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SENATE RESOLUTION 56

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
names of the Senator from Indiana
(Mr. LUGAR), and the Senator from Col-
orado (Mr. ALLARD) were withdrawn as
cosponsors of Senate Resolution 56, a
resolution designating March 25, 1997
as ‘‘Greek Independence Day: A Na-
tional Day of Celebration of Greek and
American Democracy.’’
f

SENATE RESOLUTION 292—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING TACTILE
CURRENCY FOR THE BLIND AND
VISUALLY IMPAIRED

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

S. RES. 292

Whereas currency is used by virtually ev-
eryone in everyday life, including blind and
visually impaired persons;

Whereas the Federal reserve notes of the
United States are inaccessible to individuals
with visual disabilities;

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities
Act enhances the economic independence
and equal opportunity for full participation
in society for individuals with disabilities;

Whereas most blind and visually impaired
persons are therefore required to rely upon
others to determine denominations of such
currency;

Whereas this constitutes a serious impedi-
ment to independence in everyday living:

Whereas electronic means of bill identi-
fication will always be more fallible than
purely tactile means;

Whereas tactile currency already exists in
23 countries worldwide; and

Whereas the currency of the United States
is presently undergoing significant changes
for security purposes: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) endorses the efforts recently begun by

the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to up-
grade the currency for security reasons; and

(2) strongly encourages the Secretary of
the Treasury and the Bureau of Engraving
and Printing to incorporate cost-effective,
tactile features into the design changes,
thereby including the blind and visually im-
paired community in independent currency
usage.

∑ Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, today I am submitting a resolu-
tion that encourages the Bureau of
Printing and Engraving to incorporate
tactile features on the currency to aid
the blind. This resolution enjoys con-
siderable bipartisan support, and was
passed by voice vote in the House of
Representatives.

Four years ago, Mary Scroggs, a con-
stituent of mine, was hit by a drunk
driver on the sidewalk in front of her
office as she walked to lunch. As a re-
sult, she was left visually-impaired.
Since this time, she has tirelessly pur-
sued opportunities to improve the abil-
ity of the visually-impaired to live
independently. It was her voice on this
issue which brings me to introduce this
important legislation.

In March 1994, the Bureau of Engrav-
ing and Printing commissioned the Na-
tional Academy of Science to execute a
study entitled ‘‘Current Features for

Visually Impaired People.’’ This report
explored the methods of making cur-
rency more accessible for all Ameri-
cans.

In 1997, the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing began implementing signifi-
cant changes to simplify the identifica-
tion of currency, such as larger num-
bers and higher color contrast, to ease
identification of counterfeit currency.
This resolution simply endorses the ef-
forts of the Bureau of Printing and En-
graving to study the cost-effective tac-
tile changes to aid those afflicted with
low vision or blindness and encourages
those changes in the national currency.

This minor change in currency will
have a significant impact on the inde-
pendence of visually impaired Ameri-
cans. Moreover, incorporating tactual
features can serve other purposes, such
as being an additional counterfeit de-
terrent.

Visually impaired individuals are ca-
pable, independent people whose valu-
able contributions touch all of our
lives. It is important that all Ameri-
cans are afforded equal opportunities
to perform at the best of their abilities.
I hope all of my colleagues will join me
in supporting this resolution.∑

f

SENATE RESOLUTION 293—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT NADIA DABBAGH
SHOULD BE RETURNED HOME TO
HER MOTHER, MS. MAUREEN
DABBAGH

Mr. ROBB (for himself, Mr. GRAHAM,
Mr. WARNER, and Ms. FEINSTEIN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

S. RES. 293

Whereas Mr. Mohamad Hisham Dabbagh
and Mrs. Maureen Dabbagh had a daughter,
Nadia Dabbagh, in 1990.

Whereas Maureen Dabbagh and Mohamad
Hisham Dabbagh were divorced in February
1992.

Whereas in 1993, Nadia was abducted by her
farther.

Whereas Mohamad Dabbagh later fled the
country with Nadia.

Whereas the governments of Syria and the
United States have granted child custody to
Maureen Dabbagh and both have issued ar-
rest warrants for Mohamad Dabbagh.

Whereas Mohamad Dabbagh has escaped to
Saudi Arabia.

Whereas the United States Department of
State believes Nadia now resides in Syria.

Whereas Maureen Dabbagh, with the as-
sistance of missing children organizations,
has been unable to reunite with her daugh-
ter.

Whereas the Department of State, the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation and Interpol
have been unsuccessful in her attempts to
bring Nadia back to the United States.

Whereas Maureen Dabbagh has not seen
her daughter in over five years.

Whereas it will take the continued effort
and pressure on the part of Syrian officials
to bring this case to a successful conclusion:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the Sense of the Senate
that the governments of the United States
and Syria immediately locate Nadia and de-
liver her safely to her mother.

Mr. ROBB. Mr. President, I am sub-
mitting a resolution today expressing
the Sense of the Senate regarding a
heinous crime affecting a family in
Virginia and a growing problem in this
country.

