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focus and dedication to democratic val-
ues and regional cooperation. 

The Republic of Cyprus has also 
worked alongside its European neigh-
bors to bring about a stronger integra-
tion of Turkish and Greek Cypriot in-
terests for the good of the island. This 
has included a partial lifting on re-
striction of movement across the 
ceasefire line that continues to forc-
ibly divide Cyprus. As a result, since 
April of 2003, more than 13 million 
Greek and Turkish Cypriots have 
crossed without incident. Incredible. 
Additionally, the per capita income of 
Turkish Cypriots has nearly tripled in 
the last 3 years because of an aggres-
sive integration policy by the Republic 
of Cyprus and its European neighbors. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that because of 
this continued integration between 
Turkish and Greek Cypriots, and the 
economic and political successes that 
the Republic of Cyprus so readily 
wants to share with its neighbors, it is 
possible to bring closure to this 33-year 
occupation. 

Indeed, on July 8, 2006, the President 
of the Republic of Cyprus, Tassos 
Papadopoulos, and Turkish Cypriot 
leader Mehmet Ali Talat agreed to for-
mally begin consultations with the ul-
timate aim of a peaceful reunification 
and an end to Turkey’s military occu-
pation. 

Despite the early successes of what 
has since been known as the ‘‘July 8th 
Agreement’’ and the best efforts of the 
Cyprus government, the Turkish Cyp-
riots have not followed through on 
their commitment to continue this dia-
logue and a path to peace. 

Let’s resolve this issue, Mr. Speaker. 
Thirty-three years is too long. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, only last week, Presi-
dent Papadopoulos attempted to jumpstart the 
Island’s reunification efforts and resume the 
July 8 Agreement process. Though he initially 
accepted this gesture, Turkish Cypriot leader 
Talat ended up cancelling the proposed meet-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States, and this 
Congress, should demonstrate its commitment 
and support for the July 8 Agreement as a 
way toward ending the Turkish-Cypriot divide 
on the Island of Cyprus. I have introduced leg-
islation, H. Res. 405, which expresses strong 
support for the implementation of the July 8 
Agreement. 

I urge all of my colleagues to act and help 
this body put our own stamp of support on the 
July 8 process by supporting this resolution. 

Cyprus has long been a strong and faithful 
ally of the United States. It continues to work 
with us in the Global War on Terrorism and 
has supported our efforts in both Afghanistan 
and Iraq. 

Aside from providing overflight rights and 
port access, the government of Cyprus has 
joined only a handful of nations who have 
acted on their commitment to cancel Iraq’s 
outstanding debt. 

Mr. Speaker, 33 years is long enough. It is 
not impossible to conceive one-day having a 
Cyprus that is unified under bizonal, bi-com-
munal federation with a single sovereignty, 
single international personality and single citi-
zenship with respect for human rights. and 
fundamental freedoms for all Cypriots. 

America, a friend of the Cypriot people, 
owes it to them to do everything in their power 
to support peace and an end to this illegal oc-
cupation. 

f 

33RD ANNIVERSARY OF INVASION 
OF CYPRUS 

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

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mark the 33rd year since the 
invasion and subsequent occupation of 
the Island of Cyprus. 

Since 1974, Turkish military forces 
have illegally occupied the northern 
part of the island, forcibly dividing 
communities, and depriving a nation of 
its cultural heritage and peaceful ex-
istence. 

The Turkish invasion of Cyprus phys-
ically separated the Greek Cypriot 
community and Turkish Cypriot com-
munity along ethnic lines for the first 
time in the island nation’s history. The 
unlawful occupation of 37 percent of 
the territory of Cyprus continues 
unabated to this day. There are cur-
rently 43,000 Turkish troops garrisoned 
in the occupied areas, and Turkey has 
resettled nearly 100,000 mainland Turk-
ish citizens into those areas. 

The continued Turkish occupation of 
Cyprus stops the Greek and Cypriot 
communities from building national 
institutions, from building intercom-
munal trust, and from promoting the 
diversity and uniqueness of a truly 
Cypriot culture. In short, because of 
Turkey’s continued occupation and di-
vision of the island nation, the people 
of Cyprus are prohibited from reclaim-
ing a true Cypriot national identity. 

Furthermore, thousands of Cypriots 
continue to be refugees in their own 
land, blocked from the homes and the 
communities they inhabited for gen-
erations. Some have been marooned in 
tiny enclaves, trapped by the occupa-
tion forces, cut off from the outside 
world and basic human rights. A new 
generation of Cypriots has inherited 
the terrible dislocation that military 
occupation brings. 

In the face of all this, the Greek Cyp-
riot inhabitants of the Republic of Cy-
prus have struggled and succeeded in 
building a strong society, one whose 
economic progress, development of 
democratic institutions and capable 
governance has led to membership in 
the European Union in May 2004. Sadly, 
until there is an end to the occupation, 
the reunification of the island under a 
bi-communal, bi-zonal federation will 
be impossible, and the occupied areas 
of Cyprus will be denied the full bene-
fits of EU membership. 

