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Independence National
scribed 1979

Historic Site in-

Texas
Big Bend National Park
Guadalupe Mountains National Park

Utah
Arches National Park
Bryce Canyon National Park
Canyonlands National Park
Capitol Reef National Park
Rainbow Bridge National Monument
Lion National Park

Virginia
McCormick Farm and Workshop
Monticello inscribed 1987
University of Virginia Historic District in-
scribed 1987
Virginia Coast Reserve
Washington

Mount Rainier National Park
Olympic National Park inscribed 1981
North Cascades National Park

Wisconsin
Taliesin
Wyoming
Grand Teton National Park
Wyoming/Montana

Yellowstone National Park inscribed 1978
Puerto Rico
La Fortaleza-San Juan National Historical
Site inscribed 1983

These sites are further detailed in the fol-
lowing Public Notice in the Federal Register
(47 FR 9648), as amended by 48 FR 38101 and
55 FR 33781).

IN HONOR OF BUTCH VORIS
HON. SAM FARR

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 4, 2004

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Roy Marlin “Butch” Voris, the founder of
the Blue Angels.

After graduating from Salinas Junior College
in 1939, Mr. Voris entered the Navy in 1941.
In February of 1942 he was commissioned an
ensign and designated a naval aviator. Mr.
Voris was deployed in the Pacific theater of
World War Il, where he flew both Grumman
FAF “Wildcat” and Grumman F6F “Hellcats.”
He was a talented pilot, earning the “fighter
ace” status, and a respected commander of
Fighter Squadron 113, Fighter Squadron 191,
and Attack Carrier Air Group 5. For his service
and sacrifices to his country, Mr. Voris earned
three Distinguished Flying Crosses, 11 Air
Medals, three Presidential Unit Citations, and
the Purple Heart.

When the Secretary of the Navy and the
Chief of Naval Operations created a Navy
flight exhibition team in 1946 to demonstrate
precision fighter maneuvers at Navy air shows
and other public events, they naturally chose
Captain Voris to be the first Officer-in-Charge
and Flight Leader. After selecting his fellow pi-
lots and maintenance personnel from the
Navy’s best officers and sailors, he modified
the Grumman F6F “Hellcat” and painted it the
now famous blue and gold. Captain Voris flew
with the Blue Angels on their first tour, and
again in 1951, before retiring from the Navy in
1963.

Mr. Speaker, | applaud Captain “Butch”
Voris’ years of service to our country and
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amazing accomplishments. He is an American
hero who has made a remarkable contribution
to the world of aviation, which we are lucky
enough to continue to enjoy today. | join with
the thousands of attendees to the California
International Air Show in Salinas, and dozens
of former Blue Angel pilots, in honoring this
talented man and his many achievements.

CYPRUS

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 4, 2004

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
submit for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD an ex-
cerpt from the recent (9/23/04) address by the
President of the Republic of Cyprus, Mr.
Tassos Papadopoulos, to the General Assem-
bly of the United Nations. In his remarks,
President Papadopoulos eloquently outlined
his concerns about the U.N. proposed plan,
and his hopes for peace and reunification for
Cyprus.

I would like to emphasize how proud we
are that Cyprus is now a full member of the
European Union. The European Union has
outlined an extensive set of priorities for
this Session of the General Assembly. As the
statement delivered by the Dutch Presidency
has delineated these priorities, I will not
elaborate on them any further.

This year marks 30 years since the occupa-
tion of 37% of Cyprus’ territory as a result of
the invasion of the island by Turkish troops.
It also marks 30 years of relentless efforts by
the Greek Cypriots to achieve a just and
peaceful settlement, with the support of the
international community, to which I would
like here to express our deep appreciation.

The Greek Cypriot side has repeatedly
demonstrated in the past thirty years, its
readiness to move forward by making many
painful sacrifices and concessions, while the
Turkish Cypriot leadership always lacked
the necessary political will. The quest and
eagerness of Greek Cypriots for a solution
never meant, however, that they would ac-
cept any settlement proposed to them nor
that they would be ready to embark on an
adventure, in all probability condemned to
failing, with irreversible consequences.

