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master legislator by shepherding extraor-
dinarily complex legislation through the House.
He understood that the business of legislating
and good politics required great skill in the art
of compromise.

Speaker Wright never backed down from a
challenge, and even after leaving office, he
continued to serve the public diligently. | was
always able to consult with Speaker Wright re-
garding difficult legislation, and he never failed
to provide thoughtful and principled insight.

Our country has lost one of its finest states-
men, and | have lost a close personal friend
whose wisdom, dignity and knowledge of the
legislative process was unquestionably envi-
able. He is among the most influential Speak-
ers in the history of the House of Representa-
tives.

Mr. Speaker, Jim Wright is an unforgettable
public servant and leader. A man fueled by
passion and concern for others, he set the bar
high for his successors. He is survived by his
wife, Betty and four children. | stand today to
honor Former Speaker of the House, Jim
Wright, and to thank him for his work in serv-
ice to the people of Texas and throughout this
great nation. He left a powerful legacy that will
live for generations.

——————
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
recently hosted a briefing entitled Catholic En-
gagement on Nuclear Disarmament: What are
the moral questions? and one of the speakers,
His Excellency Archbishop Bernardito Auza,
Permanent Representative of the Holy See to
the United Nations, presented the following
statement:

The Holy See has always been morally
against nuclear weapons and has always
called for their abolition. It has worked and
continues to work for a world without nu-
clear weapons.

In February 1943, two years and a half be-
fore the Trinity test, Pope Pius XII had al-
ready voiced deep concern regarding the vio-
lent use of atomic energy. In an address to a
meeting of Western military scientists in
1953, Pope Pius XII said that the possession
of ““ABC” (Atomic-Biological-Chemical)
weapons made legitimate self-defense
against an aggressor a less likely prospect,
because ‘‘if the damage resulting from war is
not comparable with that of the ‘injustice
tolerated,” one may be obliged ‘to submit to
the injustice.”” Devoting his entire 1954
Easter Message to the question of nuclear
weapons, he spoke of the effects of a nuclear
war by evoking ‘‘the vision of vast terri-
tories rendered uninhabitable and useless to
mankind . . . transmissible diseases . . . and
monstrous deformities.” Given such totally
uncontrollable and indiscriminate con-
sequences, the Pope demanded ‘‘the effective
proscription and banishment of atomic war-
fare,” calling the arms race a ‘‘costly rela-
tionship of mutual terror.” This was the first
clear papal condemnation of the nuclear
arms race, sixteen years before the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT).

Already well within the Cold War era and
right after the Cuban missile crisis, Pope
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Saint John XXIII, in his 1963 Encyclical
Pacem in Terris, called for the abolition of
nuclear weapons and for the establishment of
an adequate disarmament program to
achieve that end. He spoke very clearly
about the theory or doctrine of deterrence as
the principal cause of the arms race and of
arms proliferation and about the tremendous
economic burdens the arms race provoked.
He argued quite extensively that ‘‘justice,
right reason, and the recognition of man’s
dignity cry out insistently for a cessation to
the arms race. The stockpiles of armaments
that have been built up in various countries
must be reduced reciprocally and simulta-
neously by the parties concerned. Nuclear
weapons must be banned. A general agree-
ment must be reached on a suitable disar-
mament program, with an effective system
of mutual control. Unless this process of dis-
armament be thoroughgoing and complete,
and reaches men’s very souls, it is impossible
to stop the arms race, or to reduce arma-
ments, or—and this is the main thing—ulti-
mately to abolish them entirely. Everyone
must sincerely co-operate in the effort to
banish fear and the anxious expectation of
war from men’s minds. But this requires that
the fundamental principles upon which peace
is based in today’s world be replaced by an
altogether different one, namely, the realiza-
tion that true and lasting peace among na-
tions cannot consist in the possession of an
equal supply of armaments but only in mu-
tual trust. And we are confident that this
can be achieved, for it is a thing that not
only is dictated by common sense, but is in
itself most desirable and most fruitful of
good.”

