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A LOOK AT SOME “LOOSE ENDS” IN THE CURRENT
CONGRESSIONAL SESSION

Partial-Birth Abortion:  The U.S. House of Representatives
recently passed another ban on partial-birth abortions.  This bill
has been written to pass Supreme Court concerns.  The
problem: The Senate majority leader Tom Daschle has the
discretion of putting this bill on the Senate calendar for a full
vote.  Some are predicting that he will not place it on the
calendar because of partisan politics.  If he refuses to place
this bill before the full Senate it will be one more time that
mostly third-trimester babies will be brutally killed after a partial
delivery will not be protected by law.  Action: Call Senator
Daschle’s office and urge him to bring this important bill to
the Senate floor for a vote.  202-224-3121

The D.C. Domestic Partners’ Amendment: This amendment
is sponsored by Rep. David Vitter (R- Louisiana) and prohibits
any funds from being used for implementation of the District of
Columbia domestic partnership act on the basis of:
• “Domestic partnerships” or “civil unions” are an extension

of marital benefits to unmarried couples (mostly same-sex
couples) in corporations and in the law.

• Consumers and taxpayers end up subsidizing unmarried
sexual relationships when companies and governments
grant benefits to unmarried partners of employees.

• Companies and governments imply that marriage is not an
institution worth encouraging or protecting, and that same-
sex couples or unmarried heterosexual couples are the
moral equivalent of married couples by implementing such
subsidies.

• All men are created equal according to the Declaration of
Independence; all behaviors are not.

On page 5 of the General Provisions of the bill, Sec. 118 it
states that no federal funds will be used to implement these
subsidies.   This vote will take place sometime in September.

The House of Worship Political Speech Protection Act:
This bill is sponsored by Rep. Walter Jones (R-North Carolina.)
The legislation would amend the Internal Revenue Code to
permit churches to participate in political campaigns without
fear of losing their tax-exempt status as long as their
participation was not too large a part of their activities.  The bill
is necessary because:
• The existing law restricts freedom of speech by threatening

to revoke the tax-exempt status of any house of worship
whose ministers dare to speak out on moral and political
questions.

• It prevents religious people from bearing witness to
injustice and stirring the consciences of the people. Had
the current tax code been in place earlier in American
history, William Lloyd Garrison could not have spoken out
against slavery nor could Martin Luther King Jr. spoken out
on the issue of civil rights.

• H.R. 2357 will liberate clergy from the muzzle imposed by
the absolute ban on all speech that may be regarded as
“political,” and thereby enable them to speak out on all vital
and moral and political questions of the day.

• It will free houses of worship from fear and anxiety and
uncertainty created by the threat that the IRS will impose
financial penalties or revoke tax-exempt status.

• It will prevent incidents like the revocation of The Church at
Pierce Creek’s tax-exempt status for criticizing then-
presidential candidate William Clinton’s stand on abortion,
homosexual rights and condom distribution in public
schools in a full-page ad in the Washington Times and
USA Today in 1992.  Subsequent to an IRS investigation
the church’s tax-exempt status was revoked in 1995.  The
church sued the IRS.  The ruling stood but the church
maintained its tax-exempt status with no punitive action.
This bill would clear up once and for all any
misunderstanding about the church’s right to speak out on
controversial issues.  David Barton, president of the
educational organization WallBuilders and author of
Original Intent: The Courts, the Constitution & Religion
states, “The Declaration of Independence talks about the
laws of nature and nature’s God.  The laws of nature’s God
are the written laws of the God who created nature, which
is the revealed Scripture.  The Founders believed it was
the duty of the government to encourage religion and
morality….”  “The church’s domain was to evangelize and
disciple people, and to handle doctrinal matters.  The state
was to bear the sword, so it did not let the church do civil
punishment.  The only prohibition on the government was
that it could not establish a national religion.”

The Interfaith Alliance, the genesis of much of the so-called
“moderate” movement in our state, has commented that this bill
should be opposed because it would “radically alter the tax
code by allowing house of worship to endorse political
candidates, lobby for legislation, create political action
committees and funnel political donations to partisan political
causes and candidates.  Currently houses of worship have an
‘absolute prohibition’ on partisan political activities.”  When one
looks back in history we learn that this prohibition against
churches did not exist until then-Senator Lyndon Johnson got a
bill through that was meant to punish one of his political
opponents and it has since been used to silence churches
throughout the land.  Our heritage is full of instances when men
of the cloth took to the pulpits and preached against important
moral issues including the necessity for a Declaration of
Independence from England.  It was the pulpits that alerted
people to the ills of society and urged them to action.

Action:  Call your representative and urge him to vote for
H.R. 2357.  Capitol Switchboard:  202-224-3121; ask for
your representative.   
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