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of aluminum, glass, and plastic were
recovered from 51,000 visitors passing
through one such information center in
Williston, VT.

And today, the U.S. Senate’s other
Vermonter, PATRICK LEAHY, joins me
and Senators JOSEPH LIEBERMAN, DAN-
IEL AKAKA, and JOHN KERRY as original
cosponsors as | introduce the National
Beverage Producer Responsibility Act
of 2003.

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I am
pleased to be an original cosponsor for
the National Beverage Producer Re-
sponsibility Act of 2003, a bill intro-
duced today by Senator JIM JEFFORDS.
This bill serves a need that we already
have seen in Hawaii—to reduce litter
and increase recycling by encouraging
businesses to work together in a part-
nership with government to reclaim
glass, plastic bottles, and cans that ac-
cumulate on our shores, in our land-
fills, and along our streets.

The bill sets up a deposit charge that
can be reclaimed when the beverage
container is returned. The legislation
sets a measurable performance stand-
ard of 80 percent recovery rate for used,
empty beverage containers for recy-
cling or reuse. The bill was crafted to
address the concerns of industry, re-
tain the authority of individual States,
and promote a healthy environment. It
empowers the beverage container in-
dustry to design a container recycling
program that best fits its business re-
quirements to meet the 80 percent goal.
States like Hawaii and 10 other States
across the Nation that already have
bottle bills will be able to continue
their programs as long as the programs
meet the national performance stand-
ard. It aims to protect and preserve our
Nation’s natural resources and reduce
costs to counties, cities, and residents.
In my own State, Hawalii recently en-
acted a beverage container bill which
will take effect in 2005.

As our Nation prepares to celebrate
America Recycles Day on Saturday,
November 15, I am optimistic that the
National Beverage Producer Responsi-
bility Act of 2003 will help keep our
parks, beaches, and roadsides cleaner;
reduce burdens on landfills; decrease
ground water contamination; save en-
ergy; lower taxes for disposal costs;
and create new industries and jobs.

By Mr. BROWNBACK (for him-
self, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. SMITH, and
Mr. SANTORUM):

S.J. Res. 24. A joint resolution pro-
viding for the recognition of Jerusalem
as the undivided capital of Israel before
the United States recognizes a Pales-
tinian state, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, |
rise to introduce a joint resolution re-
garding the status of Jerusalem, and
its potential in catapulting the Middle
East Peace process forward.

Just prior to returning from the sum-
mer recess, | traveled to Israel for five
days on one of the most important offi-
cial trips | have made since coming to
the Congress in 1994. 1 have been to
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Israel before, but this trip had a special
meaning for me both in terms of who
and what | saw.

I arrived in the aftermath of the bus
bombing in Jerusalem that killed Ye-
shiva students going to the Wailing
Wall. The same week | was there, Pal-
estinian Prime Minister Abu Mazen
lost a no confidence vote and conceded
to a shake up of the Palestinian cabi-
net. A wave of Palestinian terrorism
ensued and it appeared that no Pales-
tinian leader, at that time, had the will
or the desire to contain terrorism
much less stamp it out so that Presi-
dent Bush’s Roadmap for Peace could
proceed.

On my way from the airport in Tel
Aviv to the hotel in Jerusalem, | made
a brief visit to a town called B’nei
Berek, a small Orthodox suburb of Tel
Aviv. B’nei Berek was established
shortly after the founding of Israel. In
the intervening 50 year period, this
town has turned into a thriving city of
over 200,000 people—a very special place
for the Orthodox community in Israel.

While | was there I met with one of
the most respected and senior Rabbis
in Israel. This man lived in a very mod-
est apartment on an average street,
and you would never know that he was
one of the most important theological
scholars in Israel. His home was lined
with volume after volume of theo-
logical text, but he spoke plainly and
deliberately about the importance of
his faith and the role of faith in the
lives of the Jewish people. The history
of the Jewish people seemed to be
etched onto his face and into his eyes.

On this same trip | met with the

Israeli Foreign Minister Silvan Sha-
lom, Finance Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu, Former Israeli Defense

Force General Ephraim Eitam and Am-
bassador John Wolf, who is charged
with monitoring the implementation of
commitments in the peace process.