The latest effort by the UN Secretary-Gen-
eral to solve the Cyprus problem resulted in
a Plan, which, by some was described as a
historic opportunity to solve one of the long-
est standing international problems. I will
only briefly outline why, despite the hard
work invested in the process by all involved,
the end product of this effort was judged to
be inadequate and fell short of minimum ex-
pectations from a settlement for Greek Cyp-
riots.

Firstly, the Annan Plan was not the prod-
uct of negotiation nor did it constitute an
agreed solution between the parties. Sec-
ondly, the Plan did not place the necessary
emphasis on achieving a one State solution
with a central government able to guarantee
the single sovereign character of Cyprus.
Thirdly, it failed to address the serious con-
cerns of the Greek Cypriot Community re-
garding their security and effective imple-
mentation of the Plan.

In rejecting the Plan as a settlement for
the Cyprus problem the Greek Cypriots did
not reject the solution or the reunification
of their country. They have rejected this
particular Plan as not effectively achieving
this objective. We remain committed to a so-
lution which will ensure the reunification of
the country, its economy, and its people.
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We are committed to reaching a solution
on the basis of a bi-zonal, bi-communal fed-
eration. However, there are a number of es-
sential parameters the Greek Cypriot Com-
munity insist this solution to be founded on.
The withdrawal of troops and settlers and
the respect of human rights for all Cypriots,
the underlying structures for a functioning
economy, the functionality and workability
of the new state of affairs, the just resolu-
tion of land and property issues in accord-
ance with the decisions of the European
Court of Human Rights, and the respect of
the right of return of refugees. To this end,
we welcome the recent Pinheiro Progress Re-
port on property restitution in the context
of the return of refugees and internally dis-
placed persons.

Simultaneously, it pains me to bring to
your attention, Mr. President, that certain
provisions of the Annan Plan have encour-
aged an unprecedented unlawful exploitation
of occupied properties in northern Cyprus,
something alluded to even in statements by
officials of the occupying power itself.

The most paramount feature of any settle-
ment is the ability to install a sense of secu-
rity to the people. The mistakes of the past
must not be repeated. Cyprus must in its fu-
ture course, proceed without any grey areas
with regard to its sovereignty or its relation
to third states. If the people feel that their
needs have not formed the basis of any solu-
tion reached or that the characteristics of
this solution have been dictated by the inter-
ests of third parties, then this solution will
unsurprisingly be bypassed. Indeed, the spir-
it and practice of effective multilateralism
not only encompasses, but also derives from,
the comprehension and consideration of
local realities and particulars, on which it
must then proceed to formulate proposals.

This should not be interpreted by third
parties as a lack of will to solve the Cyprus
problem. Instead, it must be unequivocally
understood that the people who will have to
live with this solution are in the best posi-
tion to judge what is suitable for them, that
it is imperative for the people to be called
upon to ratify any plans that are drawn to
this effect, and that their verdict must be re-
spected.

In the framework of the European Union,
and with the aim of promoting reunification
and reconciliation, my Government, despite
the obstacles placed by the current status
quo, is consistently pursuing policies aiming
to enhance the economic development of the
Turkish Cypriots. While not intended to
serve as a substitute for a solution, such
policies are in our view the most effective
way to foster the maximum economic inte-
gration of the two Communities, and in-
crease contact between them, so as to ensure
the viability of a future solution.

Responding to the expanding possibilities
on the ground, we have intensified our ef-
forts to ameliorate the situation and seek
ways to benefit citizens. In this context, my

Government has recently proposed the
withdrawal of military forces from sensitive
areas and refraining from military exercises,
the opening of eight additional crossing
points across the cease fire line and the fa-
cilitation of the movement of persons, goods
and services across the Green Line, as well
as the extension of the so far unilateral de-
mining process initiated by my Government.

