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undertake no activities on such lands except
in connection with the decontamination or
remediation of such lands; and

(3) the Secretary of the Army shall report
to the Secretary of the Interior and to the
Congress concerning the status of such lands
and all actions taken under paragraphs (1)
and (2).

(g) SUBSEQUENT DECONTAMINATION OR RE-
MEDIATION.—If lands covered by subsection
(f) are subsequently decontaminated or re-
mediated and the Secretary of the Army cer-
tifies that the lands are safe for nonmilitary
uses, the Secretary of the Interior shall re-
consider accepting jurisdiction over the
lands.

(h) REVOCATION  AUTHORITY.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, upon de-
ciding that it is in the public interest to ac-
cept jurisdiction over lands specified in a re-
linquishment notice, the Secretary of the In-
terior may revoke the withdrawal and res-
ervation made under this chapter as it ap-
plies to such lands. If the decision be made
to accept the relinquishment and to revoke
the withdrawal and reservation, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall publish in the
Federal Register an appropriate order which
shall—

(1) terminate the withdrawal and reserva-
tion;

(2) constitute official acceptance of full ju-
risdiction over the lands by the Secretary of
the Interior; and

(3) state the date upon which the lands will
be opened to the operation of the public land
laws, including the mining laws, if appro-
priate.

SEC. 9059. DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY. (a)
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY.—The functions of
the Secretary of the Army under this chap-
ter may be delegated.

(b) SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.—The func-
tions of the Secretary of the Interior under
this chapter may be delegated, except that
an order under section 9058(h) to accept re-
linquishment of withdrawn lands may be ap-
proved and signed only by the Secretary of
the Interior, the Deputy Secretary of the In-
terior, or an Assistant Secretary of the Inte-
rior.

TITLE X
SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN SANCTIONS
AGAINST INDIA AND PAKISTAN

SEC. 10001. SUSPENSION OF SANCTIONS. (a) IN
GENERAL.—Effective for the period of five
years commencing on the date of enactment
of this Act, the sanctions contained in the
following provisions of law shall not apply to
India and Pakistan with respect to any
grounds for the imposition of sanctions
under those provisions arising prior to that
date:

(1) Section 101 of the Arms Export Control
Act (22 U.S.C. 2799aa).

(2) Section 102 of the Arms Export Control
Act (22 U.S.C. 2799aa-1) other than sub-
section (b)(2)(B), (C), or (G).

(3) Section 2(b)(4) of the Export Import
Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635(b)(4)).

(b) SPECIAL RULE FOR COMMERCIAL EXPORTS
OF DUAL-USE ARTICLES AND TECHNOLOGY.—
The sanction contained in section
102(b)(2)(G) of the Arms Export Control Act
(22 U.S.C. 2799aa-1(b)(2)(G)) shall not apply to
India or Pakistan with respect to any
grounds for the imposition of that sanction
arising prior to the date of enactment of this
Act if imposition of the sanction (but for
this paragraph) would deny any license for
the export of any dual-use article, or related
dual-use technology (including software),
listed on the Commerce Control List of the
Export Administration Regulations that
would not contribute directly to missile de-
velopment or to a nuclear weapons program.
For purposes of this subsection, an article or
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technology that is not primarily used for
missile development or nuclear weapons pro-
grams.

(c) NATIONAL SECURITY INTERESTS WAIVER
OF SANCTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The restriction on assist-
ance in section 102(b)(2)(B), (C), or (G) of the
Arms Export Control Act shall not apply if
the President determines, and so certifies to
Congress, that the application of the restric-
tion would not be in the national security in-
terests of the United States.

(2) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of
the Senate that—

(A) no waiver under paragraph (1) should
be invoked for section 102(b)(2)(B) or (C) of
the Arms Export Control Act with respect to
any party that initiates or supports activi-
ties that jeopardize peace and security in
Jammu and Kashmir;

(B) the broad application of export controls
to nearly 300 Indian and Pakistani entities is
inconsistent with the specific national secu-
rity interests of the United States and that
this control list requires refinement; and

(C) export controls should be applied only
to those Indian and Pakistani entities that
make direct and material contributions to
weapons of mass destruction and missile pro-
grams and only to those items that can con-
tribute such programs.

(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later
than 60 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the President shall submit a report
to the appropriate congressional committees
listing those Indian and Pakistani entities
whose activities contribute directly and ma-
terially to missile programs or weapons of
mass destruction programs.

(e) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—A li-
cense for the export of a defense article, de-
fense service, or technology is subject to the
same requirements as are applicable to the
export of items described in section 36(c) of
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2776(c)), including the transmittal of infor-
mation and the application of congressional
review procedures described in that section.