One evening, | went on a tour of the
Western Wall and the tunnels that run
underneath the current level of build-
ings around the old city wall. The tour
took over an hour and explored some of
the most exciting history about lIsrael,
Jerusalem and the Temple.

There is a point in the tunnels that
leads to an old entrance into the old
city that, if opened, would lead to a
special place below where the Temple
once stood. This place, I’'m sure my col-
leagues as children in Sunday school
learned, is called the Holy of Holies.

The Temple was built around this
place, and it could not be entered ex-
cept by the High Priest on Yom
Kippur. It is the place, described in the
Book of Genesis, where Abraham was
to sacrifice his son Isaac. It is also the
place where the Ark of the Covenant
was kept. This was a unique experi-
ence.

Jerusalem is a special place. It is ex-
tremely important to the peace proc-
ess. In my hand is the ‘“‘Jerusalem Res-
olution,” a proposition which | hope
will propel the peace process forward
by moving two big issues forward.
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This resolution seeks to make it U.S.
policy that prior to the recognition by
the U.S. of a Palestinian State, the
U.S. Embassy must be moved to Jeru-
salem and that Jerusalem be declared
as the undivided capital of Israel. This
resolution would establish an impor-
tant, tangible asset on both sides for
advancing the peace process.

For the past decade, we have at-
tempted to forge a peace agreement be-
tween the Palestinians and Israelis on
a design of land for peace. This model
has failed. We should attempt a new
way. If we address two major issues at
the outset of vital interest to the ulti-
mate desire for peace, we can help to
create a powerful momentum for peace.
This bill pushes for the resolution of
the status of Jerusalem in conjunction
with the recognition of a Palestinian
state.

Jerusalem has been the capital of the
Jewish people for three thousand years,
and is the center of Jewish faith and
culture. Jerusalem is the seat of
Israel’s Government, and is the only
capital city designated by the host
country in which the U.S. does not
maintain an embassy nor recognize it
as the capital.

In this resolution, three months prior
to the recognition of a Palestinian
state, the United States must move its
embassy to Jerusalem and the status of
Jerusalem must be resolved by the
international recognition of Jerusalem
as Israel’s capital.

I hope that my colleagues will join
me in my effort. The peace process is in
need of a major paradigm shift. We
can’t continue to bog ourselves down in
the mechanics of the process. We must
think grand about this problem and
move beyond the status quo.

This resolution is a challenge to this
body to change its perspective on this
issue. | hope in the coming months we
can engage in serious debate over peace
and the way toward it in the Middle
East.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 266—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE WITH RESPECT TO
POLIO

Mr. FEINGOLD submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions:

S. RES. 266

Whereas polio has caused millions of cas-
ualties through history, paralyzing millions
and Kkilling untold numbers of others;

Whereas polio remains a public health
threat in today’s world, despite being easily
preventable by vaccination;

Whereas polio is now limited to 10 coun-
tries, with the distinct possibility that it can
be once and forever extinguished as an afflic-
tion on mankind by ensuring the vaccination
of all children in these countries under the
age of 5;

Whereas a Global Polio Eradication Initia-
tive exists that seeks to once and forever end
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polio as an illness, which includes efforts un-
derway by the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention; and

Whereas the United States has the capac-
ity to act to speed the eradication of polio by
assisting in the targeting of its few remain-
ing reservoirs: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses serious concern about the
continuing threat posed by polio;

(2) encourages the United Nations and its
component agencies, the private sector, pri-
vate voluntary organizations and non-gov-
ernmental organizations, concerned States,
and international financial institutions to
act with haste and manifold dedication to
eradicate polio as soon as possible; and

(3) calls upon the United States govern-
ment to continue its contribution to the
multilateral effort to eradicate polio, includ-
ing closely monitoring laboratory stocks of
the polio virus.

