
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE548 April 1, 1998
I want to talk today about an example of

discrimination that we witnessed in southwest-
ern Pennsylvania last year, and I want to let
the American people know about three local
men who took a stand against it at that time.
Their names are Bruce E. Dice, Esquire, Dr.
Anthony Brusca, and Wayne E. Smith, Jr.
These men risked the disapproval and ostra-
cism of their peers to battle what they per-
ceived to be a discriminatory act.

Last summer, Mr. Dice, an attorney from
Plum Borough, and Dr. Anthony Brusca, a
dentist from the nearby town of Murrysville—
both members of the Edgewood Country
Club—sponsored Mr. Edwin L. Edwards’s ap-
plication to become an associate member at
that club. Mr. Edwards is a highly respected
local businessman—the owner of a local tele-
vision station—who has attended the Edge-
wood Country Club as a guest for many years.
He also happens to be an African-American.

The Edgewood Country Club, one of the
oldest country clubs in western Pennsylvania,
at that time had no black members. Even be-
fore Mr. Edwards’s application was officially
submitted, Mr. Dice began receiving anony-
mous threatening phone calls opposed to the
admission of African-American members. Sub-
sequently, racist graffiti was written on Mr.
Dice’s locker. Despite unanimous approval by
the club’s membership committee and con-
versations with board members suggesting
that their response to Mr. Edwards’s applica-
tion would be favorable, the club’s board of di-
rectors rejected Mr. Edwards’s membership
application.

Mr. Edwards and his sponsors were sur-
prised and upset by the vote. Cases in which
the board had rejected an applicant rec-
ommended by the membership committee
were rare, if not nonexistent.

A number of people went to bat for Mr. Ed-
wards, however. Mr. Smith, for example, re-
signed from his position as vice president of
the country club’s board of directors in protest.
Mr. Dice and Dr. Brusca stood behind their
sponsorship of Mr. Edwards. The local chapter
of the NAACP threatened to boycott the coun-
try club.

As a result of these actions, the board voted
to admit Mr. Edwards. Many members of the
Edgewood Country Club have since welcomed
Mr. Edwards warmly.

Mr. Edwards’s attorney, Dwayne Woodruff,
captured the essence of the issue in a state-
ment about two of Mr. Edwards’s supporters
that could apply to any of his supporters in
this affair: ‘‘They stood up for what was right.
A lot of times that’s tough because sometimes
you’re standing by yourself.’’

All too often the fight against discrimination
is a lonely, painful experience. It is often much
easier to look away, to ignore such unpleas-
antness, or to back down in the face of open,
virulent hostility than to press ahead and con-
front these attitudes and actions. That is what
makes people who take that difficult stand so
special—and so deserving of our attention and
praise.

Mr. Speaker, I commend Mr. Dice, Dr.
Brusca, and Mr. Smith for their integrity, their
perseverance, and their strong sense of jus-
tice. If all Americans would respond in a simi-
lar manner, we could move a long way to-
wards realizing a truly just society.
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Mr. SNOWBARGER. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased that Congress is focusing attention on
reform of our campaign and election system.
There are many problems worthy of our best
efforts, and this bill contains a number of
thoughtful remedies championed by reformers
of all stripes. Among those reforms that I have
advocated are efforts to curtail illegal foreign
contributions and new restrictions that safe-
guard the paychecks of union members.
These were a part of my own campaign fi-
nance reform proposal, H.R. 3315. That is
why I am voting for the separate bills that ac-
complish these aims.

Although these are very good ideas, I am
concerned about some aspects of the bill we
consider today. Because H.R. 3485 is a com-
promise, it is weak in addressing every Mem-
ber’s ‘‘first principles’’ for campaign finance re-
form. However, I want to use this opportunity
to call attention to one issue I feel has been
most egregiously ignored.

