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Senate 
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JOHN 
E. SUNUNU, a Senator from the State of 
New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 
prayer will be offered by our guest 
Chaplain, Dr. Virgil A. Wood of the 
Pond Street Baptist Church in Provi-
dence, RI. 

PRAYER 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Dear God, we thank You for the rem-
nants of love that remain within be-
loved America. 

We confess that far too often, we 
have embraced the anti-love, in 
thought, word, and deed; please forgive 
us and mend our every flaw. 

In the conflicts of life itself may we 
find the courage to meditate, to pon-
der, and to wrestle with the principal-
ities and the powers. 

When the conscious light of Your 
love breaks through our common jour-
ney, may we take off our shoes and 
worship, for that indeed will have be-
come holy ground. 

Grant us grace, dear God, to go for-
ward and match deeds of love to our sa-
cred words, that the love which is in 
the community of all humanity may 
perfect itself in us. 

Having come now to understand how 
we of all faiths, races, and nationali-
ties, as one people under God, could go 
forward, may we forever trust and 
abide in love. 

And in the name of the one God of 
love, we offer this prayer. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JOHN E. SUNUNU led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, June 12, 2003. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JOHN E. SUNUNU, a 
Senator from the State of New Hampshire, 
to perform the duties of the Chair. 

TED STEVENS, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. SUNUNU thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING 
MAJORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The acting majority leader is rec-
ognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, for the 
information of all Senators, this morn-
ing the Senate will resume consider-
ation of S. 14, the Energy bill. The Gra-
ham amendment relating to the Outer 
Continental Shelf is currently pending. 
Under a previous agreement, there will 
be up to 90 minutes of debate prior to 
the vote on or in relation to the 
amendment. Therefore, the first vote 
will occur at approximately 11 a.m. 

In addition to the Graham amend-
ment, the Senate will consider other 
amendments to the Energy bill, and 
Members should expect rollcall votes 
throughout the day. 

It is also possible that the Senate 
will be able to consider the FAA reau-
thorization later today. We will notify 
Members if that becomes available. 
Also, the Senate may consider addi-

tional nominations on the Executive 
Calendar. We will be working to sched-
ule votes on the nominations that can 
be cleared. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we recog-
nize there are efforts being made to go 
to the FAA bill. We are attempting to 
clear that on this side. We have a cou-
ple of hurdles. I think we have com-
pleted one, and we still have one other 
problem to eliminate. We will certainly 
know that in the next hour or so. 

If that is the case, it is my under-
standing, having spoken to the two 
leaders, after we dispose of the amend-
ments pending, the leader would want 
to go off of the Energy bill and go to 
the FAA bill. We are trying to allow 
that to happen if we can clear that. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, leader-
ship time is reserved. 

f 

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of S. 
14, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 14) to enhance the energy secu-

rity of the United States, and for other pur-
poses. 

Pending: 
Graham (FL) Amendment No. 884, to strike 

the provision requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct an inventory and anal-
ysis of oil and natural gas resources beneath 
all of the waters of the Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before we 
do that, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time on this matter, which is di-
vided an hour on that side and 30 min-
utes on this side, be divided equally. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum, and I ask that 
the time be charged equally to both 
sides. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, we 
have two Senators who wish to speak 
on the pending amendment. The junior 
Senator from Texas wishes to speak for 
5 minutes. I understand the Senator 
from California wishes to speak for 15 
minutes immediately following the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I will 
not object at all. I want to understand, 
I thought I already had 15 minutes 
from yesterday. I am just clarifying 
that point. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, some of the 
time has been used on quorum calls. 
That time was charged equally against 
both sides this morning. The Senator 
still has 15 minutes. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator. 

Mr. REID. We may not have 15 min-
utes for somebody else, but there are 15 
minutes for the Senator from Cali-
fornia, Mrs. BOXER. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Quorum calls have been charged 
proportionately to both sides. At this 
time, the Senator from Texas is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 884 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I rise to 

say a few words in opposition to the 
Graham-Feinstein amendment. I am 
opposed to this amendment for several 
significant reasons. 

This amendment would restrict our 
ability to conduct an inventory and 
analysis of our own energy resources. 
Section 105 of this bill will commission 
a comprehensive scientific study by the 
Department of the Interior concerning 
the energy resources of the U.S. Outer 
Continental Shelf. It will provide the 
groundwork for an informed debate on 
the offshore drilling issue. 

This amendment will only decrease 
our knowledge of these issues. That is 
why I call it a know-nothing amend-
ment. The American public has a right 
and a need to know the status of its na-
tional resources. We survey, catalog, 
and inventory our forests, our fish-

eries, our coal reserves, and other valu-
able living and non-living natural re-
sources. We should also allow for the 
study of our domestic offshore energy 
resources. 

The information that we currently 
have concerning our oil and natural 
gas resources is limited, dated, and 
lacks the specificity required for this 
important debate. This legislation will 
allow the Department of the Interior to 
use the latest technology, except drill-
ing, to update its resource estimates 
using all the available scientific data. 

As we reexamine our growing energy 
needs for the future, the geopolitical 
reality of our Nation’s dependence on 
foreign oil becomes all the more dis-
turbing. The demand for natural gas in 
this country continues to increase, 
while domestic production continues to 
decrease. Decreased production will re-
sult in American increased prices for 
natural gas, fertilizers, agricultural 
chemicals and electricity. 

The OCS survey is vital to our energy 
future, and to our ability in the Senate 
to make energy decisions based on the 
best available information. 

The energy industry in my home 
State of Texas and all throughout the 
Nation has established a strong record 
on safety and environmental issues, 
and they are the most critical part of 
our continuing work to find alternative 
sources for energy. 

While we are debating this matter on 
the floor, Cuba has already launched 
well projects north of the island in the 
Gulf of Mexico. Just last month, the 
Castro regime invited oil companies 
from other nations to drill, just miles 
away from our own international bor-
ders. We should not restrict our Na-
tion’s knowledge and ability to make 
responsible decisions regarding energy 
policy, while other nations plow ahead, 
with no U.S. oversight, no U.S. safety 
regulations, and no U.S. environmental 
standards. 

With the prospect of energy chal-
lenges looming on the horizon, now is 
not the time to ransom our sovereignty 
over our energy resources for the sake 
of short term political gain. 

These natural resources belong to the 
American people, and they deserve an 
accounting of them. The debate over 
offshore drilling is a critical one, and it 
deserves our full attention. 

I oppose this amendment as impru-
dent and inappropriate. That is why it 
was defeated by a strong bipartisan 
vote in the Senate Energy Committee. 
That is why it deserves to be defeated 
again. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from California. 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank 

my colleague from Texas for being 
brief and to the point. I am also glad he 
went first because I could not disagree 
more with what he said. It gives me a 
really good jumping-off place for my 
comments this morning. 

I am pleased to cosponsor Senator 
GRAHAM’s amendment to strike section 

105 from the Senate Energy Bill, and I 
thank him and Senators FEINSTEIN, 
WYDEN, and CANTWELL for their heroic 
efforts in the committee itself to re-
move this section so we would not have 
to have this fight on the Senate floor. 

The Senator from Texas called this 
amendment a know-nothing amend-
ment. I call it an amendment that 
stands up for American values. What 
could be more of an American value 
than protecting and honoring the envi-
ronmental legacy given to us by God, a 
legacy we must protect. It is our duty 
to protect. Section 105, which I wish to 
strike, would require the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct an inventory 
and analysis of oil and gas reserves be-
neath the waters of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf, including the moratorium 
areas. Let me repeat that. This is such 
a radical proposal that it would allow 
harmful analysis to go on, and I will 
explain why, beneath the waters of an 
area or areas in our country where 
they are so precious, they are so beau-
tiful, they are so respected by the peo-
ple we represent, that they have been 
subjected to moratoria by this Con-
gress for 20 years now. 

By the way, that tracks how long I 
have been in Congress actually, just 
about. I have supported that all the 
time, and this provision undermines 
the premise behind these moratoria, 
which is to protect these magnificent 
areas from activities such as the ones 
authorized in this bill. 

It may sound very simple to say, oh, 
we are going to analyze what resources 
lie off our coasts and in our ocean, but 
when we realize the kind of work that 
will go on—seismic surveys, sediment 
samplings, other destructive explo-
ration technologies that harm ocean 
habitat and marine life—it is worth 
getting upset about. 

To this point, this bill is really an 
abomination. I do not know how else to 
put it. I am known to be very direct. It 
brings back nuclear energy, and I com-
pliment the Presiding Officer today for 
his work to try and strip the subsidies 
to the nuclear power industry from 
this bill. We do not even know what to 
do with the nuclear waste we have. It 
is dangerous. It lasts for thousands of 
years. We do not even know what to do 
with it, and now this Senate has de-
cided to turn away from the Wyden- 
Sununu amendment and say to nuclear 
power companies, before we know what 
to do with this waste, we are going to 
back you up, we are going to give you 
a loan guarantee so if you want to 
build a nuclear powerplant, you can go 
get a $3 billion loan guarantee from the 
Federal Government. So if there is a 
crisis, if there is a problem, if the plant 
does not work, you are going to be 
bailed out by the taxpayers. 

Well, on behalf of the taxpayers of 
California, we are a State that has 
turned away from a couple of our nu-
clear powerplants because we have had 
problems—and now we are encouraging 
it. That is what this bill does. This bill 
has a safe harbor provision for ethanol. 
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Maybe ethanol will be fine, but we are 
not sure. A blue ribbon panel in EPA 
said they are not sure. If there are 
problems, if people get sick, if children 
are harmed, there is a safe harbor for 
the companies making ethanol. What a 
corporate give-away is this bill. And 
now we are turning our back on 20 
years of bipartisanship and 20 years of 
leadership from Republican and Demo-
cratic Presidents and saying, go into 
those precious areas in the ocean, drill 
your heart away and we are going to 
tell you, as the Senator from Texas 
said, oh, that is a good thing for the 
country. 

Wrong. It is a bad thing for our coun-
try. It is a bad thing for our children. 
It is a bad thing for their children be-
cause we would be undermining the 
protections for these valued, sensitive 
coastal areas and ignoring again this 
bipartisan moratoria we have had for 
years on the Outer Continental Shelf. 

By the way, we beat this back 2 years 
ago. I cannot wait to tell the people of 
California what is happening. I am sad-
dened by it, but I cannot wait to tell 
them because they need to hear it. This 
is another environmental rollback that 
is deadly serious. It was tried 2 years 
ago and it did not succeed, but I am 
not sanguine this time because we have 
had changes in this particular body. 

Two years ago, Senator JOHN KERRY 
and I offered an amendment, which was 
included in the manager’s amendment, 
to strip this deadly language out and 
to preserve the moratorium, and it 
passed. 

Now, I will tell my colleagues why 
my people in California are so ada-
mantly opposed to drilling off our 
coast. A very long time ago, 34 years 
ago, there was an incident that was so 
horrific that Californians who were 
around then will never forget it, and 
their children are told stories. In 1969, 
disaster struck when a major oil spill 
occurred from a platform 6 miles off-
shore from Santa Barbara, CA. Over 4 
million gallons of oil poured into the 
ocean, contaminating the waters, kill-
ing thousands of animals and ruining 
over 200 square miles of Santa Bar-
bara’s coastline. Prior to that event, 
Santa Barbara’s beaches were consid-
ered a recreational paradise with some 
of the most beautiful coastline in our 
country. After the spill, these same 
beaches smothered with a slick coating 
of oil, resulting in a loss of millions of 
dollars in tourism and recreation and 
broken hearts all over my State. Local 
governmental officials, community 
leaders, grassroots organizations, con-
servation groups, and citizens rallied 
for justice after the destruction of 
their coast. They decided then that ab-
solutely no more drilling should be per-
mitted off the coast. 

Due to the Santa Barbara spill in 
California, there is strong and enduring 
support for the protection of our 
oceans and our coastlines, and any can-
didate for any office coming into my 
State saying we ought to go back to 
the days of drilling off that coast is not 

going to get the support of Democrats, 
is not going to get the support of Re-
publicans, is not going to get the sup-
port of independents, and everybody 
else in between. They can sugar-coat it 
any way they want. We know the 
truth. We saw it in Santa Barbara. We 
made a decision that any potential 
benefits that might be derived from fu-
ture oil and gas development were not 
worth the risk of destroying our price-
less coastal treasures. I will show a pic-
ture of my coastline because it is 
worth looking at. 

My friends on both sides of the aisle 
who support this underlying amend-
ment, if they think they are helping 
the economy, they are not. The econ-
omy of mine and other coastal States 
relies on a beautiful and clean environ-
ment. The economic benefits of our 
California beaches are very clear. Two- 
thirds of California residents visit one 
of the State beaches at least once a 
year. In 2001, there were at least 132 
million visits to California beaches by 
people from outside the State. These 
are your constituents. Maybe it is even 
you. Maybe you even came with your 
family to our beaches. These visits gen-
erated $61 billion in total spending in 
my State. That is an economic boom. 

There are some in this Senate who 
think the only economic boom to their 
States is drilling on precious areas. 
That is a good debate. But the people 
of California have made this decision. 
They have decided they do not want it. 
They understand the commercial fish-
ing industry relies on a beautiful un-
spoiled coast and ocean. It is a $554 
million industry with 17,000 jobs, and 
they say no to this bill; the shipping 
industry, 8.6 billion and 179,000 jobs. We 
are talking tourism, we are talking 
fishing, we are talking shipping, and 
we are saying no to this bill. 

