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heritage in the buildings and town areas that
carry the names of those who originally settled
there. Many of these people colonized
Wawayanda just after the Revolutionary War.
The first town census in 1855 totaled at 2,069.
Today Wawayanda boasts a population of
5,518.

Wawayanda also boasts a great commercial
asset in Interstate Route 84. Route 84 acts as
a commercial crossroads, plugging
Wawayanda into surrounding towns as well as
both Pennsylvania to the west and New Eng-
land to the East. Route 84 is an exceptional
asset to the economy of Wawayanda. It pro-
vides a means of farm export and opens other
areas of New York. This road enables the
beautiful Town of Wawayanda to share its as-
sets with others. People can travel Route 84
to experience Wawayanda’s lush landscapes
and surrounding waterways. Route 84 opens
up the beautiful Town of Wawayanda, ena-
bling it to be experienced by others.

Congratulations on this day should be given
to those who made the Sesquicentennial pos-
sible. The efforts of Town Supervisor Thomas
De Block, his Town Council, and the Sesqui-
centennial Committee should all be com-
mended. If not for these people’s pride and
dedication to their town the celebration of this
Town’s history would not have been possible.
Their efforts are indicative of the pride and tra-
dition that makes this Town so special.

Accordingly, I invite my colleagues on Au-
gust 7, 1999, to recognize the Town of
Wawayanda in New York State for its 150
years of rich tradition and excellence in Amer-
ica.
f

CONTINUING CRISIS IN KASHMIR

HON. BILL McCOLLUM
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 1, 1999
Mr. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today

to express my concern for the ongoing conflict
in the Kashmir region of India. This crisis is
nearing a turning point for which the outcome
is far from being clear. It is extremely impor-
tant that in addressing this turning point, the
United States should act pursuant to its own
national and strategic interests rather than
succumb to the allure of simplistic short-term
‘‘arrangements.’’

The conflict in Kashmir has been unfolding
for nearly two months now. The Kargil crisis
erupted in early May when the Indian Army
discovered the infiltration of Pakistani regular
troops and an assortment of ISI-sponsored
Mujahideen into the northern parts of Indian
Kashmir. From these captured positions, the
Pakistani forces were close to being able to
disconnect India’s national highway—the blood
line to the country’s uppermost northern re-
gions. In the fighting that has since ensued,
the Indian Army was able to first contain the
infiltration and then doggedly evict the Paki-
stani forces from positions inside India. This
fighting, conducted in the extremely rugged
and high-elevation terrain of the Himalayan
mountains, still continues as Indian troops
climb one mountain after another to dislodge
the Pakistani forces sheltered at the peaks.
The Indian government is determined, and
rightly so, to evict all the infiltrators.

While taking place in a remote and desolate
part of the world, the Kargil fighting is not con-

ducted in isolation. In threatening the Indian
national highway, the Pakistani intrusion has
been of strategic significance—and so is its
defeat. Therefore, the stakes are very high for
both New Delhi and Islamabad. Indeed, fully
aware of the explosive character of the Kargil
crisis, New Delhi has instructed the Indian
Army to operate only within Indian territory in
removing the infiltrators, despite the military
expediency of operating in the rear of the
enemy and a higher cost in Indian casualties
due to frontal assaults on towering peaks.

Presently, with the fighting in the Kargil area
stabilizing in India’s favor, Pakistan is in dire
need for a dramatic breakout to salvage some
achievements from an otherwise doomed stra-
tegic gambit. Moreover, Beijing—Pakistan’s
closest ally and strategic patron that has its
own territorial claims for parts of Indian Kash-
mir—is expressing growing interest in the out-
come of the crisis. The People’s Republic of
China (PRC) is ready to intervene in the crisis
in order to safeguard its own strategic inter-
ests.

In order to meet the prerequisites of such a
breakout Pakistan has been pursuing a twin
track policy:

On the one hand, Islamabad has been
threatening the escalation of the crisis into a
major war that, given the declared nuclear sta-
tus of both protagonists, might escalate into a
nuclear war. In order to ensure that
Islamabad’s threat of war is considered cred-
ible, the Pakistani Armed Forces have under-
taken several steps since mid June. Pakistan
put the Armed Forces on ‘‘red alert’’, sent the
Navy out to sea, is moving military reinforce-
ments to the border with India, parading units
through the streets of cities and towns, is con-
ducting civil and home defense exercises for
the population, as well as deploying air de-
fense forces to all airports and key civilian
sites.

