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(B) Section 202(f)(1)(C)(ii)(III) of such Act
(42 U.S.C. 402(f)(2)(C)(ii)(IIT)) is amended by
striking ‘‘paragraph (8) and inserting
“‘paragraph (7).

(C) Section 226(e)(1)(A)(1) of such Act (as
amended by subsection (a)(2)) is further
amended by striking “202(f)(1)(B)(ii), and
202(£)(5)”’ and inserting ‘“‘and 202(f)(1)(B)({i)”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to benefits for months after November 2002.

SEC. 3. EXEMPTION FROM TWO-YEAR WAITING
PERIOD FOR DIVORCED SPOUSE’S
BENEFITS UPON OTHER SPOUSE’S
REMARRIAGE.

(a) WIFE’S INSURANCE BENEFITS.—Section
202(b)(5)(A) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 402(b)(5)(A)) is amended by adding at
the end the following new sentence: ‘‘The
criterion for entitlement under clause (ii)
shall be deemed met upon the remarriage of
the insured individual to someone other than
the applicant during the 2-year period re-
ferred to in such clause.”.

(b) HUSBAND’S INSURANCE BENEFITS.—Sec-
tion 202(c)(5)(A) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
402(c)(5)(A)) is amended by adding at the end
the following new sentence: ‘‘The criterion
for entitlement under clause (ii) shall be
deemed met upon the remarriage of the in-
sured individual to someone other than the
applicant during the 2-year period referred to
in such clause.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO EXEMPTION
OF INSURED INDIVIDUAL’S DIVORCED SPOUSE
FROM EARNINGS TEST AS APPLIED TO THE IN-
SURED INDIVIDUAL.—Section 203(b)(2)(B) of
such Act (42 U.S.C. 403(b)(2)(B)) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘“The requirement under such clause
(ii) shall be deemed met upon the remarriage
of the insured individual to someone other
than the individual referred to in paragraph
(1) during the 2-year period referred to in
such clause.”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to benefits for months after November 2002.

SEC. 4. MONTHS ENDING AFTER DECEASED INDI-
VIDUAL’S DEATH DISREGARDED IN
APPLYING EARLY RETIREMENT
RULES WITH RESPECT TO DE-
CEASED INDIVIDUAL FOR PURPOSES
OF LIMITATION ON WIDOW’S AND
WIDOWER’S BENEFITS.

(a) WIDOW’S INSURANCE BENEFITS.—Section
202(e)(2)(D)(1) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 402(e)(2)(D)(i)) is amended by inserting
after ‘‘applicable,” the following: ‘‘except
that, in applying paragraph (7) of subsection
(q) for purposes of this clause, any month
ending with or after the date of the death of
such deceased individual shall be deemed to
be excluded under such paragraph (in addi-
tion to months otherwise excluded under
such paragraph),”.

(b) WIDOWER’S INSURANCE BENEFITS.—Sec-
tion 202(f)(3)(D)(1) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
402(£)(3)(D)(i)) is amended by inserting after
‘“‘applicable,” the following: ‘‘except that, in
applying paragraph (7) of subsection (q) for
purposes of this clause, any month ending
with or after the date of the death of such
deceased individual shall be deemed to be ex-
cluded under such paragraph (in addition to
months otherwise excluded under such para-
graph),”.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments

made by this section shall apply with respect
to benefits for months after November 2002.
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 112—EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARD-
ING THE DESIGNATION OF THE
WEEK BEGINNING MAY 19, 2002,
AS “NATIONAL MEDICAL SERV-
ICES WEEK”

Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. DORGAN,
Mr. INOUYE, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. JOHNSON,
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. BREAUX, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. FRIST, Mr. EDWARDS, Ms.
COLLINS, Mr. TORRICELLI, Ms. SNOWE,
Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. BUNNING, Mr.
VOINOVICH, Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mr. BAU-
CUs, Mr. AKAKA, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
KERRY, Mr. BAYH, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr.
DURBIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BINGAMAN,
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. STABENOW, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mr. DAY-
TON, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr.
LEAHY, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. MILLER, Mr.
CLELAND, Mr. WELLSTONE, Mr. WYDEN,
Mr. THOMAS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr.
DEWINE, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. THURMOND,
Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BOND, Mr. CHAFEE,
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr.
SMITH of Oregon, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr.
DASCHLE) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. CoN. REs. 112

Whereas emergency medical services are a
vital public service;

Whereas the members of emergency med-
ical services teams are ready to provide life-
saving care to those in need 24 hours a day,
7 days a week;

Whereas emergency medical services teams
consist of emergency physicians, emergency
nurses, emergency medical technicians,
paramedics, firefighters, educators, adminis-
trators, and others;

Whereas these emergency medical services
teams served our country with bravery and
heroism on September 11, 2001;

Whereas emergency medical personnel
(emergency physicians, nurses, and emer-
gency medical technicians) courageously de-
fended the Nation when called upon to iden-
tify and treat anthrax, the bioterrorist weap-
on released in October 2001;

Whereas access to quality emergency care
dramatically improves the survival and re-
covery rate of those who experience sudden
illness or injury;

