
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE18488 October 3, 2001 
SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 166—DESIG-

NATING THE WEEK OF OCTOBER 

21, 2001, THROUGH OCTOBER 27, 

2001, AND THE WEEK OF OCTO-

BER 20, 2002, THROUGH OCTOBER 

26, 2002, AS ‘‘NATIONAL CHILD-

HOOD LEAD POISONING PREVEN-

TION WEEK’’ 

Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. COLLINS,

Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. BOND, Mr. AKAKA,

Mr. BAYH, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BREAUX,

Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. 

CHAFEE, Mr. CLELAND, Mrs. CLINTON,

Mr. CONRAD, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. DEWINE,

Mr. DODD, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN,

Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. 

FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRIST, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 

INOUYE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. JOHNSON,

Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KERRY, Mr. KOHL,

Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 

LIEBERMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Ms. MIKUL-

SKI, Mr. REID, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SCHU-

MER, Mr. SMITH of Oregon, Ms. 

STABENOW, and Mr. WELLSTONE) sub-

mitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on the 

Judiciary:

S. RES. 166 

Whereas lead poisoning is a leading envi-

ronmental health hazard to children in the 

United States; 

Whereas according to the Centers for Dis-

ease Control and Prevention, 890,000 pre-

school children in the United States have 

harmful levels of lead in their blood; 

Whereas lead poisoning may cause serious, 

long-term harm to children, including re-

duced intelligence and attention span, be-

havior problems, learning disabilities, and 

impaired growth; 

Whereas children from low-income families 

are 8 times more likely to be poisoned by 

lead than those from high-income families; 

Whereas children may become poisoned by 

lead in water, soil, or consumable products; 

Whereas most children are poisoned in 

their homes through exposure to lead par-

ticles when lead-based paint deteriorates or 

is disturbed during home renovation and re-

painting; and 

Whereas lead poisoning crosses all barriers 

of race, income, and geography: Now, there-

fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week of October 21, 2001, 

through October 27, 2001, and the week of Oc-

tober 20, 2002, through October 26, 2002, as 

‘‘National Childhood Lead Poisoning Preven-

tion Week’’; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 

proclamation calling upon the people of the 

United States to observe such weeks with ap-

propriate programs and activities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 167—RECOG-

NIZING AMBASSADOR DOUGLAS 

‘‘PETE’’ PETERSON FOR HIS 

SERVICE TO THE UNITED 

STATES AS THE FIRST AMER-

ICAN AMBASSADOR TO VIETNAM 

SINCE THE VIETNAM WAR 

Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr. KERRY,

Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. NELSON of

Florida, Mr. CLELAND, and Mr. CARPER)

submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 167 

Whereas while serving as a fighter pilot in 

the United States Air Force, Pete Peterson 

was shot down over North Vietnam in 1966 

and captured by the Vietnamese military; 

Whereas Pete Peterson was held for 61⁄2

years as a prisoner of war in Vietnam; 

Whereas after his return to the United 

States in 1973, Pete Peterson distinguished 

himself as a businessman and educator in his 

home State of Florida; 

Whereas Pete Peterson was elected to Con-

gress to represent the 2nd Congressional Dis-

trict of Florida in 1990 and went on to serve 

three terms; 

Whereas Pete Peterson first returned to 

Vietnam in 1991 as a Member of Congress in-

vestigating Vietnamese progress on the 

POW/MIA issue; 

Whereas President Reagan began the proc-

ess of normalizing United States relations 

with Vietnam; 

Whereas President Clinton lifted the trade 

embargo against Vietnam in 1994; 

Whereas President Clinton normalized dip-

lomatic relations with Vietnam in 1995; 

Whereas in 1997 Pete Peterson was ap-

pointed the first United States ambassador 

to Vietnam in 22 years; 

Whereas throughout Pete Peterson’s ten-

ure as United States Ambassador to Viet-

nam, the President certified annually that 

the Government of Vietnam was ‘‘fully co-

operating in good faith’’ with the United 

States to obtain the fullest possible account-

ing of Americans missing from the Vietnam 

War;

Whereas Ambassador Peterson played a 

critical role in the process of building a new 

and normal relationship between the United 

States and Vietnam; 