In his address to the UN General Assembly
on 4 October 1965, Pope Paul VI character-
ized nuclear weapons as ‘‘nightmares’” and
“‘dark designs.”” He also stressed that the
weapons themselves ‘‘lead astray the men-
tality of peoples.”” His plea of ‘‘jamais plus la
guerre,” of ‘“‘war never again,” reverberated
in the General Assembly Hall. But his appeal
to let weapons fall from our hands, ‘‘espe-
cially the terrible weapons that modern
science has given us,” in clear reference to
nuclear arms, still remains unheeded. Pope
Paul’s call to end the nuclear arms race
reached its culmination in his 1977 World
Day of Peace message, in which he dem-
onstrated that nuclear arms offered a false
sense of security. He reiterated this in his
message to the U.N. General Assembly on
Disarmament in 1978, calling the peace of nu-
clear deterrence ‘‘a tragic illusion.”” He also
reiterated an assertion made earlier in his
papacy, that the nuclear arms race retarded
the development of peoples, citing the ‘‘cry-
ing disproportion between the resources in
money and intelligence devoted to the serv-
ice of death and the resources devoted to the
service of life.”

In 1982, Pope Saint John Paul II addressed
a message to the United Nations General As-
sembly on its second conference devoted to
Disarmament. The Pope said that in the
“‘current conditions of the Cold War, ‘deter-
rence,” considered not as an end in itself but
as a step toward a progressive disarmament,
may still be judged morally acceptable.
Nonetheless, in order to ensure peace, it is
indispensable not to be satisfied with this
minimum, which is always susceptible to the
real danger of explosion.”” The Holy Father,
therefore, did not countenance deterrence as
a permanent measure.

As time progressed and the central promise
of the NPT remained unfulfilled, the Holy
See stepped up its efforts to argue for the
abolition of nuclear weapons. In his 2006
World Day of Peace Message, Pope Benedict
XVI criticized the argument of nuclear arms
for security as ‘‘completely fallacious’ and
affirmed that ‘‘peace requires that all strive
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for progressive and concerted nuclear disar-
mament.”

Since the 2010 Review Conference of the
Parties to the NPT, there has been an in-
creased attention to the humanitarian di-
mension of and the risks associated with nu-
clear weapons. This heightened interest was
manifested by cross-regional humanitarian
statements in the UN and other regional and
international fora and, in particular, by the
organization of three Conferences on the Hu-
manitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons in
Oslo (March 2013), Nayarit (February 2014),
and Vienna (December 2014). These Con-
ferences have seen increased participation of
States, of non-governmental organizations
and of the greater civil society.

During the Vienna Conference, the Holy
See presented three documents: first, the of-
ficial Statement delivered by the Delegation
of the Holy See; second, the message that
Pope Francis sent to His Excellency Mr. Se-
bastian Kurz, President of the Vienna Con-
ference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nu-
clear Weapons in December 2014; and, third,
a paper entitled ‘‘Nuclear Disarmament:
Time for Abolition.”

On April 9, 2015, the Permanent Observer
Mission of the Holy See to the United Na-
tions in New York organized a conference en-
titled ‘‘Nuclear Weapons and the Moral Com-
pass.” The Speakers were neither nuclear
scientists nor political authorities, but rath-
er religious leaders: an Anglican Bishop, a
Rabbi, an Evangelical Minister, an Imam,
and a Catholic Bishop in the person of
Bishop Oscar Cantu, Bishop of Las Cruces
and Chairman of the USCCB Committee on
International Justice and Peace.

The objective of the Conference was to in-
sist on and strengthen the moral argument
against not only the use but also the posses-
sion of nuclear weapons. Arguing against the
policy of deterrence, the Conference served
to echo and further disseminate the Paper
that the Holy See presented in Vienna and
Pope Francis’s strong stand for the abolition
of nuclear weapons The timing of the Con-
ference was in anticipation of the then im-
minent Ninth Review Conference on the
Treaty on the Non Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, which opened yesterday at the UN
in New York and will continue until May 22.

