S5474

died in the war. The people of Cali-
fornia, as well as all Americans, mourn
their loss.

May these beautiful young Ameri-
cans rest in peace.

| continue to pray for those who have
been injured in the war. | hope that
they and the rest of our brave young
men and women serving abroad will re-
turn home safely.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, | rise
today to pay tribute to a fellow lowan
and a great American. It is with a
sense of sadness but also pride that I
must call to the attention of the Sen-
ate the sacrifice of Marine GySgt. Jeff
Bohr of Ossian, 1A, who was Killed
April 10, 2003, while participating in
the liberation of Baghdad. Jeff Bohr is
the second lowan to have died in Oper-
ation lIragi Freedom, and hopefully the
last. Jeff Bohr served his country in
the military for 20 years and had no
reservations about putting his life on
the line to protect American freedom
and to give freedom to the Iragi people.
His loss will be felt throughout lowa,
and particularly in his hometown of
Ossian. My thoughts and prayers are
with Jeff’s wife Lori as well as his fa-
ther Eddie and mother Jeanette, his
brothers, and all his family and friends.
As they mourn his loss, they can know
that they are not alone. Many people
in lowa and across the country share
their grief and reflect on the life of Jeff
Bohr, whether they knew him or not.
At the same time, Jeff’'s family can be
very proud of his service to his coun-
try. Jeff Bohr’s sense of patriotic duty
is a source of inspiration to us all, and
his sacrifice will not be forgotten. He
paid the ultimate price for our freedom
and security. Words can scarcely con-
vey the debt of gratitude that we all
owe Jeff Bohr, but | want to take this
opportunity to express my deepest re-
spect and admiration for Jeff and what
he did for America. Although his loss is
tragic, Jeff Bohr died fighting for his
country and he died a true patriot.

———

THE ACCESSION OF CYPRUS TO
THE EUROPEAN UNION

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, | rise
today to commend the Republic of Cy-
prus on its April 16 signing of an acces-
sion agreement with the European
Union, and also to bemoan the failure
to reach an agreement to end the near-
ly three-decade-old division of the is-
land.

The achievement of accession to the
European Union marks the last phase
of a 30-year enterprise by the Govern-
ment and people of the Republic of Cy-
prus, which began with an Association
Agreement in 1973 and will culminate
in May 2004 with full membership.

Celebration of this historic success,
however, is tempered by the absence of
a settlement that would have allowed
the island as a whole to join the EU.
The failure of the parties to reach an
agreement through the United Nations
process was both regrettable and avoid-
able.
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Although the Cyprus problem has
been on the United Nations agenda for
almost 40 years, it was the Clinton ad-
ministration’s decision in 1999 to make
finding a solution in Cyprus a high pri-
ority that brought the two sides of the
island back to proximity talks under
the good offices of the United Nations
Secretary General.

Since 1999, Secretary General Kofi
Annan and his special representative
Alvaro de Soto have engaged interested
parties in an intensive peace effort
with international support, including
that of U.S. Special Coordinator for
Cyprus Ambassador Tom Weston. They
worked feverishly with leaders in
Nicosia, Athens, Ankara, and Brussels
to try to persuade the parties to agree
to a draft plan prior to the European
Union summit in Copenhagen last De-
cember, at which the EU invited Cy-
prus and nine other countries to join
the Union. While that effort did not
produce an equitable end to the tragic
division of Cyprus, it did produce a re-
alistic framework and concrete text on
which to continue discussions to re-
solve the remaining issues.

After years of frustration and dis-
appointment, the people of Cyprus saw
a fragile but real possibility for settle-
ment, and the overwhelming majority
of the population in both communities
embraced the process.

In the first months of 2003, with the
clock running out to reach an agree-
ment before the date for Cyprus to sign
the EU accession agreement, the UN
Secretary  General asked Tassos
Papadopoulos, the newly-elected Presi-
dent of the Republic of Cyprus, and
Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktash
to submit the plan to a public ref-
erendum. On March 10, Mr.
Papadopoulos in good faith condi-
tionally agreed to do so. Mr. Denktash
refused.

In response, tens of thousands of
Turkish Cypriots took to the streets to
express their support for the UN plan
and to entreat Mr. Denktash to partici-
pate in the process. But Mr. Denktash
did not respond to these calls from the
citizens whom he nominally represents.
In denying his own people a democratic
vote, he bears the primary responsi-
bility for quashing the peace talks.

Since then, Mr. Denktash has chosen
to discredit the UN process though
overheated rhetoric, calling the UN
plan ““full of tricks’ and alleging that
it did not take into account the non-
negotiable requirements and ‘‘reali-
ties”’ of the Turkish Cypriot people. He
did for the first time allow day-visits
across the ‘“Green Line’ that divides
the island, but this welcome concilia-
tory gesture appears to be more of a di-
versionary tactic than a return to the
negotiating table.

