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painters, gardeners, and others, matching 
them with people in need of minor home re-
pairs and safety modifications. 

Transitional Housing Barn provides housing, 
supportive services, life management skills 
and financial education for homeless women 
and their dependent children. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me in commending the Giving Circle of 
Heritage Hunt for helping these worthy organi-
zations further their missions to assist our less 
fortunate neighbors. I extend my personal ap-
preciation to the Giving Circle for promoting 
the spirit of charity and generosity in our com-
munity. 

f 

LORD NICHOLAS WINDSOR URGES 
NEW ABOLITIONISM 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 21, 2010 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker, 
I rise tonight as former and incoming Chair-
man of the Foreign Affairs Human Rights 
Committee to ask my distinguished colleagues 
of the House to take a few moments to read 
a brilliant, incisive, extraordinarily well written 
defense of the child in the womb by Lord 
Nicholas Windsor of the UK, great grandson of 
King George V. 

Calling the abortion of unborn children ‘‘the 
single most grievous moral deficit in contem-
porary life,’’ he appeals to conscience and ad-
monishes us to the ‘‘greatest solidarity and 
duty of care because they are the weakest 
and most dependent of our fellow humans.’’ 

Lord Nicholas notes that ‘‘permissive abor-
tion is a fact of life so deeply embedded and 
thoroughly normalized in our culture that—and 
this is the most insidious factor in that normal-
ization—it has been rendered invisible to poli-
tics in Europe. Even mentioning it has become 
the first taboo of the culture.’’ 

And how can that be? 
Lord Nicholas faults ‘‘determined campaigns 

of propaganda at the outset to harden con-
sciences, and gradually to enforce a con-
formism that fears to question what is said to 
be a settled issue.’’ 

Settled? Not here in the U.S., Madam 
Speaker, and hopefully not for long in Europe 
either. 

On what he calls a ‘‘moral world turned up-
side down,’’ Lord Nicholas says, ‘‘the greatest 
irony may be that a broad consensus exists, 
in a highly rights-aware political establishment, 
in favor of one of the gravest and most egre-
gious abuses of human rights that human so-
ciety has ever tolerated. Didn’t Europeans 
think they could never and must never kill 
again on an industrial scale? What a cruel de-
ceit, then, that has led us to this mass killing 
of children . . . .’’ 

‘‘This is the question of questions for Eu-
rope;’’ he writes, ‘‘the practice of abortion is a 
mortal wound in Europe’s heart.’’ 

And he goes on to persuasively advocate 
for a new ‘‘abolitionism’’ for Europe akin to the 
movement to abolish slavery. But the notes 
are ever mindful of the need to meet the 
needs of women: ‘‘The task for us is not mere-
ly to abolish. We must also creatively envis-
age new and compelling answers to the prob-
lems that give rise to this practice . . . .’’ 

A brilliant essay. A must read for those who 
treasure and promote human rights. And 
equally applicable to us—in the United 
States—which mourns, or will mourn some-
day, killing over 53 million children by abortion 
since 1973. 
LORD NICHOLAS WINDSOR WARNS EUROPEANS 

NOT TO FORGET THEIR MOST PRESSING 
MORAL ISSUE: ABORTION 

[From First Things, Dec. 1, 2010] 
(By Lord Nicholas Windsor) 

At the close of the last century, as the 
reckoning was drawn up in Europe for the 
actions and reactions of the twentieth cen-
tury, could we not have been forgiven for 
tending a little toward the view that we had, 
after everything, acquitted ourselves rather 
well? Hadn’t we a long list of accomplish-
ments to admire in the years after 1945? We 
had expunged Fascism, at immeasurable 
human cost, and we had made profound rep-
aration for its effects. We had washed our 
hands of colonialism and vastly improved 
the material lot of the poor in our own coun-
tries. We had built robust democracies and 
welfare states and novel institutions in Eu-
rope to defuse nationalisms and guarantee 
peace among former belligerents. We had ad-
vanced the rights of women—indeed, the 
whole spectrum of rights. We had won the 
Cold War. 

Much more could be added, I think. Poised 
just then before the new millennium, seeing 
what vast work had been done in our soci-
eties, mightn’t it have seemed quite possible 
that the greatest moral cancers in our civili-
zation had been at least contained and pos-
sibly eradicated? Hadn’t history, at least 
this moral cycle of history, really reached an 
end? 