Whereas providers of emergency medical
services have traditionally served as the
safety net of America’s health care system;

Whereas approximately 25 of all emergency
medical services providers are volunteers;

Whereas the members of emergency med-
ical services teams, whether career or volun-
teer, undergo thousands of hours of special-
ized training and continuing education to en-
hance their lifesaving skills;

Whereas Americans benefit daily from the
knowledge and skills of these highly trained
individuals; and

Whereas injury prevention and the appro-
priate use of the emergency medical services
system will help reduce health care costs and
save lives: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) designates the week beginning May 19,
2002, as ‘‘National Emergency Medical Serv-
ices Week”’; and

(2) requests that the President issue a
proclamation calling upon the people of the
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United States to observe such week with ap-
propriate programs and activities.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 113—RECOGNIZING AND
SUPPORTING THE EFFORTS OF
THE STATE OF NEW YORK TO
DEVELOP THE NATIONAL PUR-
PLE HEART HALL OF HONOR IN
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mrs. CLINTON submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on
Armed Services:

S. CoN. REs. 113

Whereas George Washington, at his head-
quarters in Newburgh, New York, on August
7, 1782, devised the Badge of Military Merit
to be given to enlisted men and noncommis-
sioned officers for meritorious action;

Whereas the Badge of Military Merit be-
came popularly known as the ‘‘Purple
Heart” because it consisted of the figure of a
heart in purple cloth or silk edged with nar-
row lace or binding and was affixed to the
uniform coat over the left breast;

Whereas Badges of Military Merit were
awarded during the Revolutionary War by
General George Washington at his head-
quarters, in Newburgh, New York, on May 3
and June 8, 1783;

Whereas the Badge of Military Merit, an
award for valor in the Revolutionary War, is
the inspiration for today’s Purple Heart
medal;

Whereas on the bicentennial of General
Washington’s birthday in February 1932, the
Badge of Military Merit was redesignated by
General Douglas MacArthur, then Chief of
Staff of the Army, as the Purple Heart, to be
awarded to persons killed or wounded in ac-
tion against an enemy of the United States;

Whereas more than 800,000 members of the
Armed Forces have been awarded the Purple
Heart;

Whereas the Nation, as it fights the forces
of evil that would undermine those demo-
cratic principles upon which the Nation was
founded, continues to add brave members of
the Armed Forces to the ranks of those who
have received the Purple Heart;

Whereas the State of New York has dedi-
cated substantial resources to the creation
of the National Purple Heart Hall of Honor
to be constructed at the New Windsor Can-
tonment, a New York State Historic Site, in
New Windsor, New York, to honor those indi-
viduals who have been awarded the Purple
Heart and to inform and educate the people
of the United States about the history and
importance of this distinguished combat
award;

Whereas the National Purple Heart Hall of
Honor will be a permanent place of remem-
brance of the service and sacrifices made by
the members of the Armed Forces wounded
or killed in service to America from World
War I through the current war against ter-
rorism, both at home and abroad; and

Whereas as the Nation continues to defend
the American way, there will be a need for a
distinguished place to honor those who in
the future are awarded the Purple Heart for
their service and sacrifice: Now, therefore,
be it

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

(1) recognizes and supports the efforts of
the State of New York to develop the Na-
tional Purple Heart Hall of Honor in New
Windsor, New York;

(2) encourages the people of the United
States to participate in the development of
the National Purple Heart Hall of Honor; and
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(3) encourages Federal departments and
agencies to cooperate, assist, and participate
in the development of the National Purple
Heart Hall of Honor.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3439. Mr. DORGAN (for himself, Mr.
ENZI, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mrs. MURRAY) pro-
posed an amendment to amendment SA 3401
proposed by Mr. BAucuUs (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) to extend
the Andean Trade Preference Act, to grant
additional trade benefits under that Act, and
for other purposes.

SA 3440. Mr. REID (for Mr. NELSON, of Flor-
ida (for himself and Mr. GRAHAM)) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUcUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3441. Mrs. HUTCHISON proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 3401 proposed
by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3442. Mr. DORGAN proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr.
BAaucus (for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to
the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3443. Mr. REID (for Mr. REED (for him-
self, Mr. BINGAMAN, and Mr. CORZINE)) pro-
posed an amendment to amendment SA 3401
proposed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3444. Mr. NELSON, of Nebraska sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr.
BAaucus (for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to
the bill (H.R. 3009) supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3445. Mr. REID (for Mr. BAYH (for him-
self, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. DAYTON, Ms. MIKULSKI,
and Mr. ROCKEFELLER)) proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr.
Baucus (for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to
the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3446. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr. BAUCUS
(for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill
(H.R. 3009) supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3447. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3448. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUcUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3449. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3450. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr.
BAaucus (for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to
the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3451. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3452. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3453. Mr. REID (for Mr. BYRD) proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) supra.