Individual and candidate accountability is re-
quired. As I am sure all of my colleagues are
aware, Republicans and Democrats frequently
take to the floor of the House to decry the fail-
ure of one group or another to take respon-
sibility for their actions. Whether it is Repub-
licans demanding that fathers take responsibil-
ity for their children or Democrats who call on
industry to account for the impact their activi-
ties have on the environment, this principle is
regularly invoked on behalf of our constituents.
I believe it is now time for Congress to do
what it has long asked of others. We all must
assume personal responsibility for our own
campaigns.

How should we accomplish this? I believe
the first step is real punishment for candidates
and their surrogates who intentionally break
our campaign finance laws. Earlier this year I
introduced the ‘‘Fair Elections and Political Ac-
countability Act’’ (H.R. 3315) which has as its
chief aim real personal accountability. Put sim-
ply, this bill sends the bad guys directly to jail.
No more of the Faustian bargain: ‘‘Cheat to
get elected and worry about the fines later.’’
Such an environment creates a disincentive to
obey the law. My bill mandates prison terms
for intentional violations and strengthens the
enforcement powers of the Justice Department
and the Federal Election Commission. Swift
and certain criminal sanctions will make all the
other reforms work better. I asked Chairman
THOMAS to include these provisions in the
campaign reform measure reported to the
House. I am disappointed that they were omit-
ted. As long as candidates think that they can
break the law with impunity, it doesn’t matter
how many new laws and regulations we pass.
We must first address this question of ac-
countability.
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Mr. MCHALE. Mr. Speaker, it gives me great
pleasure to speak today about a favorite son
from my very own hometown. This year marks
the centenary of the birth of the noted Amer-
ican writer, Stephen Vincent Benet.

One of his friends said of him that he was
‘‘more conscious of being American than any
man I ever knew.’’ And he was certainly very
American. He did not think America was per-
fect; He strove always to heal its imperfec-
tions. But, even with its imperfections, he be-
lieved it was worth serving, as a Grail Knight
served his ideal. He thought America was the
best hope for the oppressed and downtrodden
in the history of the world. That was the ideal
he served and it is an ideal to which we
should all serve.

Benet was born July 22, 1898 in Fountain
Hill, Pennsylvania, just a few blocks from my
own birthplace. He went on to embrace and
be embraced by all of America.

His father was a distinguished Army career
officer, Colonel James Walker Benet; his
grandfather was Brigadier General Stephen
Vincent Benet. Both men made distinguished
contributions to Army Ordnance, and General
Benet was Army Chief of Ordnance for 17
years.

There is no doubt that the younger Stephen
Vincent Benet would have followed his father
and grandfather into the service if he could
have; he always called himself an Army man.
But poor eyesight and painful, progressive ar-
thritis plagued him all of his life, making mili-
tary service out of the question.

Instead, he turned to writing. When his great
Civil War epic ‘‘John Brown’s Body’’ was pub-
lished in the late 1920’s he became a national
hero and won the Pulitzer Prize. More than
600,000 copies of the book were sold in short
order.

And they were read and cherished. During
World War II a correspondent encountered an
American officer who carried ‘‘John Brown’s
Body’’ with him everywhere, even into battle.

Benet’s reputation increased among Ameri-
cans because of the short stories he pub-
lished. You have all heard of ‘‘The Devil and
Daniel Webster,’’ but there were many others.
They were carried by many of the most popu-
lar magazines of the 1920s and 1930s, and
were eagerly awaited by thousands of avid
readers.

During the 1930s he watched with dismay
the steady advances of Nazism, Italian fas-
cism and Japanese imperialism. Such stories
as ‘‘Blood of the Martyrs’’ and ‘‘Into Egypt’’ re-
vealed his ardent commitment to individual lib-
erty and his deep sympathy with the op-
pressed.

When the attack on Pearl Harbor plunged
the United States into World War II, Benet
made a momentous decision: Since he had no
other way to serve, he would put his talent to
work by writing for the American and Allied
cause. Although he was criticized for his
choice, then and later, he stuck to his prin-
ciples.

