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which was primarily humanitarian in na-
ture;

(2) urges the Department of State to con-
tinue its efforts against convening the con-
ference; and

(3) urges the Swiss government, as the de-
positary of the Geneva Convention, not to
convene a meeting of the Fourth Geneva
Convention.

f

CONDEMNING PALESTINIAN EF-
FORTS TO REVIVE THE ORIGI-
NAL PALESTINE PARTITION
PLAN
Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of calendar No. 186, S. Con. Res.
36.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 36)

condemning Palestinian efforts to revive the
original Palestine partition plan of Novem-
ber 29, 1947, and condemning the United Na-
tions Commission on Human Rights for its
April 27, 1999, resolution endorsing Pales-
tinian self-determination on the basis of the
original Palestine partition plan.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. GORTON. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be agreed to,
the preamble be agreed to, the motion
to reconsider be laid upon the table,
and any statements relating to this
resolution be printed at the appro-
priate place in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Con. Res. 36) was
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.
The resolution, with its preamble,

reads as follows:
S. CON. RES. 36

Whereas United Nations General Assembly
Resolution 181, which called for the partition
of the British-ruled Palestine Mandate into a
Jewish state and an Arab state, was declared
null and void on November 29, 1947, by the
Arab states and the Palestinians, who in-
cluded the rejection of Resolution 181 as a
formal justification for the May, 1948, inva-
sion of the newly declared State of Israel by
the armies of five Arab states;

Whereas the armistice agreements between
Israel and Egypt, Lebanon, Syria, and
Transjordan in 1949 made no mention of
United Nations General Assembly Resolution
181, and the United Nations Security Council
made no reference to United Nations General
Assembly Resolution 181 in its Resolution 73
of August 11, 1949, which endorsed the armi-
stice;

Whereas in 1967 and 1973 the United Na-
tions adopted Security Council Resolutions
242 and 338, respectively, which call for the
withdrawal of Israel from territory occupied
in 1967 and 1973 in exchange for the creation
of secure and recognized boundaries for
Israel and for political recognition of Israel’s
sovereignty;

Whereas Security Council Resolutions 242
and 338 have served as the framework for all
negotiations between Israel, Palestinian rep-
resentatives, and Arab states for 30 years, in-
cluding the 1991 Madrid Peace Conference
and the ongoing Oslo peace process, and
serve as the agreed basis for impending Final
Status Negotiations;

Whereas senior Palestinian officials have
recently resurrected United Nations General
Assembly Resolution 181 through official
statements and a March 25, 1999, letter from
the Palestine Liberation Organization Per-
manent Observer to the United Nations Sec-
retary-General contending that the State of
Israel must withdraw to the borders outlined
in United Nations General Assembly Resolu-
tion 181, and accept Jerusalem as a ‘‘corpus
separatum’’ to be placed under United Na-
tions control as outlined in United Nations
General Assembly Resolution 181; and

Whereas in its April 27, 1999, resolution,
the United Nations Commission on Human
Rights asserted that Israeli-Palestinian
peace negotiations be based on United Na-
tions General Assembly Resolution 181: Now,
therefore, be it

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

(1) condemns Palestinian efforts to cir-
cumvent United Nations Security Council
Resolutions 242 and 338, as well as violate the
Oslo peace process, by attempting to revive
United Nations General Assembly Resolution
181, thereby placing the entire Israeli-Pales-
tinian peace process at risk;

(2) condemns the United Nations Commis-
sion on Human Rights for voting to formally
endorse United Nations General Assembly
Resolution 181 as the basis for the future of
Palestinian self-determination;

(3) reiterates that any just and final peace
agreement regarding the final status of the
territory controlled by the Palestinians can
only be determined through direct negotia-
tions and agreement between the State of
Israel and the Palestinian Liberation Organi-
zation;

(4) reiterates its continued unequivocal
support for the security and well-being of the
State of Israel, and of the Oslo peace process
based on United Nations Security Council
Resolutions 242 and 338; and

(5) calls for the President of the United
States to declare that—

(A) it is the policy of the United States
that United Nations General Assembly Reso-
lution 181 of 1947 is null and void;

(B) all negotiations between Israel and the
Palestinians must be based on United Na-
tions Security Council Resolutions 242 and
338; and

(C) the United States regards any attempt
by the Palestinians, the United Nations, or
any entity to resurrect United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly Resolution 181 as a basis for
negotiations, or for any international deci-
sion, as an attempt to sabotage the prospects
for a successful peace agreement in the Mid-
dle East.

f

CONGRATULATING THE STATE OF
QATAR

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of Calendar No. 188, H. Con.
Res. 35.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 35)

congratulating the State of Qatar and its
citizens for their commitment to democratic
ideals and women’s suffrage on the occasion
of Qatar’s historic elections of a central mu-
nicipal council on March 8, 1999.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed

to, the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table, and any statements re-
lating to this resolution be printed in
the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (H. Con. Res. 35) was
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.
f

DIGITAL THEFT DETERRENCE AND
COPYRIGHT DAMAGES IMPROVE-
MENT ACT OF 1999

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the consideration of
Calendar No. 193, S. 1257.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (S. 1257) to amend statutory damages

provisions of title 17, United States Code.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today the
Senate is considering four very impor-
tant intellectual property related
‘‘high-tech’’ bills that Senator LEAHY
and I have introduced to promote the
continued growth of vital sectors of the
American economy and to protect the
interests and investment of the entre-
preneurs, authors, and innovators who
fuel their growth. These bills were re-
ported by unanimous consent earlier
today by the Judiciary Committee.

Technology is the driving force in the
American economy today, and Amer-
ican technology is setting new stand-
ards for the global economy, from
semiconductor chip technology, to
computer software, Internet and tele-
communications technology, to leading
pharmaceutical and genetic research.
In my own state of Utah, these infor-
mation technology industries con-
tribute in excess of $7 billion each year
to the State’s economy and pay wages
that average 66 percent higher than the
state average. Their performance has
placed Utah among the world’s top ten
technology centers according to News-
week Magazine. Similar success is seen
in areas across the country, with the
U.S. being home to seven of the world’s
top ten technology centers and with
American creative industries now sur-
passing all other export sectors in for-
eign sales and exports.

Underlying all of these technologies
are the intellectual property rights
that serve to promote creativity and
innovation by safeguarding the invest-
ment, effort, and goodwill of those who
venture into these fast-placed and vola-
tile fields. Strong intellectual property
protections are particularly critical in
the global high-tech environment
where electronic piracy is so easy, so
cheap, and yet so potentially dev-
astating to intellectual property own-
ers—many of which are small entrepre-
neurial enterprises. In Utah, 65 percent
of these companies have fewer than 25
employees, and a majority have annual
revenues of less than $1 million. Intel-
lectual property is the lifeblood of
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