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we continue to have a moral obligation
to at least investigate and do what we
can.

A new study on May 14 by the RAND
organization entitled “U.S. and Asia—
Toward a New U.S. Strategy and Force
Posture’ reinforces the current admin-
istration’s thinking by outlining the
importance of an engaged TUnited
States in the Asia-Pacific theater. This
study argues that the U.S. engage in
new relationships with the Philippines
and with Guam. Specifically, the study
reports that the U.S. should expand co-
operation with the Philippines and
that the Philippines may present an in-
teresting opportunity to enhance Air
Force access in the western Pacific. I
could not agree any more with that
study.

The Philippines is an important
country to the United States, not only
because of our long historical relation-
ship but because of our new strategic
posture and challenges that we face in
this century. I urge all House Members
to consider this information and to
consider this important piece of our
puzzle, our strategy puzzle, in the Asia-
Pacific region.

——

PRESIDENT PROPOSES TO CEASE
LIVE COMBINED ARMS TRAINING
ON VIEQUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I am dis-
appointed to come to the well today to
learn that President Bush is proposing
to cease live combined arms training
on the Puerto Rican island of Vieques
by 2003. In short, the President and his
administration are ignoring the issue
of military readiness and national se-
curity.

In opinion editorials, congressional
testimony and official DOD press re-
leases, the Commandant of the Marine
Corps, General James Jones, and the
former Chief of Naval Operation, Jay
Johnson, repeatedly stressed to the
Clinton administration the importance
of combined arms training at Vieques.
Their simple and continued message
has been very clear: ‘“Without Vieques,
the Second Fleet cannot train, evalu-
ate, or certify Battle Group/Amphib-
ious Ready Group teams for combat op-
erations.”

In fact, Admiral Johnson testified in
a hearing in 1999 that ‘“Vieques is not
only the sole training facility on the
East Coast that offers crucial combined
live arms training, the range also
serves as a model for the world because
it offers the ability to conduct actual
time synchronization of air, ground,
surface, and subsurface components
with live ordnance.”

Even former President Clinton’s spe-
cial panel on military operations on
Vieques concluded that ‘‘the separation
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of certain aspects of current training
into their component parts cannot rep-
licate the ideal solution that has been
available by the integration of all oper-
ational activities at Vieques.”

Meanwhile, it appears that this deci-
sion will and could perhaps put Amer-
ican men and women at risk in the fu-
ture. Why? Because it denies them the
necessary combined arms training
needed to succeed in combat oper-
ations. From World War II through our
most recent crisis in Kosovo, our Na-
tion’s military has been able to meet
our Nation’s call to arms because of
the preparation we afford them at
training ranges all over the world but
in particular here at Vieques. History
has taught us the success or failure of
our Nation’s military and the risk of
loss of life is a direct function of the
preparation we afford them prior to
combat. Closing the Vieques training
range will result in a significant loss of
critical combat training, which is es-
sential to our Navy and Marine forces.

Whether it was the Gulf War, that I
participated in, or other military oper-
ations, we are beginning to dull our
own Nation, as if we can place our men
and women at risk and somehow, if we
are able to conduct these operations
with standoff weapons, that there will
be no risk of life. We should fall upon
our knees and thank the military lead-
ers, those tough NCOs that are out
there, those master sergeants, those
lieutenants and company commanders
who are doing the tough training, be-
cause that is what saves lives on the
battlefield. And when they train on the
ground, it has to be coordinated not
only from the sea but also from the air
for a combined operation.

I was on the island of Vieques. They
need to be able to land the Marines,
and the Marines landing need to be
able to call in; whether it is naval gun-
fire, whether it is artillery, or whether
calling in from the ship to air, the air
to land, but all coordinated on one
point. Why? To increase the lethality.
Now that sounds brutal, but what is
fighting our Nation’s wars about? It is
bringing lethality to a particular point
in time so we can win on the battle-
field.

