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DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR,

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 1996

HON. DAVID M. McINTOSH
OF INDIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, August 2, 1995

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. McINTOSH. Mr. Chairman, the Disabled
American Veterans [DAV] has sent a letter to
every member of the House expressing their
concerns with the language contained in title
VI of H.R. 2127, the ‘‘Taxpayer Funded Politi-
cal Advocacy’’ legislation, and its adverse im-
pact upon their ability to provide veterans with
the necessary services to present the veter-
an’s claim for benefits to the Department of
Veterans Affairs [VA]. It is their concern that
this bill would preclude their giving claims as-
sistance to veterans because the DAV bene-
fits from free Government office space and
other VA services. They are also concerned
that this bill would adversely impact upon their
ability to act as veterans’ advocate in Con-
gress because they receive this assistance.

It was never the intention of this legislation
to interfere, in any manner, with the services
provided by veterans’ service organizations
[VSOs] to veterans either in pursuit of VA ben-
efits or as veterans’ advocates. It was not our
intention to include the assistance VSOs re-
ceived from the VA to assist them in providing
necessary services to veterans and their fami-
lies within the definition of ‘‘grant,’’ including
the reference to the term ‘‘other thing of
value.’’

The services provided by VSOs under the
provision of Title 38, United States Code, to
America’s veterans lessens the burden on VA
to provide the assistance to veterans and are
performed in partnership with a grateful nation.

In order to ensure that these services con-
tinue unencumbered by the provisions of this
bill, it is my intention to have the language of
this bill modified in conference to clarify that
these provisions do not interfere with the serv-
ices provided to veterans by veterans’ service
organizations.

We have talked with the Disabled American
Veterans representatives here in Washington
and in Indiana about this issue and they have
indicated that DAV does not oppose the legis-
lation. I have a letter signed by DAV’s National
Commander, Thomas McMasters, to that ef-
fect and ask that it be made part of the record
of this hearing.

I would also like to clarify a concern raised
by some members about the scope of the ex-
clusion for loans. Loans made by the Govern-
ment are expressly excluded from the defini-
tion of ‘‘grant’’ in title VI. Despite this exclu-
sive, some members of Congress have ex-
pressed concern about whether this exclusion
covers those who service or administer such
loans. In sponsoring this title, I intended this
exclusion for loans to include compensation
paid to those who provide services related to

the making and administering of loans. I hope
that this clarifies any confusion, and resolves
those concerns.

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS,
Washington, DC, August 2, 1995.

Congressman DAVID N. MCINTOSH,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Economic Growth,

Natural Resources, and Regulatory Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN MCINTOSH: My staff
has informed me of your assurance that at-
tempts will be made either by floor amend-
ment or in conference to clarify the lan-
guage in the ‘‘Taxpayer Funded Political Ad-
vocacy’’ legislation so that the DAV and
other veterans service organizations would
not be considered a ‘‘grantee’’ based on the
use of Department of Veterans’ Affairs facili-
ties and equipment. This action is necessary
to ensure that this legislation does not, in
any manner, interfere with DAV’s ability to
provide assistance to veterans in filing and
prosecuting claims for benefits from the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

Based on the assurance that the above cor-
rective action will be forthcoming, I can as-
sure you that DAV will not oppose this modi-
fied legislation.

My staff and I look forward to working
with you and your staff on this matter and
on other matters concerning our nation’s
service-connected disabled veterans. We look
forward to your continued support.

Sincerely,
THOMAS A. MCMASTERS, III,

National Commander.
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DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR,
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATION ACT,
1996

HON. JIM KOLBE
OF ARIZONA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, August 2, 1995

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
strong support of the Greenwood amendment
to restore funding to the title X Family Plan-
ning Program.

My colleagues have been thorough in ex-
plaining what the Greenwood amendment en-
tails. I would like to address my remarks to
what a vote in favor of the Greenwood amend-
ment is not.

This is not a pro-choice or a pro-life vote.
This amendment is not about abortion—de-
spite calls to congressional offices to the con-
trary. Title X is not a radical program—in fact,
the original legislation was sponsored by then
Representative George Bush and signed into
law by President Nixon in 1970.

Title X is the only Federal program which
must provide family planning services. It is a
brilliant strategy on the part of the opponents
of family planning to transfer title X moneys
into the Maternal and Child Health Grant Pro-
gram and the Consolidated Health Centers Mi-
grant Block Grant Program. I strongly support
both of these programs—which are adequately
funded in the Labor-HHS bill. Neither of these

programs, however, are required to provide
family planning services.

I believe a majority of those on both sides
of the choice issue want abortion to be rare.
The most effective method of doing this is to
take steps to prevent unintended pregnancy.
The title X Family Planning Program has been
enormously successful in doing just that. Fam-
ily planning clinics serve a high-risk population
whose only source of preventative helath care
is a clinic. We are talking about women who
are caught in the gap—they do not qualify for
Medicaid and can’t afford private health insur-
ance.