(f) RENEWAL OF SUSPENSION.—Upon the ex-
piration of the initial five-year period of sus-
pension of the sanctions contained in para-
graph (1) or (2) of subsection (a), the Presi-
dent may renew the suspension with respect
to India, Pakistan, or both for additional pe-
riods of five years each if, not less than 30
days prior to each renewal of suspension, the
President certifies to the appropriate con-
gressional committees that it is in the na-
tional interest of the United States to do so.

(g) RESTRICTION.—The authority of sub-
section (a) may not be used to provide assist-
ance under chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2346 et seq.;
relating to economic support fund assist-
ance) except for—

(1) assistance that supports the activities
of nongovernmental organizations;

(2) assistance that supports democracy or
the establishment of democratic institu-
tions; or

(3) humanitarian assistance.

(h) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this Act prohibits the imposition of sanc-
tions by the President under any provision of
law specified in subsection (a) or (b) by rea-
son of any grounds for the imposition of
sanctions under that provision of law arising
on or after the date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 10002. REPEALS. The following provi-
sions of law are repealed:

(1) Section 620E(e) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2375(e)).

(2) The India-Pakistan Relief Act (title IX
of the Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 1999, as contained in
section 101(a) of Public Law 105-277).

SEC. 10003. APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEES DEFINED. In this title, the term
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‘“‘appropriate congressional committees”
means the Committee on Foreign Relations
of the Senate and the Committee on Inter-
national Relations of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of Defense Appropriations Act, 2000”°.

RECOGNITION OF JEANINE
ESPERNE

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, it is com-
mon for Members of the Senate to
thank members of their staff, particu-
larly after handling an important piece
of legislation. I am sure our constitu-
ents realize much of what we do is in
reliance on very capable members of
our staff. I have never taken the oppor-
tunity to talk about a member of my
staff before, but on this occasion I wish
to do so very briefly, because tomorrow
a member of my staff is leaving to go
on to another wonderful opportunity. I
think it is important to recognize her
as someone who embodies really the
qualifications and the qualities of staff
that all of us would like to have work
with us and represent our constituents’
interests.

Her name is Jeanine Esperne. She
began working with me about a dozen
years ago when I was a Member of the
House of Representatives and served on
the House Armed Services Committee.
She became my chief legislative assist-
ant on defense matters. She came from
the office of General Abramson, who at
the time was head of the Strategic De-
fense Initiative Organization at the
Pentagon, with rich experience in de-
fense and national security matters.

She worked with me as staff person
on my Defense Armed Services Com-
mittee matters throughout my career
in the House. Then, when I came to the
Senate, she remained on my staff re-
sponsible for all foreign policy and na-
tional security matters.

That was important, because I began
serving immediately on the Senate Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence in an
active capacity and had a significant
need for someone of her qualifications
and experience.

In addition to that, I chaired the
Subcommittee on Technology, Ter-
rorism, and Government Information
of the Judiciary Committee, again re-
quiring someone with her expertise to
assist me in those matters.

Throughout her tenure on my staff,
she has worked with Arizona compa-
nies and interests that have important
defense-related concerns and with
other people around the country who
share a strong desire that we have a
strong national defense, including con-
tractors and other individuals with a
direct interest in the government proc-
ess.

During this time, the feedback I re-
ceived from both my own constituents
and others around the country was uni-
formly in praise of Jeanine Esperne for
her willingness to listen, her profes-
sionalism, the fact she used time very
economically. She didn’t waste time;
she understood that time was impor-
tant to everyone. She got her job done



S6912

very quickly with a minimum of excess
effort, almost always satisfying the in-
terests of the constituent or the person
with whom we were trying to work.

It is with mixed emotions that today
I pay tribute to Jeanine Esperne on her
next to last day on my staff as she
moves on to another opportunity. I do
so not only because she has worked for
me in a way which exemplifies the way
most Members would have their staffs
work with them, but I think it is im-
portant for our constituency to know
that we have very fine staff in the Con-
gress, that our work could not be done
without that staff, and that when we
take the opportunity to praise the
staff, it is really to praise their excep-
tional abilities and the way in which
they have served our constituents.

In the case of Jeanine Esperne, I cer-
tainly express all of those sentiments,
wish her very well in her new endeav-
ors, and certainly suggest that occa-
sionally those Members who are so
busy doing jobs here take the time
more often to thank those staff who,
after all, are responsible for so much of
our success.

Jeanine Esperne, good wishes and
thank you for all of your services on
behalf of the U.S. Government, and on
my behalf specifically.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-
NETT). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

KOSOVO

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, the
agreement signed yesterday between
NATO and Yugoslavia is hopeful news
as we move toward our goals of ending
the atrocities and genocide in Kosovo
and bolstering stability in south-
eastern Europe. The vote by the UN Se-
curity Council today authorizing an
international peacekeeping force in
Kosovo is yet another hopeful sign.