On the other hand, Pakistan, with Beijing’s
active support, has been raising the possibility
of a ‘‘negotiated settlement’’ to the Kargil cri-
sis. In these political initiatives, the Pakistanis
stress the need to resolve the crisis before it
escalates out of control and a major, and po-
tentially nuclear, war erupts. In reality,
Islamabad is desperate to extract tangible
gains from the cross-border intrusion of its
forces before they are defeated and evicted by
the Indian Army. And it is in these cir-
cumstances that the proposed negotiated so-
lutions for the Kargil crisis are being offered.

The most popular ‘‘package deal’’ which the
Clinton administration seems to favor at this
juncture calls for Islamabad’s quiet an un-ac-
knowledged withdrawing of the Pakistani
troops in return for the opening of an inter-
national negotiations process over the entire
Kashmir problem. Such dynamics, the deal’s
proponents tell us, will provide Pakistan with a
‘‘face-saving’’ outlet out of the armed conflict
before it escalates into a wider war.

However, there are many pitfalls in this ap-
proach. In all political discussions to-date, the
Pakistani forces involved are still formally de-
fined as ‘‘militants’’—thus absolving Pakistan
of the formal responsibility for what can other-
wise be termed an act of war. Further more,
the mere international acceptance without
challenge of the Pakistani excuse that these
‘‘militants’’ are operating in an area where the
Line of Control (the Indo-Pakistani cease-fire
line in Kashmir) is not properly delineated and
that therefore these ‘‘militants’’ are actually on

Pakistani soil, contradicts the 1972 Simla
Agreement between India and Pakistan. This
argument is therefore making a mockery of
any such bilateral agreements at the very mo-
ment both New Delhi and Islamabad are being
urged by the international community to nego-
tiate and ultimately sign yet another agree-
ment on the ‘Kashimer problem.’’ Then, the
commonly discussed percept of the ‘‘Kashmir
problem’’ refers to the conditions of the Mus-
lim population living in the Kashmir valley.
Thus, the negotiations will delve on the fate of
the Indian held part of Kashmir even though
India, Pakistan and even the PRC each con-
trols wide segments of the British-era Kashmir.

Ultimately, international acceptance of these
principles will reward Pakistan for its armed
aggression and punish India for its self-re-
straint in evicting the intruders. Moreover, any
political outcome in which Pakistan’s interests
are met will also reward Beijing. The PRC,
one should note, has just tested in a major
military exercise in nearby Tibet, a quick reac-
tion intervention force optimized for the re-
gion’s rugged terrain. Moreover, the new stra-
tegic posture at the heart of Asia that will
emerge from these negotiations will serve as
a precedent for similar aggressive wars-by-
proxy that could then be repeated and adopt-
ed throughout the developing world to the det-
riment of the interests of the United States
and its Western allies.

Mr. Speaker, in our pursuit to defuse a
brewing crisis before it escalates into a war
we should not ignore the overall enduring stra-
tegic interests of the United States. The
United States does have long-term vital inter-
ests in Asia. Democratic and pro-Western
India is a bulwark of stability in a region rife
with such anti-U.S. forces and mega-trends as
the hegemonic ascent of a PRC determined to
become the regional supreme power at the
expense of the United States, the spread of
radical militant Islam and Islamist terrorism, as
well as the acquisition of weapons of mass
destruction and long-range delivery systems
by rogue states. At the same time, free access
to the energy resources of Central Asia is cru-
cial for the long-term economic development
of the United States, while the sea lanes of
communications in the Indian Ocean sustain
the West’s commercial relations with East
Asia.

Thus, any ‘Kashmire’’ agreement based on
the principles mentioned above will weaken
India, reward and encourage the anti-U.S.
forces, and will thus adversely affect the long-
term national interests of the United States.