The Turkish Cypriots do have gen-
uine concerns about their status and
security, and these concerns must be
reflected in any settlement decision.
The Greek Cypriots need to acknowl-
edge that before 1974 there was a Cy-
prus Problem and that members of
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both communities committed
unpardonable violence and murder.
Similarly, the Turkish Cypriots need
to acknowledge that there has been a
Cyprus Problem ever since the Turkish
invasion of 1974, with mass human suf-
fering. Both sides must recognize that
this is 2003, not 1974 or 1964, and that
only a reunited Cyprus as a member of
the European Union would have iron-
clad, international security guarantees
for all its citizens.

Yet Mr. Denktash seems incapable of
seizing the moment by recognizing
that a negotiated settlement requires
compromise. As Secretary General
Annan stated in his report to the UN
Security Council, however, ‘“‘except for
a very few instances, Mr. Denktash by
and large declined to engage in nego-
tiation on the basis of give and take,”
thereby complicating efforts ‘“‘to ac-
commodate not only the legitimate
concerns of principle, but also the con-
crete and practical interests of the
Turkish Cypriots.”

The window for achieving a settle-
ment is not closed. Secretary General
Annan’s plan remains on the table as a
basis for negotiation. The European
Union has affirmed that there is a
place in the EU for Turkish Cypriots.
Upon the signing of the accession trea-
ty, Cypriot President Papadopoulos re-
stated his commitment to working to-
ward a settlement. Greek Prime Min-
ister and EU Council Term President
Simitis invited Mr. Denktash and other
Turkish Cypriot political leaders to
Nicosia to continue discussions toward
a settlement, an invitation which Mr.
Denktash to date has rejected. Turkish
Prime Minister Erdogan, with an eye
toward his own country’s future EU
membership once Ankara has met the
Copenhagen criteria, endorsed on April
17 the continuation of talks based on
the UN plan. | hope that Prime Min-
ister Erdogan, Foreign Minister Gul,
and other distinguished leaders in Tur-
key will prevail on Mr. Denktash to do
what is right for all in the region.

EU leaders at the April 16 accession
ceremony in Athens declared that the
expanded EU represents a ‘“‘common de-
termination to put an end to centuries
of conflict and transcend former divi-
sions.” The people in northern Cyprus
should not be barred from ‘‘the closer
ties of neighborhood’ described by Eu-
ropean Commission President Prodi.
Nor should they be excluded from the
opportunity, now extended to their fel-
low-citizens in the south, to join the
world’s most powerful economic asso-
ciation.

A lasting settlement would allow the
Turkish Cypriot people to emerge from
their isolation and become fully a part
of Europe. It would bring opportunities
for economic growth, for expanded
trade, for travel and for broader edu-
cational and cross-cultural exchanges.
And it would end the second-class citi-
zenship of the Turkish Cypriot people
in which their standard of living is at
best one-third that of the people in the
south.
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If Mr. Denktash does indeed have the
interests of the people of northern Cy-
prus at heart, he should step aside and
allow the Turkish Cypriot people to
choose their own future. There is too
much at stake to allow another oppor-
tunity to expire.

——

THE TROUBLED MEDIA
ENVIRONMENT IN UKRAINE

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, later
this week individuals around the world
will mark World Press Freedom Day.
The functioning of free and inde-
pendent media is tied closely to the ex-
ercise of many other fundamental free-
doms as well as to the future of any
democratic society. The Commission
on Security and Cooperation in Europe,
which | co-chair, is responsible for
monitoring press freedom in the 55 par-
ticipating States of the Organization
for Security and Cooperation in Eu-
rope, OSCE. Recently, | reported to the
Senate on the deplorable conditions for
independent media in the Republic of
Belarus. Today, | will address the situ-
ation of journalists and media outlets
in Ukraine.

Several discouraging reports have
come out recently concerning the
medic environment in Ukraine. These
reports merit attention, especially
within the context of critical presi-
dential elections scheduled to take
place in Ukraine next year. The State
Department’s Country Reports on
Human Rights Practices in Ukraine for
2002 summarizes media freedoms as fol-
lows: *““Authorities interfered with the
news media by intimidating journal-
ists, issuing written and oral instruc-
tions about events to cover and not to
cover, and pressuring them into apply-
ing self-censorship. Nevertheless a wide
range of opinion was available in news-
papers, periodicals, and Internet news
sources.”’

Current negative trends and restric-
tive practices with respect to media
freedom in Ukraine are sources of con-
cern, especially given that country’s
leadership claims concerning integra-
tion into the Euro-Atlantic commu-
nity. Lack of compliance with inter-
national human rights standards, in-
cluding OSCE commitments, on free-
dom of expression undermines that
process. Moreover, an independent
media free from governmental pressure
is an essential factor in ensuring a
level playing field in the upcoming 2004
presidential elections in Ukraine.

In her April 18, 2003 annual report to
the Ukrainian parliament, Ombudsman
Nina Karpachova asserted that jour-
nalism remains among the most dan-
gerous professions in Ukraine, with 36
media employees having been Kkilled
over the past ten years, while beatings,
intimidation of media employees,
freezing of bank accounts of media out-
lets, and confiscation of entire print
runs of newspapers and other publica-
tions have become commonplace in
Ukraine.