We have also declared our readiness to
make special arrangements whereby Turkish
Cypriots will utilize Larnaca Port for the ex-
port of their goods. Furthermore, subject to
the area of Varosha being returned under the
control of the Government of Cyprus and to
its legitimate inhabitants, we could accom-
modate the lawful operation of the port of
Famagusta.

The Cyprus problem is not always per-
ceived in its correct parameters. The fact re-
mains that this problem is the result of a
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military invasion and continued occupation
of part of the territory of a sovereign state.
This fact should not be conveniently over-
looked in people’s perception, by concen-
trating on peripheral parameters. Any initia-
tive to solve the problem must have at its
core, this most basic and fundamental fact
and be based on the premise that inter-
national legality must be served and the oc-
cupation lifted.

Unfortunately, the fundamentals of the
situation on the ground remain unchanged
for the past 30 years since the Turkish inva-
sion in Cyprus. This situation is one com-
prising of severe violations of the most fun-
damental human rights. The yet unresolved
issues of the missing persons, an issue of a
purely humanitarian nature, as well as that
of the enclave of the Karpass peninsula, are
in themselves an indication of Cyprus’ en-
during suffering. This should not only point
towards the specifics of the solution to be
pursued but must also guide our actions with
regard to managing the current status quo.
For instance, the United Nations Force in
Cyprus (UNFICYP), assigned with the task
to manage the status quo inflicted 30 years
ago, should remain specific to the situation
on the ground.

The accession of Cyprus to the European
Union, in conjunction with the lack of an
agreement on the settlement of the Cyprus
problem, in spite of our efforts and our pref-
erence for a settlement prior to accession,
signifies the end of an era and the beginning
of a new one. I firmly believe that the new
context defined by the accession of my coun-
try to the EU and by the expressed will of
Turkey to advance on the European path of-
fers a unique opportunity and could have a
catalytic effect in reaching a settlement in
Cyprus. Our vocation is to be partners and
not enemies.

Hence, in this new era, we plea to Turkey,
to join us in turning the page and seeking
ways to mutually discover, mutually bene-
ficial solutions to the various aspects that
compose the Cyprus problem. The mere real-
ization that peace and stability in our region
serve the interests of both our countries is
ample evidence to prove that what unites us
is stronger than what divides us.

———

THE RECOGNITION OF COMMIS-
SIONER BRADLEY M. CAMPBELL

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 4, 2004

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
acknowledge the work and tireless efforts of
Commissioner Bradley M. Campbell. In the
time that | have known Commissioner Camp-
bell, | have found him to be a man of great in-
tegrity, courage, and dedication towards ev-
erything he does. This weekend, Mr. Campbell
will be the recipient of the “Big Kahuna”
award from the Surfers’ Environmental Alli-
ance. As New Jersey’s Environmental Com-
missioner, | can say with great certainty, that
through his work, Bradley Campbell is a truly
deserving recipient of such an award.

In surfing circles a Kahuna is recognized as
a respected elder of the sport, and a mentor
to young surfers. Past recipients of the award
have included surf shop owners, surf team
managers, athletes or leaders in various envi-
ronmental initiatives that have championed the
sport. All these individuals have two things in
common—they have had a great love and re-
spect for the sport of surfing, and they have—
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in their own ways—encouraged and preserved
the sport for everyone to enjoy.

Commissioner Campbell is truly an advo-
cate for the sport of surfing as well as various
environmental causes that are significant to
surfers, as well as all individuals who care
about the preservation of our beaches and the
well being of our environment. Through his po-
sition as Commissioner of the Department of
Environmental Protection, he has strength-
ened New Jersey’s environmental laws and
greatly improved the quality of our state’s nat-
ural resources. Prior to assuming his position
as Commissioner, Brad had a distinguished
record of service, which included serving as
the Associate Director of the White House
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), and
later, being appointed by President Clinton as
the Regional Administrator (Mid-Atlantic Re-
gion) of the Environmental Protection Agency.