For the United States, there is a 
clear imperative to resolve the situa-
tion in Cyprus as a matter of justice 
and the rule of law, principles we hold 
dear. But beyond that, achieving reuni-
fication of the island is critical to the 
strategic interests of the United 
States. 

The Cyprus problem pits American 
allies against one another. The stra-
tegic interest in facilitating a nego-
tiated settlement is significant for the 
region, but also for the world. Cyprus 
can either fester as a potential 
flashpoint, or become a starting point 
for reconciliation. 

Today, we have a new opportunity. 
The opportunity for reconciliation is 
real. Since Cyprus’ entry into the EU, 
the borders between the occupied areas 
have been partially opened, and there 
have been more than 12 million cross-
ings of Greek and Turkish Cypriots 
without serious incident. Turkish Cyp-
riots cross into the Republic of Cyprus 
every day to go to work. Approxi-
mately 35,000 Turkish Cypriots have 
applied for and received passports from 
the Republic of Cyprus. 

The people of the island want reunifi-
cation to occur. The Turkish govern-
ment now must demonstrate a legiti-
mate will to participate with good 
faith in U.S. and U.N. mediated efforts 
to resolve this conflict. Perpetuating 
the status quo hurts not only Greek 
and Turkish Cypriots, but the nation of 
Turkey and its relation to the United 
States and to the world. 

Mr. Speaker, we have in place, bro-
kered by the U.N., a workable frame-
work for reunification. The so-called 
‘‘July 8 Agreement’’ reached in 2006 
calls for an immediate initiation of 
comprehensive negotiations on two dif-
ferent levels; one that addresses every-
day issues to build confidence and mo-
mentum, and the other addressing 
more serious disputes over territorial 
and power-sharing arrangements in the 
prospective federal state. 

This agreement is a real way forward 
to the reunification of Cyprus within a 
bi-zonal, bi-communal federation. But 
a year has passed, and the process as 
laid out by the U.N. has yet to be 
meaningfully engaged by the Turkish 
representatives. It should not stall any 
longer. 

As my colleague, Mr. BILIRAKIS, has 
urged through legislation introduced 
earlier this year, the United States can 
and should play a powerful role in mov-
ing forward and pushing for immediate 
implementation of these U.N.-backed 
negotiations. 

f 

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG USER FEE 
ACT 

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

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
address the Prescription Drug User Fee 
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Act, better known as PDUFA, and to 
express my concern about the path this 
Congress took to reauthorize it for the 
next 5 years. 

As we all know, this is an important 
law affecting millions of Americans 
and their health every day. We have an 
obligation to examine it closely and 
debate it in great depth. Yet, by con-
sidering the bill under suspension, this 
Congress has neither explored nor un-
derstood its full ramifications. 

As we move ahead with PDUFA, this 
reauthorization clearly offers powerful 
reforms and poses still greater chal-
lenges. There is a lot to be proud of in 
the bill, adding new transparency, pro-
viding new resources to ensure the 
safety of the drugs and devices that we 
count on every day to fight disease and 
to stay healthy. 

To be sure, it is certainly stronger 
than the bill that passed on the Senate 
side, and that is a good thing. This bill 
expands the FDA’s ability to monitor 
the safety of drugs and medical devices 
after they have been approved and mar-
keted, and increasing by $225 million 
over 5 years the user fees the agency 
can use for post-market safety moni-
toring. The FDA would be required to 
revisit the drug several years later for 
further analysis. And for riskier drugs, 
there would be regulation limiting pre-
scribing authority to trained physi-
cians. 

In addition, by providing funds for 
the active analysis of large medical 
databases, this bill will also help us 
quickly detect drugs with major short 
and long-term safety problems. How-
ever, there are significant improve-
ments we could have made to the bill if 
it were taken up under regular order 
and amendments were debated. 

This bill, for example, does not pro-
vide any mandatory recall authority 
for the FDA to immediately pull prod-
ucts off the shelves after they have 
been found to be dangerous. I do not 
need to remind my colleagues that 
many of the high-profile drugs recently 
taken off the market had to be re-
moved voluntarily, and that was only 
after significant damage had already 
been done. 

So Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
to look at this bill a little closer. You 
will get an idea of just how much influ-
ence the drug industry has on this Con-
gress. 

Indeed, there were a number of very 
strong provisions in the original sub-
committee draft bill that were 
unjustifiably weakened during the 
markup process. For instance, this bill 
creates a new risk evaluation and miti-
gation strategy for new drugs that 
would create specific requirements and 
criteria for each drug. Under the origi-
nal draft, drug or device companies 
would have been subjected to a $20 mil-
lion maximum fine for a single viola-
tion, and a $100 million maximum fine 
for several violations. These figures 
were reduced, however, to $250,000 and 
$1 million as the bill moved forward. As 
you know, this is mere pocket change 

for drug companies, and provides vir-
tually no deterrent to companies that 
choose to ignore the new process. 