This Graham amendment will help us 
preserve that economy. These are hard 
economic times in our State. The last 
thing we need is to go back. Tourism, 
beautiful beaches, a clean ocean, that 
is what my State is about. We saw 
what happened in Santa Barbara. We 
made that decision. We have perma-
nently banned new oil and gas develop-
ment in State waters. How can we go 
out adjacent to State waters to the 
Outer Continental Shelf and run the 
risk of destroying this value of our 
State? It is about California’s econ-
omy. It is also about a beautiful envi-
ronment. 

I will show a couple of other pictures 
of this breathtaking environment. This 
is our southern California coast. The 
picture we show now is Malibu Beach. 

We are talking about $61 billion in 
total spending each year because of our 
magnificent coast and our ocean. When 
it is added up, the underlying bill is de-
structive to our environment, which 
Republicans, Democrats, and Independ-
ents in my State agree must be pre-
served. It undermines our economy. 

By allowing predrilling activities to 
occur, our coast is threatened, com-
mercial fishing jobs are at risk, fishing 

jobs are at risk, tourism is at risk, 
California’s economy is at risk, and the 
beauty of California’s coastline is at 
risk. That goes for every State along 
my coast, be it Washington, Oregon, or 
California. 

As I look back to the bipartisanship 
we have had with the President in the 
past, Republicans and Democrats, this 
is the first time we have seen this 
move. 

What is the history of Federal mora-
toria? For two decades Federal waters 
off the coast of California have been 
protected from additional offshore oil 
and gas development through a series 
of temporary bans. President George 
H.W. Bush signed an executive memo-
randum in 1990 which placed the 10- 
year moratorium on new oil and gas 
leasing. He did not try to go in there 
with seismic testing and destructive 
methods. He did not get up and say, we 
better drill there and find out what is 
there. He understood it. President Clin-
ton understood it. He extended this 
moratorium to 2012. 

Section 105 of this Energy bill com-
pletely ignores this moratoria by pro-
moting destructive exploratory drilling 
in the Outer Continental Shelf. In a 
letter to me, the California Coastal 
Commission states the provision 
‘‘would seriously undermine the long-
standing bipartisan legislative mora-
toria . . . that has been included in 
every appropriations bill for more than 
20 years.’’ We must defeat efforts to un-
dermine the protection of our coast 
and the rights of coastal States and 
local governments to make decisions 
to protect their coasts. Section 105 of 
the Energy bill is intended for one pur-
pose, I say to my colleagues, and one 
purpose only. You can dress up a pig 
and you can put lipstick on a pig, but 
it is still a pig. In this case, it is to pro-
mote oil and gas development on our 
precious coast. 

Republicans in my State don’t want 
that. Democrats in my State don’t 
want that. Independents in my State 
don’t want that. By allowing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to use invasive, 
exploratory technologies, including the 
seismic surveys—sections 105 permits 
activities that have detrimental im-
pacts on the marine environment, in-
cluding air pollution from machinery 
and disturbance to the sea flora. While 
these seismic surveys sound innocent, 
let me explain what we are talking 
about. 

Huge boats with large acoustic equip-
ment go out into the ocean, a high- 
pressure air gun sends out constant 
high-decibel explosive pulses through 
the water and deep into the sea floor. 
We know these sounds have been re-
ported to cause significant damage to 
fish and their ability to locate prey and 
avoid predators. As a result, the sur-
vival of fish populations is threatened 
by this technology. That is why the 
commercial fishing business in my 
State opposes this bill. These explosive 
pulses are also within the auditory 
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range of many other marine species, in-
cluding whales. In fact, when this tech-
nology was used in the Bahamas and 
off the coast of Mexico, it caused 
whales to become disoriented and as a 
result to be fatally stranded on beach-
es. 

Seismic surveys are accompanied by 
extraction of numerous samples from 
the sea floor. These samples are col-
lected by dropping large hollow metal 
tubes from ships to vertically puncture 
the sea floor. Reports from Environ-
mental Defense show the collection of 
these samples damages the ocean floor 
and harms the habitat of numerous 
species. 

The Graham amendment is supported 
by the California Coastal Commission, 
in addition to the Natural Resources 
Defense Council, Environmental De-
fense, U.S. Public Interest Research 
Group, Sierra Club, Coast Alliance, 
Ocean Conservancy, Oceana, and the 
League of Conservation Voters. 

This is a serious issue for the most 
populous State in the Union and for 
the entire west coast. I urge my col-
leagues who say they care about what 
people believe, care about the values of 
the American people, to seriously look 
at the danger and the damage this is 
going to cause. We stripped it out of 
the appropriations bill a couple years 
ago, and it is back now. I hope my col-
leagues will strip it out again. If you 
do not, there are going to be a lot of 
outraged citizens in this country when 
they find out what could happen from 
the underlying bill. I again urge col-
leagues to support this Graham amend-
ment. 

Since my colleague from Washington 
is in the Chamber, Senator CANTWELL, 
let me say to her—I mentioned this in 
her absence—how much I appreciated 
the heroic effort she made in the com-
mittee to strip this out of the bill. I 
hope we will be successful today. 

I thank my colleague. I yield the re-
mainder of my time to the managers of 
the bill, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. THOMAS. Madam President, I 
wish to comment on what I hope is the 
progress of our Energy Policy Act of 
2003 that is before us. It is a policy that 
is essential to our Nation’s energy se-
curity, to our economic security. I 
think it will play a vital role in where 
we go with energy. 

This is comprehensive legislation 
that has to do with production, par-
ticularly in the West; let’s say domes-
tic production. It has to do with re-
search, which is what this amendment 
is about. It has to do with under-
standing where we go in the future 
with alternative fuels. We take a total 
look at where we are. 

One important provision calls for an 
inventory of the Outer Continental 
Shelf and the resources there for the 
United States. This requires the Sec-
retary of the Interior to survey all the 
Outer Continental Shelf resources cur-
rently under production and under 

moratoria, and to develop an inventory 
of those reserves in the areas that are 
not in production. An analysis will uti-
lize the latest available remote sensing 
technologies, but the legislation spe-
cifically states that drilling will not be 
permitted in conducting this inven-
tory. The measure directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to submit a re-
port to Congress on the inventory 6 
months after enactment of the bill. 

Offshore production, of course, has 
played an important part in our domes-
tic picture. The western and central 
Gulf of Mexico have proven world class 
areas for natural gas and petroleum 
production, accounting for over 25 per-
cent of domestic production. 

It is believed substantial natural gas 
resources exist in the eastern gulf, At-
lantic Ocean, and off the coast of Cali-
fornia. However, exploration of these 
areas has been prohibited by previous 
Presidential moratoria. Senator GRA-
HAM’s amendment now on the floor will 
strike that inventory from the Energy 
Policy Act of 2003. 

Opponents contend the passage will 
violate the Presidential moratoria and 
open the door for development of coast-
al areas. This is completely untrue. 
The sole purpose of the offshore inven-
tory in S. 14 is to collect data on do-
mestic offshore oil and gas resources to 
fully understand the potential of these 
regions instead of making future policy 
judgments on information that is out-
dated and incomplete. 

A number of people are very inter-
ested in this. I understand that. But I 
think we are being misled a little as to 
what it means. It is a comprehensive 
scientific inventory. I think the public 
has a right to know what the status of 
our national natural resources are for 
the future. We need to reexamine them 
because many of the assessments that 
were done some time ago are not up to 
par in terms of current technology. 

We need to do this. A number of orga-
nizations are opposed to the amend-
ment—the National Association of 
Manufacturers, the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, the American Farm Bureau 
Federation—simply because they are so 
dependent on energy in the future. This 
is something that really affects lots of 
people. 

I have to say once again, it is an in-
ventory of the resources that are avail-
able, not a license to produce. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. DOMENICI. May I ask the Sen-

ator a question? 
Mr. THOMAS. Absolutely. 
Mr. DOMENICI. You mentioned var-

ious organizations that support this. I 
wonder if it might be fair to say that, 
regarding future jobs for America, we 
might have some interest in knowing 
what our resources are. Those con-
cerned about jobs for the future, might 
they also be interested? 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator raises, of 
course, a basic question. As we talk 
about energy, what we are talking 
about is the future of our economy, in 
terms of jobs, in terms of doing the 

things we will want to do economically 
and environmentally. 

I have the same kind of feelings 
about my place in Wyoming. We have 
mountains and we have areas we are 
going to protect. But that does not 
mean we ought to avoid the idea of 
having a notion of where those re-
sources are, and to be able to use some 
of them where they work together, pre-
serving the environment. 

Certainly the U.S. Chamber, cer-
tainly the National Association of 
Manufacturers, are concerned about 
the future and the availability of en-
ergy so we can create jobs and continue 
to build the future economy. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I thank the Senator 
for his remarks this morning. 

The Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
INHOFE, is here. He asked if he might 
have time. How much time do we have? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 17 and a half minutes remaining. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I yield 7 minutes to 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I 
think it appropriate I make a few com-
ments. My committee does have juris-
diction over any environmental aspects 
of the OCS. I consider this to be signifi-
cant. I think it is very important for 
us. We hear all the stuff about the en-
vironment and we hear some extremist 
groups who are saying they don’t want 
this to take place. There are some out 
there, maybe even some Senators, who 
might believe this somehow is going to 
authorize exploration or authorize 
drilling. 

Section 105 of the bill directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct an in-
ventory and analysis of oil and natural 
gas resources in the Outer Continental 
Shelf. It does not in any way authorize 
any type of exploration; it doesn’t au-
thorize any kind of drilling. It will pro-
vide the American people, for the first 
time, using new technology—and we 
have new technology—a comprehensive 
overview of the country’s offshore oil 
and natural gas resources. 

This 3–D seismic technology—I have 
heard the chairman of the Energy Com-
mittee talk about this modern tech-
nology. It was developed in the 1990s 
and has allowed us to identify 100 tril-
lion cubic feet more natural gas in the 
Gulf of Mexico than was previously 
found. 

We have surveys for the rest of the 
country’s natural resources. We have 
surveys of how many forests we have, 
how many trees we have, how many 
fish we have, how much coal we have. 
Why is there so much resistance to 
knowing how many oil and gas re-
sources or reserves are out there? How 
can we have a comprehensive national 
energy policy without knowing how 
much oil and gas the country has? That 
is really the key to this. 

I have criticized Republican and 
Democrat administrations alike for not 
having a comprehensive energy policy. 
I remember, during the Reagan admin-
istration, trying to get a comprehen-
sive energy policy. We were not able to 
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do it. During the first Bush administra-
tion, we were not able to do it. 

Consequently, back when I was so 
concerned about our dependence upon 
foreign oil for our ability to fight a 
war, during the Reagan administra-
tion, our dependence was only 36 per-
cent. Now it is 57 percent. So it has 
just gotten worse and worse. 

Finally, I applaud the President for 
saying we are going to have a com-
prehensive energy policy, and I applaud 
the Senator, the chairman of the En-
ergy Committee, for coming up with a 
well-thought-out plan. But, again, how 
can we have a comprehensive policy if 
we don’t even know what resources the 
Nation has? 

Many colleagues are concerned that 
section 105 undermines the State’s 
right to determine what happens in 
Federal waters off its shores. 

How can that happen? It is just a 
study. In fact, not knowing what oil 
and gas is off States’ shores infringes 
upon a State’s right to make an in-
formed decision. Indeed. The liberal 
mantra here is the right to know. 
Given that, how can they oppose 
knowledge? No State has the right to 
infringe upon interstate commerce. 
That would be unconstitutional. If leg-
islators are successful in prohibiting 
the access to the people’s resources, 
then no amount of information about 
America’s oil and natural gas reserves 
is going to change that protection. 

Secretary of the Interior Norton, in a 
recent letter to my colleagues, Sen-
ators GRAHAM and NELSON, states: 

The language does not affect the mora-
toria. 

You have to understand that. I just 
hope the people of America are watch-
ing this because we are really just say-
ing we don’t want the knowledge. We 
are facing a natural gas crisis. I don’t 
think anyone is going to stand up here 
and say that we are not. This crisis is 
universally acknowledged through 
widespread awareness. This crisis has 
really just begun in the past year or so. 

In a wonderfully bipartisan way, Con-
gress has come together to try to re-
duce America’s reliance on foreign 
sources of energy, including oil and 
natural gas. 

Limiting the American people’s ac-
cess to knowledge about the American 
people’s resources, let alone the re-
sources themselves, is a guaranteed 
way to increase dependence on foreign 
sources of energy. It is sort of an ‘‘ig-
norance-is-bliss’’ strategy. 

Also, many States are facing budget 
shortfalls. They turn to us for options 
for addressing these shortfalls. The 
ones I have talked with are appre-
ciative of the fact that we need to 
know what resources are off our shores. 

Again, this amendment authorizes 
only a study and will allow us to make 
good and informed decisions about re-
sources. I can’t imagine anyone being 
against something which is merely 
shedding light on what we have and in-
forming the people of America what 
the resources are so we can intel-

ligently address those resources in the 
future. 

I certainly encourage my colleagues 
to oppose this amendment which would 
strike the people’s right to know what 
kinds of resources are out there. 