SA 3454. Mr. NELSON, of Florida (for him-
self and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3401 proposed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself
and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009)
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 3455. Mr. NELSON, of Florida (for him-
self and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3401 proposed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself
and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009)
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3439. Mr. DORGAN (for himself,
Mr. ENzI, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. HAGEL,
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mrs.
MURRAY) proposed an amendment to
amendment SA 3401 proposed by Mr.
BAucus (for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY)
to the bill (H.R. 3009) to extend the An-
dean Trade Preference Act, to grant
additional trade benefits under that
Act, and for other purposes; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . AGRICULTURAL SALES TO CUBA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 908 of the Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug
Administration and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2001 (22 U.S.C. 7207) is amended
by striking subsection (b).

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
908(a) of the Agriculture, Rural Develop-
ment, Food and Drug Administration and
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001
(22 U.S.C. 7207(a)) (as amended by subsection
(a)), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘(a)” and all that follows
through ‘‘Notwithstanding’” and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding”’;

(2) by striking ‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in paragraph (1)’ and insert-
ing the following:

“(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subsection (a)’’; and

(3) by striking ““(3) WAIVER.—The President
may waive the application of paragraph (1)
and inserting the following:

‘“(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive
the application of subsection (a)”’.

SA 3440. Mr. REID (for Mr. NELSON of
Florida (for himself and Mr. GRAHAM))
proposed an amendment to amendment
SA 3401 proposed by Mr. BAUcUS (for
himself and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill
(H.R. 3009) to extend the Andean Trade
Preference Act, to grant additional
trade benefits under that Act, and for
other purposes; as follows:

At the end of section 2103(a), insert the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

(8) PRODUCTS SUBJECT TO ANTIDUMPING AND
COUNTERVAILING DUTY ORDERS.—Paragraph
(1)(A) shall not apply to a product that is the
subject of an antidumping or countervailing
duty order at the time of the agreement re-
ferred to in paragraph (1), unless the agree-
ment provides that as a term, condition, or
qualification of the tariff concession, the
tariff reduction will not be implemented be-
fore the date that is 1 year after the date of
the termination or revocation of such anti-
dumping or countervailing duty order with
respect to all exporters of such product.

At the end of section 2103(b), insert the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

(4) PRODUCTS SUBJECT TO ANTIDUMPING AND
COUNTERVAILING DUTY ORDERS.—Paragraph
(1) shall not apply to a product that is the
subject of an antidumping or countervailing
duty order at the time of the agreement re-
ferred to in paragraph (1), unless the agree-
ment provides that as a term, condition, or
qualification of the tariff concession, the
tariff reduction will not be implemented be-
fore the date that is 1 year after the date of
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termination or revocation of such anti-
dumping or countervailing duty order with
respect to all exporters of such product.

SA 3441. Mrs. HUTCHISON proposed
an amendment to amendment SA 3401
proposed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself
and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R.
3009) to extend the Andean Trade Pref-
erence Act, to grant additional trade
benefits under that Act, and for other
purposes; as follows:

Section 204(b)(5)(B) of the Andean Trade
Preference Act, as amended by section 3102,
is amended by adding the following new
clause:

‘‘(viii) The extent to which the country has
taken steps to support the efforts of the
United States to combat terrorism.

‘“Section 4102 is amended by striking the
matter preceding paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY FOR GENERALIZED SYSTEM
OF PREFERENCES.—Section 502(b)(2)(F) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462(b)(2)(F)) is
amended by striking the period at the end
and inserting ‘‘or such country has not taken
steps to support the efforts of the United
States to combat terrorism.”.

‘“(b) DEFINITION OF INTERNATIONALLY REC-
OGNIZED WORKER RIGHTS.—Section 507(4) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2467(4)) is
amended—"".

SA 3442. Mr. DORGAN proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 3401 pro-
posed by Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill (H.R. 3009) to
extend the Andean Trade Preference
Act, to grant additional trade benefits
under that Act, and for other purposes;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . TRADE REMEDIES WITH RESPECT TO
CANADIAN WHEAT.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) On February 15, 2002, the United States
Trade Representative issued an affirmative
finding under section 301 of the Trade Act of
1974 that the acts, policies, and practices of
the Government of Canada and the Canadian
Wheat Board are unreasonable and burden or
restrict United States commerce.

(2) In its section 301 finding, the United
States Trade Representative expressed a de-
sire for long-term reform of the Canadian
Wheat Board. However, since concluding on
February 15, 2002, that the Canadian Govern-
ment and the Canadian Wheat Board are en-
gaged in unfair trade practices, the United
States Trade Representative has not under-
taken any initiative to seek reform of the
Canadian Wheat Board. Moreover, the United
States Trade Representative has not imposed
any trade remedy that would provide United
States wheat farmers with prompt relief
from the unfair trade practices.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the United States Trade Rep-
resentative should identify specific trade
remedies that will provide United States
wheat farmers with prompt relief from the
unfair trade practices of the Canadian Wheat
Board in addition to efforts to seek long-
term reform of the Canadian Wheat Board.

(¢c) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—No later
than October 1, 2002, the United States Trade
Representative shall report to Congress a
specific plan for implementation of specific
trade remedies to provide United States
wheat farmers with prompt, real relief from
the unfair trade practices of the Canadian
Wheat Board, and a specific timetable to
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