————

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 81—EXPRESSING THE DEEP
CONCERN OF CONGRESS RE-
GARDING THE FAILURE OF THE
ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF IRAN TO
ADHERE TO ITS OBLIGATIONS
UNDER A SAFEGUARDS AGREE-
MENT WITH THE INTER-
NATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY
AGENCY AND THE ENGAGEMENT
BY IRAN IN ACTIVITIES THAT
APPEAR TO BE DESIGNED TO
DEVELOP NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
KYL, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr.
LAUTENBERG, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. FITz-
GERALD, and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted
the following concurrent resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

S. CoN. REs. 81

Whereas, on January 1, 1968, Iran signed
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nu-
clear Weapons, done at Washington, London,
and Moscow July 1, 1968, and entered into
force March 5, 1970 (the ‘““Nuclear Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty”’);

Whereas by becoming a party to the Nu-
clear Non-Proliferation Treaty as a non-nu-
clear weapons state, Iran has committed
itself to permanently abstaining from the
development or acquisition of nuclear weap-
ons;

Whereas, in March 2003, the Director of the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
announced that Iran was constructing a fa-
cility to enrich uranium, a key component of
nuclear weapons;

Whereas environmental sampling by the
IAEA at Iran’s Natanz nuclear facility re-
vealed the presence of highly enriched ura-
nium that can be used to develop nuclear
weapons;

Whereas the traces of highly-enriched ura-
nium detected by the IAEA at the Natanz fa-
cility and the Kalaye Electric Company
could indicate that Iran has been secretly at-
tempting to produce weapons-grade uranium
at these facilities;

Whereas the June 6, 2003, report of the Di-
rector General of the IAEA expressed con-
cern over the failure of the Government of
Iran to report material, facilities, and activi-
ties at its nuclear facilities, including those
that have the potential to enrich uranium
and develop nuclear weapons, in contraven-
tion of its obligations under the safeguards
agreement it signed in connection with the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty;

Whereas the Board of Governors of the
IAEA adopted a resolution on September 12,
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2003, that called on Iran to provide the IAEA
a full declaration of all imported material
and components relevant to the uranium en-
richment program, to grant unrestricted ac-
cess, including environmental sampling, to
the IAEA, to resolve questions regarding the
conclusion of the IAEA experts who tested
gas centrifuges in that country, to provide
complete information regarding the conduct
of uranium conversion experiments, and to
provide such other information and expla-
nations and take such other steps as the
IAEA determines necessary to resolve by Oc-
tober 31, 2003, all outstanding issues involv-
ing Iran’s nuclear materials and nuclear ac-
tivities;

Whereas on October 21, 2003, the Govern-
ment of Iran reached an agreement with 3
European foreign ministers in which it prom-
ised to extend full cooperation to the IAEA,
sign the IAEA Additional Protocol and com-
mence ratification procedures, comport
itself in accordance with the provisions of
the Model Additional Protocol prior to rati-
fication, and voluntarily suspend all ura-
nium enrichment and processing activities;

Whereas the 3 European governments
promised a dialogue with Iran to ease Iran’s
access to a variety of modern technologies
and supplies once certain international con-
cerns regarding Iran are fully resolved;

Whereas, even if Iran adheres to its com-
mitment to the European foreign ministers
to suspend enriching and processing ura-
nium, Iran has explicitly indicated that it
reserves the right to resume this activity at
a time of its choosing;

Whereas, although Iran has provided the
IAEA with what it claims is a full statement
about the nature of its nuclear activities,
the IAEA has indicated it may take some
months to fully evaluate the Iranian declara-
tion, and IAEA head Mohammed EIl Baradei
has already stated that the documents show
that Iran failed to comply with some of its
commitments under the Nuclear Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty;

Whereas Iran has not yet provided the
IAEA unrestricted access to conduct inspec-
tions that the IAEA believes are necessary
to resolve issues concerning lran’s nuclear
program;

Whereas, on October 23, 2003, the Govern-
ment of Iran provided the IAEA with a dec-
laration that it described as a complete and
accurate history of its nuclear program;

Whereas Iran’s National Security Council
Chief, Hassan Rouhani, stated on October 21,
2003, that Iran was not prepared to abandon
its uranium enrichment program, and the
Iranian Foreign Ministry indicated on Octo-
ber 26, 2003, that it has not yet suspended
uranium enrichment but was merely study-
ing the issue;