Again, I repeat that it has nothing to 
do with exploration. It has nothing to 
do with drilling oil. All it deals with is 
finding out what our resources are. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 

rise to support the Graham amend-
ment. I thank my colleague from Cali-
fornia for speaking so eloquently about 
how important it is for the entire west 
coast of the United States. I know Sen-
ator GRAHAM is articulating those 
same concerns in Florida. I am sure we 
will hear from Members of other parts 
of the country. I find this debate al-
most amazing—amazing in the sense 
that Congress has enacted moratoria 
on drilling since 1982. In every instance 
since 1982, Congress has responded and 
said we don’t want to explore for nat-
ural gas or oil off of our pristine 
coasts. So we go over this time and 
time again. Yes. We are going to go 
over it again today. People have raised 
these economic arguments. I can tell 
you what the people in Washington 
State think. 

We have a 7.4-percent unemployment 
rate. We want jobs. But I guarantee 
this is not where we think we are going 
to get jobs. In fact, we want protection 
from our high energy costs. My rate-
payers have had a 50-percent rate in-
crease. Why? Because we were gouged 
by Enron contracts. 

To say to the people of the Northwest 
that somehow your economy and your 
future are going be taken care of be-
cause we are going to let you drill off 
the coast of Washington is ludicrous. 
We want economic relief. We want stat-
utory relief from the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission to do their job. 
We want them to basically say that the 
fat boys and these Enron schemes have 
been illegal and we are going to help 
you get out of your high energy prices. 

The fact that we are out here talking 
about this isn’t really going to lead to 
drilling. Then why spend the tax-
payers’ dollars trying to study some-
thing we don’t want to do. I don’t want 
to drill off the coast of Washington. I 
don’t want to spend the taxpayers’ 
money assessing that situation. I don’t 
think we ought to spend the taxpayers’ 
money looking in the Great Lakes for 
oil. I don’t know that we want to go 
and say let us valuate putting a nu-
clear powerplant in North Dakota be-
cause it might be close to the Missouri 
River and a water source. 

There are a lot of issues we can ex-
plore. The question is, do we want to 
follow through on those policies? I be-
lieve the answer is absolutely no, as to 
our pristine coastline. That coastline 
has already been a key part of our 
economy on the west coast. We have 
many fishing industries, shellfishing 

industries, and tourism dollars that all 
rely on that pristine coastline. 

The Federal Government has entered 
into treaties with the tribes on shell-
fish and harvesting rights. Are we 
going to abrogate those Federal obliga-
tions that we have signed onto? 

We also, as the Federal Government, 
implemented the Olympic Coast Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary which encom-
passes most of the waters off the 
Northwest coast. It is a sanctuary for 
hundreds of species, including marine 
mammals. These mammals include the 
majestic orca whale, whose 20 percent 
population decline over the past decade 
recently triggered a ‘‘depleted’’ listing 
under the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act. Now are going to say to the coun-
try that we think we should look at 
putting oil rigs and transportation of 
oil in an area that we, as a country, 
have already designated as a pristine 
national monument? 

If you want to know whether the peo-
ple of my State are watching, they are 
watching. Guess what. They have a 
memory. They do remember. They re-
member thick carpets of oil, hundreds 
of dead birds and great shards of oil- 
blackened timber that followed the 1989 
oil spill off of Grays Harbor. That dis-
aster stained over 300 miles of coast-
line. An oil well blowout could be many 
times worse. 

While some argue that simply study-
ing this just gives us information, my 
response is that we should not spend 
millions of taxpayer dollars that could 
be put towards something else. My con-
stituents won’t accept drilling rigs off 
the vibrant coastline of Willapa Bay, 
Neah Bay, or the mouth of the Colum-
bia River. Rigs are unsightly and the 
risk of an ecologically disastrous oil 
spill is just too high. 

Instead of looking for oil and gas on 
the Outer Continental Shelf, my State 
is willing to do a variety of things. 

We are still the home to the Hanford 
Nuclear Reservation, and we are spend-
ing billions of taxpayer dollars to clean 
up the nuclear waste. We are pro-
gressing on that in an aggressive fash-
ion. 

We have one of the largest wind 
farms in the West. We are trying to be 
a leader in new energy technology. We 
are even willing to look at wave energy 
technology off the coast of Washington 
and in other areas where it might be 
more appropriate. 

I am a big advocate of moving for-
ward on natural gas in Alaska to make 
sure we get a natural gas pipeline to 
give more natural gas resources to the 
lower 48 States. That is something 
which I think is critically important. 
The Pew Ocean Commission has re-
cently highlighted the fragile nature of 
our oceans and coastal resources and 
recommended we look at our oceans in 
a holistic manner. 

I think that report, which came out 
less than 10 days ago, basically says 
that we don’t have our act together as 
it relates to our oceans and the health 
of our oceans. 
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I find it very frustrating being from a 

State that has high unemployment and 
a State that has high energy costs. 
Those energy costs have been costing 
us and no one is trying to help give us 
relief from those contracts. 

Public documents say there has been 
market manipulation. Now somebody 
thinks they are proposing to us some 
panacea of studying drilling off the 
coast of Washington and you are going 
to have a great economy. It is a bunch 
of bunk. 

What we need to do is what Congress 
has done since 1982, enact a morato-
rium on drilling. Stand up and say it is 
not appropriate. Follow the Bush ad-
ministration, follow the Clinton ad-
ministration, and follow the previous 
Bush administration. I am not sure 
where this Bush administration is, but 
basically say we don’t want drilling off 
of our pristine coastline. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
Ms. LANDRIEU addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields to the Senator? 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 

understand the Senator from New Mex-
ico has 11 minutes remaining. Is that 
correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Thank you, Madam 
President. I would like 5 of those min-
utes. 

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

The Senator from Louisiana. 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, 

today I rise in opposition to Senate 
Amendment No. 884, offered by the 
Senator from Florida. Everywhere you 
turn these days you hear talk of a nat-
ural gas crisis facing this country. On 
May 21, the Chairman of the Federal 
Reserve testified before Congress that 
he was ‘‘quite surprised at how little 
attention the natural gas problem has 
been getting,’’ he said, ‘‘because it is a 
very serious problem.’’ Yesterday, 
while testifying before the House En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, he 
went on to add that the increase in gas 
prices—more than double what they 
were last year—have put significant 
segments of the North America gas- 
using industry—chemical, fertilizer, 
steel and aluminum—in a weakened 
competitive position against industries 
overseas. 

What Mr. GREENspan is referring to 
is the looming gap between natural gas 
demand and supply in this country. 
Currently, we produce about 84 percent 
of the natural gas we consume. By 2025, 
the Energy Information Administra-
tion, EIA, projects that imports of nat-
ural gas will provide 22 percent of de-
mand. Quite simply, we are facing the 
prospect of our natural gas market fol-
lowing in the footsteps of our oil mar-
ket where imports continue to account 
for a growing percentage of supply. 

For years we have pursued a policy 
that is in conflict with itself. On the 

one hand, we encourage the use of nat-
ural gas in this country to meet our 
energy needs and environmental goals. 
It is viewed as a clean fuel to improve 
air quality and a low carbon-dioxide 
fuel to meet climate change targets. 

However, we have ignored the supply 
side of the equation. National output 
has remained stagnant since 1995 but 
one of out of every two homes in the 
United States is now heated by natural 
gas. The amount of natural gas used to 
generate electricity has increased 33 
percent in the past 5 years and will 
likely grow an additional 60 percent by 
2015. 

So, we now find ourselves living in a 
state of denial when demand outstrips 
supply and volatile prices occur. 

In my State of Louisiana, chemical 
plants, which use natural gas as both a 
fuel and a feedstock, face record-high 
prices. Because of tight supplies, the 
average natural gas price—NYMEX— 
for the first quarter of 2003 was $5.91 
per million Btus. This represents a 
staggering 129 percent increase over 
the average natural gas price for the 
first quarters of the previous 10 years, 
which was $2.58. 

For ammonia plants in particular, 
the cost of natural gas can represent 70 
to 90 percent of the total cost of manu-
facturing its products. Since 1998, the 
number of Louisiana Ammonia Pro-
ducers, who account for approximately 
40 percent of the U.S. production of 
ammonia, has gone from 9 companies 
employing more than 3,500 employees 
to 3 companies employing less than 
1,000. 

Thanks to the good work of the En-
ergy Committee, led by Chairman 
DOMENICI, I believe there are some pro-
visions in this Bill, that if enacted, 
would stimulate natural gas produc-
tion in the short term. For example, I 
offered an amendment at committee 
that was accepted and would encourage 
deep gas production from wells in shal-
low waters on existing leases. Provi-
sions such as this one can bring gas to 
market quickly. 

While there are some conservation 
and efficiency measures we can take to 
try and slow high prices in the short 
term, we cannot continue to pretend 
that the supply imbalance does not 
exist. Believe it or not, the fight today 
is not over whether to produce more 
natural gas but instead focuses on a 
mere study, albeit a critical one. 

The proponents of the amendment 
before us would have you believe that 
enacting the inventory called for under 
section 105 of the bill would open Pan-
dora’s Box and lead to oil and gas pro-
duction everywhere on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, regardless of whether an 
area is currently under moratoria. 

The fact is the inventory will do 
nothing of the sort. Section 105 will in 
no way affect existing moratoria on oil 
and gas activity in the OCS, nor will it 
diminish the rights of those states that 
oppose drilling off their coasts. Section 
105 does not provide for the use of ex-
ploratory wells. The real truth behind 

section 105 is simply to inform the 
American public about how much po-
tential oil and natural gas there is 
within these areas of the United 
States. 

I believe that the American people 
should have the most up-to-date and 
accurate projections of these public as-
sets. An amendment such as the one 
pending before the Senate sends a sig-
nal to America’s consumers, home-
owners and manufacturing industries 
that Congress is out of touch and not 
committed to addressing a problem 
that only continues to get worse. 

The question might arise, why do we 
need to re-examine our offshore re-
sources when many assessments of oil 
and natural gas resources off our 
coasts have been done? The answer is 
most, if not all, of these assessments 
relied solely on the geophysical and ge-
ological data yielded by company ex-
ploration and production efforts. In 
some areas, where moratoria have been 
in place for some time, the data is very 
old—10 years or more—and the esti-
mates may no longer be accurate. 

Since this frontier was officially 
opened to significant oil and gas explo-
ration in 1953, no single region has con-
tributed as much to the nation’s en-
ergy production as the OCS. The OCS 
accounts for more than 25 percent of 
our Nation’s natural gas and oil pro-
duction. 

With annual returns to the federal 
government averaging between $4 to $5 
billion annually, no single area has 
contributed as much to the federal 
treasury as the OCS. In fact, since 1953 
the OCS has contributed $140 billion to 
the U.S. Treasury. 

In light of these tremendous con-
tributions, it is particularly inter-
esting to realize that almost all of our 
OCS production comes from a very con-
centrated area of the OCS, the western 
half, which really means offshore Lou-
isiana and Texas. Ninety-eight percent 
of the nation’s offshore production 
comes from this half of the Gulf of 
Mexico. In fiscal year 2001, offshore 
Louisiana accounted for almost 80 per-
cent of total OCS gas production. 

By taking this inventory, maybe we 
discover there are more resources on 
the OCS than we originally thought or 
maybe we actually learn less is out 
there. Regardless, we owe it to our-
selves to find out. 

Madam President, I yield the remain-
der of my time to the Senator from 
New Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, I 
want to reserve the remainder of our 
time. However, I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Louisiana for her 
excellent remarks. The real issue is 
knowledge: What should the American 
people know about their future in 
terms of our own resources? 

I reserve the remainder of my time 
and yield the floor. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
to express my concern over provisions 
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included in the Senate Energy bill that 
threaten the existing moratoria on 
leasing and preleasing activities re-
lated to oil drilling on Georges Bank, 
off the coast of Maine, and other areas 
of the outer continental shelf. 

Section 105 of the Energy bill re-
quires the Department of the Interior 
to inventory all potential oil and nat-
ural gas resources in the entire outer 
continental shelf. This provision would 
allow potentially damaging seismic 
technology in the vital fishing grounds 
of Georges Bank. 

Georges Bank is a magnificent Amer-
ican resource. The unusual underwater 
topography and tidal activity of 
Georges Bank create an almost self- 
contained ecosystem, unique within 
the ocean that surrounds it. It is one of 
the most productive fisheries in the 
world, where Mainers and many others 
harvest cod, haddock, yellowtail floun-
der, scallops, lobsters, swordfish, and 
herring. 

Mainers have fished Georges Bank for 
hundreds of years. Hundreds of small 
communities in New England depend 
on fish from Georges Bank for eco-
nomic support and their maritime- 
based way of life. In recent years, 
Maine’s fishermen have made signifi-
cant economic sacrifices to work to-
ward sustainable and healthy fish 
stocks. I am extremely worried that 
any drilling activities, even preleasing 
activities, could destroy their work. 

An oil spill on Georges Bank would 
have catastrophic effects on the 
Georges Bank ecosystem and the 
economies of the coastal communities 
of New England. Georges Bank experi-
ences some of the most severe weather 
in the world, and the frequent storms, 
strong currents, and high winds would 
cripple any post-spill cleanup effort. 
For this reason, and because of its 
great biological value, many scientists, 
fishermen, and other persons concerned 
with and knowledgeable about the 
unique ecosystem of Georges Bank 
have urged that no drilling activities 
occur in this region. 