The murder of prominent journalist
Heorhiy Gongadze—who disappeared in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

September 2000—remains  unsolved.
Ukrainian President Kuchma and a
number of high-ranking officials have
been implicated in his disappearance
and the circumstances leading to his
murder. The Ukrainian authorities’
handling, or more accurately mis-
handling of this case, has been charac-
terized by obfuscation and
stonewalling. Not surprisingly, lack of
transparency illustrated by the
Gongadze case has fueled the debili-
tating problem of widespread corrup-
tion reaching the highest levels of the
Government of Ukraine.

Audio recordings exist that contain
conversations between Kuchma and
other senior government officials dis-
cussing the desirability of Gongadze’s
elimination. Some of these have been
passed to the U.S. Department of Jus-
tice as part of a larger set of recordings
of Kuchma’s conversations implicating
him and his cronies in numerous scan-
dals. Together with Commission Co-
Chairman Rep. CHRIS SMITH, | recently
wrote to the Department of Justice re-
questing technical assistance to deter-
mine whether the recordings in which
the Gongadze matter is discussed are
genuine. A credible and transparent in-
vestigation of this case by Ukrainian
authorities is long overdue and the
prepetrators—no matter who they may
be—need to be brought to justice.

The case of Ihor Alexandrov, a direc-
tor of a regional television station,
who was beaten in July 2001 and subse-
quently died also remains unsolved. Se-
rious questions remain about the way
in which that case was handled by the
authorities.

A Human Rights Watch report, Nego-
tiating the News: Informal State Cen-
sorship of Ukrainian Television, issued
in March, details the use of explicit di-
rectives or temnyky, lists of topics,
which have been sent to editors from
Kuchma’s Presidential Administration
on what subjects to cover and in what
manner. The report correctly notes
that these temnyky have eroded free-
dom of expression in Ukraine, as ‘“‘edi-
tors and journalists feel obligated to
comply with temnyky instructions due
to economic and political pressures and
fear repercussions for non-coopera-
tion.” To their credit, the independent
media are struggling to counter at-
tempts by the central authorities to
control their reporting and coverage of
issues and events.

Another troubling feature of the
media environment has been the con-
trol exerted by various oligarchs with
close links to the government who own
major media outlets. There is growing
evidence that backers of the current
Prime Minister and other political fig-
ures have been buying out previously
independent news sources, including
websites, and either firing reporters or
telling them to cease criticism of the
government of find new jobs.

Last December, Ukraine’s parliament
held hearings on ‘““Society, Mass Media,
Authority: Freedom of Speech and Cen-
sorship in Ukraine.” Journalists’ testi-
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mony confirmed the existence of cen-
sorship, including temnyky, as well as
various instruments of harassment and
intimidation. Tax inspections, various
legal actions or license withdrawals
have all been used as mechanisms by
the authorities to pressure media out-
lets that have not towed the line or
have supported opposition parties.

As a result of these hearings, the par-
liament, on April 3rd, voted 252 to one
to approve a law defining and banning
state censorship in the Ukrainian
media. This is a welcome step. How-
ever, given the power of the presi-
dential administration, the law’s im-
plementation remains an open question
at best, particularly in the lead up to
the 2004 elections in Ukraine.

| urge our Ukrainian parliamentary
colleagues to continue to actively
press their government to comply with
Ukraine’s commitments to funda-
mental freedoms freely agreed to as a
signatory to the Helsinki Final Act. |
also urge the Ukrainian authorities, in-
cluding the constitutional ‘‘guar-
antor’, to end their campaign to stifle
independent reporting and viewpoints
in the media. Good news from Ukraine
will come not from the spin doctors of
the presidential administration, but
when independent media and journal-
ists can pursue their responsibilities
free of harassment, intimidation, and
fear.

————
CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION MONTH

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President,
today | rise to talk about Child Abuse
Prevention Month. Child Abuse Pre-
vention Month was established 20 years
ago by Presidential proclamation and
since then, this month has been de-
voted to raising awareness about this
tragic problem.

This year holds particular sadness for
those of us from New Jersey. This past
January, 7-year-old Faheem Williams
was found dead in a Newark, NJ, base-
ment where he and his two brothers
had been imprisoned for weeks. He had
been starved and beaten. With Faheem
were his twin, Raheem, and 4-year-old
brother Tyrone, both of whom were
found to be malnourished and dehy-
drated. All of this occurred under the
supervision of the State agency that
placed these three boys in foster care.

His death marks a tragic failure on
the part of our State and country, as
do the deaths of thousands of children
each year. Mr. President, I was at
Faheem’s funeral. That day | said that
it didn’t matter whether his death was
due to neglect or direct abuse. We can-
not permit another child to go through
this ever again.

Across the country last year, 879,000
children were victims of child abuse
and neglect, of whom approximately
1,200 died from maltreatment. Accord-
ing to the national organization, Pre-
vent Child Abuse America, three chil-
dren die every day from abuse or ne-
glect at the hands of those who are
supposed to care for them. | don’t need
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