In the few years that remained to him, he
turned out such powerful works as the radio
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dramas ‘‘Listen to the People’’ and ‘‘They
Burned the Books’’ as well as the so-called
propaganda history ‘‘America.’’ In this book,
which was printed in many languages and dis-
tributed in thousands of copies around the
world, he told his country’s story with all the
honesty and truthfulness that was his nature.

But Benet did not live to see the publication
of ‘‘America.’’ He died March 13, 1948, the
victim of a sudden heart attack at just 44
years of age. Found among his papers at his
death were the following four lines, which
were perhaps the last he ever wrote:
Now for my country, that it still may live,
All that I am, all that I have I’ll give.
It is not much beside the gift of the brave,
But yet accept it, since ’tis all I have.

I’d like to close by reading part of a prayer
Stephen Vincent Benet wrote for President
Franklin D. Roosevelt, known as the Presi-
dent’s Prayer. Surely its sentiments are those
which every man and woman of good will can
still share today.

Our Earth is but a small star in a great
universe. Yet of it we can make, if we
choose, a planet unvexed by war, untroubled
by hunger or fear, undivided by senseless dis-
tinctions of race, color, or theory. Grant us
brotherhood, not only for this day but for all
our years—a brotherhood not of words but of
acts and deeds. We are all of us children of
earth—grant us that simple knowledge. If
our brothers are oppressed, then we are op-
pressed. If they hunger, we hunger. If their
freedom is taken away, our freedom is not
secure. Grant us a common faith that man
shall know bread and peace—that he shall
know justice and righteousness, freedom and
security, an equal opportunity and an equal
chance to do his best, not only in our own
lands but throughout the world. And in that
faith, let us march toward the clean world
our hands can make.

f
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Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
introduce the Democratic Caucus’ proposal to
protect consumers in managed care, the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights Act of 1998.

Ten years ago, only one in seven of us
would have been enrolled in managed care.
Today, after huge and wrenching changes in
our health care system, more than three in
four Americans is now in managed care.

No matter how prosperous or healthy our
lives, all of us at some point become patients
and find ourselves at the tender mercies of
our health care system.

When that happens, we are entitled to mini-
mal rights and measures that will protect our
health and dignity.

That’s what the legislation we’re introducing
today is all about.

We have all heard the horror stories. Heart
attack victims forced to drive miles to an ap-
proved emergency room. A woman vacation-
ing in Hawaii forced to fly to her plan’s partici-
pating Emergency Room in Chicago to get
care for an emergency situation. Cardiac cen-
ter’s selected on the basis of price, not quality.
Denials of treatment resulting in worse prob-
lems. A woman testified before our committee

late last year about a boy who lost his leg to
cancer because the managed care organiza-
tion would not approve the necessary treat-
ment in time to stop its progression.

The legislation we propose is straight-
forward. It’s the product of exhaustive and ex-
hausting discussions involving the full range of
views and opinions within the Democratic
Party—perhaps the most diverse and conten-
tious political organization ever assembled
under one umbrella.

First, our legislation says that you should
get the care you need when you are sick. If
you need to see a specialist, you can see one.
If you have an emergency, you can go to the
nearest emergency room for treatment. You’ll
be able to become part of a clinical trial if
there is no other treatment available, and
you’ll be able to get non-formulary drugs if
there is cause for exceptions.

Second, you’ll be able to get the information
you need about your plan. You’ll know what is
covered, what is not, how and where to get
care, who to talk to in order to get a complaint
or grievance resolved, what providers are in
the plan and how the plan measures up in
term of providing quality care to members.

Third, if you’ve got a problem with your
care, you’ll know where and how to straighten
it out. If your plan denies a treatment and
you’re harmed, you’ll be able to hold the plan
responsible.

Finally, our legislation requires plans to
have a program to look at the quality of care
they provide to the people they serve.

Ours is real, enforceable legislation. It
doesn’t give health care providers a right to
bill. It gives patients a bill of rights.

