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FARLEY UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH WILL CELEBRATE ITS
150TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. MARCY KAPTUR

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 7, 1998

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
give special recognition to the Farley United
Methodist Church in Richfield Township in
Northwest Ohio. On October 18, 1998, the
church will celebrate its 150th anniversary.

The Farley Society was founded in 1848.
Later named the Farley Methodist Church, and
then the Farley United Methodist Church, the
church is a small rural congregation in the
town of Berkey, Ohio. Strongly supported by
its members, succeeding generations of the
original founding families still attend the
church. To quote one of its members, “Al-
though the church remains today as a small,
country church, it has been part of the fabric
and an influence in the Richfield Township
community for generations.”

| am pleased to commemorate the church’s
150th anniversary. This milestone is a testa-
ment to faith, to the strength of community,
and to the values of family, tradition, and com-
ing together. A church is only as strong as its
members, and the 150 year long journey of
the Farley United Methodist Church has only
come about through the faith and persever-
ance of its congregants. Their lives have cer-
tainly been made richer through their faith, but
our community has also been made richer by
the church’s presence. The simple white struc-
ture at the town crossroads has housed gen-
erations of souls uplifted by the strength of
prayer and each other as God’'s Word was
celebrated each Sunday for 150 years.

As those years are celebrated, | know that
the spirit of the church’s ancestors will be felt,
and they will join today’s membership in the
commemoration. May all present find the day
to be one of inspiration, reflection on the past,
and vision for the future.

NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE
SYSTEM

HON. BOB SCHAFFER

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 7, 1998

Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado. Mr.
Speaker, few Americans are aware that we
have no reliable national missile defense sys-
tem. If a foreign terroristic antagonist, one
Saddam Hussein for example, were to launch
a single ballistic missile at the North American
continent, we would be defenseless to stop it,
and it is wholly unlikely that we could accom-
plish the task.

The President of the United States seems
unconcerned about the matter, even though
the technology currently exists to begin pro-
grams promising to effectively render nuclear
missiles obsolete.

To defend the President’s irresponsible poli-
cies and actions, he has deployed the cover of
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen-
eral Henry H. Shelton. General Shelton has
compromised national security to carry out his
role as chief apologist for an incompetent
Commander-in-Chief—President Clinton.

Recently, General Shelton issued a commu-
nication to this Congress about the global
threat of ballistic missile attack.

Mr. Speaker, the Shelton letter was alarm-
ing, not only because it describes a very real
threat, but because it is replete with inconsist-
encies, inaccuracies, contradictions and ad-
missions all pointing to the obvious conclusion
that Americans are today in danger.

Today, | responded rather harshly to Gen-
eral Shelton’s August 24 letter to Congress. In
composing this response, | consulted many
colleagues. They share my concern, and my
conclusions and have asked that the final draft
be distributed to all Members.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, | hereby submit for
the RECORD, the full text of the letter | have
today posted to General Shelton. Furthermore,
| am eager to join any Member who shares
my outrage in this matter, in actively working
to provide a reliable national missile defense
system.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
October 7, 1998
General HENRY H. SHELTON,
Joint Chiefs of Staff, The Pentagon, Washing-
ton, DC.

DEAR GENERAL SHELTON: Your letter to
Congress of August 24 said you ‘‘believed
that North Korea continues moving closer to
initiation of a Taepo Dong 1 Medium Range
Ballistic Missile (MRBM) testing program.”’

One week later, on August 31, attempting
to launch a satellite, North Korea tested its
Taepo Dong 1 Long Range Ballistic Missile, a
three-stage ballistic missile with an esti-
mated range of 3,000 to over 6,000 miles, or
unlimited range if used as a fractional or-
bital bombardment system.

But the Intelligence Community failed to
provide even a day’s notice of North Korea’s
Taepo Dong 1 ICBM test, or an analysis of its
purpose. The Intelligence Community cer-
tainly can not provide a three-year warning
of its ballistic missile threat.

The yardstick of adequate warning for mis-
sile tests is not, and should not, be met in
simply describing preparations for missile
tests as they unfold over the span of a few
months, weeks, or even days. Still, as pre-
mised in the obviously flawed 3+3 policy,
adequate strategic warning to implement
this policy entails predicting the appearance
of new missile systems years in advance. In
order to prevent these new emerging threats
from becoming reality, the United States
must secure advantage of the greatest
amount of time possible to deploy missile de-
fenses. Any delay threatens freedom.