Whereas Ambassador Peterson worked 

tirelessly to encourage the Government of 

Vietnam to continue its efforts to reform 

and open Vietnam’s economy; 

Whereas thanks to Ambassador Peterson’s 

leadership, Congress in 1998 approved a waiv-

er of the Jackson-Vanik restrictions for 

Vietnam, thus enabling the Overseas Private 

Investment Corporation and the Export-Im-

port Bank to operate in Vietnam; 

Whereas completion of a United States- 

Vietnam trade agreement was Ambassador 

Peterson’s top trade priority; 

Whereas the United States and Vietnam 

began negotiations for a bilateral trade 

agreement in 1996; 

Whereas Ambassador Peterson’s diplo-

matic efforts throughout the process of nego-

tiation were invaluable to the completion of 

the bilateral trade agreement; 

Whereas in the agreement the Government 

of Vietnam agreed to a wide range of steps to 

open its markets to American trade and in-

vestment;

Whereas the agreement will pave the way 

for further reform of Vietnam’s economy and 

Vietnam’s integration into the world econ-

omy;

Whereas Ambassador Peterson witnessed 

the signing of the United States-Vietnam Bi-

lateral Trade Agreement on July 13, 2000; 

Whereas President Bush transmitted that 

trade agreement to Congress on June 8, 2001; 

Whereas the United States House of Rep-

resentatives approved the agreement on Sep-

tember 6, 2001; and 

Whereas the United States Senate ap-

proved the agreement on October 3, 2001: 

Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That Douglas ‘‘Pete’’ Peterson is 

recognized by the United States Senate for 

his outstanding and dedicated service to the 

United States as United States Ambassador 

to Vietnam from 1997–2001, and for his his-

toric role in normalizing United States-Viet-

nam relations. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 

PROPOSED

SA 1843. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by him 

to the bill H.R. 2506, making appropriations 

for foreign operations, export financing, and 

related programs for the fiscal year ending 

September 30, 2002, and for other purposes; 

which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1844. Mr. REID (for Mr. KOHL) proposed 

an amendment to the bill H.R. 768, an act to 

amend the Improving America’s Schools Act 

of 1994 to extend the favorable treatment of 

need-based educational aid under the anti-

trust laws, and for other purposes. 

SA 1845. Mr. THOMPSON submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by him 

to the bill S. 1447, to improve aviation secu-

rity, and for other purposes; which was or-

dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1843. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the bill H.R. 2506, making ap-

propriations for foreign operations, ex-

port financing, and related programs 

for the fiscal year ending September 30, 

2002, and for other purposes; which was 

ordered to lie on the table; as follows; 

On page 143, beginning on line 9, strike 

‘‘and (3)’’ and all that follows through the 

colon and insert the following: ‘‘(3) effective 

mechanisms are in place to evaluate claims 

of local citizens that their health was 

harmed or their licit agricultural crops were 

damaged by such aerial coca fumigation, and 

provide fair compensation for meritorious 

claims; and (4) alternative development pro-

grams and emergency aid plans have been de-

veloped, in consultation with communities 

and local authorities in the areas in which 

such aerial coca fumigation is planned, and 

in the areas in which such aerial coca fumi-

gation has been conducted, such programs 

and plans are being implemented:’’. 

SA 1844. Mr. REID (for Mr. KOHL)

proposed an amendment to the bill 

H.R. 768, an act to amend the Improv-

ing America’s Schools Act of 1994 to ex-

tend the favorable treatment of need- 

based educational aid under the anti-

trust laws, and for other purposes; as 

follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Need-Based 

Educational Aid Act of 2001’’. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT. 
Section 568(d) of the Improving America’s 

Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note) is 

amended by striking ‘‘2001’’ and inserting 

‘‘2008’’.

SEC. 3. GAO STUDY AND REPORT. 
(a) STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study of the effect of the 

antitrust exemption on institutional student 

aid under section 568 of the Improving Amer-

ica’s Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note). 
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(2) CONSULTATION.—The Comptroller Gen-

eral shall have final authority to determine 

the content of the study under paragraph (1), 

but in determining the content of the study, 

the Comptroller General shall consult with— 

(A) the institutions of higher education 

participating under the antitrust exemption 

under section 568 of the Improving America’s 

Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note) (re-

ferred to in this Act as the ‘‘participating in-

stitutions’’);

(B) the Antitrust Division of the Depart-

ment of Justice; and 

(C) other persons that the Comptroller 

General determines are appropriate. 