The NPT is one of the best known and
most adhered to Treaties, with Palestine
being the 191st Party to it. The Holy See has
been a Party to the NPT since the very be-
ginning, not because it has nuclear weapons
or has to be constrained from developing nu-
clear weapons capabilities, but to encourage
nuclear possessing States to abolish their
nuclear weapons, to dissuade non-nuclear
possessing States from acquiring or devel-
oping nuclear capabilities, and to encourage
international cooperation on the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy.

The documents that the Holy See pre-
sented in Vienna advanced anew the moral
argument against both the possession and
the use of nuclear weapons, and aimed to
sustain and advance the discussion along
this line.

The Holy See considers it a moral and hu-
manitarian imperative to advance the efforts
towards the final objective of the total
elimination of nuclear weapons. It argues
that disarmament treaties are not just legal
obligations; they are also moral commit-
ments based on trust between States, rooted
in the trust that citizens place in their gov-
ernments. If commitments to nuclear disar-
mament are not made in good faith and con-
sequently result in breaches of trust, the
proliferation of such weapons would be the
logical corollary.

Despite some progress and much effort on
the part of many, nuclear disarmament is
currently in crisis. The institutions that are
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supposed to move this process forward have
been blocked for years. The central promise
of the NPT has remained a dream. In fact,
while the pre-NPT nuclear power countries
not only have not disarmed but are also
modernizing their nuclear arsenals, some
pre-NPT non-nuclear countries have ac-
quired or are in the process of acquiring nu-
clear arms capabilities. What is even more
terrifying is the possibility that non-state
actors, like terrorist and extremist organiza-
tions, could acquire nuclear weapons.

The possession of nuclear weapons and the
reliance on nuclear deterrence have had a
very negative impact on relations between
and among States. National security often
comes up in discussions on nuclear weapons.
All States have the right to national secu-
rity, but this principle must not be applied
in a partial and discriminatory manner, for
example, when one State affirms that it
needs nuclear weapons for its national secu-
rity, while at the same time affirming that
another State cannot have them. It is urgent
to revisit in a transparent and honest man-
ner the definition made by States, especially
the nuclear weapons states, of their national
security.

Nuclear weapons cannot create for us a
stable and secure world. Peace and inter-
national stability cannot be founded on mu-
tually-assured destruction or on the threat
of total destruction. The Holy See believes
that peace cannot be reduced solely to main-
taining a balance of power between enemies.
On the contrary, as Pope Francis affirms in
his letter to the President of the Vienna
Conference, ‘‘Peace must be built on justice,
socio-economic development, freedom, re-
spect for human rights, the participation of
all in public affairs and the building of trust
between peoples.”

In its argument against the possession and
use of nuclear weapons, the Holy See also fo-
cuses attention on (1) the costs of the nu-
clear stalemate to the global common good;
(2) the ‘‘illusions of security’ inherent in the
possession of nuclear arms; (3) the inequality
at the root of the non-proliferation regime
according to the NPT; and (4) the enormous
toll that current nuclear policies take on the
poor and on the world’s priorities.

The United Nations will soon adopt the
Post-2015 Sustainable Development Agenda.
The Sustainable Development Goals con-
tained therein are daunting and require
enormous means to implement. It would be
naive and myopic if we seek to assure world
peace and security through nuclear weapons
rather than through the eradication of ex-
treme poverty, making healthcare and edu-
cation accessible to all, and promoting
peaceful institutions and societies through
dialogue and solidarity.

For our own good and that of future gen-
erations, we have no reasonable and moral
option other than the abolition of nuclear
weapons. Nuclear weapons are a global prob-
lem and they impact all countries and all
peoples, including future generations. More-
over, ever-growing interdependence and
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globalization demand that whatever response
we may have against the threat of nuclear
weapons must be collective and concerted,
based on reciprocal trust.