This agreement is a victory for free-
dom. It is a defeat for dictators around
the world. NATO’s resolve to halt and
redress Milosevic’s crimes against hu-
manity sends an important message to
world leaders who engage in ethnic
cleansing and other atrocities. NATO’s
victory over Yugoslav aggression also
sends a positive signal to the forces of
democracy in the region.

President Clinton deserves immense
credit for his leadership throughout
this 11-week military operation. When
so many said it was impossible, he kept
a 19-member NATO alliance intact.
When so many said it would never
work, he stuck to the air campaign
that led that NATO alliance to victory.

The President never wavered in his
commitment to the alliance’s goals of
ending the atrocities in Kosovo, forcing
the withdrawal of Serb forces from the
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region, and ensuring the safe return of
Kosovar refugees to their homes. Presi-
dent Clinton’s steadfast resolve, to-
gether with our NATO allies, forced
President Milosevic to back down and
accept NATO’s conditions for a halt in
the bombing campaign.

It would appear that some of those
who were most critical of the Presi-
dent’s Kosovo policies were more con-
cerned with waging a political assault
than in stopping the Serbs’ military as-
sault on Kosovo. But now that the
Serbs have conceded defeat, one can
only hope that those who were so
harshly critical of the President might
concede they were mistaken.

Our NATO allies also deserve great
credit and much gratitude. They under-
stood the long-term implications of
failing to address the Yugoslav threat
to Kosovo and to regional stability.
They met the challenge head-on and
showed that NATO remains the most
formidable military alliance in the
world.

And the front-line states—Albania,
Macedonia, Bulgaria, and Romania—
were forced to experience firsthand the
consequences of Milosevic’s ethnic
cleansing. They, and the Republic of
Montenegro, should be commended for
accepting hundreds of thousands of ref-
ugees and enduring the instability
caused by the actions of the Yugoslav
government.

Of course, those truly on the front
lines were our U.S. military forces who
contributed so skillfully to the success
of the air campaign. They deserve our
full support and our thanks for car-
rying out their mission so bravely, and
for achieving our military goals with
virtually no casualties.

It is now vitally important that the
United States and our NATO allies re-
main vigilant to ensure that the Serbs
live up to their agreement so that the
Kosovars can return to their country
and their homes, and rebuild their
lives. They have a right to live in peace
without fear of further atrocities.

The agreement reached yesterday is
cause for great hope that we can
achieve those goals, and I want to
again commend the President, our
troops, NATO, and those front line
countries who gave so much for the
success and the victory that we cele-
brate today.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I commend
the democratic leader on behalf of the
entire country for the statement he
has just made. Think for just a minute
what has taken place: Thousands and
thousands of individual sorties by 19
member nations. There are some, who
were detractors, who referred to this as
Clinton and GORE’s war. No, it was not
Clinton and GORE’s war, but rather a
war of those people of good will around
the world, and certainly in this coun-
try, who detest evil, repudiate ethnic
cleansing, and, in short, believe that
atrocities by bullies like Slobodan
Milosevic should be no more.
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So, I am confident and hopeful this
will send a message to those around
the world who feel they can maim and
kill and displace those people with
whom they disagree for purposes only
they understand—the color of their
skin, their religion—a message that
this will no longer happen.

So I, too, applaud the Commander in
Chief. I especially applaud Secretary of
Defense William Cohen for his leader-
ship and commend all the American
forces deployed in the Balkan region
who have served and succeeded in the
highest traditions of our country, and,
finally, I wish to thank the families of
the brave service men and women who
participated in Operation Allied Force,
who have borne the burden of being
separated from their families for these
many weeks.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
KOSOVO

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of a
Kosovo-related resolution; that the res-
olution and preamble be agreed to en
bloc; and that the motion to reconsider
be laid upon the table.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I have to
object at this time, not that I will ob-
ject to it in the end. The Senate will go
on record on this matter, but we just
saw the language 15 minutes ago. I
have already initiated a process to
have it reviewed by the chairman of
the Armed Services Committee, the
chairman of the Foreign Relations
Committee, the chairman of the For-
eign Operations Appropriations Sub-
committee, and other interested Sen-
ators, to make sure they are com-
fortable with the language, because it
does go beyond just the resolution we
see underway now concerning Kosovo
and the withdrawal of the Serbian
troops and, hopefully, the return of the
Kosovars. It also goes into some lan-
guage with regard to what should hap-
pen in Kosovo now and also language
with regard to President Milosevic.

All T am saying is we want to review
the language and make sure all inter-
ested Senators are aware of it. We will
be glad to work with Senator REID,
Senator DASCHLE, and others to have a
statement by the Senate on this mat-
ter, as we usually do when there are
events such as this.

I do want to go ahead and say for the
Record, as others have, that the Senate
is, I am sure, and I personally am very
pleased an agreement appears to have
been worked out and appears to be
going forward.
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