I have long worked to protect 
Georges Bank from the potentially dev-
astating impacts of offshore oil and gas 
drilling. In 1999, when the Government 
of Canada was considering whether or 
not to drill on Georges Bank, I intro-
duced a resolution in the Senate that 
asked the Government of Canada to 
impose a moratorium on drilling on the 
Canadian side of Georges Bank until 
2012. I was very relieved when, several 
months later, Canada did indeed im-
pose such a moratorium. The United 
States also has a moratorium on drill-
ing Georges Bank until 2012. 

This issue again arose in May of 2001, 
when the Outer Continental Shelf Pol-
icy Committee recommended to the 
Secretary of the Interior that she en-
courage congressional funding to assess 
the oil and gas potential of offshore 
areas covered by the moratorium. The 
recommendations also included a sug-
gestion to explore lifting parts of the 
existing moratorium. 

In response, I worked to include lan-
guage in the fiscal year 2002 Interior 
Appropriations bill that would prohibit 
the use of funds for offshore preleasing, 
leasing, or related activity on Georges 
Bank. Along with Senators KERRY, 
KENNEDY, and SNOWE, I cosponsored an 
amendment that prohibits the Depart-
ment of the Interior from spending any 
funds on leasing, preleasing, or related 
activities in Georges Bank and the en-
tire North Atlantic, as well as the West 
Coast off California, Oregon, and Wash-
ington, and the eastern Gulf of Mexico. 
Our amendment was signed into law, 
and similar language has been included 
in subsequent Interior Appropriations 
bills. 

I believe that Section 105 of the En-
ergy bill is contradictory to the Inte-
rior Appropriations bill language and 
the expressed will of the Senate 
against the expenditure of funds for the 
use of preleasing activities in Georges 
Bank. I am pleased to join Senators 
GRAHAM, FEINSTEIN, DOLE, and many 
others in cosponsoring an amendment 
that will remove these provisions from 
the bill. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port our amendment. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, would 
the Chair indicate how much time re-
mains on each side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico has 4 minutes 20 
seconds; the Senator from Washington 
has 5 minutes, and the Senator from 
California, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, has 13 min-
utes. 

Mr. REID. So a total of 18 minutes on 
this side, 4 on the other side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. REID. Madam President, it is my 

understanding that the leader wants to 
vote at 11:15. 

Mr. DOMENICI. My understanding is 
we would like to change the time to 
11:15, assure the time at 11:15. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time, after 
whatever time expires that has already 
been allocated, be divided equally be-
tween the two sides. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Between now and 
11:15? 

Mr. REID. Not the time between now 
and 11:15. Whenever the time expires— 
we have 18 minutes and you have 4 
minutes; so 22 minutes—so it would be 
about 13 minutes would be allocated 
evenly. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, I 

trust, with the time being so much 
more on their side, a Senator from that 
side will soon come to the floor and 
talk. 

Mr. REID. Yes. I say to my friend, 
Senator FEINSTEIN is due here momen-
tarily. Senator GRAHAM is expected. 
But I think, in fairness to Senator 
DOMENICI, that their time—they should 
be here, so I will suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I think that is fair, 
and I thank the Senator for suggesting 
it. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TAL-
ENT). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator will yield, how much time does 
the Senator from California have re-
maining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 9 minutes remaining. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I say to the 
Senator from California, if she needs 
more time, there is time available. 
Does the Senator know how much time 
she will need? 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I may need an-
other 5 minutes. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the time remaining to the Senator 
from California be a total of 15 min-
utes. 

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

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator REID. 

I wish to speak as cosponsor of the 
Graham-Feinstein amendment to re-
move the inventory of Outer Conti-
nental Shelf oil and gas resources from 
the Energy bill. I deeply believe that 
this proposed inventory threatens our 
coasts and should not be part of this 
Energy bill. The House already 
stripped the studies out of the Energy 
bill. The Senate should do the same. 

The Energy bill’s current language 
requires a new inventory of all the 
Outer Continental Shelf resources and 
a study of impediments to production. 
We oppose these studies because the 
purpose of the studies is really meant 
to undermine the moratoria which is in 
place. Many of these moratoria have 
been in place with bipartisan support 
on both coasts for 20 years. 

Proponents of the inventory argue 
that it is meant to provide information 
and nothing more. However, the real 
intent is clear: The Minerals Manage-
ment Service is specifically directed to 
inventory moratorium areas that are 
not available for development. 
Inventorying these areas does not 
make sense unless you want to over-
turn the moratoria. 

The provision’s second study on im-
pediments to production makes the in-
tent of the studies even clearer. In sec-
tion 105, the popular moratorium that 
now protects our States’ coastal re-
sources is disparaged as ‘‘an impedi-
ment to production.’’ An impediment is 
something to be removed. So this is a 
hint as to the intention of these stud-
ies. 

Perspective is important in this de-
bate. The moratorium is there to pro-
tect our coast, not just to impede pro-
duction of oil and gas. Facts are that 
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we do not need the information these 
studies would provide to make an in-
formed decision. We have inventoried 
the Outer Continental Shelf’s resources 
before. In fact, the Minerals Manage-
ment Service already publishes an up-
date of this inventory every 5 years. 
We have a good idea what resources are 
out there, and we do not need addi-
tional studies. 

Californians are also too familiar 
with the consequences of offshore drill-
ing. An oilspill in 1969 off the coast of 
Santa Barbara killed thousands of 
birds, as well as dolphins, seals, and 
other animals. We know this could hap-
pen again, and how well I remember 
that cleanup effort on those beaches. 

A healthy coast is also vital to Cali-
fornia’s economy and our quality of 
life. One of our major economic areas 
is the visitor industry—conventions, 
tourists. People do not want to see oil 
rigs off the coast of California, and 
they do not come there for that pur-
pose. The ocean-dependent industry is 
estimated to contribute $17 billion to 
our State each year. So the economics 
of what the ocean produces in its pris-
tine state are critical to our State. 

In 1991, the California Department of 
Parks and Recreation found that al-
most 70 percent of Californians partici-
pated in beach activities and 25 percent 
of our population did some saltwater 
fishing. So Californians know what is 
at stake, and we made an informed de-
cision: We do not want drilling off our 
coast. 

As Mike Reilly, chairman of the Cali-
fornia Coastal Commission, said to me 
in a letter: 

The energy bill’s provision is directly con-
trary to California’s strong interest in safe-
guarding its precious coastal resources from 
offshore oil and gas-drilling related activi-
ties, and for that reason we oppose this 
study. 

The California Coastal Commission is 
the State governmental agency in 
charge of the coastline. I myself served 
on one of the regional boards of the 
Coastal Commission, so I know it well. 

Even without the threat of future 
drilling, we would oppose conducting 
these studies in moratorium areas. We 
have moratoria to protect our coasts. 
The studies would harm resources we 
want to protect. 

I wish to focus for a moment on the 
destructive studies required by this 
provision. The provision’s original lan-
guage would have allowed for explor-
atory drilling. I appreciate that the 
current version no longer allows for ex-
ploratory drilling. However, the bill 
still requires invasive study methods 
that will harm our coastal resources. 

The provision specifically calls for 3– 
D seismic testing. One might ask, What 
is that? This technology requires a 
sparker or air gun and loud repeated 
pulses of underwater sound. These 
sounds can be heard for miles under 
water. 

Seismic surveys harm marine mam-
mals and have been linked to 
strandings of whales on beaches on 

multiple occasions. Seismic testing 
also hurts fish. Recent studies show 
these surveys damage the ears of at 
least some fish species, and that the 
damage may well be permanent. Fish 
rely on their hearing for survival. Ad-
ditional seismic testing would threaten 
our fishery resources and our commer-
cial fishing industries. This is a $17 bil-
lion industry in California, so we can-
not afford threats to our fisheries and 
our fishing industry. 

The inventory would also likely in-
clude something called dart core sam-
pling. Dart cores are collected by drop-
ping large metal tubes from ships. The 
tubes sink fast enough to penetrate the 
sea floor to a substantial depth, re-
move a column of rock, and then are 
retrieved to the ship. This is sus-
piciously similar to drilling. So that is 
what is going to go on. This is not just 
a benign study of people sitting at 
their desks on land studying some-
thing. They are sinking these tubes 
down to some depth, obviously to ex-
amine core samples to determine the 
presence of natural gas or oil. 

Dart core sampling also damages or-
ganisms and habitat on the ocean floor. 
The dart cores also create silt plumes 
that smother nearby organisms. 

Protecting our coastlines is not a 
partisan issue. The Governors of both 
Florida and California oppose these 
studies. Furthermore, the successful ef-
fort to defeat the studies in the House 
was a bipartisan effort. A broad coali-
tion of Senators, including the distin-
guished Senators from Florida and 
North Carolina, opposes the studies in 
this provision. We should not override 
the wishes of the most affected States 
and people to protect their own coast-
lines. 

So I ask my colleagues to vote for 
our amendment to strike the Outer 
Continental Shelf study from the En-
ergy bill. Directly following my re-
marks, I ask unanimous consent that a 
letter from the League of Conservation 
Voters dated June 10 be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

LEAGUE OF CONSERVATION VOTERS, 
Washington, DC, June 10, 2003. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC. 
RE: SUPPORT AN AMENDMENT TO S. 14 TO PRO-

TECT SENSITIVE COASTAL AREAS FROM OIL 
AND GAS DRILLING 
DEAR SENATOR: The League of Conserva-

tion Voters (LCV) is the political voice of 
the national environmental community. 
Each year, LCV publishes the National Envi-
ronmental Scorecard, which details the vot-
ing records of members of Congress on envi-
ronmental legislation. The Scorecard is dis-
tributed to LCV members, concerned voters 
nationwide, and the press. 

LCV urges you to support an amendment 
that will be offered by Senators Graham 
(FL), Feinstein, Cantwell, Wyden, Nelson 
(FL), Lautenberg, Boxer, Edwards, Kerry, 
Murray, Lieberman, Leahy, Snowe, Dodd and 
Chafee to strike section 105 of S. 14. This pro-
vision would undermine the existing bipar-
tisan Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) morato-

rium that currently protects some of the na-
tion’s most sensitive coastal and marine 
areas. 

Section 105 requires the Interior Depart-
ment to inventory potential oil and gas re-
sources of the entire Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS), including the moratorium areas, 
using seismic surveys, sediment sampling, 
and other exploration technologies that can 
damage sea life and ocean habitat. Section 
105 also requires the Secretary to report to 
Congress on ‘‘impediments’’ to the develop-
ment of OCS oil and gas, including the mora-
toria, and the role coastal states and local-
ities have played in stopping environ-
mentally harmful offshore oil-related activi-
ties. This lays the groundwork for an attack 
on the moratoria, as well as on the rights of 
coastal states and local governments to raise 
legitimate objections to offshore develop-
ment and related onshore industrial develop-
ment that affects their coasts. 

Since 1982, Congress has included language 
in the Interior Appropriations bill that pre-
vents the Department of the Interior from 
conducting leasing, pre-leasing and related 
activities in areas under moratoria. Presi-
dent George W. Bush included the traditional 
legislative moratorium language in his FY 04 
budget request. 

Section 105 is clearly inconsistent with 
more than 20 years of bipartisan legislative 
and administrative actions that protect sen-
sitive coastal areas around the country from 
offshore oil and gas activity. Please support 
the Graham amendment to strike this dam-
aging provision when the energy bill comes 
to the Senate floor, and please oppose this 
dirty, dangerous energy bill. 

LCV’s Political Advisory Committee will 
strongly consider including votes on this 
issue in compiling LCV’s 2003 Scorecard. If 
you need more information, please call Betsy 
Loyless or Mary Minette in my office at (202) 
785–8683. 

Sincerely, 
DEB CALLAHAN, 

President. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. That letter, of 
course, on behalf of the League, which 
has stood fast in defending and advo-
cating important environmental issues 
solidly is in support of the Graham- 
Feinstein amendment. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry: How much time re-
mains now for debate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fourteen 
minutes evenly divided. 

Mr. DOMENICI. If there are any Sen-
ators who wish to speak who favor this 
amendment, we will give them some of 
our time if they want to get down here 
and take a few minutes. It is a very in-
teresting and exciting issue. 

I will take a few minutes now. I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Will the Chair in-
form me when I have used 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will so inform the Senator. 
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Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, a lot 

has been said about this. A lot is not 
true. In a very few minutes, I will go 
through exactly what is true by read-
ing specifically what the bill says and 
the interpretations that we have. 

I do not believe there is any right- 
thinking American, knowing the dan-
gerous nature of our reliance upon both 
oil and natural gas, who would not 
want to know tomorrow morning, if 
they could, how much in resources we 
have if we ever needed them. We only 
want to know about certain ones. We 
do not want to know about those who 
might want to drill out in the ocean. 
We just want to know about some of 
them. I think every American would 
say: Tell us how much we own, and 
then later on we will discuss whether it 
is worthwhile trying to use them. 