So I am very disappointed that some-
one down at the White House or others
have made judgments without being
very good listeners to our military
planners, and I appeal, I appeal to the
administration to rethink what they
have done here. There is absolutely no
substitute for training with live ammu-
nition. Do not succumb to the tempta-
tion that live fire combined with arms
training on Vieques can be duplicated
elsewhere or overemphasize simulation
technology. While simulation is valu-
able training, our servicemen and
women will ultimately be playing
Nintendo and think that that is war.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, let me remind
the President of the United States, this
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Congress, and the American people
about the essence of combat oper-
ations. In short, combat is to close
with and destroy the enemy by fire-
power and maneuver and/or close com-
bat. This applies to all aspects of mili-
tary operations, whether it is air,
whether it is on land, or whether it is
sea. It is dirty, it is ugly business, and
war fighting requires the confidence
and ability to handle live fire.

———

FATHERHOOD RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Ms. CARSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I have introduced today a resolu-
tion to promote responsible fatherhood
for Father’s Day.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. I yield to
the gentlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, in addition to supporting the
great efforts of the gentlewoman from
Indiana, I would like to be able to ac-
knowledge that we are filing today H.
Res. 166 that will commemorate and
thank all of the valiant heroes and vol-
unteers in the city of Houston and sur-
rounding areas through Tropical Storm
Allison.

Might I say, Mr. Speaker, that these
volunteers deserve this recognition.
They are still out on the battlefield
fighting, and there are those who are
still suffering as well as those who
have lost their lives. We will honor
these volunteers with H. Res. 166,
signed by a large number of the mem-
bers of the Texas delegation, and thank
them for the valiant effort they per-
formed during Tropical Storm Allison.

And I thank the gentlewoman from
Indiana for yielding to me, Mr. Speak-
er.
Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I wish to let the gentlewoman from
Texas know that my heart goes out to
her and all the people who were af-
fected by that devastating flood situa-
tion in her district.

Mr. Speaker, I have introduced a res-
olution to promote responsible father-
hood on behalf of Father’s Day. Twen-
ty-nine members of the Congressional
Black Caucus, including the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH), have joined
me as cosponsors of the resolution.

In introducing the resolution, Mr.
Speaker, we aim to raise the awareness
of the importance of fathers being in-
volved in the lives of their children. I
understand that all men are not dead-
beat dads, some men are simply dead
broke. I am probably one of the very
few Members of Congress who knows
personally what it is like to grow up in
a home without a father. My experi-
ence growing up fatherless is what has
stirred my passion to become a leader
in this movement.
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Fatherlessness affects our children in
more ways than we can count, pre-
venting our children from fully reach-
ing the potential we know they have
within. While there are millions of fa-
thers who actively support their chil-
dren, there are many others who do not
due to financial or social cir-
cumstances. Many absent fathers are
part of the working poor and may wish
to aid their children but simply cannot
financially.

The goal of the fatherhood resolution
is to promote responsible fatherhood,
the emotional and financial support of
one’s children. In wishing all of God’s
children, all of our Father’s children, a
happy Father’s Day, which is coming
up on Sunday, I wanted to call my col-
leagues’ attention to the promotion of
this effort, of the bill that we have in,
H.R. 1300, which would authorize block
grants to fund programs at the local
and State level, nonprofit organiza-
tions, et cetera.

The Responsible Fatherhood Act of
2001 has already garnered broad bipar-
tisan support in both the House and the
Senate, and I would encourage my col-
leagues to cosponsor this bill to pro-
vide men with the tools and the re-
sources necessary to become respon-
sible fathers.

Mr. Speaker, I offer my Happy Fa-
ther’s Day to you too.

———
MISSILE DEFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thought
I would take the well and talk a little
bit about the hearing that we held
today in the Subcommittee on Military
Research and Development of the
House Committee on Armed Services
concerning the issue of missile defense.

What we did today, Democrats and
Republicans, is talk to General Kadish,
who heads the missile defense program
for this administration, for this Na-
tion; and we talked specifically about
tests: where are we, what have we done,
what works, what does not work, and
where do we need to go.

One thing that General Kadish led
with, which I thought was very impor-
tant for Americans to understand, is
that we have made progress and that
we have accomplished some very im-
portant things for America. The first
one goes back to the Kkilling of 28
Americans in the Desert Storm oper-
ation when Iraqi scud missiles, which
are ballistic missiles, they go about 50
percent faster than a 30.06 bullet, came
in and hit a concentration of American
troops, resulting in 28 deaths. We fired
back as much as we could with the
then Patriot missile system. At the
end of that conflict, we had MIT come
in and analyze whether or not we had
gotten any of those missiles. One of the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

experts from MIT said he did not think
we got any. The Army said they
thought we got about 80 percent, they
were not sure, but that we did have
some problems.