An estimated 1.2 million additional unin-
tended pregnancies would occur each year if
there was no federally funded Family Planning
Program. According to the Department of
Health and Human Services, for every $1 in-
vested in family planning services, this country
saves $4.40 in costs that would otherwise be
realized in welfare and medical services.

I plead with my colleagues to make an in-
formed vote on this amendment. I urge a yes
vote on the Greenwood amendment.

f

NATIONAL BAR ASSOCIATION’S
70TH ANNUAL CONVENTION

HON. ROBERT C. SCOTT
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, August 4, 1995

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
take this opportunity to congratulate the mem-
bers of the National Bar Association and out-
going President H.T. Smith, as they convene
this week in Baltimore, MD. The theme of the
NBA’s 70th Annual Convention is ‘‘Economic
and Political Empowerment, Justice for Our
Time.’’

During the first quarter of the 20th century,
12 African-American pioneers with a mutual
interest and dedication to justice and the civil
rights of all, helped structure the legal struggle
of the African-American race in America. The
National Bar Association [NBA], formally orga-
nized in Des Moines, IA, on August 1, 1925,
was conceived by George H. Woodson, S.
Joe Brown, Gertrude E. Rush, James B. Mor-
ris, Charles P. Howard, Sr., Wendell E. Green,
C. Francis Stradford, Jesse N. Baker, William
H. Haynes, George C. Adams, Charles H.
Calloway, and L. Amasa Knox.

When the NBA was organized in 1925, less
than 120 belonged to the association. By
1945, there were nearly 250 members rep-
resenting 25 percent of the African-American
members of the bar. Today, the NBA is the
Nation’s oldest and largest national associa-
tion of predominantly African-American law-
yers and judges. It has 79 affiliate chapters
throughout the Nation and represents a net-
work of over 16,000 lawyers, judges, and law
students.

In its 70 year history, the National Bar Asso-
ciation has been at the forefront of the battle
for increasing access to legal representation
for all citizens. Legions of African-American
lawyers affiliated with the NBA ushered in the
rule of law through the turbulent 1920’s
through the 1950’s. African-American lawyers
such as Judge James A. Cobb, T. Gillis Nut-
ter, and Ashbie Hawkins fought the famous
segregation case of Louisville and the Cov-
enant cases of the District of Columbia. In
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1940, when the number of African-American
lawyers barely exceeded 1,000 nationwide,
the NBA attempted to establish ‘‘free legal
clinics in all cities with a ‘colored’ population of
5,000 or more.’’ The NBA was only 25 years
old when the Supreme Court outlawed seg-
regation in Brown versus Board of Education.
This decision culminated a long struggle by
African-American lawyers such as Thurgood
Marshall, the first African-American U.S. Su-
preme Court Justice, and U.S. District Court
Judge Constance Baker Motley, the first Afri-
can-American female Federal judge.

In the 1980’s, the NBA was signatory on
two amicus curiae briefs in cases decided by
the U.S. Supreme Court: a title VII case in
which a female associate brought suit against
a large law firm and the justices ruled that
partnership decisions must comply with Fed-
eral employment discrimination laws; and a
brief protesting the criminal contempt convic-
tion of Howard Moore, Jr., a nationally promi-
nent civil rights attorney cited for criminal con-
tempt and fined $5,000 on the basis of a sin-
gle question asked of a witness to determine
racial bias during his cross-examination in the
case. The conviction of Mr. Moore, if allowed
to stand, would have had a chilling effect upon
the African-American lawyer’s right to fairly
and strenuously advocate on behalf of his cli-
ent.

In recent years, the membership of the Na-
tional Bar Association have been concerned
with a wide range of projects:

Conducted commercial law seminars in
urban centers throughout the U.S. pursuant to
a grant from the Minority Business Develop-
ment Agency, U.S. Department of Commerce.

Condemned South African apartheid and
called for immediate economic sanctions
against this racist regime.

Held the first national black-on-black crime
conference.

Launched the NBA minority bar involvement
project, with funding from the Legal Services
Corporation, which awarded grants to 12
subgrantee organizations for the delivery of
pro bono or reduced legal fee services.

Cosponsored a voting rights conference with
Operation PUSH and the NAACP Legal De-
fense Fund, which was aimed at mapping liti-
gation and enforcement strategies.

The National Bar Association deserves to
be commended for its efforts as they continue
to labor in the vineyard for equal justice under
the law. Members of the NBA serve their com-
munities as judges, legislators, and public
servants. Today, I congratulate the National
Bar Association and its membership for their
leadership role in the legal profession and
their respective communities across the coun-
try.

f

CELEBRATING SGT. MAJ. PHILLIP
HOLMES ON HIS RETIREMENT

HON. ESTEBAN EDWARD TORRES
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, August 4, 1995

Mr. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize Sgt. Maj. Phillip J. Holmes, who is
retiring after 30 years of distinguished service
to the U.S. Marine Corps Reserves.