In the decade since the turn of the millen-
nium, the cultural mood has been less happy, 
for a variety of reasons. Even at its most 
confident, however, the West generally rec-
ognized that some work remained to be done. 
So, for example, the position of the poorest 
in the world, it is held, will gradually and 
continually improve if enough effort is 
made, not least by the developed world. For 
the mitigation of global warming and cli-
mate change, political determination will 
suffice to alter the carbon-hungry lifestyles 
that cause the problem. 

The point here is that moderate political 
activity is believed to be the sort of thing re-
quired to address these problems, and there 
is a reasonable degree of optimism that such 
political activity will be usefully brought to 
bear, without the need to resort to force. 

A remaining category of problems still to 
be dealt with could be bundled together as 
‘‘Rogue Regimes, the Taliban, and al- 
Qaeda.’’ This category rightly causes public 
alarm and engenders calls for robust and, 
where necessary, lethal response. But these 
are not threats that appear existential and 
have not as yet provoked a real sense of pub-
lic crisis. Neither have they brought about 
mass political action in the West. They are 
still, I believe, seen as problems that will ul-
timately be solved, or at least kept at bay, 
without huge social upheaval on our home 
soil and certainly with nothing like the war-
fare resorted to by previous generations. 

Is it still possible then that we can point to 
anything of any real significance that had 
been overlooked, anything dangerous smug-
gled into this new phase of history that has 
caught us unawares? I would say that this is 
indeed the case, and I would like to focus es-
pecially on a matter and a practice that con-
stitutes the single most grievous moral def-
icit in contemporary life: the abortion of our 
unborn children. 

This is a historically unprecedented cas-
cade of destruction wrought on individuals: 

on sons, daughters, sisters, brothers, future 
spouses and friends, mothers and fathers— 
destroyed in the form of those to whom we 
owe, quite simply and certainly, the greatest 
solidarity and duty of care because they are 
the weakest and most dependent of our fel-
low humans. All else that we concern our-
selves with in the lives of human beings de-
rives from the inescapable fact that first we 
must have human lives with which to con-
cern ourselves. By disregarding this self-evi-
dent fact of the debt owed immediately to 
the unborn—which is to be allowed to be 
born (and let us not forget that all of us 
might have suffered just the same fate before 
our birth)—humanity’s deepest instincts are 
trampled and shattered. 

This was only an implausible glimmer in 
the eyes of the most radically progressive 
thinkers and activists a century ago. Today 
legal, permissive abortion is a fact of life so 
deeply embedded and thoroughly normalized 
in our culture that—and this is the most in-
sidious factor in that normalization—it has 
been rendered invisible to politics in Europe. 
Even mentioning it has become the first 
taboo of the culture. 

There are consciences in Europe, it must 
be stressed, that glow white-hot for justice 
and strive continuously for this darkest fact 
of our public life to appear in public debate 
as clearly as it does across the Atlantic in 
the United States. For most of our contem-
poraries, however, this is a matter that im-
pinges little. The effectiveness of determined 
campaigns of propaganda at the outset to 
harden consciences, and gradually to enforce 
a conformism that fears to question what is 
said to be a settled issue, has worked won-
derfully well. 

And this enforcement of a new status quo 
succeeds so well due, surely, to benefits en-
joyed as a result—benefits of an order that 
make acceptable even the killing of inno-
cents, by their protectors, on a scale that 
freezes the imagination. How much then 
must depend on its remaining so, remaining 
beyond question? This is the nub of that ide-
ological word choice. So much else can be 
chosen in a given life if the option to dispose 
of unwanted children is dependably avail-
able. So many intoxicating freedoms are 
newly established, if only abortion is never 
again denied to women and to men. 

But what of the cost? As with the cost of 
previous great willful destructions of human 
life, of whole classes of human life, the fact 
that it must and will be borne is a certainty, 
whatever the nature and scale of it. Of 
course, in the first order of consequences, 
the price paid by the victims is not obscure: 
We must never forget that the heaviest price 
is paid by those whose lives are not to be 
lived. 

In the second order of consequences, how-
ever, we must look closely at the hidden bur-
den faced by those, especially mothers, who 
participate in these acts and the losses af-
fecting present and future society. How will 
a society regard itself, or value its own dis-
tinctive culture, when it has placed this fear-
ful act at its center—consciously approving, 
even celebrating, its own most egregious 
moral failing? Will it have the confidence 
simply to regenerate itself? To survive by 
producing the next generation of children in 
sufficient numbers? 