Mr. Speaker, once again | ask that my col-
leagues join me in congratulating Commis-
sioner Campbell on his award, and | would
like to extend my gratitude for all his years of
hard work and genuine commitment.

————

MARRIAGE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT

SPEECH OF

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 30, 2004

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | come to the
floor today to express my strong opposition to
what is an assault on our Constitution, H. J.
Res. 106, the Marriage Protection Amend-
ment.

Constitutional amendments can never be
taken lightly. Our Constitution has been
amended only twenty-seven times in the two
centuries since our country was founded, but
it's never been amended to limit the civil rights
of a specific group of people as we are doing
here today.

Few policy issues are more grounded in the
jurisdiction of the fifty states than the laws of
marriage. As Vice President CHENEY said in a
recent interview, “Historically, that's been a re-
lationship that's been handled by the states,”
and “States have made the basic fundamental
decision [as to] what constitutes a marriage.”
| agree with the Vice President. Should this
legislation pass, not only would state courts be
prohibited from recognizing same-sex mar-
riages, but states would also be prohibited
from enacting legislation to grant same-sex
marriages through referendum, ballot initiative,
or even through their own state constitutional
amendment process, even in states where the
majority supports it.

As | strongly oppose the content of this leg-
islation, the Majority’s motivation to consider it
today is raw politics. Bringing this legislation
up weeks before our national elections, di-
vides this nation even further at a time when
critical issues and needs must be addressed.
We should be using this time to focus on the
recommendations of the 9/11 Commission; on
the restructuring of our intelligence community;
on protecting our ports, nuclear facilities and
other potential targets from terrorists; on the
rising health care costs in this country; on the
loss of jobs throughout this country; on reduc-
ing our spiraling budget deficit; or on the rap-
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idly deteriorating situation in Iraq. Instead, one
month before the election, we're debating an
amendment to our Constitution that has no
hope of enactment, but merely because the
Republican Majority believes they will be able
to score points with this ill-begotten bill.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to op-
pose this legislation and get back to work on
the critical needs facing America.

TRIBUTE TO CARL OSTROM
HON. JIM McDERMOTT

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 4, 2004

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to ask the House to join with me to recognize
and honor 86-year-old Carl Ostrom, from Se-
attle. The nationally acclaimed non-profit “Ex-
perience Works,” which recognizes out-
standing contributions by seniors in its annual
Prime Time Awards Program, selected Mr.
Ostrom as their 2004 Outstanding Older Work-
er from the State of Washington. It is an honor
well deserved.

Mr. Ostrom helps to make the world a better
place through his leadership at the University
District Food Bank in Seattle, which assists
800 families every week.

Mr. Ostrom serves as the part-time oper-
ations manager, overseeing the critical work of
delivery and distribution of food. Remarkably,
Carl Ostrom has been involved with the Uni-
versity District Food Bank for 17 years.

Carl’'s unselfish deeds and extraordinary
commitment to give back to his community are
an inspiration. Carl Ostrom proves, again, that
senior citizens can make lifelong contributions
to their community and their country. | con-
gratulate Carl Ostrom for being selected the
2004 Outstanding Older Worker in the State of
Washington, and | look forward to his contin-
ued role in making the world a better place.

———

MARRIAGE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT

SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 30, 2004

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
opposition to House Joint Resolution 106,
which would deny basic rights under the Con-
stitution to gays and lesbians. This resolution
is a cynical ploy to foster division and diver-
sion for the election campaign. Even its
strongest proponents know it has no chance
of passing.

Two short months ago, the House passed
unprecedented legislation that would strip the
federal courts of the ability to decide the con-
stitutionality of The Defense of Marriage Act.
And today the House will vote on whether to
use the very document that guarantees our
liberties and protections to restrict the rights of
one group of Americans.

Throughout U.S. history, the states have
been responsible for marriage and family law.
Thirty-eight states have already acted to de-
fine marriage as the union of a man and
woman and no state has adopted legislation
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