Arguing for nuclear abolition from the
moral perspective, the Holy See appeals to
human consciences. As Paul VI affirmed in
his 1965 Address to the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly, ‘‘Today, as never before, in
an era marked by such human progress,
there is need for an appeal to the moral con-
science of man. For the danger comes, not
from progress, nor from science. The real
danger comes from man himself, who has at
his disposal ever more powerful instruments,
which can be used for destruction as for the
loftiest conquests.”

No one could ever say that a world without
nuclear weapons is easily achievable. It is
not; it is extremely arduous; it is even a uto-
pia for some. But there is no alternative
than to work unceasingly towards its
achievement. As President John F. Kennedy
said in his Commencement Address at the
American University on 10 June 1963, ‘“The
pursuit of peace is not as dramatic as the
pursuit of war—and frequently the words of
the pursuers fall on deaf ears. But we have
no more urgent task.”

Let me conclude by reaffirming the convic-
tion that Pope Francis expressed in his De-
cember 2014 message to the President of the
Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Im-
pact of Nuclear Weapons: ‘I am convinced
that the desire for peace and fraternity
planted deep in the human heart will bear
fruit in concrete ways to ensure that nuclear
weapons are banned once and for all, to the
benefit of our common home.”

———
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Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | am
honored to rise and recognize the Centennial
Anniversary of the United States Navy Re-
serve.

Following the outbreak of World War 1| in
1914, Secretary of the Navy Josephus Daniels
and Assistant Secretary and future President
Franklin D. Roosevelt initiated plans to for-
mally launch a world-class naval reserve force
necessary to protect the United States. On
March 3, 1915, Congress passed legislation
establishing the United States Naval Reserve,
which is known today as the United States
Navy Reserve.

The creation of the Navy Reserve harkens
back to our Nation’s tradition of Citizen Sailors
protecting and defending the shores of the
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United States, when residents of seaside
towns along the New England coast engaged
British warships in the Atlantic before the Con-
tinental Congress officially established the
Continental Navy. The Navy Reserve has built
on this proud tradition, and during the years
following its original inception, the Navy Re-
serve grew tremendously.

The successful growth of the Navy Reserve
proved to be crucial during World War Il. Ten
out of eleven sailors in the Navy during World
War Il were reservists, and, according to
former Secretary of the Navy John L. Sullivan,
who served as the first Secretary of the Navy
following the creation of the Department of
Defense, the three and a half million Naval
Reservists that served during World War |l
made possible the rapid expansion of our
naval service into the largest the world has
ever known. Navy Reservists were there from
the very beginning of the war. In fact, Navy
Reserve Sailors from Minnesota aboard the
USS Ward fired the first shots by the United
States against Japanese forces on the day of
Pearl Harbor, destroying a Japanese mini-sub-
marine. With the outbreak of the war, the re-
serves grew further, and in 1942, the Naval
Aviation Cadet Program was created, African-
American males were accepted for enlistment,
and the Women Accepted for Voluntary Emer-
gency Service (WAVES) program was cre-
ated, which allowed women to volunteer for
service within the Navy Reserves. By the end
of World War 1l, 91,000 women were actively
serving, and over its century of service, five
Presidents—John F. Kennedy, Lyndon B.
Johnson, Richard Nixon, Gerald Ford and
George H. W. Bush—have served in the Navy
Reserves.

The Navy Reserves continued to support
the United States Navy through the Korean
War, Cold War, the Berlin Crisis, Vietham, Op-
erations Desert Shield and Desert Storm, and
our continued fight against terrorism. Since
September 11, 2001, the Navy Reserve has
completed more than 70,000 mobilizations in
support of contingency operations around the
world and continues to be a vital component
of the United States Navy.

Mr. Speaker, throughout our Nation’s his-
tory, Citizen Sailors and then Navy Reservists
have protected the United States with honor,
courage, and commitment. The millions of
Americans who have served and the thou-
sands who serve today are testaments to the
patriotism and professionalism of the best
Navy Reserve force the world has ever seen,
and | am honored to recognize its Centennial
Anniversary and thank the men and women of
the Navy Reserve for their steadfast service
and dedication to the cause of Freedom.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-11T10:22:27-0400
	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