It is, therefore, in the self-interest of the
United States to pursue a negotiated process
that will take into consideration the U.S. quin-
tessential dynamics and interests in the region
and will thus secure the American national in-
terest. Such a process might take longer to
define and be more intricate to attain. How-
ever, a genuine solution to such a complex
problem as the Kashmir dispute will most like-
ly endure future trials and tribulation. Thus, a
genuine solution will ensure at the least a
semblance of stability in a turbulent region that
is of great importance to the United States.
Congress should therefore encourage the
Clinton administration to adopt such a prin-
cipled approach to formulating the U.S. posi-
tion toward the Kargil crisis. Congress should
make sure the U.S. position does not reward
aggression, challenge the viability of the prin-
ciple that legitimate international agreements
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remain valid and not vulnerable to the sudden
expediency of one signatory or another, and
support the creation of a conducive environ-
ment for the genuine solution of the entire
Kashmire problem—that of the areas held by
India, Pakistan, and the PRC. Further more,
we should congratulate the Indian government
for the responsibility, maturity and self-restraint
demonstrated in this crisis and encourage it to
stay the course despite the mounting pres-
sures.
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W. ‘‘WILL’’ GAHAGAN

HON. SAM FARR
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 1, 1999

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker, today
I would like to note the passing of a prominent
American citizen, George W. ‘‘Will’’ Gahagan,
who died in Carmel, California on December
8, 1998 at the age of 86.

Will was a man of broad interests, and nota-
ble achievements. He was well-educated,
graduating in 1949 from Dartmouth, and
worked as a newspaper reporter, federal pub-
lic relations officer and foreign press liaison of-
ficer at the 1945 inaugural United Nations con-
ference in San Francisco. Will attended Har-
vard during his graduate years, and in 1957
received his master’s degree from Stanford
University. During his Dartmouth years he met
the poet Robert Frost, who was on the faculty,
and later founded the California Friends of
Robert Frost, non-profit organization that
helped establish Frost Plaza in San Francisco,
Mr. Frost’s birthplace.

Will was an educator as much as he was a
student. He taught English for 15 years at high
schools, including Tularcitos, Junipero Serra
High School and Santa Catalina School in
Monterey. He also taught at an international
school in Rome. His students benefited greatly
from his tuteledge and enthusiasm for learn-
ing.

Will’s contributions to Monterey County were
as far-reaching as his range of interests. He
wrote a column ‘‘Word Wise‘‘ for the Monterey
Herald, produced and hosted a foreign affairs
television program in Salinas, and wrote a
guidebook about the Monterey Peninsula. He
worked with many local organizations includ-
ing the Carmel Foundation, the World Affairs
Council, the Carmel City Planning Commission
and the Carmel Library. Will helped create the
Dennis the Menace Playground in Monterey,
and helped raise $250,000 for the Robinson
Jeffers Tor House in Carmel. He was a mem-
ber of the senior and super-senior national
tennis teams, successfully competing in tour-
naments in Canada and Europe. Will has
been inducted into the Dartmouth College Ath-
letic Hall of Fame.

No list of accomplishment can represent the
generosity of spirit, the vitality, and the intel-
ligence that Will demonstrated every day. Will
is to be remembered as an exemplary human
being. He is survived by his wife Lorna; his
sons Michael and Mark; his daughters Tappy
and Lissa; his brother John; and, seven grand-
children. He will be sorely missed by all who
had the privilege of knowing him.
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Thursday, July 1, 1999

Mr. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise with great
pride to honor a 104 year old veteran in my
district. John Topolewski was awarded
France’s Knight Cross of the French Legion of
Honor on Wednesday, June 16, 1999 in To-
ledo, Ohio. The Knight’s Cross is the highest
award given by France to citizens of other
countries. The award was presented to Mr.
Topolewski by France’s Consul General Alain
de Keghel, the second ranking French official
in the U.S., in front of a replica of the troop
train which transported U.S. troops to France
in World War I. Mr. Topolewski was one of
those ‘‘Doughboys‘ and a member of the 82nd
Infantry Division. The nation of France has be-
stowed the Knight’s Cross upon John
Topolewski for uncommon valor in the trench-
es as he fought in the United States Army dur-
ing World War I.