According to Department of Justice
statistics, 114,600 children are the sub-
ject of an abduction attempt by a
stranger each year, and 12 children are
actually abducted by a stranger every
day. The statistics on child abductions
by non-custodial parents is even more
alarming, with 983 abductions each and
every day.

I believe that we, as members of Con-
gress, as parents, and as concerned citi-
zens of this country, should use all
available resources in an exhaustive ef-
fort to locate missing and abducted
children.

Today, through this Sense of the
Senate resolution, I seek to bring to
your attention the plight of Ms.
Maureen Dabbagh of Virginia Beach.
Ms. Dabbagh has not seen her daugh-
ter, Nadia, in five years. At the age of
three, Mr. Mohamad Hisham Dabbagh
illegally abducted Nadia and fled the
United States. He is wanted on state
and federal warrants in connection
with this abduction and he has been
the subject of an international ‘‘want-
ed’’ notice since 1996. Since the abduc-
tion, Ms. Dabbagh has not seen or
heard from her child. She has been
aided in her ordeal by many caring peo-
ple, groups and government agencies,
however, to this day, Nadia still has
not been returned to her mother.

Mr. President, I greatly sympathize
with the plight of Maureen Dabbagh
and other parents facing similar situa-
tions. I wish to redouble all efforts to
bring Nadia home.
f

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 125—EXPRESSING THE OP-
POSITION OF CONGRESS TO ANY
DEPLOYMENT OF UNITED
STATES GROUND FORCES IN
KOSOVO
Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. LOTT,

Mr. HELMS, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr.
BURNS, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. THOMAS, Mr.
HUTICHINSON, Mr. SMITH of New Hamp-
shire, Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mr. BENNETT,
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. MACK,
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. GRAMS, Mr. FAIRCLOTH,
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. HATCH)
submitted the following concurrent
resolution which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. CON. RES. 125
Whereas Kosovo, unlike Bosnia, is a prov-

ince of the sovereign nation of Serbia;
Whereas there is no vital United States na-

tional security interest at stake in the cur-
rent violence taking place in Kosovo;

Whereas an Act of Congress is necessary
for the introduction of the Armed Forces of
the United States into hostilities or situa-
tions where imminent involvement in hos-
tilities is clearly indicated by the cir-
cumstances, when such action is not re-
quired for the defense of the United States,
its Armed Forces, or its nationals;

Whereas President Clinton is contemplat-
ing ordering such a deployment to Kosovo in
the near future in conjunction with NATO;
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Whereas the Secretary of Defense, William

Cohen, opposes the deployment of ground
forces in Kosovo, as reflected in his testi-
mony before Congress on October 6, 1998;

Whereas the lessons of United States mili-
tary involvement in Bosnia clearly argue
that the costs and duration of any such de-
ployment for peacekeeping purposes will be
much heavier and much longer than initially
foreseen; and

Whereas the substantial drain on military
readiness of a deployment in Kosovo would
be inconsistent with the need, recently ac-
knowledged by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to
reverse the trends which are decimating the
ability of the Armed Forces of the United
States to carry out the basic National Mili-
tary Strategy of the United States: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress here-
by expresses its opposition to any deploy-
ment of United States ground forces into the
Serbian province of Kosovo for peacemaking
or peacekeeping purposes.

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Senate shall
transmit a copy of this concurrent resolu-
tion to the President.

f

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 126—EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT THE
PRESIDENT SHOULD REASSERT
THE TRADITIONAL OPPOSITION
OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE
UNILATERAL DECLARATION OF
A PALESTINIAN STATE

Mr. D’AMATO (for himself and Mr.
WYDEN) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions:

S. CON. RES. 126
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring),
Whereas the United States has never en-

dorsed the creation of an independent Pal-
estinian state;

Whereas the United States has tradition-
ally opposed the unilateral declaration of a
Palestinian state because of concerns that
such a state could pose a threat to Israel and
would likely have a destabilizing effect on
the entire Middle East;

Whereas the United States stated its posi-
tion, after Israel and the Palestinians signed
the Oslo Accords, that all questions of Pal-
estinian sovereignty and statehood are mat-
ters which must be mutually agreed upon by
the parties;

Whereas, the Administration’s recent
statements on a unilateral declaration of a
Palestinian state have been contradictory
and confusing;

Whereas a unilateral declaration of Pal-
estinian statehood would be a grievous viola-
tion of the Oslo Accords;

Whereas despite the Oslo Accords, Chair-
man Arafat, his cabinet, and the Palestinian
National Council, have threatened to unilat-
erally proclaim the establishment of a Pal-
estinian state in May, 1999;

Whereas the Palestinian cabinet, on Sep-
tember 24, 1998 stated that ‘‘at the end of the
interim period, it (the Palestinian govern-
ment) shall declare the establishment of a
Palestinian state on all Palestinian land oc-
cupied since 1967, with Jerusalem as the eter-
nal capital of the Palestinian state’’;

