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TRIBUTE TO MAJOR GENERAL
JOHN W. HOLLY
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to recognize the
service of an outstanding leader and
public servant. After more than 32
years in uniform, MG John W. Holly
will soon retire and move into private
life.
Four years ago, Major General Holly
was appointed Program Director of the
Joint Program Office of Ground-Based
Midcourse Defense. For the past year
he has also served as the Deputy Director of the Missile Defense Agency,
overseeing the direction of all other
ballistic missile defense programs in
the agency.
The Ground-Based Midcourse Defense
System is not your run-of-the-mill
weapons program. It is virtually global
in scope, spanning 12 time zones, from
the United Kingdom to the outer
reaches of the Aleutian Islands. It has
required upgrades to early warning radars from the Cold War era and the development of the most advanced seagoing X-band radar ever built; this
equipment was then linked with communication centers throughout the
United States and firing sites in Alaska and California. This effort has also
involved the development, testing, and
deployment of an interceptor-and-kill
vehicle that closes in on its target at
speeds of up to 18,000 miles an hour and
hits within centimeters of its aim
point.
Each of the major systems involved
in this effort and many of their component parts were built under different
contracts, often by different manufacturers, at different times, and with different technologies. The entire system
is being developed and acquired by nontraditional methods, which ensure we
deploy effective defensive capabilities
to our troops as fast as possible. And,
of course, all of these pieces must work
together as one, flawlessly, every time
and on very short notice.
Since the 1960s, Americans have
dreamed of having this type of capability, and in the past 3 years we have
made remarkable progress. None of
this would have been possible if President Bush had not withdrawn the
United States from the Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty in June 2002. And much
of our success can be attributed to the
dedication and leadership of Major
General Holly.
Major General Holly was ideally prepared for his responsibilities at the
Missile Defense Agency. His experiences at the platoon through corps levels gave him an understanding of what
it means to support our men and
women in uniform. His management
experience in research, development,
and acquisition—especially in rocket
propulsion and guidance—honed his
ability to integrate complex systems
and move all of the essential parts
through development at the same time.
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In short, Major General Holly was
the right man, in the right place, at
the right time for our missile defense
needs. Americans are deeply indebted
to him for answering the call to serve.
Like many of my Senate colleagues,
I often had the opportunity to meet
with Major General Holly. Many of
those visits took place in Alaska. And
like many of my Senate colleagues, I
have always been impressed with his
integrity, commitment, and leadership
skills.
Under Major General Holly’s leadership, we have cut a new path through
uncharted territory. He personally
oversaw the emplacement of silos and
interceptors at Fort Greely, Alaska
and Vandenberg Air Force Base, California. He showed what could be done if
you provided the right guidance, tools,
and motivation.
Americans owe Major General Holly
a debt of gratitude for a lifetime of
selfless service and for his profound
contributions to our Nation and our security. Those of us in the Senate will
miss his leadership and his counsel. We
wish him and his family all the best in
the years ahead.
f

DEMOCRACY IN ETHIOPIA
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
want to bring to the attention of my
colleagues an op-ed in today’s edition
of the Taipei Times by Berhanu Nega,
the chairman of Ethiopia’s main opposition political party.
While the op-ed sheds light on the opposition’s viewpoint throughout the
controversial elections, I want to second the author’s call for everyone in
Ethiopia to commit themselves to a
peaceful resolution of this crisis. Simply put, such a commitment is in the
national interests of that country.
Let me close by indicating that the
Senate continues to follow events in
Ethiopia. I ask that a copy of the op-ed
be printed in the RECORD following my
remarks.
[From the Taipei Times, July 22, 2005]
ETHIOPIA IS STRUGGLING FOR DEMOCRACY
(By Berhanu Nega)
When we in Ethiopia’s political opposition
agreed to participate in the election that the
government called in June, we were under no
illusion that the process would be faultless.
After all, Ethiopia has never known democracy. The dictatorship of Mengistu Haile
Mariam was Africa’s most blood-curdling
Marxist regime, and was replaced by today’s
ruling EPRDF, whose ‘‘Revolutionary Democracy’’ is but a more subtle variation on
the same theme.
So we knew that there would be problems
with the election, that voting would not be
clean in the way Western countries take for
granted. Yet we nonetheless believed that
the opposition, led by the Coalition for Unity
and Democracy (CUD), would have room to
maneuver and campaign, owing to the government’s desire for international legitimacy. So we decided to test the waters and
push for a real political opening and a genuinely competitive vote. Many Ethiopians appear to have agreed with this strategy.
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The government did make some media
available and engaged in more than 10 live
televised debates. So, at least at first, there
seemed to have been some intention on the
government’s part to open up the process—if
not completely, then somewhat.
Now, however, it appears that the authorities wanted only a small, managed opening,
on the assumption that they could control
the outcome.
About a month before the election, the
government began to shut down the political
space it had opened. Its election campaign
took on a vilifying tone, charging that the
opposition was bent on destroying ethnic
groups through genocide. Indeed, it called
the opposition ‘‘interahamwe,’’ invoking the
memory of the Hutu militia that slaughtered
800,000 Rwandan Tutsis in 1994. The government also began to harass opposition parties,
especially in rural areas.
This was unpleasant, but tolerable. So we
continued campaigning. But things became
nastier a week before the vote. Attendance
at an official pro-government rally in the
capital, Addis Ababa, was dwarfed by our
rally the following day, when millions of
demonstrators peacefully demanded change
and showed their support for us. At that
point, the government realized that its
democratic opening was slipping out of its
control.
Two days before the vote, our poll watchers and supporters were searched, arrested,
and given one-day trials, with most sentenced to one or two months in jail. We
feared that the voting would take place
without the presence of our poll watchers. So
we gave a press conference—all the opposition parties together—the day before the
vote, demanding that the government release our party workers and allow people to
vote freely.
Although the government met neither of
these demands, the early results clearly
showed that the opposition was gaining a
large number of seats. It became obvious
that we were winning in many constituencies and that we had won in Addis Ababa,
as well as in most of the major cities and the
rural areas.
What was surprising was the magnitude of
the victory. In Addis Ababa, top government
officials, including the ministers of education and capacity building, lost, as did the
speaker of the House of People’s Representatives. In rural constituencies, opposition
candidates
defeated
such
EPRDF
heavyweights as the ministers of defense, information, and infrastructure, along with
the presidents of the two largest regions,
Oromia and Amhara.
The government wasted little time in responding: the next day, it declared itself the
winner, with not even half of the constituencies reporting their results.
No surprise, then, that the public erupted
in anger. When university students protested, the police moved in, killing one. In
demonstrations the following day, 36 more
people were killed. Soon after, our office
workers were detained, and Hailu Shawel,
Chairman of the CUD, and senior CUD official Lidetu Ayalew were put under house arrest. One hundred staff members were taken
from our head office in Addis Ababa alone,
and many more from regional offices. Up to
6,000 people were jailed—CUD members and
even ordinary citizens.
My fear is that the will of Ethiopia’s people will be stifled by government hard-liners.
Doubts about the authenticity of the final
results will create a danger of instability.
Everyone—the government, the opposition,
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