The provisions in this bill do not lift 
the moratorium. It simply authorizes 
the Secretary to conduct a study. This 
language prohibits the use of drilling 
to obtain data, and it also directs the 
Secretary to use existing data. It is a 
prudent move to take an inventory of 
our domestic resources and where they 
are located. Technology has changed 
significantly over the years, and re-
source data that were developed in the 
1970s are totally outdated. We did not 
have the advantage of 3–D seismic 
analysis, and MMS has never included 
3–D data in its assessment of the At-
lantic OCS resources. 

Nearly 60 percent of our oil is im-
ported today. Supply disruptions left 
the world oil markets in short supply. 
Not too many years ago, it also left 
lines in America where in New York 
they started waiting in lines at 4 in the 
morning. They got so mad at each 
other, they even shot each other be-
cause one was jumping ahead of the 
other in line. Just think of what would 
happen if that were the case and if then 
somebody stood up on the floor of the 
Senate and said, well, if 10 years ago 
that amendment would have passed 
and they would have taken an inven-
tory, we could at least be taking a look 
to see whether we could use our own oil 
that is in the ocean that we already 
know how to get out without destroy-
ing anything. 

Experts agree that the country faces 
a crisis. Over time, technological ad-
vances have allowed us to identify ad-
ditional oil and gas in areas where they 
once were thought to be in limited sup-
ply. In 1995, the Federal Government 
estimated that the Gulf of Mexico con-
tained 95 trillion cubic feet of undis-
covered natural gas. Five years later, 
in 2000, which is not too long ago, that 
number was increased to 193 trillion of 
undiscovered gas, an increase of 100 
percent. 

Restrictions on preleasing activities 
do not preclude environmental, geo-
logical, physiological, economic engi-
neering, or other scientific analysis 
studies and evaluations. Congress 
passed its own drilling moratoria. It in-
cluded language in the conference re-
port that specifically provided for new 

studies. The statute says what I just 
stated, that restrictions on preleasing 
activities do not preclude environ-
mental, geological, physiological, eco-
nomic, and engineering activities. 

I am convinced that with the energy 
supply, a short supply in our country, 
the shortages in the 2000 and 2001 and 
the higher prices again this year, we 
are going to need to take prudent 
steps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has used 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I yield myself 1 addi-
tional minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized. 

Mr. DOMENICI. It is no surprise that 
informed people know what America’s 
concern is, such as the American 
Chemistry Council, American Iron and 
Steel Institute, Council of Industrial 
Boiler Owners, National Association of 
Manufacturers, the Fertilizer Institute, 
the American Gas Association, the 
Farm Bureau, the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce. Federal Reserve Chairman 
Alan Greenspan has also spoken out, 
not on this issue but on natural gas 
prices and the shortage. He said: I am 
quite surprised how little attention the 
natural gas problem has been getting 
because it is a very serious problem. 

That is a true statement, and be-
cause of a committee that was asked to 
do work to plan a policy, we are doing 
something that Alan Greenspan said. 
He said he was surprised we are not 
doing more. We want to do more. This 
more is a simplistic more. It is a let- 
us-know-what-we-have more. That is 
all there is to it. Knowledge is better 
than no knowledge when it comes to 
problems. Knowledge of what you own 
is better than not knowing what you 
own, and that is the issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, it is my understanding that the 
vote is scheduled for 11:15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Time 
will expire at 11:15; that is correct. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I would like to close on the 
amendment that is sponsored by Sen-
ator GRAHAM, and a number of other 
Senators, including this junior Senator 
from the State of Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, there are a lot of States that are 
quite concerned about this so-called in-
ventory, or so-called survey, to be done 
with regard to oil and gas drilling in 
the Outer Continental Shelf off our re-
spective States. Why are we concerned? 
In a bipartisan way, we have heard 
Senators from each of these coastal 
States stand up in this debate that 
started last night and has continued 
through today tell the reasons, and 
they usually will boil down to two rea-
sons. I will give a third today. 

The two reasons are usually: No. 1, 
the harm to our environment if oil is 

spilled as a result of offshore drilling. 
In the experiences this country has 
had, we clearly understand what that 
does to the coastal environment. 

There is a second reason that has 
been articulated in this debate, and it 
is that it will so devastatingly affect 
our State economies. In most of our 
coastal States, the travel and tourism 
industry is inextricably entwined with 
the viability and the beauty of our 
beaches. In the case of Florida, a coast-
line only exceeded by the coastline of a 
place such as Alaska in number of 
miles, we have a $50 billion annual 
tourism industry. A lot of that is re-
flective upon the desirability of people 
to enjoy our beautiful beaches. 

So, too, in Georgia, South Carolina, 
North Carolina, and Virginia. And so, 
too, with the extraordinary environ-
ment in New England, especially in 
places such as Maine. 

On the gulf coast of the United 
States, the Gulf of Mexico is generally 
divided into the eastern gulf, the cen-
tral gulf, and the western gulf. There 
are 2,000 oil rigs in the Gulf of Mexico. 
All are in the central gulf off of Ala-
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana and 
in the western gulf off of Texas. Those 
particular States’ populations support 
offshore oil drilling; on the eastern 
gulf, Floridians do not. 

The Senate should listen to the 
coastal States. That is the first part of 
the argument. The second part of the 
argument is, where is the oil and gas? 
The geology shows it is not in the east-
ern Gulf of Mexico off the State of 
Florida; it is where the oil wells are 
now in the central and western gulf. 

We did a survey in the year 2000 and 
we are scheduled to do another survey 
in the year 2005, 21⁄2 years from now. 
What is the rush? That is why we are 
suspicious. We think it is the inevi-
table push by the oil interests playing 
out here, wanting to start drilling for 
oil and gas. 

The debate articulated thus far is the 
environment and our economies. I men-
tioned a third reason. The third reason 
is the defense of this country, in the 
preparation of the defense of this coun-
try and the training that takes place 
off the coast of the United States. The 
military cannot train with a carrier if 
there are oil rigs out there. Since the 
naval training facility at Vieques, 
Puerto Rico, is being shut down, a lot 
of that training is now off the east 
coast of the United States and the gulf 
coast. Specifically, a lot of that train-
ing will occur off the coast of Eglin Air 
Force Base at Fort Walton Beach, the 
Pensacola Naval Air Station at Pensa-
cola, and Tyndall Air Force Base at 
Panama City. We are able to do this be-
cause of the advance of technology. 
You can virtually create the target 
area desired, although it is in unre-
stricted airspace over the waters—in 
this case, the Gulf of Mexico. Can we 
have that kind of training if there are 
oil and gas wells out there? The answer 
is no. 
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The environment, the economy, and 

the preparation of our military to en-
gage in the defense of this country are 
three obvious reasons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I yield the 
floor and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is on agreeing to 

amendment No. 884. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from North Carolina (Mr. 
EDWARDS) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIBERMAN) are nec-
essarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 44, 
nays 54, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 221 Leg.] 
YEAS—44 

Akaka 
Biden 
Boxer 
Cantwell 
Chafee 
Clinton 
Coleman 
Collins 
Corzine 
Daschle 
Dayton 
Dodd 
Dole 
Durbin 
Feingold 

Feinstein 
Fitzgerald 
Graham (FL) 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
McCain 

Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Sununu 
Wyden 

NAYS—54 

Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Breaux 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Carper 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Conrad 

Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeWine 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Kyl 
Landrieu 

Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
McConnell 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Nelson (NE) 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Santorum 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Specter 
Stevens 
Talent 
Thomas 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—2 

Edwards Lieberman 

The amendment (No. 884) was re-
jected. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—S. 824 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at 12:15 p.m. 

today the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of calendar item No. 83, S. 824, 
FAA reauthorization. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the list of 
amendments that I will send to the 
desk be the only remaining first-degree 
amendments in order to S. 14 other 
than any amendments which may be 
pending at the time this agreement is 
entered; that any listed first-degree 
amendment be subject to second-degree 
amendments which must be relevant to 
the first degree to which offered; and 
that if any first-degree amendment on 
the list is described as ‘‘relevant,’’ that 
the definition of ‘‘relevant’’ be ‘‘related 
to the subject matter of the bill’’ and/ 
or ‘‘energy related’’; provided, further, 
that following the disposition of the 
amendments which may be offered 
from the list, the bill be read a third 
time; further, that the Senate then 
proceed to the consideration of cal-
endar No. 85, H.R. 6, the House Energy 
bill, and that all after the enacting 
clause be stricken and the text of S. 14, 
as amended, be inserted in lieu thereof; 
I further ask that H.R. 6 then be read 
a third time and the Senate proceed to 
a vote on passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mrs. BOXER. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader has the floor. 
Mr. FRIST. I will suggest the absence 

of the quorum shortly, and we will 
have a discussion in a few minutes 
among ourselves. 

Mr. President, in terms of the course 
of the day, we would like to work out 
the unanimous consent request just ob-
jected to, which had to do with getting 
the amendments on both sides of the 
aisle, which we have finally done after 
about a week and a half of discussion. 
That is real progress. It allows us to 
focus and give some order to the range 
of issues that must be discussed on the 
Energy bill. They are all very impor-
tant amendments. 

It is absolutely critical that we come 
to an agreement on what those amend-
ments are so we can further that dis-
cussion. 

Mr. DORGAN. Will the majority lead-
er yield for a question? 

Mr. FRIST. Yes. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I want-

ed to ask a question about the issue of 
relevancy. That piqued my interest be-
cause we have had experience here with 
respect to the definition of relevancy 
on amendments. 

Could the majority leader explain it 
to me so that I understand the unani-
mous consent request that he had pro-
pounded dealing with relevancy? I 
think there is some merit in the dis-

cussions going on to try to get a list. I 
am not wanting to be destructive to 
that effort, but I would like to under-
stand the discussion about relevancy. 
That has become an increasingly im-
portant issue for many of us. 

Mr. FRIST. Indeed, Mr. President. In 
response to my distinguished col-
league, the issue of relevance has be-
come an issue. Therefore, in the unani-
mous consent request I said, ‘‘ ‘relevant 
be related to the subject matter of the 
bill’ and/or energy related.’’ That is 
really to add what I think the Sen-
ator’s concern is—is this relevancy 
going to be so tight that something 
having to do with energy will be ex-
cluded? By adding this clause, ‘‘energy 
related,’’ it is the understanding that 
we will consider other amendments on 
the list. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if the 
majority leader will yield further, that 
would satisfy my concerns, if I under-
stand exactly what is intended by the 
leader. As I indicated, we have some 
concerns about the relevancy issues 
and the determination of what is rel-
evant. If the wording is as the majority 
leader suggested, that would satisfy 
my concerns. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, do I understand 
correctly that there are 350 amend-
ments pending? 

Mr. FRIST. Yes. 
Mr. DURBIN. Has anybody looked at 

those and decided which ones are rel-
evant? 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, nor-
mally, we look at them when we get 
them—both sides—and we make deci-
sions and talk with the proponents and 
we winnow down the list. The answer 
is, not yet. 

Mr. DURBIN. That is my concern 
then, Mr. President. In all fairness to 
the Parliamentarian, the definition of 
relevancy, even as we define it may 
turn out to be a lot different when indi-
vidual amendments are actually of-
fered. I would object to the UC if it in-
cludes reference to relevancy until we 
have had a chance to look and deter-
mine whether my amendments or any 
others are irrelevant. Amendments 
have been written and a decision can be 
made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion was already heard on the proffered 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DORGAN. If the Senator will 
yield, my understanding from the ma-
jority leader is that it is not the rel-
evancy determined by the Parliamen-
tarian, but they must be related to the 
subject of energy, which is infinitely a 
broader definition. That is my under-
standing. 

Mr. DASCHLE. If the majority leader 
will yield, there is one other clarifica-
tion I think is important, and that is 
we have had a lot to do with putting 
the list together. There is no relevancy 
requirement for first-degree amend-
ments. If it is stated as an amendment 
to the Energy bill, it can be on any 
subject matter. If it says relevant, then 
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we will use, as the distinguished major-
ity leader has noted, the criteria he has 
laid out, subject generally to the en-
ergy issue. 

So the relevancy requirement is only 
a requirement in those areas where rel-
evancy is listed as a factor in the 
amendment itself. There is no rel-
evancy with regard to first-degree 
amendments. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader has the yield. 
Mr. FRIST. I am happy to yield to 

the Senator for a question. 
Mr. DURBIN. I ask the leader, in ref-

erence to second-degree amendments, 
is there a relevancy requirement? 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, there 
always has been on the first degree to 
which they are offered. 

Mr. FRIST. Once again, I renew the 
unanimous consent request that I pro-
pounded and the proposal as spelled out 
before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, first of 

all, I’ll comment on this relevancy 
issue. I believe there is an under-
standing among the managers and the 
leadership. So I am confident we will 
be able to take care of the concerns 
just expressed. 

With regard to the schedule, we will 
be turning to one more amendment on 
energy, which Senator CAMPBELL will 
be putting forward in a few minutes. 

After that, at 12:15 today, we will be 
turning to consideration of the FAA re-
authorization. My intent is to com-
plete this FAA reauthorization before 
we leave for the weekend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico is recognized. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
briefly want to thank the leaders, par-
ticularly the majority leader, for help-
ing to get the last Senators to sign up. 
This means we will get an Energy bill 
that contains plenty of what people 
want. It has ethanol and, before we are 
finished, it will have all of the what 
people want with reference to the con-
tinuation of wind and related energies. 