Whereas Chairman Arafat in speaking to
the United Nations on September 28, 1998,
called on world leaders to support an inde-
pendent Palestinian state;

Whereas Chairman Arafat stated on July
15, 1998, that ‘‘[t]here is a transition period of

5 years and after 5 years we have the right to
declare an independent Palestinian state.’’;

Whereas Palestinian National Council
Speaker Salim al-Za’nun stated on June 15,
1998, that: ‘‘If following our declaration of a
state, Israel renews its occupation of East
Jerusalem, the West Bank, and the Gaza
Strip, the Palestinian people will struggle
and resist the occupier with all means pos-
sible, including armed struggle’’: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentative concurring), That it is the sense
of the Congress that—

(1) Israel, and Israel alone, can determine
its security needs; and

(2) The final political status of the Pal-
estinian entity can only be determined
through bilateral negotiations and agree-
ment between Israel and the Palestinian Au-
thority; and

(3) Any such unilateral declaration of a
Palestinian state would be a grievous viola-
tion of the Oslo Accords, would seriously im-
pede any possibility of advancing the peace
process, and would have severe negative con-
sequences for Palestinian relations with the
United States; and

(4) The President should now publicly and
unequivocally state that the United States
will actively oppose such a unilateral dec-
laration and will not extend recognition to
any unilaterally declared Palestinian state.

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, today,
along with my colleague from Oregon,
Senator Ron WYDEN, I submit a Con-
current Resolution opposing the uni-
lateral declaration of a Palestinian
State. The House version of this resolu-
tion is being introduced by Rep. JIM
SAXTON, my colleague from New Jer-
sey.

Mr. President, Yasir Arafat seeks to
abandon the Oslo process and unilater-
ally declare a Palestinian state at the
conclusion of the transition period of
five years, in May 1999. He has even
gone as far as calling upon world lead-
ers to support an independent Palestin-
ian state. This is wholly unacceptable.

I have in the past questioned Arafat’s
motives and his sincerity and I do so
again. This act on his part will be a
clear abrogation of the Peace Process
and a slap in the face to Israel which
has adhered to the process, despite con-
tinual non-compliance by the Palestin-
ians. But then, we should not be sur-
prised. This is the same group that har-
bors and praises those who kill inno-
cent men, women and children in bus
bombings that kill Israelis and Ameri-
cans alike.

Five years ago, the world was pro-
vided with a glimmer of hope that the
leopard had changed its spots, but that
hope was never realized. Not only did
the leopard not change his spots, he
has grown bigger and bolder. The Pal-
estinian Authority, which Arafat now
heads, has been legitimized and now
carries out its aggressive policies, not
under the cover of darkness like the
PLO used to do, but in broad daylight
for all to see. In no way can the United
States lend further credence to this
terrorist force.

The purpose of this resolution is to
send the message that the United
States cannot and should not extend
recognition to a unilaterally declared

Palestinian state. Moreover, the Presi-
dent should publicly and unequivocally
state that the United States will ac-
tively oppose such a declaration. If
Israel were to take a unilateral action
in defiance of Oslo, the Palestinians
would express outrage over the viola-
tions. The Palestinians view them-
selves as different however. Such a
move by the Palestinians cannot be al-
lowed. The final political status of the
Palestinians can only be determined
through bilateral negotiation and
agreement between Israel and the Pal-
estinian Authority, not by a unilateral
act in defiance of the very agreement
the Palestinians signed with Israel.

Mr. President, my colleagues and I
are serious. The Administration must
understand that such a move by the
Palestinians is an insult to all those
who were patient in light of all of the
Palestinian violations of the peace.
Moreover, the Administration in legiti-
mizing these acts, would be
humiliating Israel which is the only
true democracy in the Middle East and
our close ally. The Administration’s
confusion on the issue in recent
months has not helped matters and the
extension of diplomatic recognition
would severely harm the U.S. ability to
act as an impartial mediator between
the two parties. Simply put, U.S. rec-
ognition of a Palestinian declaration of
statehood would be the acceptance and
acquiescence of the Palestinians’ viola-
tion of its commitments under Oslo.
We would be rewarding them for their
flagrant violations of the Peace Proc-
ess. This would be an error of historical
proportion. I can only hope we do not
make this mistake.

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues
to support this resolution and urge its
speedy passage.

f

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON CALIFOR-
NIA INDIAN POLICY EXTENSION
ACT OF 1998

CAMPBELL AMENDMENT NO. 3788

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. CAMPBELL submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill (H.R. 3069) to extend the
Advisory Council on California Indian
Policy to allow the Advisory Council to
advise Congress on the implementation
of the proposals and recommendations
of the Advisory Council; as follows:

Strike section 4.

f

FREEDOM FROM RELIGIOUS
PERSECUTION ACT OF 1998

NICKLES AMENDMENT NO. 3789

Mr. NICKLES proposed an amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 2431) to establish
an Office of Religious Persecution
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