Sergeant Major Holmes entered the Marine
Corps in July 1962 and served with distinction
until December 1965. Upon his release from
active duty he returned to his native Wiscon-
sin. However, in August 1971, a call to duty
resulted in his reenlistment with the Marines
as a reservist with F Company, 2d Battalion,
24th Marines, USMCR Milwaukee, WI.

In July 1973, he moved to Whittier, CA. Ser-
geant Major Holmes moved through the ranks
of the Marine Corps Reserves quickly. He was
promoted to sergeant, August 1972, staff ser-
geant, October 1974, gunnery sergeant, May
1978, 1st sergeant, January 1984, and finally
to sergeant major in January 1990.

Throughout his tenure with the Marine Re-
serves he also has been an active member of
the Whittier community. With five children who
grew up and attended Whittier Union High
School, Sergeant Major Holmes and his lovely
wife Barbara, were supportive and involved
parents in many school activities.

Sergeant Major Holmes also earned various
awards and honors for his service to our coun-
try. He was presented with the Marine Corps
Good Conduct Medal, Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal, Vietnam Service Medal, Na-
tional Defense Medal with Four Stars, Armed
Forces Reserve Medal, Navy Unit Commenda-
tion Medal, and the Meritorious Unit Com-
mendation with One Star.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure that I
thank Sergeant Major Holmes for his years of
service to our country, and ask that my col-
leagues join me in wishing him continued suc-
cess in all his future endeavors.
f

DEFENSE AND HIGH TECHNOLOGY

HON. WAYNE ALLARD
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, August 4, 1995
Mr. ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, I believe that our

job is to ensure that the United States main-
tains the strongest and best defense in the
world. When constructing a defense budget,
we must always give top consideration to the
needs of the men and women in the armed
services who put their lives on the line to keep
this country free. These men and women de-
serve the best technology and protection that
we can give them.

Obviously, at this time of fiscal restraint and
budget tightening, we need to consider how
we can best make use of our limited defense
dollars. Since 1985, defense spending has
fallen 35 percent in real terms. Now, that the
Soviet threat is gone, some have argued that
we can slash our defense budget without any
consequence. I disagree with this. We do not
know which regional power will be the next
threat. Today, we have more rogue states with
more firepower than ever before. There are
also an increasing number of destructive
weapons available for the highest bidder.

The new world does not have a single
threat, but many. That is why the United
States needs to retain a top-notch military. I
believe the best way to do this is by using the
best and most advanced technology at our
disposal. Rather than just replacing old weap-
ons and machines, the priority should be on
developing new technologies for more en-
hanced equipment.

I strongly endorse balancing the budget and
reducing the size of Government. The Penta-
gon should not be exempt from this process.
By using technology and smart business prac-
tices, the Pentagon can keep our soldiers and
country safe with a smaller budget.

f

INTRODUCTION OF BILL TO HONOR
SERGEANT RUBEN RIVERS WITH
THE CONGRESSIONAL MEDAL OF
HONOR

HON. GEORGE MILLER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, August 4, 1995

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Speaker, to-
gether with 63 other Members of the House,
today I introduce a bipartisan bill that would
enable the President to award posthumously
the Congressional Medal of Honor to Sgt.
Ruben Rivers.

In 1944, a serious injustice occurred. Al-
though Sgt. Ruben Rivers showed extraor-
dinary courage and sacrificed his life for his
country during World War II, he nonetheless
was passed over by his superiors for the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor. It is most appro-
priate that we reconsider Sergeant Rivers for
the medal this year, while we are commemo-
rating the 50th anniversary of the end of World
War II.

Sergeant Rivers was part of the all-black
761st Tank Battalion. The battalion was called
upon by General Patton to liberate Bougaltroff,
France from Nazi control. During a fierce bat-
tle, Rivers drove his tank over a mine and was
injured, his thigh lacerated to the bone. Rivers
was ordered by his commander to retreat to
safety for medical treatment. Sergeant Rivers
not only refused to abandon his fellow sol-
diers, he also refused morphine so that he
could remain alert and continue fighting. Riv-
ers fought on for days until he was killed dur-
ing another battle while trying to knock out
Nazi positions firing on his company. Rivers,
from Tecumseh, OK was 25 years old. Ser-
geant Rivers’ nephew, former Richmond
Mayor George Livingston, lives in Richmond,
CA, in my district.

Capt. David Williams, a white officer, imme-
diately recommended to his superiors that Riv-
ers receive the Medal of Honor posthumously.
As was the case with other black soldiers, the
recommendation for Rivers was never acted
on. The Department of the Army establish a
1952 deadline for conferring the Medal of
Honor for service in World War II. This bill
waives that deadline for Sergeant Rivers,
thereby enabling the President to present the
medal to Rivers’ sister, who is still alive and is
fighting for this recognition.

To date, no African-American has received
the Congressional Medal of Honor for service
in World War II, even though over 1.2 million
black soldiers served in that war. This blemish
on our Nation’s history should be wiped clean,
and we should start by allowing the Depart-
ment of the Army to reconsider Sergeant Riv-
ers for the Congressional Medal of Honor.
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