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with cancer with hundreds of thousands of
readers. But Susan was more than that. Her
work has been a lighthouse beam through the
fog of local and national politics,’’ wrote the
Wall Street Journal’s Marilyn Chase. ‘‘She
stands as a model of professionalism and
courage in the workplace. The lesson for col-
leagues of cancer survivors: Professionalism
doesn’t disappear with a diagnosis.’’

Susan wrote movingly about the 180,000
women who get breast cancer each year. ‘‘I
have metastatic breast cancer,’’ she wrote last
September. ‘‘It’s a tough word to spell and an
even harder one to say, but it’s meaning is
rather simple. It means a runaway strain is ca-
reening through my body. I want there to be
a face that goes with these statistics. It cer-
tainly doesn’t have to be my face: it can be
the face of someone you surely know and love
who has had her life torn apart by this dis-
ease. This carnage has to stop. I wrote to
plead for more and better research, for more
and better treatment. Like too many women
before me, I wrote to plead: Find something to
save my life. To save all of our lives.’’

We can best remember Susan by working
to ensure that America’s families are spared
the suffering she experienced.
f

MANDATORY GUN SHOW
BACKGROUND CHECK ACT

SPEECH OF

HON. TERRY EVERETT
OF ALABAMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 18, 1999

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2122) to require
background checks at guns shows, and for
other purposes;

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, during last
week’s consideration of the Gun Show Protec-
tion Act (H.R. 2122), my vote in support of the
Rogan amendment to prohibit individuals who
have committed ‘‘violent acts of juvenile delin-
quency’’ from possessing firearms as adults
was not tallied by the electronic voting ma-
chine.

Although I opposed the underlying bill be-
cause the focus was on penalizing law-abiding
citizens rather than criminals, I support the in-
tent of the Rogan amendment to toughen pen-
alties for violent criminals.
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SPACE POLICY

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 22, 1999

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to address the important topic of America’s
space policy in the post-Cold War world. One
of America’s leading experts on this subject,
Mr. James H. Hughes of Englewood, Colo-
rado, has written many articles concerning this
topic. I would like to submit Mr. Hughes’ latest
article entitled ‘‘Space Policy’’ for the RECORD.

The end of the Cold War brought with it
the dissolution of the Soviet Union, and a
euphoric victory, more completely realized
after the 1991 Persian Gulf War. The U.S.

sought to convert its ‘‘peace dividend’’ from
winning the Cold War, into a new social
order, rather than understanding the Cold
War and seeking a responsible victory, much
like the Marshall Plan after World War II.

Aided by a minor downturn in the economy
and third party candidate Ross Perot who
split the vote with George Bush, Bill Clinton
won the 1992 presidential election, and uti-
lized the ‘‘peace dividend’’ for an agenda of
cutting spending for defense, and funding so-
cial programs. Accelerated spending of the
‘‘peace dividend’’ became a prominent theme
in Bill Clinton’s first term of office (1993–
1997).

The Cold War victory of the U.S. was rec-
ognized by some as an incomplete victory.
The Cold War—communism—had cost the
Soviet Union dearly. The U.S. and Western
Europe had won. The Soviet Union and East-
ern Bloc were in transition, coming out of
their socialist state economies and dictator-
ships. While time has shown that the East-
ern Bloc is becoming westernized with the
introduction of freedom, democracy, and pri-
vate enterprise (for example, East and West
Germany have become unified), Russia and
many of the former members of the U.S.S.R.
remain in transition, ten years later.

Today, Russia is vacillating between forces
for democracy and economic reform, versus a
crime dominated underground economy run
by gangs and mafia, many of whom served in
the former communist government. In a
sense, many of Russia’s economic woes de-
rive from its unfamiliarity with free enter-
prise, the market economy, and a very
primitive infrastructure, not the ‘‘failure’’ of
reform.

The Soviet Union collapsed because its
economy had collapsed. No country can de-
vote itself to war forever, even Sparta failed.
In addition, communism in Russia had led to
the economically inefficient—the wasteful
development—of the Soviet economy. Sto-
ries were rampant about how a Sears Cata-
logue was viewed as subversive propaganda
because it would show the Russian people
how a free society lived.

The Soviet Union was a world power, a su-
perpower, because of its warships, fighters,
nuclear weapons, and ballistic missiles. It
was not a superpower because of any intrin-
sic feature of its communist society. Only its
vast mineral, oil, and gas resources, and the
very high degree of technical training given
to its scientists and engineers enabled the
Soviet Union to produce nuclear arms and
ballistic missiles, cloaking itself with mili-
tary strength as a world superpower.