Whereas, in June 2003, Iran conducted a
successful test of the 800-mile range Shahab-
3 missile, and Iran is also seeking to produce
a 1,200-mile Shahab-4 missile; and

Whereas the continuation of construction
by Iran of unsafeguarded nuclear facilities,
coupled with its ties to terrorist groups, will
continue to constitute a severe threat to
international peace and security and to vital
American national interests: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) deplores the development by Iran of a
nuclear weapons program and the failure of
the Government of Iran for well over a dec-
ade to report material, facilities, and activi-
ties to the International Atomic Energy
Agency in contravention of its obligations
under the safeguards agreement it signed in
connection with the Treaty on the Non-Pro-
liferation of Nuclear Weapons, done at Wash-
ington, London, and Moscow July 1, 1968, and
entered into force March 5, 1970 (hereafter in
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this resolution referred to as the ‘““Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty’’);

(2) concurs with the view of the Depart-
ment of State, as delivered in testimony to
the U.S.—Israel Joint Parliamentary Com-
mittee on September 17, 2003, by the Assist-
ant Secretary of State for Verification and
Compliance that the explanations provided
by the Government of Iran for its nuclear ac-
tivities are not credible;

(3) concurs with the conclusion reached in
the Department of State’s Annual Report on
Adherence to and Compliance with Arms
Control and Non-Proliferation Agreements
and Commitments that Iran is pursuing a
program to develop nuclear weapons;

(4) acknowledges the agreement reached
between the Government of Iran and the for-
eign ministers of Germany, France, and the
United Kingdom, but questions whether it
signifies a sincere and lasting decision by the
Government of Iran to abandon its nuclear
weapons program;

(5) believes that Iran must come into full
compliance with its obligations;

(6) calls on the President to use all appro-
priate means to prevent Iran from acquiring
nuclear weapons, including—

(A) urging the Government of Iran to end
its nuclear weapons program and comply
fully and unconditionally with the terms of
the resolution adopted by the Board of Gov-
ernors of the International Atomic Energy
Agency on September 12, 2003 (hereafter in
this resolution referred to as the “IAEA res-
olution’’), that calls on Iran to—

(i) provide the Agency a full declaration of
all imported material and components rel-
evant to the uranium enrichment program;

(ii) grant unrestricted access, including en-
vironmental sampling, to the Agency;

(iii) resolve questions regarding the con-
clusion of the Agency experts who tested gas
centrifuges in that country;

(iv) provide complete information regard-
ing the conduct of uranium conversion ex-
periments; and

(v) provide such other information and ex-
planations and take such other steps as the
Agency determines necessary to resolve by
October 31, 2003, all outstanding issues in-
volving Iran’s nuclear materials and nuclear
activities; and

(B) taking such diplomatic measures as are
necessary to encourage other nations, espe-
cially Russia, France, Germany, and the
United Kingdom, to urge the Government of
Iran to fully and immediately comply with
the such resolution;

(7) calls on Russia to—

(A) use all appropriate means to urge Iran
to accept in full the IAEA resolution;

(B) suspend all nuclear cooperation with
Iran, particularly the completion of the
Bushehr nuclear reactor and the delivery of
fuel for that reactor, until Iran fully and
completely complies with the IAEA resolu-
tion and fully implements the Model Addi-
tional Protocol;

(C) insist that no fuel will be supplied to
the Bushehr reactor unless Iran agrees to re-
turn all spent fuel to Russia; and

(D) put into effect procedures to ensure
that Iran cannot divert any spent fuel;

(8) calls on member states of the United
Nations to prevent the Government of Iran
from continuing to pursue and develop pro-
grams or facilities that could be used in a
nuclear weapons program and end all nuclear
cooperation with Iran, including the provi-
sion of dual use items, until Iran complies
fully with the IAEA resolution and fully im-
plements the Model Additional Protocol;

(9) calls on the European Union to condi-
tion economic and commercial agreements
with Iran on the full compliance by Iran
with its commitment not to pursue nuclear
weapons and to stipulate that any rights
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