The Taepo Dong 1, furthermore, is a Long
Range Ballistic Missile, an ICBM, not a Me-
dium Range Ballistic Missile as you claim.
North Korea’s Taepo Dong 1 can threaten the
United States today.

Your 3+3 ballistic missile defense program
is unconscionably leaving the American peo-
ple vulnerable to ballistic missile attack. We
need a defense today against long range bal-
listic missiles.

Intelligence Community—The Intelligence
Community failed to accurately predict the
capabilities of North Korea’s August 31 test
of its Taepo Dong 1 long range ballistic mis-
sile. The Intelligence Community failed to
correctly analyze North Korea’s ballistic
missile test.

The Intelligence Community failed to an-
ticipate and provide timely and adequately
warning of Pakistan’s acquisition and test of
its Ghuari intermediate range ballistic mis-
sile. The Intelligence Community failed to
predict the resulting nuclear tests and arms
race between India and Pakistan.

The Intelligence Community failed to pro-
vide adequate warning of lIran’s test of its
Sahab-3 intermediate range ballistic missile.

E1953

You are relying for our defense on an Intel-
ligence Community that has repeatedly
failed to predict and warn of critical ballistic
missile and nuclear arm developments.

You are recklessly compromising the lives
and safety of tens of millions of Americans.

Rumsfeld Commission—The unanimous con-
clusion of the Rumsfeld Commission argues
strongly and conclusively against relying on
the Intelligence Community for advance
warning on ballistic missile threats. You
deny the conclusions of the Rumsfeld Com-
mission. But world events in 1998 have vali-
dated the conclusions of the Rumsfeld Com-
mission, and repudiate your findings and per-
spective.

The Rumsfeld Commission points out un-
conventional, high-risk development pro-
grams and foreign assistance can enable
rogue nations to acquire an ICBM capability
in a short time, and the Intelligence Commu-
nity may not be able to detect those efforts.
You and the Joint Chiefs of Staff view that
as an unlikely development. But North
Korea has already developed and ICBM capa-
bility, disproving your view.

The Proliferation Primer, A Majority Report
of the Subcommittee on International Secu-
rity, Proliferation, and Federal Services,
Committee on Governmental Affairs, U.S.
Senate, January 1998, describes at great
lengths the foreign assistance being given to
rogue nations by Russia, China, North Korea,
and the United States for the development of
long range ballistic missiles.

Your views on the threats we face from
long range ballistic missiles and rogue na-
tions are without basis.

Program—You suggest the 3+3 program is
an unprecedented effort to address the likely
emergence of a rogue ICBM threat, claiming
it compresses what is normally a 6-12 year
development program into 3 years, with ad-
ditional development concurrent with 3 year
development.

But we built the atomic bomb in 3 years.
We put Polaris to sea in 3.2 years. We built
four ballistic missile systems. Thor, Atlas,
Titan, and Minuteman, concurrently in
under eight years.

We can successfully build advanced tech-
nology weapons in crash programs. Your 3+3
program under President Clinton, rather
than seeking to build a ballistic missile de-
fense to meet the threats which confront us,
is needlessly compromising the security of
millions of American lives.

Technology—You claim you have ‘“‘a pru-
dent commitment to provide absolutely the
best technology when a threat warrants de-
velopment.” Yet China threatened to attack
the United States by ballistic missile in 1996.
North Korea can attack us today. Russia can
swiftly launch hundreds of long range ballis-
tic missiles against us. Where is our defense
your prudence dictates?

You claim you want to provide the best
technology for ballistic missile defense, yet
President Clinton canceled the Brilliant Peb-
bles program in 1993, which would have de-
ployed advanced ballistic missile defenses
today. President Clinton cut the Space Based
Laser technology program in 1993, an ad-
vanced technology program which the Air
Force now advocates. President Clinton also
cut programs for the research and develop-
ment of technology for ballistic missile de-
fense. Your claim is utterly false and prepos-
terous.

President Clinton dumbed down the Navy
Theater Wide ballistic missile defense pro-
gram (Navy Upper Tier) to restrict its use of
target and cuing information, restrict the
speed of its interceptor, and restrict the ca-
pability of its Kinetic Kill Vehicle. President
Clinton is pursuing ineffective and dumbed-
down ballistic missile defense technology.
President Clinton is clearly not seeking ‘“‘ab-
solutely the best technology.”
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