This just means people will have 
every opportunity to look at amend-
ments, and they have listed everything 
under the sun. There will be a chance 
to work on them. We thank everyone 
for cooperating. It looks to me that, 
with the majority leader and minority 
leader helping us, after we return from 
the recess, we can complete this bill in 
a week, based upon us finally having 
this list. I thank everybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
seeks recognition? 

The Senator from Colorado is recog-
nized. 

AMENDMENT NO. 886 
(Purpose: To replace ‘‘tribal consortia’’ with 

‘‘tribal energy resource development orga-
nizations,’’ and for other purposes) 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I 

send an amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. CAMP-

BELL] proposes an amendment numbered 886. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that further reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Text of 
Amendments.’’) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I 
will try to explain the amendment. In-
dian lands comprise approximately 5 
percent of the land area in the United 
States but contain an estimated 10 per-
cent of all energy reserves in the 
United States, including 30 percent of 
the known coal deposits located in the 
western portion of the U.S.; 5 percent 
of the known onshore oil deposits of 
the U.S.; and 10 percent of the known 
onshore natural gas deposits in the 
United States. 

Coal, oil, natural gas, and other en-
ergy minerals produced from Indian 
land represent more than 10 percent of 
the total nationwide onshore produc-
tion of energy minerals. 

Even though in 1 year alone over 9.3 
million barrels of oil, 299 billion cubic 
feet of natural gas, and 21 million tons 
of coal were produced from Indian land, 
representing $700 million in Indian en-
ergy revenue, the Department of the 
Interior estimates that only 25 percent 
of the oil and less than 20 percent of all 
natural gas reserves on Indian land 
have been fully developed. 

I have put up a pie chart to show the 
relationship of realized revenue and po-
tential or unrealized revenue. 

Despite what we may read once in a 
while in the Washington Post or New 
York Times about the so-called ‘‘rich 
Indians’’ and Indian gambling, it is 
also indisputable that Indians are the 
most economically deprived group in 
the United States, with unemployment 
levels far above the national average— 
in some cases well over 70 percent—and 
per capita incomes well below the na-
tional average. 

The Labor Department just released 
the latest unemployment figures for 
the United States, which were about 6.1 
percent, and they say that is the high-
est in 10 years. If you think 6.1 percent 
is bad, try 70 percent. For every tribe 
that is doing pretty well, there are 10 
that are just barely making it through 
their daily lives. 

Indian country suffers from the high-
est substandard housing, poor health, 
alcohol and drug abuse, diabetes and 
amputations, and a general malaise 
and hopelessness, even a high suicide 
rate among teenagers. Given the vast 
potential wealth residing in energy re-
sources which could change this depri-
vation, it has long been a puzzle why 
these resources have not been more 
fully developed. 

The answer lies partly in the fact 
that the energy research development 
is, by its very nature, capital intensive. 
Most tribes simply do not have the fi-
nancial wherewithal to fund extensive 

energy projects on their own and so 
they must lease out their energy re-
sources in return for royalty payments. 

History also plays a big part in the 
evolution of this problem. Toward the 
end of the 19th century, Indian tribes 
were forcibly relocated to isolated 
areas and reservations where it was be-
lieved they would not hinder the west-
ward expansion of the U.S. Govern-
ment. 

The natural resources on those lands 
were taken into trust by the Federal 
Government, to be administered for the 
benefit of Indian tribes. The ostensible 
reason for the trust was the belief that 
Indians were incapable of admin-
istering their own resources and would 
be susceptible to land and resource 
predators. 

A legal and bureaucratic apparatus 
was formed to administer this trust, 
and over a century later this apparatus 
remains in place. 

In her capacity as trustee of Indian 
resources, the Secretary of the Interior 
must review each and every lease of In-
dian trust resources to ensure the 
terms of the lease benefit the tribe and 
that the trust asset is not wasted. 

However, this review and approval 
process is often so lengthy that poten-
tial lessees or investors that otherwise 
would like to partner with Indian 
tribes to develop their energy resources 
are reluctant to become entangled in 
the bureaucratic redtape that inevi-
tably accompanies the leasing of tribal 
resources. 

Hence, the framework that was origi-
nally designed to protect tribes has 
also become a disincentive to the de-
velopment of tribal resources. 

This is a case now, of course, of what 
fit the 19th century does not fit the 
modern day, and the Indians have the 
ability and right to make their own de-
cision. 

To help remedy these problems, ear-
lier this year I, along with Senator 
DOMENICI, introduced the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2003 to provide assist-
ance and encouragement to Indian 
tribes to develop their energy re-
sources. This not only would help the 
tribal economy but it would help make 
us less dependent on foreign energy. 

The assistance included the estab-
lishment of an Indian Energy Office; 
grants, loans, and technical assistance; 
capacity building; and regulatory 
changes to the rules governing the 
leasing of Indian lands for energy pur-
poses. 

At the same time, the other Senator 
from New Mexico, Mr. BINGAMAN, in-
troduced his own Indian Energy bill, S. 
424, that mirrored my bill. After sev-
eral hearings and much debate, I 
merged the best of these two bills into 
a composite bill that came to be title 
III of the bill before us. 

There are two major differences be-
tween the Bingaman bill, which was of-
fered as a second-degree amendment 
yesterday, and our bill. That second- 
degree amendment was defeated, by the 
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way, as my colleagues know. If I had 
not withdrawn my amendment we 
would not need to proceed any further 
than we did yesterday. 

One of the most important features 
of title III of S. 14 is section 2604 which 
deals with leases, business arrange-
ments, and rights-of-way involving en-
ergy development and transmission. 

Section 2604 establishes a voluntary 
process for those tribes that choose it 
to help develop their energy resources. 
No tribe is required to participate. 
They do not have to if they do not wish 
to, but if they do participate, under the 
process, an Indian tribe must first dem-
onstrate to the Secretary of the Inte-
rior that it has the technical and finan-
cial capacity to develop and manage its 
own resources. Once it meets this bur-
den, the tribe can negotiate energy re-
source development leases, agree-
ments, and rights-of-way with third 
parties without first obtaining the Sec-
retary’s approval. That will not, how-
ever, circumvent the NEPA process. It 
will simply transfer the responsibility 
of NEPA compliance to the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

By the way, this second chart points 
out very clearly under existing law 
that Indian tribes do not have to come 
under the jurisdiction of NEPA. If they 
use their own money on their own land, 
they are treated as State land, private 
land, or non-Federal land. They do not 
have to comply with NEPA. Only if 
they go to outside investors to get in-
vestment money do they have to com-
ply with NEPA. 

This bill will provide streamlining to 
the leasing process that is now bur-
dened with this disparity in Federal 
regulation. Under current law, in order 
to be valid, all leases, business agree-
ments, and the rights-of-way involving 
tribal trust or restricted lands must be 
submitted to and approved by the Sec-
retary of the Interior. 

Section 2604 provides tribes with the 
option of submitting to the Secretary a 
proposed government-to-government 
agreement, a ‘‘tribal energy resource 
agreement,’’ called TERA, that will set 
forth mandatory provisions for future 
leases, business agreements, and 
rights-of-way involving energy devel-
opment on tribal lands. 

If approved by the Secretary, the 
TERA will govern the future develop-
ment of that tribe’s energy resources. 
The TERA, by virtue of this section, 
will require tribal leases and agree-
ments to have certain business terms, 
require compliance with all applicable 
environmental laws, notice to the pub-
lic, and consultation with the States as 
to the potential off-reservation impact. 

That was one of Senator BINGAMAN’s 
concerns yesterday, consultation with 
off-reservation groups. That is covered 
in this amendment. 

Remember, current law does not re-
quire tribes to comply with NEPA if 
they use their own land. However, nei-
ther the TERA nor any provision of 
title III would operate to subject the 
tribe’s decision to enter into a par-

ticular energy lease or agreement to 
the provisions of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969. The Sec-
retary, in deciding whether to approve 
the TERA, would be required to exam-
ine the potential direct impacts of her 
decision under NEPA. The tribe would 
have to develop an environmental re-
view process. It would have to follow it 
thereafter. The tribe itself would not 
be subject to NEPA but, as I said, that 
responsibility would be transferred to 
the Secretary. 

There have been disincentives for 
poor tribes because they simply cannot 
afford to develop energy on their own 
land and thereby not comply with 
NEPA. It does not diminish the NEPA 
process at all. Under current law, if an 
Indian tribe chooses to develop its own 
energy resources using its own funds 
and, as I mentioned, there is no lease 
or Secretary approval, NEPA is not 
necessary. 

It is not mineral development per se 
that triggers NEPA; it is the Federal 
action, the approval of the Secretary is 
what triggers NEPA. 

I wish to mention there was also a 
concern that section 2604 would some-
how diminish tribal sovereignty. I 
know that was Senator INOUYE’s con-
cern. It dealt really with trust respon-
sibility. But the amendment I am of-
fering today does not weaken the Gov-
ernment’s obligations to Indian tribes 
to absolve it of its duties. 

I point out on page 14, line 18 to page 
15, line 3. If my colleagues cannot 
clearly read this, I will read it for 
them: 

(6)(A) Nothing in this section shall absolve 
the United States of any responsibility to In-
dians or Indian tribes, including those which 
derive from the trust relationship or from 
any treaties, Executive Orders, or agree-
ments between the United States and any In-
dian tribe. 

(B) The Secretary shall continue to have a 
trust obligation to ensure that the rights of 
an Indian tribe are protected in the event of 
a violation of federal law or the terms of any 
lease, business agreement, or right-of-way 
under this section by any other party to any 
such lease, business agreement, or right-of- 
way. 

(C) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A), the 
United States shall not be liable to any 
party (including any Indian tribe) for any of 
the terms of, or any losses resulting from the 
terms of, a lease, business agreement, or a 
right-of-way executed pursuant to and in ac-
cordance with a tribal energy resources 
agreement approved by the subsection (e)(2). 

Subparagraph (C) is basically new. If 
the Secretary has no input at all in de-
veloping the agreement, then we are 
concerned that the Federal Govern-
ment should have a liability compo-
nent if they did not have anything to 
do with helping decide the issue. 

In any event, I remind my colleagues 
that Native Americans are the only 
group in the United States who believe 
that the Earth is their mother, and 
they certainly do not need to be told 
how to take care of the Earth because 
it is in their religion. It is in their na-
ture and has been for thousands of 
years. It is in their culture. It is a cul-

tural thing with which youngsters 
grow up. For that matter, they do not 
need the Senate to tell them how to 
take care of the Earth either. An In-
dian mandate to take care of the Earth 
comes from a higher order than the 
Senate, and it is sometimes found in-
sulting to be told that they need the 
Government to oversee what their own 
religion and culture teach them from 
childhood. 

That is why so many tribes do sup-
port the Campbell-Domenici amend-
ment, and I will list them, as I did the 
other day. A few more have come in: 
The National Congress of American In-
dians, which represents over 300 tribes; 
the Council of Energy Resource Tribes, 
which represents 50 energy-producing 
tribes. We have a number of individual 
letters from the Cherokee Nation, 
which is the largest Indian tribe in the 
United States; from the Chickasaw Na-
tion, another very progressive and 
highly respected tribe in Oklahoma; 
from the Mohegan Tribe; from the Five 
Sandoval Indian Pueblos, which is in 
New Mexico; the Jicarilla Apache 
Tribe; the Oneida Indian Nation; the 
Eastern Shoshone Tribe of the Wind 
River Reservation in Wyoming, which 
receives a very large share of its gov-
ernmental revenues from oil and gas 
production on its tribal lands; also 
from the National Tribal Environ-
mental Council, an organization in Al-
buquerque, whose membership includes 
over 180 tribal governments; the South-
ern Ute Indian Tribal Council; the Na-
tive American Energy Group; the 
United South and Eastern Tribes, an 
organization consisting of 22 tribes lo-
cated on the eastern seaboard from 
Maine to Florida. Also, support con-
tinues to come in. One non-Indian 
group that has submitted support is 
the U.S. National Chamber of Com-
merce. 

I ask unanimous consent that those 
letters of support be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL CONGRESS OF 
AMERICAN INDIANS, 

June 2, 2003. 
Senator BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
Chairman, U.S. Senate, Committee on Indian 

Affairs, Hart Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR SENATOR CAMPBELL: This letter is to 
offer general support for the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self-Determination 
Act of 2003 (Title III). Sine the release of 
your mark in April, NCAI has been working 
feverishly to offer a solution to the concerns 
expressed by tribal representatives. NCAI en-
gaged in this effort so that we could provide 
general support for this significant piece of 
legislation once these concerns were ad-
dressed. Through this collaborative process, 
we believe this legislation has the potential 
to enhance economic development initiatives 
and will be of great benefit to economic de-
velopment in Indian country. 

As you may be aware, concerns were raised 
by a number of tribes and tribal advocates 
regarding some provisions of the Chairman’s 
mark for this measure. We shared in their 
concern regarding provisions that signifi-
cantly limit the United State’s liability and 
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release the Secretary of Interior from any 
accountability to Indian tribes for actions 
that she is required to undertake pursuant to 
the legislation. Additionally, we were con-
cerned about the definition of ‘‘tribal consor-
tium’’ which differed greatly from the defini-
tion that is traditionally employed in legis-
lation affecting Indian tribes and offers fed-
eral money to non-tribal entities that should 
be going to Indian tribes. In addition to 
these two central concerns, we were not sat-
isfied with provisions pertaining to environ-
mental review and we had some general 
drafting-related issues. 