Well, since that time, since the early
1990s, during Desert Storm, we have de-
veloped a missile defense system, now
called PAC-3, the Patriot 3 missile de-
fense system, which can shoot down on
a regular basis, on a consistent basis,
on a reliable basis, those incoming scud
ballistic missiles. We have now had
eight tests, and every one of those
eight tests has intercepted.

I hear a lot of folks talking about
whether or not we can hit a bullet with
a bullet, because it sounds so impos-
sible. Well, a bullet from one of our
Capitol Hill policemen, a 38 bullet, for
example, goes about 1,200, 1,400 feet per
second. A scud missile goes maybe 7,000
feet per second. That is a scud ballistic
missile. So it goes as much as four to
five times as fast as some bullets. And
even if we take a very high velocity
bullet, a big-game rifle or a rifle that
one would use on the battlefield, like a
30.06 that goes about 3,000 feet per sec-
ond, a scud missile even goes about
twice as fast as that bullet.
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And the Patriot missile system that
we fire at that thing, goes in excess of
4,000 feet per second. So both the target
missile, that is the ballistic missile,
and the missile that we shoot up to
knock it down, go faster than a bullet.
And eight times in our tests, we have
successfully hit a bullet with a bullet.

What does that mean. Well, it means
to Americans who are thinking, as
they sit around the breakfast table
with their family and child who may
join the armed services and be sta-
tioned in the Middle East or on the Ko-
rean peninsula, it means that this
country, in response to the missile
threat, working as hard as it can in de-
veloping technology as quickly as pos-
sible, has developed a defense, at least
against these scud missiles that are
being proliferated around the world,
which we are apt to see in a conflict in
the near future.

It means when you have a base camp
with a Marine expeditionary unit filled
with 19- and 20-year-old kids from all of
the farms and cities of this country or
a part of the 101st Air Mobile Brigade
out of Fort Campbell, Kentucky or an
Air Force unit stationed somewhere
enforcing the no-fly zone, it means if
our adversaries launch a ballistic mis-
sile, that is a pretty slow ballistic mis-
sile as they go, but still as fast as a
bullet, if they launch a scud missile at-
tack at that contingent, our PAC-3,
our Patriot 3 system which we are now
in the business of fielding, we have
tested it, would be able to handle that
attack and allow our young men and
women to come home alive.

So we established that. Now, General
Kadish, having established that,
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showed the members of the Committee
on Armed Services the footage of a
number of tests that we have made. He
said, We have missed some; and we
have hit some. He laid out a program
that we need to undertake in the next
5-10 years to develop a capability that
is better and better. We are moving
ahead. We are going to have robust
testing. We are going to defend Amer-
ica.

———

FATHER’S DAY IS ABOUT MORE
THAN PRESENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
IssA). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, all over
America we are hearing the words,
“Happy Father’s Day.” I come to the
floor this afternoon to remind America
that Father’s Day is about more than
presents. What are the children with-
out fathers to do?

Fully a third of our children in our
country are without fathers, being
raised by one parent, usually a woman.
The numbers are increasing at an
alarming rate. The only thing harder
than raising children is one parent
raising children. Often that is the case
today. If there are one-third of children
without fathers today in the home, in
the African American community that
number is two-thirds.

The results are appalling to family
formation. Chronic joblessness among
black males, disproportionate numbers
in prison which keep family formation
from occurring in the usual way, led
me to search for answers. I have been
involved in a number of activities, and
the most recent was inspired by the
Million Man March in 1995. I was con-
cerned that something concrete should
come out of this march to capture the
energy of almost a million African
American men coming to Washington
to indicate they were going to do some-
thing about reconstruction of their
communities and of black family life
itself.

Yet when they went home and said
what am I to do, well, some in fact
found lots to do. But for the average
unaffiliated black man, there was noth-
ing to capture that energy.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that govern-
ment and business and unions and com-
munities ought to have a response so
that this energy could be used to the
highest and best effect. I conceived the
idea of a commission on black men and
boys that would allow black men and
boys in the District of Columbia to get
together to indicate what to do and
how to do it. Recently we received
funding from the Department of Labor.

This commission, set up in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, will be holding hear-
ings; will identify available sources of
government and community and pri-
vate assistance for black men and boys
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