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June 19, 2002

STATEMENTS ON SUBMITTED
RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 288—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT NEW HAMPSHIRE
RESIDENTS KEN CURRAN AND
GEORGE McAVOY BE HONORED
FOR THEIR INITIATIVE ON BE-
HALF OF THE TAXPAYER AND
THE ENVIRONMENT IN THE CON-
STRUCTION OF THE MOORE RES-
ERVOIR CAUSEWAY IN LITTLE-
TON, NEW HAMPSHIRE

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works:

S. RES. 288

Whereas Ken Curran and George McAvoy
have given a lifetime of service to the town
of Littleton and the State of New Hampshire
through both private and public service;

Whereas Mr. Curran and Mr. McAvoy, as
private citizens, suggested the construction
of a causeway in lieu of a costly bridge over
the Moore Reservoir;

Whereas Mr. Curran and Mr. McAvoy, on
their own time and using their own money,
defeated construction of an expensive and
unnecessary Interstate Route 93 bridge at
Pattenville Draw near Littleton, New Hamp-
shire;

Whereas Mr. Curran went out of his way to
hire an engineer, develop plans for a new
Interstate Route 93 crossing, and submit
those plans to the State highway division in
an effort to build the causeway;

Whereas after years of debate, a causeway
was finally selected with a winning bid of
only $4,300,000, far less expensive than the
original $20,000,000 to $25,000,000 estimate for
a dual bridge;

Whereas the New Hampshire Division of
Public Works and Highways estimates that,
as a result of Mr. Curran’s and Mr. McAvoy’s
efforts, the total final savings to taxpayers
was more than $12,600,000; and

Whereas the great State of New Hampshire
has recently designated the Interstate Route
93 causeway at Moore Dam in Littleton as
the ‘“‘Curran/McAvoy Causeway’’: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That
SECTION 1. COMMENDATION.

The Senate commends Mr. Ken Curran and
Mr. George McAvoy for their exemplary
service on behalf of the taxpayers of New
Hampshire and the United States in the con-
struction of the Interstate Route 93 cause-
way at Moore Dam in Littleton, New Hamp-
shire.

SEC. 2. TRANSMISSION OF RESOLUTION.

The Secretary of the Senate shall transmit
a copy of this resolution to Mr. Curran and
Mr. McAvoy of Littleton, New Hampshire.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 122—EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT SE-
CURITY, RECONCILIATION, AND
PROSPERITY FOR ALL CYPRIOTS
CAN BE BEST ACHIEVED WITHIN
THE CONTEXT OF MEMBERSHIP
IN THE EUROPEAN UNION WHICH
WILL PROVIDE SIGNIFICANT
RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS FOR
ALL CYPRIOTS, AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES

Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. BIDEN,
and Mr. SARBANES) submitted the fol-
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lowing concurrent resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

S. CON. RES. 122

Whereas the status quo on Cyprus remains
unacceptable;

Whereas a just and lasting resolution of
the Cyprus problem, on the basis of United
Nations Security Council resolutions, must
safeguard the security and fundamental
rights of all citizens of Cyprus, Greek-Cyp-
riots and Turkish-Cypriots alike;

Whereas Cyprus is among the leading can-
didate countries for accession to the Euro-
pean Union, in recognition of its commit-
ment to free markets, human rights, democ-
racy, and the rule of law;

Whereas the European Union guarantees to
all its citizens the indivisible universal val-
ues of human dignity (supporting fair and
equal treatment of all), freedom (right to se-
curity, marriage, family, among others),
equality (celebrating cultural, religious, and
linguistic diversity), solidarity (protecting
workers’ rights and providing social secu-
rity), citizens’ rights (voting), and justice
(holding a fair trial);

Whereas membership in the European
Union will guarantee each citizen of Cyprus
important legal, civil, and human rights, as
well as the means and legal recourse nec-
essary to secure the full application of these
fundamental individual rights, and to pro-
mote the respect of cultural diversity and
traditions;

Whereas membership in the European
Union will bring significant benefits to both
the Greek-Cypriot and Turkish-Cypriot com-
munities, including new economic opportuni-
ties, access to new markets, a freer exchange
of goods and services, balanced and sustain-
able development as well as the free move-
ment of persons, goods, and services and cap-
ital;

Whereas the European Council in its Sum-
mit Conclusions of December 1999, in Hel-
sinki, stated that ‘‘a political settlement [of
the Cyprus problem] will facilitate the acces-
sion of Cyprus to the European Union . . . [i]f
no settlement has been reached by the com-
pletion of accession negotiations, the Coun-
cil’s decision on accession will be made with-
out the above being a precondition’’;

Whereas both the United States and the
European Union in their summit statement
on the New Transatlantic Agenda of June 14,
2001, pledge to continue to work together to
support the efforts of the United Nations
Secretary General to achieve a comprehen-
sive settlement with respect to Cyprus con-
sistent with relevant United Nations Secu-
rity Council resolutions and to continue to
work toward the resumption of talks;