To pursue its agenda of world communism,
the Soviet Union supported a defense estab-
lishment absorbing, toward the end of the
Cold War, upwards of 30–40% of its GNP, and
most of its industrial and scientific talent.
In contrast, even at the height of President
Reagan’s buildup, the Cold War absorbed
only 6% of U.S. GNP, and that within the
context of a sophisticated research and de-
velopment program and free enterprise econ-
omy. Thus, the failure of communism left
the Soviet Union with its legacy of an indus-
trial base designed for the inefficient produc-
tion of weapons, rather than a thriving econ-
omy as in the U.S.

Leaders in Congress, recognizing the tre-
mendous investment the Soviet Union made
in the production of nuclear weapons, includ-
ing the training of thousands of nuclear mis-
sile scientists and engineers, sought to avert
the sale of this talent and its stockpile of nu-
clear weapons by means such as the Nunn-
Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram. Nunn-Lugar sought to find ways to
gainfully employ talented Soviet engineers
and scientists outside the production of nu-
clear weapons and ballistic missiles. Without
such steps, it was feared, and correctly so as

events proved out in, for example, Iran, that
other nations hostile to the U.S. would si-
phon off Russia’s scientists, using them for
their own weapons production programs.

The broader context of the Nunn-Lugar Co-
operative Threat Reduction Program needs
to be addressed. It was developed within the
context of defending U.S. national security
interests. A broader viewpoint should look at
the role of Nunn-Lugar in U.S. foreign policy
toward Russia, and U.S. defense and immi-
gration policy.

1991 PERSIAN GULF WAR

The 1991 Persian Gulf War deserves some
understanding. For it was after this war the
U.S. felt itself vindicated in its application
of advanced technology for defense (our
high-tech weapons worked in the Gulf War),
and in the development of war-fighting doc-
trine and training that reflected the lessons
of Vietnam. The leaders of the Persian Gulf
War, General Colin Powell, General Norman
Schwarzkopf, and others of their generation,
had served their time in Vietnam. They were
dedicated to reforming the U.S. military
from the inside, and did not wish to repeat
Vietnam.

Our victory in the Persian Gulf War came
through the coalition building efforts of
President George Bush and Secretary of
State Jim Baker, and the defense buildup
initiated by President Reagan in the 1980s.

It is no small matter to realize we won the
Persian Gulf War on the shoulders of the
military force we had built to fight the Cold
War against the Soviet Union. Bush had al-
ready begun the process of spending the
‘‘peace dividend’’ without respect to learning
the main lesson of President Reagan’s de-
fense strategy—the importance of developing
advanced technology with commercial appli-
cations, and the importance of ballistic mis-
sile defense to warfighting.

In this respect, the Iran/Iraq war of the
1980s passed largely unnoticed and unstudied
by the West. The Iran/Iraq war featured car-
nage and attrition. It also featured the use of
ballistic missiles—Scuds—to attack each
other cities in a war of terror. Thus, the
Iran/Iraq war was a precursor, a warning, to
Iraq’s heavy of ballistic missiles during the
1991 Persian Gulf War.

Congress responded to our vulnerability to
ballistic missiles seen in the Gulf War (vid-
eos of incoming Scuds made an impression)
by passing the 1991 Missile Defense Act. But
this act, by itself, was not enough to prompt
the U.S. to build a national missile defense,
even though the warning bells were already
being sounded over the proliferation of long
range ballistic missiles, such as China’s sale
of intermediate range ballistic missiles to
Saudi Arabia.

It does little good to criticize the past, but
three lessons do stand out from the Gulf War
that we need to absorb. First, U.S. military
strength needs to be rebuilt. We have been in
decline and decay for over a decade. Second,
U.S. military strength needs to be redevel-
oped in the research and development of ad-
vanced technology. We need to fund new ini-
tiatives for advanced technology. Third, the
U.S. needs to complete the plan of the Stra-
tegic Defense Initiative by deploying bal-
listic missile defenses in space.

We have yet to fully appreciate the role of
space in our defense. It has been said the 1991
Persian Gulf War was a one-sided space war
where the U.S. was able to freely use its sat-
ellites in space to give it leveraging over
Iraq, in intelligence, communications,
weather, and navigation. It is not as clearly
recognized the Gulf War was also a one-sided
space war from Iraq’s side, where Iraq was
able to launch its Scud ballistic missiles
traveling through space. While the Air Force
was successful in suppressing Iraq’s use of
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Scuds, once a Scud was launched, the U.S.
had no means to stop the Scud except for the
short-range Patriot. Iraq was able to effec-
tively use space for its ballistic missiles as
the U.S. had no ballistic missile defenses in
space.