I would like to emphasize that we must 
never mistake the secondary effects of this 
moral enormity for the primary, as this 
would surely be to instrumentalize the vic-
tims and fail again in our duty of respect to-
ward them. It would be an absurdity such as 
if the real tragedy of the Shoah were felt 
first of all to lie in the social consequences. 
No, what we must first lament is the mass 
destruction of human beings who had first 
been deemed worthless. The fact in itself is 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:31 Jul 23, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\E21DE0.REC E21DE0bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E2229 December 21, 2010 
what we must keep before our eyes, before 
and apart from our regard to anything that 
may derive from it. 

We live in what is truly a moral world 
turned upside down, and the greatest irony 
may be that a broad consensus exists, in a 
highly rights-aware political establishment, 
in favor of one of the gravest and most egre-
gious abuses of human rights that human so-
ciety has ever tolerated. Didn’t Europeans 
think they could never and must never kill 
again on an industrial scale? What a cruel 
deceit, then, that has led us to this mass 
killing of children, for a theoretical greater 
good, which in this case is simply the wish 
not to be bound by a pregnancy unless it is 
fully and freely chosen and which, outside of 
that parameter, is declared, by fiat, to be 
null and void. 

The sophistry is overwhelming: If I choose 
and desire my child, then ipso facto I have 
granted it the right to live, and it will live. 
But the inverse is equally the case, by means 
of nothing more or less than my choice: 
Caesar’s thumb is up, or Caesar’s thumb is 
down. And when it comes to exporting this 
idea, we do it with zeal and determination 
through such institutions as the United Na-
tions and the European Union. 

The granting to ourselves of the right wan-
tonly to kill, each year, millions of our off-
spring at the beginning of their lives: This is 
the question of questions for Europe. The 
practice of abortion is a mortal wound in Eu-
rope’s heart, in the center of Hellenic and 
Judeo-Christian culture. 

Having so recklessly carried this poison 
out of the twentieth—the ugliest of all cen-
turies—let us, for the sake of all that has 
been good and beautiful and true about the 
culture of the West, be clear that there is an 
urgent moral priority here. Call it a ‘‘New 
Abolitionism for Europe’’—the word aboli-
tionism emphasizing the continuity between 
the challenge faced now with the 
generational campaigns waged so clear- 
sightedly in late-nineteenth-century Amer-
ica to rid itself of the injustice of slavery. 
The abolitionists, I believe, exemplify the 
courage and imagination required, even if 
they do not provide perfect templates for 
what we face now. 

This is a task that calls for a broader ap-
proach to the safeguarding of life, as taught 
to us by those earlier struggles to apportion 
value where it previously had not been 
deemed to exist. We must re-enliven the val-
uing of life, and this cannot restrict itself to 
the question of abortion, despite its moral 
centrality. It must have regard to every 
threat to the integrity of human beings, at 
all stages of their being and in all cir-
cumstances. 

The task for us is not merely to abolish. 
We must also creatively envisage new and 
compelling answers to the problems that 
give rise to this practice, when the easiest 
solutions may be destructive or distorting 
ones. And the goal is that human life, with-
out any exception, may be as treasured and 
respected as the highest moral thought has 
perennially called for it to be, and as our 
consciences surely sound the echo. 

Author affiliation: 

Lord Nicholas Windsor studied theology at 
Oxford University and is patron of the Right 
to Life Charitable Trust and the Catholic 
National Library. Great-grandson of King 
George V of the United Kingdom, Windsor is 
the first blood member of the British royal 
family to be received into the Catholic 
Church since King Charles II on his deathbed 
in 1685. 

HONORING LIEUTENANT COM-
MANDER MICHAEL ‘‘RAY’’ CAIN’S 
DISTINGUISHED CAREER 

HON. DAVID WU 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 21, 2010 

Mr. WU. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Lieutenant Commander Michael 
‘‘Ray’’ Cain, U.S. Coast Guard. Lieutenant 
Commander Cain retired in September 2010 
after 27 years of faithful and diligent service to 
the U.S. Coast Guard and his Nation. 

Lieutenant Commander Cain enlisted in the 
U.S. Coast Guard in September 1983 and 
quickly rose through the ranks to Senior Chief 
Petty Officer. He then earned a commission 
as a Chief Warrant Officer in 1999 prior to 
being selected for promotion to Lieutenant and 
subsequently Lieutenant Commander in 2009. 
LCDR Cain has diligently served the Coast 
Guard both afloat and ashore as a subject 
matter expert in electrical systems and marine 
inspections. 

Lieutenant Commander Cain completed a 
seven-year tour in Astoria, Oregon, as the 
sole senior marine inspector responsible for 
ensuring the safety of more than 75 pas-
senger vessels that carry thousands of pas-
sengers each year into the oftentimes haz-
ardous waters off the Oregon and Washington 
coasts. 