In addition, the original draft would 
have granted the FDA discretion to 
ban direct consumer advertising for a 
new drug for up to 3 years, yet this pro-
vision was weakened as well, making it 
completely voluntary, while giving the 
FDA zero authority to require changes. 

Worse still, if a drug company choos-
es to volunteer for the review system 
and pays a fee, it can run its advertise-
ments regardless, rendering the system 
utterly useless. 

And finally, when it comes to ad-
dressing significant conflicts of inter-
est at the FDA, the language here is 
actually weaker than what the FDA 
itself proposed earlier this year. The 
agency, in fact, would have prevented 
any Members with conflicts of interest 
from voting on an advisory panel, and 
would have prevented any Member 
with more than $5,000 worth of invest-
ments from even serving on the panel. 
This bill, however, allows the FDA to 
grant waivers overriding its already le-
nient current conflict-of-interest rules. 

Today the pharmaceutical industry 
argues that interaction between drug 
companies and doctors who serve on 
these advisory committees are bene-
ficial. Well, we know it is beneficial to 
the drug companies. It is time to end 
the influence drug companies have in 
our doctors’ offices and at the FDA. 

By providing additional resources 
and boosting the FDA’s post-market 
surveillance activity, this bill takes us 
in the right direction. But we got here 
the wrong way, under suspension of the 
rules. As a result, with no debate and 
no amendments, the final legislation 
serves the American people poorly. 

It is no surprise that drug companies 
are always working to improve their 
bottom line. They are big businesses 
with stockholders to please. But we 
have an even bigger responsibility to 
meet. We have a tremendous obligation 
to protect the public health and to en-
sure a safe America for everyone. 

f 

b 1845 

OUR HUMANITARIAN CRISIS IN 
IRAQ 

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
week this House voted to end the occu-
pation of Iraq. Some of those who op-
posed that action argued that bringing 
our troops home out of Iraq will in-
crease the violence there and perhaps 
even lead to a humanitarian catas-
trophe. But what they forget, or choose 
to ignore, is that a humanitarian ca-
tastrophe has already occurred in Iraq. 
It is getting worse every day. That ca-
tastrophe includes the refugee crisis in 
that devastated nation. 

Last week the United States Com-
mittee for Refugees reported that the 

number of refugees in the world rose 
last year to its highest level since 2001. 
One of the main reasons was the great 
exodus from Iraq. All told, more than 2 
million Iraqis have been forced to flee 
their country. Close to 2 million more 
have been displaced internally. That is 
a total, Mr. Speaker, of 4 million refu-
gees, 50 percent of whom are children, 
and tens of thousands more are leaving 
every single month. 

Many of the refugees are in dire 
straits. Recently United Nations in-
spectors visited one refugee camp and 
found more than 2,000 people living in 
tents. They had no clothes except for 
the clothes on their backs. They had no 
medical care. They had no drinkable 
water. They had no toilets. Many of 
the children had typhoid and other ill-
nesses and were living among snakes 
and scorpions. 

Sweden, to its great credit, is accept-
ing more than 1,000 refugees every 
month. The population of Sweden is 
only 9 million people. The United 
States, with a population of 300 mil-
lion, accepted only 202 last year. Not 
202,000, but 202. We have accepted only 
somewhere around 700 since our occu-
pation of Iraq began. 

That is a disgraceful record. Every 
Member of this House should feel 
ashamed. That goes for all of us; those 
who support the war and those who op-
pose it. We may disagree about policy, 
but surely we can agree that we have a 
moral obligation to do more about a 
terrible refugee problem that our occu-
pation has created. After all, many of 
the refugees have had to flee because 
they cooperated with our troops in the 
first place, or they cooperated with 
American contractors. We can’t turn 
our backs on them now. 

That is why I am urging all of my 
colleagues to support H.R. 2265, the Re-
sponsibility to Iraq Refugees Act of 
2007, sponsored by Representative 
BLUMENAUER along with Representa-
tive SHAYS and Representative 
SCHAKOWSKY. 

I especially challenge those Members 
who want our occupation of Iraq to 
continue to support this bill. Don’t just 
warn us about a humanitarian crisis. 
Do something about the one that al-
ready exists. 

The bill would provide special immi-
grant status to 15,000 Iraqis every year 
for 4 years. The bill would also provide 
a safe haven for at least 20,000 more 
Iraqis, including children, who have 
been left all alone in the world. Giving 
these young people a chance in life is 
not only honorable, it is smart because 
these impoverished children could be-
come prime targets for recruitment by 
terrorists. 

To me, this bill represents the true 
heart of America, the good and caring 
heart that has compassion for the peo-
ple of the world. But our leaders do not 
seem to share this compassion. Re-
cently, for example, former U.N. Am-
bassador John Bolton denied that the 
United States has any responsibility 
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