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And of course, Mr. Speaker, here in
America we have seen 35,000 of our fin-
est and bravest men and women Kkilled
or wounded in battle, and 140,000 of our
troops remain in harm’s way today.

Mr. Speaker, war is not a video game.
Real people die or are horribly wound-
ed and scarred, and they are scarred
and wounded for life. Real families suf-
fer. We need to remember that when we
make momentous decisions about war
and peace in this House, we have to
consider those statistics.

Today, our country is faced with an-
other tough decision about war: What
to do about the situation in Afghani-
stan. I oppose the supplementary fund-
ing request for Iraq and Afghanistan. It
will prolong our occupation of Iraq
through at least the year 2011, and it
will expand our military presence in
Afghanistan indefinitely.

Instead of attempting to find mili-
tary solutions to the problems we face
in Iraq and Afghanistan, the adminis-
tration must fundamentally change
our mission in both countries to focus
on promoting reconciliation, economic
development, humanitarian aid, and re-
gional diplomatic efforts.

Diplomacy and economic develop-
ment are two of the cornerstones of my
Smart Security Platform for the 21st
century. This plan would employ the
many effective nonmilitary tools that
we have to fight terrorism. These tools
will cost a lot less and be far more ef-
fective. They will save lives, stop ter-
rorism, and keep us safe at the same
time, or at least safer than a military
option. I invite all of my colleagues to
consider House Resolution 363, which
describes the full plan.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that the mili-
tary option has taken us down the
wrong road in both Iraq and Afghani-
stan for the past 7 years. The military
option hasn’t made us more secure. It
has cost our Treasury over $1 trillion
so far, with no end in sight. And the
human toll has been appalling. It is
time to do something that will make
our Nation safer and save countless
lives. The smart security platform for
the 21st century will achieve both of
these goals.

————

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

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

FORT LEAVENWORTH, A POOR FIT
FOR GUANTANAMO DETAINEES

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

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
in January, shortly after taking office,
President Obama ordered the closure of
the detention facility at Guantanamo
Bay Naval Base within the year. Up to
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250 detainees who are suspects from the
war on terrorism will be processed and
moved, possibly to facilities located in-
side the United States. The U.S. dis-
ciplinary barracks at Fort Leaven-
worth, Kansas, is apparently one of the
facilities under consideration to house
these prisoners.

I have visited Fort Leavenworth, the
city of Leavenworth, and surrounding
communities. I have talked to city offi-
cials, local businesses, and State legis-
lators. I have spoken to U.S. military
officers and foreign military students
attending the Army’s Command and
General Staff College located at the
fort.

Simply stated, Fort Leavenworth is a
poor fit for placing Guantanamo de-
tainees. Fort Leavenworth is known as
the ‘“‘Intellectual Center of the Army,”
where the leaders of our military and
foreign militaries are educated. How-
ever, should these politically sensitive
detainees be located at the fort, many
countries will likely discontinue send-
ing military students to America to be
trained. This action would disrupt Fort
Leavenworth’s primary mission of
military education. It would greatly
impair a successful international mili-
tary student program that has spread
good will around the world for 100
years.

Additionally, our country should not
make Fort Leavenworth’s soldiers and
their families and northeast Kansas
unfairly bear this responsibility at the
cost of their safety and economic well-
being. The 3,000 residents who live on
post as well as the residents of nearby
communities would be living at a high-
er security risk. Since the fort has no
major medical facilities, dangerous de-
tainees would need to be transported to
a local hospital or V.A. for medical at-
tention. Local public safety officials
are not capable of handling a terrorist
incident or protests that may occur
and would require greater resources.
The need to increase security at the
fort would likely close off citizen ac-
cess to Sherman Airfield, the only pub-
lic airport in Leavenworth, as well as
stop rail and river barge traffic that
runs to the post. These actions would
have significant economic con-
sequences.

Finally, the fort’s disciplinary bar-
racks lack the capability to house ter-
rorist suspects. It is largely a medium-
security facility for military prisoners.
It would cost hundreds of millions of
dollars to upgrade the disciplinary bar-
racks to maximum security level and
to construct the hospital, residential,
and support facilities that would be re-
quired to house the additional pris-
oners and security personnel. As a
small post surrounded by a civilian
population, there is no room to grow.

Fort Leavenworth is clearly an un-
suitable location. I am a sponsor of leg-
islation introduced by my colleague of
Kansas, Ms. JENKINS, to prevent Guan-
tanamo detainees from being relocated
there.
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The decision to close Guantanamo
Bay detention facility and relocate ter-
ror suspects should not be made reck-
lessly. I'm troubled that the adminis-
tration is seeking to move forward on
Guantanamo despite the absence of a
closure and relocation plan and despite
the lack of congressional review. In
their recently submitted FY 09 war
supplemental request to Congress, they
ask us for $80 million to close the
Guantanamo detention facility to relo-
cate prisoners, support personnel and
services.

I join the gentleman from California,
Representative HUNTER, in asking the
Appropriations Committee not to in-
clude this funding in the supplemental
until we see a plan. Still lacking these
details this week, I'm pleased to see
that our appropriations chairman, Mr.
OBEY, announced his refusal to provide
the funding.

This critical national security deci-
sion deserves critical thought. Detain-
ees should not be moved where they do
not belong. And detainees do not be-
long at Fort Leavenworth.

—————

JUVENILE JUSTICE
IMPROVEMENTS ACT

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

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of leg-
islation that I recently introduced,
along with several cosponsors, the Ju-
venile Justice Improvement Act.

Mr. Speaker, every day in America,
90,000 youth are incarcerated in our ju-
venile correctional facilities. Seventy
percent of these youth are held for non-
criminal acts like running away or vio-
lating curfew. Instead of working with
these youth and these families to iden-
tify the root of their problem and help
them find alternatives to their nega-
tive behavior, our policy in too many
places around this country is to simply
lock them up. Even more shocking,
7,500 of our Nation’s young people sit in
adult jails on any given day, even
though study after study has proven
that that practice of putting youth in
adult facilities only increases the like-
lihood of recidivism and puts them at
risk amongst that sometimes very dan-
gerous adult population.

Sadly, these are not the only con-
sequences of putting juveniles in the
adult system. Keeping children safe in
the adult juvenile justice system is ex-
tremely difficult. All too often, phys-
ical and sexual assault become com-
monplace. According to the Depart-
ment of Justice’s statistics division, 21
percent and 13 percent of all substan-
tiated victims of inmate-on-inmate
sexual violence in jails in 2005 and 2006
respectively were youth under the age
of 18. That number is disturbingly high
when you take into account that juve-
niles account for only 1 percent of all



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-13T10:54:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