(3) MATTERS STUDIED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The study under para-

graph (1) shall— 

(i) examine the needs analysis methodolo-

gies used by participating institutions; 

(ii) identify trends in undergraduate costs 

of attendance and institutional under-

graduate grant aid among participating in-

stitutions, including— 

(I) the percentage of first-year students re-

ceiving institutional grant aid; 

(II) the mean and median grant eligibility 

and institutional grant aid to first-year stu-

dents; and 

(III) the mean and median parental and 

student contributions to undergraduate 

costs of attendance for first year students re-

ceiving institutional grant aid; 

(iii) to the extent useful in determining the 

effect of the antitrust exemption under sec-

tion 568 of the Improving America’s Schools 

Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note), examine— 

(I) comparison data, identified in clauses 

(i) and (ii), from institutions of higher edu-

cation that do not participate under the 

antitrust exemption under section 568 of the 

Improving America’s Schools Act of 1994 (15 

U.S.C. 1 note); and 

(II) other baseline trend data from national 

benchmarks; and 

(iv) examine any other issues that the 

Comptroller General determines are appro-

priate, including other types of aid affected 

by section 568 of the Improving America’s 

Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note). 

(B) ASSESSMENT.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—The study under para-

graph (1) shall assess what effect the anti-

trust exemption on institutional student aid 

has had on institutional undergraduate 

grant aid and parental contribution to un-

dergraduate costs of attendance. 

(ii) CHANGES OVER TIME.—The assessment 

under clause (i) shall consider any changes in 

institutional undergraduate grant aid and 

parental contribution to undergraduate costs 

of attendance over time for institutions of 

higher education, including consideration 

of—

(I) the time period prior to adoption of the 

consensus methodologies at participating in-

stitutions; and 

(II) the data examined pursuant to sub-

paragraph (A)(iii). 

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2006, the Comptroller General shall sub-

mit a report to the Committee on the Judici-

ary of the Senate and the Committee on the 

Judiciary of the House of Representatives 

that contains the findings and conclusions of 

the Comptroller General regarding the mat-

ters studied under subsection (a). 

(2) IDENTIFYING INDIVIDUAL INSTITUTIONS.—

The Comptroller General shall not identify 

an individual institution of higher education 

in information submitted in the report under 

paragraph (1) unless the information on the 

institution is available to the public. 

(c) RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of com-

pleting the study under subsection (a)(1), a 

participating institution shall— 

(A) collect and maintain for each academic 

year until the study under subsection (a)(1) 

is completed— 

(i) student-level data that is sufficient, in 

the judgment of the Comptroller General, to 

permit the analysis of expected family con-

tributions, identified need, and under-

graduate grant aid awards; and 

(ii) information on formulas used by the 

institution to determine need; and 

(B) submit the data and information under 

paragraph (1) to the Comptroller General at 

such time as the Comptroller General may 

reasonably require. 

(2) NON-PARTICIPATING INSTITUTIONS.—

Nothing in this subsection shall be construed 

to require an institution of higher education 

that does not participate under the antitrust 

exemption under section 568 of the Improv-

ing America’s Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 

1 note) to collect and maintain data under 

this subsection. 

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. 
This Act and the amendments made by 

this Act shall take effect on September 30, 

2001.

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An Act to 

amend the Improving America’s Schools Act 

of 1994 to extend the favorable treatment of 

need-based educational aid under the anti-

trust laws, and for other purposes.’’. 