Whereas resolution of the Cyprus problem
is in the strategic interests of the United
States, given the important location of Cy-
prus at the crossroads of Europe, Africa, and
Asia; and

Whereas resolution of the Cyprus problem
is also consistent with American values, as
enshrined in the rights guaranteed by the
Constitution of the United States, which
guarantees the right to life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the unacceptable status quo on Cyprus
must be ended and the island and its people
be reunited, in a bizonal, bicommunal federal
Cyprus, on the basis of United Nations Secu-
rity Council resolutions;

(2) the accession of Cyprus to the European
Union would act as a catalyst for the solu-
tion of the Cyprus problem without the lat-
ter being a precondition for accession;
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(3) membership of Cyprus to the European
Union should be strongly supported;

(4) all Cypriots be urged to support and en-
courage efforts to bring Cyprus into the Eu-
ropean Union; and

(5) the various agencies of the United
States Government should pursue vigorously
and as an issue of high and urgent priority
new initiatives that will help promote and
achieve reunification, reconciliation, sta-
bility, and prosperity on Cyprus.

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise
today to submit a resolution for myself
and Senators BIDEN and SARBANES ex-
pressing support for Cyprus’ member-
ship to the European Union, EU.

After 27 years Cyprus remains a di-
vided nation. As it works to complete
final negotiations with the EU, Cyprus
will have met all the criteria required
of an EU member nation. It is expected
that an official invitation for member-
ship will come this December, with ac-
cession in 2004. As an EU member, the
entire island of Cyprus will see eco-
nomic benefits. As long as the Turkish-
Cypriots recognize this fact, both they
and Greek-Cypriots will be on the path
towards further economic growth and
integration with Europe. All Cypriots
will have access to new markets, a
freer exchange of goods and services,
balanced and sustainable development
as well as the free movement of per-
sons, goods and services, and capital.
But EU membership is not only about
economic prosperity, it is also about
human rights. The EU guarantees its
members’ citizens human, legal and
civil rights as well as the means and
legal recourse necessary to secure the
full application of these fundamental
individual rights.

Last year Congressman BILIRAKIS in-
troduced this legislation in the House
of Representatives to show that body’s
support for Cyprus’ accession to the
EU. We are introducing this legislation
today to put the Senate on record as
well. Since January, Cypriot President
Clerides and Turkish-Cypriot leader
Denktash have been meeting in direct
talks to seek a resolution of the divi-
sion of Cyprus. Although the fact that
these meetings are taking place is a
positive sign, a solution must not be a
precondition to EU membership. In
fact, the EU Council made this point in
the Helsinki Summit in December 1999,
when it stated that ‘‘a political settle-
ment will facilitate the accession of
Cyprus to the European Union . . . [i]f
no settlement has been reached by the
completion on accession negotiations,
the Council’s decision on accession will
be made without the above being a pre-
condition”.

Cyprus’ EU membership will be, and
has been, a catalyst for the solution of
the Cyprus problem. This fact is re-
flected in the almost 40 direct meetings
between President Clerides and
Denktash have taken place so far this
year. If it were not for Turkey’s desire
to be an EU member, knowing that
other EU members could block this
goal, it is questionable whether these
talks would even be taking place. That,
along with improved economic pros-
perity and guaranteed human rights, is
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why it is vital that the Senate go on
record as supporting Cyprus’ EU mem-
bership.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3897. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. SPECTER, and Mr. COCHRAN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2514, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2003 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense,
for military construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe personnel strengths for such fiscal
year for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3898. Mr. THURMOND (for himself, Mr.
LoTT, Mr. BOND, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. CLELAND,
Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. LUGAR,
Mr. REID, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr.
DEWINE, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr.
SHELBY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. BREAUX, Mr. DODD,
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BENNETT, Mr.
BINGAMAN, Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr.
ENSIGN, Mr. HELMS, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. JEF-
FORDS, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. TORRICELLI, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr.
BROWNBACK) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2514, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3899. Mr. LEVIN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 2514, supra.

SA 3900. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3899 proposed by Mr.
LEVIN to the bill (S. 2514) supra.

SA 3901. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and
Mr. LOTT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2514,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3902. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and
Mr. LOoTT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2514,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3903. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and
Mr. LOTT) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2514,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3904. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2514, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3905. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2514, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3906. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2514, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3907. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2514, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3908. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
SMITH, of Oregon) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2514, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3909. Mr. HUTCHINSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2514, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3910. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2514,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3911. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr.
SCHUMER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2514,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 3912. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. BIDEN, Ms. CANTWELL,
Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mrs. LINCOLN,
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. JOHNSON,
Ms. COLLINS, and Ms. STABENOW) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 2514, supra.

SA 3913. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr.
HARKIN, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
DURBIN, Mr. FITZGERALD, Mrs. LINCOLN, and
Mr. HUTCHINSON) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2514, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3914. Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr.
THOMPSON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2514, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3915. Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and
Mr. WELLSTONE) proposed an amendment to
the bill S. 2514, supra.