HEAVY LIFT BOOSTER

The U.S. has needed a heavy lift booster
capability for decades. While the Space
Shuttle comes close to meeting this need, its
payload has been cutback for safety consid-
erations. Lockheed Martin’s Titan IV–B is
still proving itself, and lacks the capability
for launching large, very heavy payloads
such as a laser for missile defense.

The opening of the international space
launch market to international consortiums
has resulted in the development of heavy lift
booster capability by Russia, China, and Eu-
rope’s Ariane. Free trade issues would call
for laissez-faire. In some respects, the appli-
cation of Nunn-Lugar to the Proton launch
vehicle has blurred free trade and defense
issues for the goal of softening Russia’s eco-
nomic collapse.

Concern over the transfer of critical bal-
listic missile and satellite technology to
Russia can be tempered with the knowledge
that Russia has developed sophisticated bal-
listic missile technology. U.S. policy, how-
ever, needs to take on broader view.

1. We need to clarify our foreign policy
goals with Russia. The support of free enter-
prise and democracy must continue in this
country in transition.

2. We need to develop a U.S. heavy lift
booster, if only because we will not be able
to rely on international consortiums in time
of war.

The class of heavy lift booster we need
should be capable of putting into orbit a pay-
load of the same size and weight as a chem-
ical Space Based Laser. This would call for a
payload bay capable of supporting an 8 meter
diameter mirror (possibly larger), and a pay-
load weight of nearly 80,000 pounds. Further-
more, this heavy lift booster will need to be
capable of launching this payload into Me-
dium Earth Orbit, at altitudes of about 600–
750 miles.

SPACE POLICY

Space is a medium for the projection of
global power, a theater for deploying bal-
listic missile defenses, and a frontier for de-
velopment. German rocket scientists in
World War II recognized the potential of
space for world-wide domination, developing
the German V–2 as a precursor to building
intercontinental ballistic missiles, and de-
veloping plans for a large solar lens and
spaceplanes such as the Sänger glide bomber
that would use the upper atmosphere to
coast to targets aroung the world.

The threat of long range ballistic missiles
armed with nuclear weapons became obvious
to defense leaders and scientists in the 1950s.
They wanted to use space for intercepting
and destroying long range ballistic missiles.
The 1958 ‘‘Argus’’ experiment, exploding
small nuclear warheads in space to energize
electrically charged particles, was an at-

tempt to devise a global approach to bal-
listic missile defense using space. On another
track, Project Defender anticipated the use
of space for deploying interceptors to defend
against long range ballistic missiles.

Development of a U.S. heavy lift booster is
essential for the U.S. to realize its future in
space. Space is essential for deploying bal-
listic missile defenses, especially high en-
ergy lasers that can take advantage of the
long lines of sight found in space, and offer
a boost phase defense capability with their
speed of light operation.

Space is at the edge of being developed as
a medium for the projection of global power,
a theater for operating defenses against in-
termediate and long range ballistic missiles,
and an economic frontier, especially with the
discovery of water on the moon.

How we develop space is critical. We will
need to deploy ballistic missile defenses in
space, and we will need to defend our invest-
ment in space against the encroaching pro-
grams of China and Russia. Space also offers
itself as a medium for applying and devel-
oping advanced technology, and can restore
our leadership in defense and advanced tech-
nology.

It will do very little good for the U.S. to
deny itself the use of the Russian Proton
heavy lift booster, especially when the Clin-
ton administration has not taken the lead in
creating a U.S. heavy lift booster. For the
sake of its future in space and its defense,
the U.S. needs to build its own heavy lift
booster.

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hughes has provided in-
sightful considerations and recommendations
for the development of future U.S. space pol-
icy. Such informed and practical forward-think-
ing by American men and women is what
made our nation the world’s economic, polit-
ical, military, and industrial superpower.
f

ELLIS ISLAND MEDALS OF HONOR
AWARDS CEREMONY

HON. DAN BURTON
OF INDIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 22, 1999

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I
submit the following:

ELLIS ISLAND MEDALS OF HONOR AWARDS
CEREMONY—NECO CHAIRMAN WILLIAM
DENIS FUGAZY LEADS DRAMATIC CEREMONY

ELLIS ISLAND, NY, May 8.—Standing on the
hallowed grounds of Ellis Island—the portal
through which 17 million immigrants en-
tered the United States—a cast of ethnic
Americans who have made significant con-
tributions to the life of this nation were pre-
sented with the coveted Ellis Island Medal of
Honor at an emotionally uplifting ceremony.