SA 1845. Mr. THOMPSON submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the bill S. 1447, to improve 

aviation security, and for other pur-

poses; which was ordered to lie on the 

table; as follows: 
On page 2, lines 20 and 21, strike ‘‘The Gov-

ernment Accounting Office, as well as other 

independent’’ and insert ‘‘Independent’’. 
On page 4, lines 10 and 11, strike ‘‘hiring 

and training’’ and insert ‘‘hiring, training, 

and evaluating’’. 
On page 4, line 19, before the semicolon, in-

sert ‘‘and for ensuring accountability of the 

officials (public or private) responsible for 

administering the operational aspects of 

aviation security, based on performance 

standards’’.
On page 7, line 23, after the period, insert 

the following: ‘‘The Administrator shall pro-

vide funding and permanent staff to the 

Council.’’.
On page 18, lines 20 and 21, strike ‘‘in ac-

cordance with the provisions of part III of 

title 5’’ and insert ‘‘notwithstanding the pro-

visions of title 5’’. 
At the end of the bill, insert the following: 

SEC. 15. HUMAN CAPITAL CHANGES TO REIN-
FORCE RESULTS-BASED MANAGE-
MENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 

449 of title 49, United States Code, is amend-

ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 44939. Human capital changes to reinforce 
results-based management 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY OF THE ADMINISTRATOR.—

‘‘(1) The Administrator shall maintain re-

sponsibility for the development and promul-

gation of policy and regulations relating to 

aviation security. 

‘‘(2) The Deputy Administrator for Avia-

tion Security shall be subject to the direc-

tion of the Administrator. 
‘‘(b) APPOINTMENT OF THE DEPUTY ADMINIS-

TRATOR FOR AVIATION SECURITY.—

‘‘(1) The Deputy Administrator for Avia-

tion Security shall be appointed by the Ad-

ministrator for a term of not less than 3 and 

not more than 5 years. The appointment 

shall be made on the basis of experience with 

law enforcement, national security, or intel-

ligence.

‘‘(2) The Deputy Administrator for Avia-

tion Security may be removed by the Admin-

istrator or the President for misconduct or 

failure to meet performance goals as set 

forth in the performance agreement de-

scribed in section 44940. 
‘‘(c) REAPPOINTMENT OF THE DEPUTY ADMIN-

ISTRATOR FOR AVIATION SECURITY.—The Ad-

ministrator may reappoint the Deputy Ad-

ministrator for Aviation Security to subse-

quent terms of not less than 3 and not more 

than 5 years, so long as the performance of 

the Deputy Administrator is satisfactory. 
‘‘(d) COMPENSATION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Deputy Adminis-

trator for Aviation Security is authorized to 

be paid at an annual rate of basic pay not to 

exceed the maximum rate of basic pay for 

the Senior Executive Service under section 

5382 of title 5, United States Code, including 

any applicable locality-based comparability 

payment that may be authorized under sec-

tion 5304(h)(2)(B) of such title. 

‘‘(2) BONUS.—In addition, the Deputy Ad-

ministrator for Aviation Security may re-

ceive a bonus of up to 50 percent of base pay, 

based upon the Administrator’s evaluation of 

the Deputy Administrator’s performance in 

relation to the goals set forth in the agree-

ment described in section 44940. The annual 

compensation of the Deputy Administrator 

may not exceed $200,000. 
‘‘(e) SENIOR MANAGEMENT.—

‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Deputy Adminis-

trator for Aviation Security may appoint 

such senior managers as that Administrator 

determines necessary without regard to the 

provisions of title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(2) COMPENSATION.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A senior manager, ap-

pointed pursuant to paragraph (1), may be 

paid at an annual rate of basic pay of not 

more than the maximum rate of basic pay 

for the Senior Executive Service under sec-

tion 5382 of title 5, United States Code, in-

cluding any applicable locality-based com-

parability payment that may be authorized 

under section 5304(h)(2)(C) of such title. 

‘‘(B) BONUS.—In addition, senior managers 

appointed pursuant to paragraph (1) may re-

ceive bonuses based on the Deputy Adminis-

trator’s evaluation of their performance in 

relation to goals set forth in agreements de-

scribed in section 44940. The annual com-

pensation for a senior manager may not ex-

ceed 125 percent of the maximum rate of base 

pay for the Senior Executive Service. 

‘‘(3) REMOVAL.—Senior managers may be 

removed by the Deputy Administrator for 

Aviation Security for misconduct or failure 

to meet performance goals set forth in the 

performance agreements. 