Given these concerns, NCAI has convened 
several conference calls with tribal rep-
resentatives including the Navajo Nation, 
Council of Energy Resources Tribes, and the 
Intertribal Council on Utility Policy, and de-
veloped a series of tribal recommendations 
for modifying Title III. We also convened 
with your staff and Senate Energy and Nat-
ural Resources Committee staff to discuss 
the tribal recommendations. Thereafter your 
staff held a conference call for those same 
representatives and staffers from the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resource Committee. 
Although we are pleased that we were able to 
craft better language for the trust responsi-
bility provisions, we are still concerned with 
some of the limitations. 

Nonetheless, we realize that in this polit-
ical climate, the language as currently re-
vised is likely the best compromise that can 
be reached. We appreciate the effort of your 
staff and other committee staffers to nego-
tiate language that attempts to address the 
tribal concerns in light of the current polit-
ical environment. Again, I want to under-
score that the tribal support comes from 
working with a group of tribal representa-
tives and organizations from diverse perspec-
tives, but not all perspectives. Because of 
this, our revised version of your mark may 
not reflect the needs and desires of all tribes 
who wish to utilize this legislation to de-
velop their energy resources. 

We would like to thank you and your staff 
for all of their hard work on this very impor-
tant issue. I cannot stress enough how grate-
ful we are to your commitment to developing 
legislative solutions to age-old problems in 
Indian country. Title III is just one more ex-
ample of how Indian tribes benefit from your 
championship. 

Sincerely, 
JACQUELINE JOHNSON 

Executive Director. 

COUNCIL OF ENERGY RESOURCE TRIBES, 
Denver, CO, June 3, 2003. 

Hon. PETE V. DOMENICI, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DOMENICI: On behalf of the 
53 CERT member Tribes, I am writing to ex-
press CERT’s support for the Title III Indian 
Energy provisions of S. 14. 

As you know, there are some provisions in 
section 2604 of the Title III of the bill as re-
ported that has caused concern among CERT 
member Tribes. Fortunately, we believe 
those concerns have largely been addressed 
by language agreed to between Committee 
staff and representatives of CERT and sev-
eral member Tribes. At this time, we believe 
we have reached agreement that addresses 
the concerns of CERT and the Southern Ute 
Indian Tribe, the Navajo Nation and the 
Jicarilla Apache Nation. We expect you will 
hear from each of those Tribes as well. 

CERT has agreed to language that insures 
that the Tribal Energy Resource Agreements 
(TERA) process is a voluntary, opt-in pro-
gram for development of Tribal energy re-
sources. We have also agreed to language to 
be certain that the public comment opportu-
nities go to the environmental and other im-

pacts of the development and not to the 
terms of the business agreements them-
selves. CERT accepts the revised language 
that better describes the Secretary’s trust 
duties under this section. Finally, the scope 
of the Secretary’s NEPA review of the TERA 
is settled. 

While drafting final language for this sec-
tion has been somewhat difficult, we com-
pliment the staff of both the Senate Energy 
Committee and the Senate Indian Affairs 
Committee for their dedication to resolving 
the remaining differences between us on lan-
guage relating to trust protections and envi-
ronmental issues. 

Again, we are pleased to support Title III 
with these changes to section 2604 and appre-
ciate your steadfast support of the right of 
Indian Tribes to gain a better measure of 
control over the development of energy re-
sources on their own lands. 

Sincerely, 
A. DAVID LESTER, 

Executive Director. 

CHEROKEE NATION, 
Tahlequah, OK, June 2, 2003. 

Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
Vice, Chairman, Senate Committee on Indian 

Affairs, Hart Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND MR. VICE CHAIR-
MAN: It has come to my attention that sev-
eral changes have been made to Title III of 
the Senate Energy bill. I understand that 
these changes will reduce any risk to Tribes, 
and wish to offer the Cherokee Nation’s con-
tinued support of S. 14, the Energy Policy 
Act of 2003. 

I thank the Committee for its hard work 
on this issue and for incorporating tribal rec-
ommendations into the bill. Your leadership 
is greatly appreciated. 

Please feel free to contact my office if you 
have any questions or comments, I may be 
reached at (918) 456–0671. 

Sincerely, 
CHAD SMITH, 

Principal Chief. 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, 
THE CHICKASAW NATION, 

Ada, OK, June 5, 2003. 
Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, Hart Sen-

ate Office Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: We support the inclu-
sion of Title III, as it is, in Senate Bill 14. 
Thoughtful development of our tribal nat-
ural resources serves all Americans. 

We are grateful for the opportunities and 
support Title III provides to the Chickasaw 
Nation, and for all of Indian Country, as we 
explore and develop our natural resources. 
The language allows us to exercise our own 
progressive style in development and regula-
tion; yet, it provides for those tribe which 
prefer the more traditional approach. 

Having a voice in the U.S. Department of 
Energy will highlight and expedite tribal en-
ergy issues. This is an opportunity for every 
tribe to enter into the nation’s economic 
mainstream with the support of the federal 
government. 

Your help, and that of Senators Bingaman 
and Domenici, is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
BILL ANOATUBBY, 

Governor. 

THE MOHEGAN TRIBE, 
Uncasville, CT, June 5, 2003. 

Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
U.S. Senate, Senate Committee on Indian Af-

fairs, Hart Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Mohegan Tribe 
supports the inclusion of Title III in S. 14, 
the Energy Policy Act of 2003. Offering flexi-
bility and support in developing natural re-
sources throughout Indian Country, Title III 
creates opportunities in which all Indian na-
tions can benefit. We also appreciate the 
hard work of Senators Domenici and Binga-
man in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
MARK F. BROWN, 

Chairman. 

FIVE SANDOVAL INDIAN PUEBLOS, INC., 
Bernalillo, NM, June 5, 2003. 

Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
U.S. Senate, Senate Committee on Indian Af-

fairs, Hart Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Five Sandoval 
Indian Pueblos, Inc. supports the inclusion of 
Title III in S. 14, the Energy Policy Act of 
2003. We appreciate all aspects of the lan-
guage and the flexibility it creates with ob-
vious regard for the individual strengths and 
needs of each tribe. 

We are grateful to Senator Domenici and 
to Senator Bingaman for their thoughtful 
hard work and leadership on our behalf. 

Having Title III in the Energy bill provides 
every tribal nation in this country an oppor-
tunity to enter into the nation’s economic 
mainstream through development of their 
natural resources. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely, 

JAMES ROGER MADALENA, 
Executive Director, 

Five Sandoval Indian Pueblos, Inc. 

THE JICARILLA APACHE NATION, 
Dulce, NM, June 9, 2003. 

Hon. PETE V. DOMENICI, 
U.S. Senate, 
Senate Hart Building, Washington, DC 

DEAR SENATOR DOMENICI: I am writing on 
behalf of the Jicarilla Apache Nation (‘‘Na-
tion’’) to express our general support for the 
Indian Energy Title in S. 14. This legislation 
will provide a strong policy directive for the 
Department of Energy to formalize and insti-
tutionalize its support of tribal energy devel-
opment needs, and the legislation will pro-
vide critical resources and tools for Tribes to 
access for these purposes. We applaud your 
focus on Indian energy and commitment to 
addressing the energy needs of Indian Tribes 
in New Mexico and across the country. 

Oil and gas development on the Jicarilla 
Apache Reservation is critical to our tribal 
governmental operations. Our Reservation is 
located on the eastern edge of the Sam Juan 
Basin, the second largest gas field in the 
lower 48 states. The Nation relies on revenue 
generated from the development and produc-
tion of our oil and gas to provide essential 
government services to our members and 
other residents; revenue from royalties and 
taxes accounts for over 90% of the Nation’s 
operating budget. Clearly, the legislation at 
hand is extremely important to the Nation. 

During the Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee markup of the Indian En-
ergy Title in late April, the Nation expressed 
concerns with some of those provisions. In 
the past month, the Nation joined a tribal 
workgroup which included the National Con-
gress of American Indian (NCAI), the Council 
of Energy Resource Tribes (CERT), the Nav-
ajo Nation, the Southern Ute Tribe and 
other tribal representatives in developing 
language to address some of our mutual con-
cerns. The tribal workgroup presented and 
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discussed our proposed language in several 
key discussions with staff from both the Sen-
ate Indian Affairs and Energy & Natural Re-
sources Committee. We appreciate your ef-
forts and that of your committee staff to 
work with the Tribes and be responsive to 
our concerns. 

We arrived at a compromise that was 
deemed to be the most political viable ap-
proach given that the energy bill is cur-
rently being debated on the Senate floor and 
the fact that the House has already passed 
its energy bill which does not include a com-
prehensive Indian energy title. The Nation 
believes that this collaborative effort ad-
dressed most of the central concerns that we 
raised. 

Specifically, the Nation’s primary concern 
relate to section 2406, the provisions on 
leases, business agreements, and rights-of- 
way involving energy development or trans-
missions. The policy goals of this measure, 
as stated in Section 2602(a), would be ‘‘to as-
sist Indian tribes in the development of en-
ergy resources and further the goal of Indian 
self-determination.’’ Section 2604 would es-
tablish a voluntary program, through a Trib-
al Energy Resource Agreement (TERA) sub-
mitted by a Tribe for approval by the Sec-
retary of the Interior. The TERA approach 
provides a mechanism for participating 
Tribes to streamline the approval process for 
energy development on Indian Reservations. 
While the Nation does not take issue with 
these important objectives, we have concerns 
about Section 2604’s impact on the United 
States’ Indian trust responsibility. 

For instance, Section 2604(7)(A) would ab-
solve the Secretary of any liability ‘‘for any 
loss or injury sustained by any party (includ-
ing an Indian tribe or any member of an In-
dian tribe) to a lease, business agreement, or 
right-of-way executed in accordance with 
tribal energy resource agreements approved 
under this subsection.’’ Section 2604(7)(B) 
would further bar an Indian Tribe ‘‘from as-
serting a claim against the United States on 
the grounds that the Secretary should not 
have approved the Tribal energy resource 
agreement.’’ The Nation, along with NCAI, 
CERT, the Navajo Nation and others strong-
ly objected to these provisions because they 
would significantly limit the United States’ 
liability and release the Secretary from any 
accountability to Indian tribes for actions 
that she is required to undertake pursuant to 
the legislation. 

To address these concerns, the tribal 
workgroup first proposed to delete the lan-
guage that would bar an Indian Tribe from 
asserting a claim against the Secretary for 
her failure to abide by the statutory direc-
tive in the legislation itself. Second, we pro-
posed a more concrete recognition of the 
general Indian trust responsibility and lan-
guage reaffirming the Secretary’s specific 
trust obligation ‘‘to ensure that the rights of 
an Indian tribe are protected in the event of 
a violation of federal law or the terms of any 
lease, business agreement or right-of-way 
under this section by any other party to any 
such lease, business agreement or right-of- 
way.’’ With regard to the release of the Sec-
retary’s lability, we limited such release of 
liability to ‘‘any of the terms of, or any 
losses resulting from the terms of, a lease, 
business agreement, or right-of-way exe-
cuted pursuant to and in accordance with 
tribal energy resource agreements’’ approved 
under section 2604(e)(2). Our proposed lan-
guage would limit the liability question to 
the specific terms agreed to by a Tribe in the 
TERA itself, and would not affect existing 
statutory and regulatory duties and obliga-
tions of the Secretary in the management of 
trust minerals and other assets. We under-
stand that these changes were deemed to be 
acceptable by Committee staff. 

These changes are vitally important to the 
Nation’s on-going activities in auditing and 
overseeing royalty collections of our oil and 
gas leases. The Nation has a cooperative 
agreement with the Secretary pursuant to 
Section 202 of the Federal Oil and Gas Roy-
alty Management Act of 1982 (FOGRMA), to 
carry out inspection, auditing, investigation, 
enforcement and other oil and gas royalty 
management functions. Under this statutory 
scheme, the Nation has taken a lead role in 
performing these functions, and even has an 
office set up in the Mineral Management 
Service (MMS) in Dallas, Texas. The MMS 
provides operational costs to the Nation 
under the 202 Agreement, and works closely 
with us to ensure compliance with leases and 
the various statutory royalty payment re-
quirements. FOGRMA does not release the 
Secretary from liability for the functions 
taken over by the Nation, but rather em-
braces an approach that provides an avenue 
for tribal self-determination while keeping 
the federal Indian trust responsibility fully 
intact. If the Nation were to consider enter-
ing into a TERA at some point in the future, 
we would likely do so without releasing the 
Secretary of her responsibility under the 202 
Agreement. Therefore, the language crafted 
by the tribal workgroup is extremely impor-
tant to ensure the vitality of these specific 
FOGRMA provisions as well as relevant judi-
cial decisions that delineate the Secretary’s 
obligations in the leasing of oil and gas on 
our Reservation. 

