, put it well in his recent letter to the
committee:

‘‘We who serve the television audiences
should provide more information about pro-
gram content rather than less. The ratings
system recently adopted by commercial broad-
casters and cable is, in our judgment, to a
vague, imprecise and grudging in the informa-
tion it provides.’’

Fortunately, we do not need to reinvent the
ratings wheel. The industry’s proposal can be
made acceptable to most critics by simply
adding content descriptors to the age-based
icons. ‘‘TV–PG’’ would become ‘‘PG–V’’, with
the ‘‘V’’ indicating violence. Such content-
descriptors are already widely used by the
American cable industry in the HBO–
Showtime system. We already have more than
3 years of experience with this system on
three major cable networks, and more than a
decade of experience on HBO. The president
of Showtime will give testimony later today
about the positive reaction to this system, both
by his subscribers and by the employees who
must preview the shows, and attach the rat-
ings. This approach gives parents the informa-
tion they want and need without abandoning
the progress represented by the industry’s ef-
forts to date.

Adding content-descriptors to the industry’s
age-based icons is clearly the outline of a so-
lution. PBS is willing to do it; four cable net-
works are already doing it; it is time for every-
one to move in this direction.

Nevertheless, we must be realistic about the
industry’s intransigence. We must ask our-
selves what can be done to help parents if the
industry refuses to reconsider voluntarily its in-
effective system.

To that end, I am introducing, along with
Representative DAN BURTON and others, the
House version of Senator HOLLINGS’ bill (S.
363) to encourage, but not force, distributors
of television programming to add specific
warnings for violence to the vague age-based
ratings already proposed. The legislation does
not require content descriptors. If a broad-
caster chooses not to send them to parents,
that’s his right. But under this bill, he would no
longer be able to air that unlabeled show dur-
ing hours when children comprise a substan-
tial part of the audience. it’s his choice. If he
includes the content descriptors, he can air
the show regardless of the number of kids
who may be watching. If he doesn’t, then he
can only air the show when kids are not likely
to be watching.

We think this is a fair trade. Parents want a
content-based ratings system. Just last Satur-
day the New York Times poll concluded that
69 percent of parents support this approach.

There is no guarantee that parents will use
the system, but there is a much greater likeli-
hood they will use it if they have a clear warn-
ing of content that might harm their kids. And
only through such ratings will parents be given

reasonable options for blocking out the harm-
ful programming using the V-chip.

It is my hope that the industry will, ulti-
mately, come to the realization that this ratings
system is for parents and must meet their
needs. Parents should also register their con-
cerns by writing the Federal Communications
Commission. The FCC record is open for ini-
tial public comment until April 8, and the FCC
Chairman has announced his intention to hold
a hearing at the Commission sometime after
that. The introduction of this legislation should
help to focus attention on the importance of
this decision and hasten the day when the
pleas of parents are finally heard.
f
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Tuesday, March 4, 1997

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing legislation repealing a defect in current
Medicare law which often causes beneficiaries
seeking chiropractic treatment under the Medi-
care Program to be subjected to unnecessary
x rays exposure. The heart of the problem,
which my legislation seeks to correct, arises
from current law which requires a diagnostic x
ray to be taken before a beneficiary can be
provided with chiropractic manual manipulation
benefits under Medicare. Frequently, x rays
are a useful and valid diagnostic tool properly
utilized by doctors of chiropractic. However,
the existing statutory requirement that, in
every instance, a diagnostic x ray be taken
before chiropractic services can be provided
as a benefit under Medicare is clearly arbitrary
and unnecessary.

According to the American Chiropractic As-
sociation [ACA] and ACA College of Radiol-
ogy, there is no medical justification for a blan-
ket requirement that all beneficiaries seeking
chiropractic care under Medicare must first un-
dergo a diagnostic x ray. While in many in-
stances x rays are clinically justified, all re-
sponsible health authorities agree, that diag-
nostic x rays are warranted only when, in the
assessment of the treating health provider,
they provide a direct clinical benefit to the pa-
tient.

I for one, find it totally unacceptable that we,
as responsible Members of Congress, would
allow the continuance of an artificial statutory
requirement that results in the continued un-
necessary x ray exposure of Medicare pa-
tients. I am confident, that any of my col-
leagues that examine this issue will conclude,
as have I, that requiring an x ray as a pre-
requisite to reimbursement is bad public policy
for which there is no real justification.

This is not just my opinion, but it is also the
opinion of senior officials in the Health Care
Financing Administration [HCFA] and the De-
partment of Health and Human Services
[HHS] who have studied this issue in detail.
As many of my colleagues know, the ACA and
various Members of Congress have, over the
past 2 years in particular, talked with the Ad-
ministration regarding a variety of chiropractic-
related issues. As a result of those discus-
sions and inquiries, the mandatory x ray re-
quirement issue has been closely examined
by HCFA and HHS, I am pleased to say that
as part of this fiscal year 1998 budget pro-

posal, President Clinton has included a spe-
cific legislative provision which would abolish
this requirement.

Specifically, the proposal I am introducing
today, would strike for the physician definition
portion of the existing statute describing the
chiropractic Medicare benefit [Section
1861(r)(5), Social Security Act], the words
‘‘demonstrated by x-ray to exist’’.

Also, I would note, the existing x ray re-
quirement is a barrier to beneficiary access to
chiropractic care which places an undue finan-
cial burden on beneficiaries who must often
pay for the required x ray out-of-pocket. Chiro-
practic care is a proven and effective treat-
ment for spinal related maladies including low-
back pain. It is a nonsurgical and nondrug
form of health care which often substitutes for
more expensive forms of care, including sur-
gery. It only makes sense to encourage ac-
cess to chiropractic care and remove those
barriers which exist in current law.

In conclusion, I am confident this proposal,
which is first and foremost a matter of public
health and safety, will enjoy bipartisan support
in this Congress. I urge my colleagues to act
quickly to ensure the incorporation of this long
overdue proposal into Medicare reform legisla-
tion which may be approved in this Congress.
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Tuesday, March 4, 1997
Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, it gives me

great pleasure to rise today to salute Dr. Lloyd
Thomas Koritz, an exemplary physician and a
man who has done so much to help in the ad-
vancement of medicine. Dr. Koritz has served
for more than 40 years as a physician in Ro-
chelle, IL. As a physician-volunteer in numer-
ous experiments at the University of Illinois
College of Medicine in Chicago, he placed his
mind and body in the hands of research physi-
cians for dangerous experiments to advance
the health of humanity.

Dr. Koritz is responsible for a revival tech-
nique which is now an established practice
throughout the world. To find a more efficient
technique of manual resuscitation for electro-
cuted power line workers, Dr. Koritz volun-
teers. He was first anesthetized and then
placed up an erected mast to determine the
best way of getting more air in and out of the
lungs. Dr. Koritz risked his own life repeatedly
to discover which resuscitation method was
best to help save the lives of millions.

Through Dr. Koritz’s service and dedication,
a standard method of artificial respiration was
established. This method is now used through-
out the world to save lives. It has been estab-
lished for use by all health and safety institu-
tions, governmental, and military units, the
Red Cross, the Boy Scouts, and other organi-
zations concerned with health and safety.

Dr. Koritz was recognized with an award as
1 of 10 outstanding men of the United States
by the Junior Chamber of Commerce for the
courage and dedication he demonstrated in
his unselfish quest to advance science.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to salute Dr. Lloyd
Thomas Koritz. His leadership and bravery are
second to none, and I am pleased to con-
gratulate Dr. Koritz on his birthday and to wish
him many more to come.
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