‘‘(4) PERSONNEL CEILINGS.—The Deputy Ad-

ministrator for Aviation Security shall not 

be subject to ceilings relating to the number 

or grade of employees. 

‘‘(5) AVIATION SECURITY OMBUDSMAN.—The

Deputy Administrator for Aviation Security, 

in consultation with the Administrator, 

shall appoint an ombudsman to address the 

concerns of aviation security stakeholders, 

such as airport authorities air carriers, con-

sumer groups, and the travel industry. 

‘‘§ 44940. Short-term transition; long-term re-
sults
‘‘(a) SHORT-TERM TRANSITION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Within 60 days after the 

date of enactment of the Aviation Security 

Act, the Deputy Administrator for Aviation 
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Security shall, in consultation with Con-

gress—

‘‘(A) establish acceptable levels of perform-

ance for aviation security, including screen-

ing operations and access control; and 

‘‘(B) provide Congress with an action plan, 

containing measurable goals and milestones, 

that outlines how those levels of perform-

ance will be achieved. 

‘‘(2) BASICS OF ACTION PLAN.—The action 

plan shall clarify the responsibilities of the 

Department of Transportation, the Adminis-

trator, the Deputy Administrator for Avia-

tion Security, and any other agency or orga-

nization that may have a role in ensuring 

the safety and security of the civil air trans-

portation system. 

‘‘(b) LONG-TERM RESULTS-BASED MANAGE-

MENT.—

‘‘(1) PERFORMANCE PLAN AND REPORT.—

‘‘(A) PERFORMANCE PLAN.—

‘‘(i) Each year, consistent with the require-

ments of the Government Performance and 

Results Act of 1993 (GPRA), the Adminis-

trator and the Deputy Administrator for 

Aviation Security shall agree on a perform-

ance plan for the succeeding 5 years that es-

tablishes measurable goals and objectives for 

aviation security. The plan shall identify ac-

tion steps necessary to achieve such goals. 

‘‘(ii) In addition to meeting the require-

ments of GPRA, the performance plan shall 

clarify the responsibilities of the Depart-

ment of Transportation, the Administrator, 

the Deputy Administrator for Aviation Secu-

rity, and any other agency or organization 

that may have a role in ensuring safety and 

security of the civil air transportation sys-

tem.

‘‘(iii) The performance plan shall be avail-

able to the public. The Deputy Adminis-

trator for Aviation Security may prepare a 

nonpublic appendix covering performance 

goals and indicators that, if revealed to the 

public, would likely impede achievement of 

those goals and indicators. 

‘‘(B) PERFORMANCE REPORT.—

‘‘(i) Each year, consistent with the require-

ments of GPRA, the Deputy Administrator 

for Aviation Security shall prepare and sub-

mit to Congress an annual report including 

an evaluation of the extent goals and objec-

tives were met. The report shall include the 

results achieved during the year relative to 

the goals established in the performance 

plan.

‘‘(ii) The performance report shall be avail-

able to the public. The Deputy Adminis-

trator for Aviation Security may prepare a 

nonpublic appendix covering performance 

goals and indicators that, if revealed to the 

public, would likely impede achievement of 

those goals and indicators. 

‘‘(2) PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT.—

‘‘(A) ESTABLISHING MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT-

ABILITY FOR MEETING PERFORMANCE GOALS.—

‘‘(i) Each year, the Administrator and the 

Deputy Administrator for Aviation Security 

shall enter into an annual performance 

agreement that shall set forth organiza-

tional and individual performance goals for 

the Deputy Administrator. 

‘‘(ii) Each year, the Deputy Administrator 

for Aviation Security and each senior man-

ager shall enter into an annual performance 

agreement that sets forth organization and 

individual goals for those managers. 

‘‘(B) ESTABLISHING A FAIR AND EQUITABLE

SYSTEM FOR MEASURING STAFF PERFORM-

ANCE.—The Deputy Administrator for Avia-

tion Security shall establish an annual per-

formance management system, notwith-

standing the provisions of title 5, which 

strengthens the organization’s effectiveness 

by providing for the establishment of goals 

and objectives for individual, group, and or-

ganizational performance consistent with 

the performance plan. 