The Greek historian Thucydides wrote ‘‘re-
member that this greatness was won by men
with courage, with knowledge of their duty,
and with a sense of honor in action . . . but
the bravest are surely those who have the
clearest vision of what is before them, glory
and danger alike, and yet notwithstanding go
out to meet it.’’ As a young man at the dawn
of his adulthood, John Topolewski embodied
these words. He acted because he thought it
his duty to his comrades, his country, and the
world, not out of a desire for recognition, glory
or awards. Consul General Keghel told him as
he gave him the medal ‘‘More than two million
American soldiers were sent across the Atlan-
tic Ocean. The French have not forgot their
bravery more than eighty years later. Today it
is your turn, Mr. John Topolewski, to be hon-
ored. You served in dangerous conditions.
You belong for sure among the veterans
here.’’

John Topolewski stands today as a symbol
of thousands of nameless heroes of that first
great world wide conflict, and the ones which
followed. He is a reminder of the humanness
in war, of sacrifices made to preserve liberty
and regain freedoms withheld. Although I was
unable to personally be with him as he re-
ceived this belated honor, I salute John
Topolewski, and thank him on behalf of the
people of our nation and freedom lovers
world-wide.
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RECOGNIZING NATIONAL NEED
FOR RECONCILIATION AND
HEALING AND RECOMMENDING A
CALL FOR DAYS OF PRAYER

SPEECH OF

HON. DENNIS MOORE
OF KANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 29, 1999

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, last week the
House failed to suspend the rules and agree
to a resolution that would have recommended
that our nation’s leaders call for a day of pray-
er, fasting, and humiliation before God. The

Wichita Eagle, a leading Kansas newspaper,
asked the Kansas U.S. Representatives to
provide a statement explaining their votes on
this proposal. I want to take this opportunity to
include my response letter in the RECORD.
CATHY WILFONG,
Wichita Eagle.

DEAR MS. WILFONG: On June 29, 1999, I was
asked to vote on House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 94, a resolution asking that Congress
‘‘. . . call the people they serve to observe, a
day of solemn prayer, fasting, and humilia-
tion before God.’’ I voted against the resolu-
tion. Here’s why:

As a citizen, I value my own religious free-
dom so very much that I would be insulted if
Congress told me how to pray, or how to
honor and how to reconcile my relationship
with God. In fact, our country was formed by
people who came here seeking religious free-
dom and seeking to escape the tyranny of a
king in England who told them how to pray
and what kind of religion they would prac-
tice. One of the wonderful things about our
country is that every person has an oppor-
tunity to practice (or not practice) religion
exactly as he/she wishes.

For me, religion is an intensely personal
thing. I would never presume to tell some-
body else how to pray or practice religion.
And I would not appreciate anybody doing
that to me.

I was struck by the language in the House
Resolution which stated that ‘‘. . . it is the
necessary duty of the people of this Nation
not to only to humbly offer up our prayers
and needs to Almighty God, but also in a sol-
emn and public manner to confess our short-
comings . . .’’

I invite the authors of this resolution to
read Matthew 6:5–6. According to my Bible,
Jesus said: ‘‘And when you pray, you must
not be like the hypocrites, for they love to
stand and pray in the synagogues and at the
street corners, that they may be seen by
men. Truly, I say to you, they have received
their reward. But when you pray, go into
your room and shut the door and pray to
your Father who is in secret; and your Fa-
ther who sees in secret will reward you.’’

Just maybe our founding fathers had it
right. In matters of faith, perhaps it is best
that people have the freedom to practice re-
ligion as they wish without instruction from
their government or from Congress.

Very truly yours,
DENNIS MOORE,
Member of Congress.
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RENFROW, STATE CONTROLLER
OF NORTH CAROLINA
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OF NORTH CAROLINA
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Thursday, July 1, 1999

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to call the attention of the Congress to State
Controller of North Carolina Edward ‘‘Ed’’
Renfrow of Smithfield, NC.

On March 19, 1999, the Joint Financial
Management Improvement Program (JFMIP)
presented Mr. Renfrow with the distinguished
1998 Donald L. Scantlebury Memorial Award
for Distinguished Leadership in Financial Man-
agement Improvement at their 28th Annual Fi-
nancial Management Conference in Wash-
ington, DC. The JFMIP is a cooperative initia-
tive of the General Accounting Office (GAO),
the Office of Management and Budget, the
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