SA 3916. Mr. REID (for Mr. CONRAD (for
himself and Mr. FEINGOLD)) proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 3915 proposed
by Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and Mr.
WELLSTONE) to the bill (S. 2514) supra.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3987. Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. SPECTER, and Mr.
COCHRAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2514, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2003 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe personnel strengths for
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces,
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table as follows:

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the
following:

SEC. 1065. NATIONAL GUARD COUNTERDRUG
SCHOOLS.

(a) AUTHORITY ToO OPERATE.—Under such
regulations as the Secretary of Defense may
prescribe, the Chief of the National Guard
Bureau may establish and operate, or pro-
vide financial assistance to the States to es-
tablish and operate, not more than five
schools (to be known generally as ‘‘National
Guard counterdrug schools’). The purpose of
such schools shall be the provision by the
National Guard of training in drug interdic-
tion and counter-drug activities, drug de-
mand reduction activities, and
counterterroism activities to personnel of
the following:

(1) Federal agencies.

(2) State and local law enforcement agen-
cies.

(3) Community-based organizations
gaged in such activities.

(4) Other non-Federal governmental and
private entities and organizations engaged in
such activities.

(b) COUNTERDRUG SCHOOLS SPECIFIED.—The
National Guard counterdrug schools oper-
ated under the authority in subsection (a)
are as follows:

(1) The National Interagency Civil-Mili-
tary Institute (NICI), San Luis Obispo, Cali-
fornia.

(2) The Multi-Jurisdictional Counterdrug
Task Force Training (MCTFT), St. Peters-
burg, Florida.

(3) The Midwest Counterdrug Training Cen-
ter (MCTC), to be established in Johnston,
Iowa.

(4) The Regional Counterdrug Training
Academy (RCTA), Meridian, Mississippi.

() The Northeast Regional Counterdrug
Training Center (NCTC), Fort Indiantown
Gap, Pennsylvania.
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(¢c) USE OF NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL.—
(1) To the extent provided for in the State
drug interdiction and counter-drug activities
plan of a State in which a National Guard
counterdrug school is located, personnel of
the National Guard of that State who are or-
dered to perform full-time National Guard
duty authorized under section 112(b) of that
title 32, United States Code, may provide
training referred to in subsection (a) at that
school.

(2) In this subsection, the term ‘‘State drug
interdiction and counter-drug activities
plan”, in the case of a State, means the cur-
rent plan submitted by the Governor of the
State to the Secretary of Defense under sec-
tion 112 of title 32, United States Code.

(d) TREATMENT UNDER AUTHORITY TO PRO-
VIDE COUNTERDRUG SUPPORT.—The provisions
of section 1004 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public
Law 101-510), as amended by section 1021 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107; 115
Stat. 1212), shall apply to any activities of a
National Guard counterdrug school under
this section that are for an agency referred
to in subsection (a) and for a purpose set
forth in subsection (b) of such section 1004.
Such provisions of section 1004 shall not pre-
clude training of counterterrorism activi-
ties.

(e) ANNUAL REPORTS ON ACTIVITIES.—(1)
Not later than February 1, 2003, and annually
thereafter, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report on the activities
of the National Guard counterdrug schools.

(2) Each report under paragraph (1) shall
set forth the following:

(A) The amount made available for each
National Guard counterdrug school during
the fiscal year ending in the year preceding
the year in which such report is submitted.

(B) A description of the activities of each
National Guard counterdrug school during
the year preceding the year in which such re-
port is submitted.

(3) The report under paragraph (1) in 2003
shall set forth, in addition to the matters de-
scribed in paragraph (2), a description of the
activities relating to the establishment of
the Midwest Counterdrug Training Center in
Johnston, Iowa.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—(1)
There is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense for
the National Guard for fiscal year 2003,
$25,000,000 for purposes of the National Guard
counterdrug schools in that fiscal year.

(2) The amount authorized to be appro-
priated by paragraph (1) is in addition to any
other amount authorized to be appropriated
for the Department of Defense for the Na-
tional Guard for fiscal year 2003.

(g) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—(1) Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by
subsection (f)(1)—

(A) $4,000,000 shall be available for the Na-
tional Interagency Civil-Military Institute,
San Luis Obispo, California;

(B) $8,000,000 shall be available for the
Multi-Jurisdictional Counterdrug Task
Force Training, St. Petersburg, Florida;

(C) $3,000,000 shall be available for the Mid-
west Counterdrug Training Center, John-
ston, Iowa;

(D) $5,000,000 shall be available for the Re-
gional Counterdrug Training Academy, Me-
ridian, Mississippi; and

(E) $5,000,000 shall be available for the
Northeast Regional Counterdrug Training
Center, Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania.

(2) Amounts available under paragraph (1)
shall remain available until expended.

(h) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEARS AFTER FIS-
CAL YEAR 2003.—(1) The budget of the Presi-
dent that is submitted to Congress under
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code,
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