‘‘(3) PERFORMANCE-BASED SERVICE CON-

TRACTING.—In carrying out the aviation se-

curity program, the Deputy Administrator 

for Aviation Security shall, to the extent 

practicable, maximize the use of perform-

ance-based service contracts for any screen-

ing activities that may be out-sourced. 

These contracts should be consistent with 

guidelines published by the Office of Federal 

Procurement Policy.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 

analysis for subchapter II of chapter 449, of 

title 49, United States Code, is amended by 

inserting after the item relating to section 

44938 the following new items: 

‘‘44939. Human capital changes to reinforce 

results-based management 

‘‘44940. Short-term transition; long-term re-

sults’’.

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 

MEET

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL

RESOURCES

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources be authorized to meet during 

the session of the Senate on Wednes-

day, October 3, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct 

a hearing. The Committee will receive 

testimony on the nominations of Jef-

frey D. Jarrett to be Director of the Of-

fice of Surface Mining Reclamation 

and Enforcement, Department of the 

Interior, and Harold Craig Manson to 

be Assistant Secretary for Fish and 

Wildlife, Department of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Finance be authorized to 

meet during the session of the Senate 

on Wednesday, October 3, 2001, at 11 

a.m., to hear testimony on the need for 

an economic stimulus package and if 

one is needed, potential components. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Foreign Relations be author-

ized to meet during the session of the 

Senate on Wednesday, October 3, 2001, 

at a time to be determined, to hold a 

business meeting. 

The committee will consider and 

vote on the following matters: 

Nominees: Mr. Robert W. Jordan of 

Texas, to be Ambassador to the King-

dom of Saudi Arabia. 

Committee Organization: Approval of 

the creation of the Subcommittee on 

Central Asia and South Caucasus, as 

follows:

Membership

Robert G. Torricelli, Chairman 

Joseph R. Biden, Jr. 

John F. Kerry 
Paul D. Wellstone 
Barbara Boxer 

Richard G. Lugar, Ranking Member 
Chuck Hagel 
Gordon H. Smith 
Sam Brownback 

(The Chairman and Ranking Member 

of the full committee are ex officio 

members of each subcommittee on 

which they do not serve as members.) 

Jurisdiction of Subcommittee on Central 
Asia and South Caucasus 

The subcommittee deals with mat-

ters concerning Central Asia and the 

South Caucasus, including the coun-

tries of Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 

Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and 

Uzbekistan, as well as Armenia, Azer-

baijan and Georgia. 
This subcommittee’s responsibilities 

include all matters, problems and poli-

cies involving promotion of U.S. trade 

and export; terrorism, crime and the 

flow of illegal drugs; and oversight over 

U.S. foreign assistance programs that 

fall within this subcommittee’s re-

gional jurisdiction. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTION, FEDERALISM,

AND PROPERTY RIGHTS

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on the Judiciary Subcommittee 

on Constitution, Federalism, and Prop-

erty Rights be authorized to meet to 

conduct a hearing on Wednesday, Octo-

ber 3, 2001, at 9:30 a.m., in Dirksen 226. 
Tentative Witness List [Invited]: 

United States Department of Justice, 

Washington, DC; Mr. Jerry Berman, 

Executive Director, Center for Democ-

racy & Technology, Washington, DC; 

Professor David D. Cole, Professor of 

Law, Georgetown University Law Cen-

ter, Washington, DC; Dr. Morton H. 

Halperin, Chair, Advisory Board, Cen-

ter for National Security Studies, 

Washington, DC; Dean Douglas W. 

Kmiec, Dean and St. Thomas More Pro-

fessor, Columbus School of Law, The 

Catholic University of America, Wash-

ington, DC; Professor John O. 

McGinnis, Professor of Law, Benjamin 

N. Cardozo School of Law at Yeshiva 

University, New York, NY; Mr. Grover 

Norquist, President, Americans for Tax 

Reform, Washington, DC. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-

TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002 

On October 2, 2001, the Senate passed 

S. 1438, as follows: 

S. 1438 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 

2002’’.

VerDate Aug 04 2004 20:21 Apr 25, 2005 Jkt 089102 PO 00000 Frm 00066 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\S03OC1.002 S03OC1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-06-30T11:38:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