Former Oregon Governor Tom McCall once 
said, ‘‘Heroes are not giant statues framed 
against a red sky. They are people who say, 
‘This is my community, and it is my responsi-
bility to make it better’ ’’ Lieutenant Com-
mander Michael ‘‘Ray’’ Cain truly is an Amer-
ican hero, for he has devoted much of his life 
to making his country and community better. 

It is an honor for me to recognize Lieutenant 
Commander Cain for his service and for pro-
viding a heroic example to us all. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE SIKH 
FOUNDATION OF VIRGINIA’S 2010 
ANNUAL CULTURAL PROGRAM 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 21, 2010 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the Sikh Founda-
tion of Virginia’s 2010 Annual Cultural Pro-
gram. 

The Sikh Foundation of Virginia (SFV) was 
established in 1987 to serve the religious and 
spiritual needs of the Northern Virginia Sikh 
community. The SFV promotes religious, edu-
cational, social and cultural aspects of Sikhism 
and collaborates with other religious organiza-
tions to host inter-faith events. The SFV is a 
welcome participant in an ethnically diverse 
Northern Virginia community. 

The Annual Cultural Program brings the vi-
brant heritage of Sikhism and the Indian state 
of Punjab to Sikh American youth in Northern 
Virginia through songs, dances, poems, and 
literature readings. The event encourages Sikh 
Americans, especially children, teens and 
young adults, to preserve the culture and tra-
ditions of their Sikh ancestors as they grow to 
be contributing members of American society. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me in celebrating the Sikh Foundation of 
Virginia’s 2010 Annual Cultural Program. I 
would like to extend my personal appreciation 
to the SFV for its unique contribution to the 
ethnic fabric of the Northern Virginia commu-
nity. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF DR. 
HYLAN BENTON LYON, JR. 

HON. RALPH M. HALL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 21, 2010 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the memory of a dedicated vet-
eran and scientist, Dr. Hylan Benton Lyon, Jr., 
of Heath, Texas, who died at the age of 74 on 
July 20, 2010. 

Born July 20, 1936 in New London, Con-
necticut, Dr. Lyon was the son of World War 
II Veteran Rear Admiral Hylan Benton Lyon, 
Sr. and Wilma Lyon. In 1958, Hylan graduated 
from the United States Naval Academy and 
proudly served his Nation as a naval recon-
naissance pilot during the Vietnam War from 
1958 to 1969. In addition during his naval ca-
reer, he attended the University of California, 
Berkley where he earned a PhD in physical 
chemistry. 

Dr. Lyon enjoyed a very successful career, 
serving under President Richard M. Nixon and 
President Gerald Ford on the President’s 
Science Advisor staff, which included working 
on the Advanced Aircraft Instrumentation pro-
gram of the U.S. Office of Naval Research. In 
addition, he worked as a Science Policy Ana-
lyst with the State Department. He was a sen-
ior consultant to the White House Office of 
Science and Technology Policy on Inter-
national Science and Technology under Presi-
dent Jimmy Carter. 

As a civilian, Dr. Lyon was a deputy director 
of the Science, Technology and Industry Di-
rectorate in the Organization of Economic Co-
operation and Development in Paris, France 
and then spent ten years with Texas Instru-
ments. While at Texas Instruments, Dr. Lyon 
used his vast experience in risk management 
and water resources serving as a member for 
President Carter’s National Agenda for the 
Eighties Commission and as a chairman of the 
National Defense University Distinguished Fel-
lows with oversight of the Mobilization of Con-
cepts Development Center. Following his time 
at Texas Instruments, Dr. Lyon was the chief 
technology officer for Marlow Industries for fif-
teen years and then worked for Dumas Capitol 
Partners LLC. 

Dr. Lyon was the president and COO of 
Polytronix Inc. and was the co-founder of the 
Texas Institute of Science. He was a member 
of the Organization of Economic and Co-Oper-
ation of Development. In addition he was a 
member of the Cosmos Club in Washington, 
DC, Park City Rotary, Rockwall Republican 
Men’s Club and the Rockwall Power Team. 
He was an avid biker and fisher and had a 
love for sailing. He also was active in commu-
nity service. 

Hylan is survived by his wife, Sandra Starr 
Lyon, son Matthew Lyon and wife Jasmine 
Andrew Lyon, son Jonathan Lyon, son Chris-
topher Starr and wife Rebecca, and son Ken-
neth Starr and wife Jennifer, daughter Karen 
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