NECO’s annual medal ceremony and recep-
tion on Ellis Island in New York Harbor is

the Nation’s largest celebration of ethnic
pride. Representing a rainbow of ethnic ori-
gins, this year’s recipients received their
award in the shadow of the historic Great
Hall, where the first footsteps were taken by
the millions of immigrants who entered the
U.S. in the latter part of the nineteenth cen-
tury. ‘‘Today we honor great ethnic Ameri-
cans who, through their achievements and
contributions, and in the spirit of their eth-
nic origins, have enriched this country and
have become role models for future genera-
tions,’’ said NECO Chairman William Denis
Fugazy. ‘‘In addition, we honor the immi-
grant experience—those who passed through
this Great Hall decades ago, and the new im-
migrants who arrive on American soil seek-
ing opportunity.’’

Mr. Fugazy added,’’ It doesn’t matter how
you got here or if you already were here.
Ellis Island is a symbol of the freedom, di-
versity and opportunity—ingredients inher-
ent in the fabric of this nation. Although
many recipients have no familial ties to
Ellis Island, their ancestors share similar
histories of struggle and hope for a better
life here.

Established in 1986 by NECO, the Ellis Is-
land Medals of Honor pay tribute to the an-
cestry groups that comprise America’s
unique cultural mosaic. To date, approxi-
mately 1,100 ethnic American citizens have
received medals.

NECO is the largest organization of its
kind in the U.S. serving as an umbrella
group for over 250 ethnic organizations and
whose mandate is to preserve ethnic diver-
sity, promote ethnic and religious equality,
tolerance and harmony, and to combat injus-
tice, hatred and bigotry. NECO has a new
goal in its humanitarian mission: saving the
lives of children with life-threatening med-
ical conditions. NECO has founded The Chil-
dren of the World Foundation which brings
children from developing nations needing
life-saving surgery to the United States for
treatment. This year alone, NECO’s efforts
have helped save the lives of six infants from
around the world.

Ellis Island Medal of Honor recipients are
selected each year through a national nomi-
nation process. Screening committees from
NECO’s member organizations select the
final nominees, who are then considered by
the Board of Directors.

Past Ellis Island Medal of Honor recipients
have included several U.S. Presidents, enter-
tainers, athletes, entrepreneurs, religious
leaders and business executives, such as Wil-
liam Clinton, Ronald Reagan, Jimmy Carter,
Gerald Ford, George Bush, Richard Nixon,
George Pataki, Mario Cuomo, Bob Hope,
Frank Sinatra, Michael Douglas, Gloria
Estefan, Coretta Scott King, Rosa Parks,
Elie Wiesel, Muhammad Ali, Mickey Mantle,
General Norman Schwarzkopf, Barbara Wal-
ters, Terry Anderson and Dr. Michael
DeBakey.

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 1999 ELLIS ISLAND
MEDAL OF HONOR RECIPIENTS

MEDALIST LIST 1999

Name Heritage Occupation

Joseph V. Adamec ................................................................................................................................................................... Slovak Religious Leader.
Roger E. Ailes .......................................................................................................................................................................... English/Scottish Media Executive.
Frank Andrea, Jr. ..................................................................................................................................................................... Italian Business Leader.
Karl G. Andren ......................................................................................................................................................................... Finnish Business Leader.
Thomas A. Athens ................................................................................................................................................................... Hellenic Business Leader.
Inge Auerbacher ...................................................................................................................................................................... German Chemist/Author/Lecturer.
Adrien Barbey .......................................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Restaurateur.
William G. Barry ...................................................................................................................................................................... Irish/Dutch Business Leader.
Hans W. Becherer .................................................................................................................................................................... German Business Leader.
Marylou Berk ........................................................................................................................................................................... Italian Business Leader.
Morris Biller ............................................................................................................................................................................. Austrian/Hungarian Labor Leader.
Karl L. Boeckmann .................................................................................................................................................................. German Business Leader.
Nicholas J. Bouras .................................................................................................................................................................. Hellenic Business Leader.
Douglas W. Brandrup .............................................................................................................................................................. Danish Attorney/Business Leader.
Richard L. Bready ................................................................................................................................................................... Irish Business Leader.
David V.B. Britt ....................................................................................................................................................................... Welsh/English Educational Communitor.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-21T16:54:44-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