We’ve worked with a range of organizations
on this legislation. I’m proud to welcome rep-
resentatives of both the American Medical As-
sociation and the American Federation of
Labor and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions in support of our efforts. That these two
institutions are represented in support of our
bill should tell you that this is a well-thought-
out piece of legislation.

We don’t believe that managed care is in-
herently evil. Managed care has controlled
costs, and improved care for its patients in
many instances. But the excesses that
spawned managed care have in turn produced
their own excesses.

The Patients’ Bill of Rights Act is supported
by the following groups and organizations.
American Association of Retired Persons
(AARP) [March 31, 1998 Letter]; American
Cancer Society [March 13, 1998 Letter]; Amer-
ican College of Emergency Physicians [March
31, 1998 News Release]; American Federation
of Labor and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions [March 31, 1998 News Release]; Amer-
ican Medical Association [March 31, 1998
Statement]; American Psychological Associa-
tion [March 12, 1998 Letter]; Consumers
Union [March 31, 1998 Letter]; Families USA
Foundation [March 31, 1998 Letter]; HIP
Health Plans [March 31, 1998 Letter]; Kaiser
Permanente [March 31, 1998 Letter]; National
Alliance for the Mentally Ill [March 31, 1998
Statement]; National Association of Children’s
Hospitals [March 31, 1998 News Release];
and National Mental Health Association
[March 13, 1998 Letter].

As the baseball season begins across the
country, I hope that my Republican col-
leagues—many of whom have joined in co-
sponsoring similar legislation—will join in

working with me and my fellow Democrats so
that we can put a bill on the President’s desk
by the time that the baseball season draws to
a close this September.
f
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Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues in the House of Representatives to
join me in recognizing the birthday of the
United States Air Force Reserve. April 14,
1998 will mark fifty years of service by the Air
Force Reserve to the United States of Amer-
ica. The Air Force Reserve traces its heritage
to the National Defense Act of 1916, which
authorized a corps of reserve officer and en-
listed aviators. From this modest beginning,
Reservists made noteworthy contributions dur-
ing both world wars. On April 14, 1948, the Air
Force Reserve became a component of the
United States Air Force. In 1998, the Air Force
Reserve celebrates the 50th anniversary of
this event. During those 50 years, Reservists
have served proudly and with great distinction
during times of conflict.

They answered the call in Korea in the
1950s, in Berlin, Cuba, Korea and Southeast
Asia in the 1960s, and in the Persian Gulf in
the 1990s. In peacetime, while maintaining a
high degree of readiness to respond during a
crisis, Reservists perform humanitarian, res-
cue, hurricane reconnaissance and aerial-
spray missions throughout the United States
and around the world. They also support vir-
tually every air force peacetime operational
activity, from airlift missions and satellite oper-
ations, to patrolling the no-fly zones over Bos-
nia and Iraq.

The Air Force Reserve has grown from an
‘‘extremes force’’ to an integrated combat
ready fighting force. As the Air Force Reserve
moves into the 21st Century, they play an ex-
panded role in meeting the fast changing
needs of our country. They are developing
more detailed long-range and annual planning
documents to ensure the Reserve is a viable
partner in the total force goal—to best use our
capabilities, provide America an effective de-
fense, and give the best value for our defense
dollar. Originally intended for wartime aug-
mentation, today these citizen airmen support
national objectives on a daily basis.

Their day-to-day involvement has increased
markedly in recent years. The Air Force Re-
serve participated in 11 contingencies be-
tween 1953 and 1990. In the last seven years,
they have played a significant role in over 40
major operations. This is part of life and they
are proud to do it. In every instance since
Desert Storm, they have met these obligations
with all volunteers.

The Air Force Reserve is a force of dedi-
cated airmen who help support the world’s
most respected Air Force. Today, they provide
13 percent of total Air Force manning and
roughly 20 percent of the Air Force’s total air
and space capability. Their mission is readi-
ness, but their job is to support the total Air
Force. Air Force planners and leaders recog-
nize the need for their support and rely on
them to step in wherever needed.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-02T14:26:13-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