The Nation also endorses other revisions 
negotiated by the tribal workgroup regard-
ing the definition of ‘‘tribal consortium’’ and 
the provisions pertaining to the environ-
mental review process. We believe our cen-
tral concerns have been satisfied to ensure 
that federal money authorized by the legisla-
tion be directed to Indian Tribes and not to 
non-tribal entities that may use Tribes as a 
front for these purposes. We also worked to 
ensure that Tribes not be overly burdened in 
the environmental review process and that 
public notification and commenting require-
ments be limited to the environmental docu-
ment while ensuring that a Tribe’s propri-
etary and business dealings be protected 
from public disclosure. With regard to our 
concerns about the legislation’s lack of ca-
pacity building assurance, the Nation will 
continue to raise such concerns in the con-
text of the appropriations process to imple-
ment the legislation. 

While not a part of the Indian Energy 
Title, the Nation continues to pursue and 
support the enactment of a federal tax credit 
for Indian oil and gas production to stimu-
late additional domestic production. We sup-
ported your bill (S. 1106) in the 107th Con-
gress to establish a federal tax credit based 
on the volume of production of oil and gas 
from Indian lands. This type of a credit 
would make our reserves more competitive 
and increase the return on our nonrenewable 
trust resources. Generating significant new 
revenue to tribal mineral owners, in the 
form of tax credits, royalties, and tribal 
taxes, tax incentives would stimulate tribal 
economies and increase the overall domestic 
oil and gas supplies, thereby reducing the 
United States dependency on foreign sources 
of energy. We urge your continued support 
for this measure during the floor consider-
ation of the energy tax provisions. 

Thank you for your consideration of our 
views. As always, we appreciate your strong 
leadership and understanding of our needs. 
Please contact me in Dulce at (505) 759–3242 if 
you have any questions or need additional 
information. 

Sincerely, 
CLAUDIA VIGIL-MUNIZ, 

President. 

ONEIDA INDIAN NATION, 
ONEIDA NATION HOMELANDS, 

Veruna, NY, June 10, 2003. 
Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
Chairman, U.S. Senate, Committee on Indian 

Affairs, Hart Building, Washington, DC. 
Dear Chairman Campbell: On behalf of the 

Oneida Indian Nation of New York, I am 
writing in support of S. 14, specifically Title 
III, the Indian Tribal Energy Development 
and Self-Determination Act of 2003. This bill 
will significantly strengthen the ability of 
Indian tribes to develop the energy resources 
that are currently going underutilized on 
their land. 

Your legislation will create a mechanism 
to allow Indian nations access to grants and 
low-interest loans from a newly established 
Office of Indian Energy Policy and Pro-
grams. The legislation would allow certain 
tribes to cut through the red tape that has 
discouraged third parties from investing in 
Native American energy in the past. 

In addition, under the legislation, federal 
agencies may provide preference in Indian 
firms when purchasing energy; this will help 
the new industry get started while also pro-
moting national energy self-sufficiency. En-
ergy production is a capital-intensive indus-
try, and without the assistance of your bill, 
too many tribes will remain mired in dismal 
economic limbo. 

The bill will help to bring electricity to 
the 14.2 percent of Indian homes that now 
have none. And by encouraging the vertical 
integration of tribal energy resources, the 
bill will help to bring jobs to reservation 
communities, where unemployment levels 
have reached as high as 70 percent. 

The Oneida Indian Nation of New York ap-
preciates your leadership in tackling the 
myriad challenges facing Indian Country. 
The Indian Tribal Energy Development and 
Self-Determination Act of 2003 is a positive 
step that not only makes sound national en-
ergy policy but would provide Indian nations 
with additional tools in their efforts to be-
come self-sufficient and self-determining. 

Naki’wa, 
RAY HALBRITTER, 
Nation Representative. 

JUNE 9, 2003. 
Re supporting Campbell-Domenici amend-

ment to Title III—Indian Energy Title to 
S. 14, The Energy Policy Act of 2003. 

Hon. PETE V. DOMENICI, 
Chairman, Senate Energy and Natural Re-

sources Committee, U.S. Senate, Senate 
Dirksen Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN DOMENICI: On behalf of the 
Eastern Shoshone Tribe of the Wind River 
Reservation in Wyoming, I am writing in 
support of the Campbell-Domenici amend-
ment to the Indian Energy Title in S. 14. Our 
Tribe participated in the tribal workgroup 
effort which resulted in the amended lan-
guage embodies in this amendment. We ap-
preciate your efforts and that of the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources and Indian 
Affairs Committee staff to work with our 
tribal workgroup to resolve some of the ear-
lier controversial provisions. 

The Eastern Shoshone Tribe and the 
Northern Arapaho Tribe share the Wind 
River Reservation, which encompasses over 
2.2 million acres with significant quantities 
of oil and gas reserves. The production of oil 
and gas reserves on the Wind River Reserva-
tion is the primary source of revenue for the 
Tribes accounting for over 90% of the Tribes’ 
governmental revenue. Accordingly, the 
Wind River Reservation Tribes have a keen 
interest in supporting the enactment of com-
prehensive energy legislation for Indian res-
ervation development. 

In summary, we believe that the Campbell- 
Domenici amendment addresses our primary 
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concerns regarding the United States trust 
relationship owed to Indian Tribes in the 
context of mineral production, protection of 
sensitive tribal business dealing, and a sound 
environmental review process. Specifically, 
the amendment eliminates language that 
would have barred an Indian Tribe from as-
serting a claim against the Secretary for her 
failure to abide by the statutory directive in 
the legislation itself. The amendment also 
provides a specific affirmation of the United 
States’ trust responsibility and duty to en-
sure that the rights of an Indian tribe are 
protected against statutory or lease viola-
tions of leases executed pursuant to secre-
tarial approved Tribal Energy Resource 
Agreements (TERA). Moreover, the Camp-
bell-Domenici amendment appropriately 
limits the release of the Secretary’s liability 
to the specific terms agreed to by a Tribe in 
the TERA itself. Accordingly, this language 
would not affect existing statutory and regu-
latory duties and obligations of the Sec-
retary in the management of trust minerals 
and other assets. Finally, the Campbell- 
Domenici amendment addresses our concerns 
that a Tribe’s sensitive commercial business 
dealing are protected from public disclosure 
and that Tribes not be subject to overly bur-
densome environmental review require-
ments. 

The Eastern Shoshone Tribe remains con-
cerned with capacity building for Tribes in-
terested in pursuing a TERA. Given the im-
mediate movement of the legislation, how-
ever, we do not believe these concerns should 
prevent Congress from acting favorably on 
the entire Indian Energy Title. We will urge 
full support for tribal capacity during the 
appropriations process. 

I would also like to take this opportunity 
to apprise you of our efforts with Senator 
Thomas to secure an amendment in the en-
ergy tax title for a federal tax credit for oil 
and gas produced on Indian lands. This provi-
sion is similar to the bill, S. 1106, you intro-
duced in the 107th Congress which would 
structure the credit based on the volume of 
production of oil and gas from Indian lands. 
This type of a credit would make our re-
serves more competitive and increase the re-
turn on our nonrenewable trust resources. 
The proposal would not only generate new 
revenue to tribal mineral owners, it would 
also stimulate tribal economies and con-
tribute to the Nation’s domestic oil and gas 
supply. We are awaiting the revenue esti-
mate from the Joint Taxation Committee, 
and we urge your continued support for this 
proposal during the floor debate on energy 
tax provisions. 

In closing, I want to again express our ap-
preciate to you, and recognize the efforts of 
Senator Thomas, in moving forward with the 
historic piece of legislation. 

Sincerely, 
VERNON HILL, 

Chairman, Eastern Shoshone Tribe. 

NATIONAL TRIBAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL, 
Albuquerque, NM, June 5, 2003. 

Hon. Senator BEN NIGHTHORSE-CAMPBELL, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR NIGHTHORSE-CAMPBELL: On 
behalf of the National Tribal Environmental 
Council, we are writing in support of the 
Title III Indian Energy Provisions in S. 14. 

The National Tribal Environmental Coun-
cil is a not-for-profit organization with a 
membership comprised of over 180 tribal gov-
ernments. As such, we strongly support the 
principle embodied in the authorizing lan-
guage of the amendment that Tribes can de-
velop their energy resources in a manner 
that respects the ecological integrity of 
their reservation environments as well as 

their sacred sites, cultural resources, histor-
ical, archeological resources and other cul-
tural patrimony. 

We condition our support of Title III to ac-
knowledge that we are aware of the serious 
concerns of the Navajo Nation that this leg-
islation has the potential to legislate the re-
cent Supreme Court decision against their 
interests. We respectfully request you con-
sider clarifying the legislative history to re-
flect the fact that the Secretary must con-
tinue to act in the best interests of the In-
dian tribe, as was similarly included in the 
Indian Minerals Development Act of 1982. 

Another concern we have with the provi-
sions of Sec 2604 of the Title III is not the 
delegation of federal authority based on the 
voluntary opt-in program but the potential 
for the federal responsibility to transfer to 
the tribes without the commensurate re-
sources to ensure an adequate the tribal reg-
ulatory infrastructure. 

As you know, tribal governments have 
been struggling but succeeding in their ef-
forts to develop complex and tribal-specific 
environmental programs with very limited 
resources. Maintaining the trend of increas-
ingly sophisticated and consistent imple-
mentation of tribal environmental processes 
and standards on a national scale is depend-
ent on increased funding. Adding additional 
needs to the tribal governments at this 
time—without adequate funding—is cause 
for concern. This is a concern, however, that 
we will voice as part of the appropriations 
process and it should not be viewed as under-
mining our support for the Senate amend-
ments to S. 14. 

Thank you for this opportunity to support 
this important initiative for Indian Country 
and for your on-going efforts to recognize 
and include Indian Country in these impor-
tant national policy debates. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID F. CONRAD, 

Executive Director. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIAN 
TRIBAL COUNCIL, 

Ignacio, CO, May 27, 2003. 
Re Indian Tribal Energy Development and 

Self-Determination Act of 2003; S. 14, 
Title III. 

Chairman PETE V. DOMENICI, 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources, 

U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN DOMENICI: Approximately 
one month ago, the Southern Ute Indian 
Tribe submitted a statement of conceptual, 
but qualified, support for the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self-Determination 
Act of 2003. Our Tribe’s activities have shown 
that tribal energy development can provide 
tremendous economic development opportu-
nities for tribes while simultaneously assist-
ing the Nation in meeting its energy de-
mands. For tribes that have demonstrated 
the capacity to represent themselves effec-
tively in energy development activities, we 
have long-advocated legislation that would 
provide the option of bypassing the stifling 
effects of the Bureau of Indian Affairs ap-
proval requirements applicable to tribal 
leases, business agreements and rights-of- 
way. The reference legislation addressed this 
very matter, however, as Section 2604 of 
Title III emerged from the Senate Com-
mittee of Indian Affairs and the Senate Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources, it 
contained a number of provisions that were 
objectionable to the Indian community. 

Over the last month, committee staff 
members and representatives of tribes and 
Indian organizations have engaged in an in-
tense dialogue about the problems in the 
draft legislation, and, as a result of their 

tireless efforts, proposed amendments have 
been developed that would eliminate the 
problems previously identified. A list of 
those proposed amendments is attached for 
reference purposes. Among the different 
matters resolved to our satisfaction have 
been the following: (i) confirmation that 
Section 2604 is a voluntary program avail-
able to Tribes on an opt-in/opt-out basis; (ii) 
inclusion of pre-approval public notice and 
comment opportunities regarding the envi-
ronmental impacts of a proposed tribal min-
eral lease, business agreement or right-of- 
way, but preservation of the confidentiality 
of the business terms of such documents; (iii) 
acceptable balancing of the limitations on 
and ongoing responsibility of the Secretary 
to perform trust duties associated with a 
participating tribe’s activities undertaken 
pursuant to this legislation; and (iv) con-
firmation of the appropriate scope of NEPA 
review that would be associated with the 
Secretary’s decision to approve a Tribal En-
ergy Resource Agreement (‘‘TERA’’), which 
is the enabling document permitting a tribe 
to proceed with independent development of 
mineral leases, business agreements, or 
rights-of-way. Again, we helped develop and 
wholly support these amendments. 

During the course of debate on this legisla-
tion, some have suggested that Section 2604 
will eliminate effective environmental pro-
tection on affected tribal lands. We want to 
assure the members of the Senate that this 
is not the case. Energy resource development 
by a tribe generally carries with it a deep 
commitment to preserving one’s backyard. 
Tribal leaders are directly accountable to 
their members for preserving environmental 
resources. In the Four Corners Region, it is 
not unusual for private landowners or BLM 
lessees to comment enviously on the envi-
ronmental diligence employed by our Tribe 
in the development of our energy resources. 
We renew our invitation to members of the 
Senate to visit our Reservation and see first- 
hand our energy resource projects. 

In conclusion, with the referenced amend-
ments, we strongly support S. 14, Title III. 
We urge other members of the Senate to also 
support this legislation, and we commend 
those who have worked toward its develop-
ment and passage. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD D. RICHARDS, SR., 

Chairman, Southern Ute 
Indian Tribal Council. 

NATIVE AMERICAN 
ENERGY GROUP, LLC, 

Ft. Washakie, WY, May 7, 2003. 
Senator PETE V. DOMENICI, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DOMENICI: Native American 
Energy Group (NAEG) is an Indian owned 
company working with tribes and allottees 
throughout the country to determine how 
best to develop oil and gas reserves and help 
provide for the energy security of this coun-
try while also protecting the interests of 
mineral owners. The recent Indian provisions 
of the Energy Bill are a big step in the right 
direction to accomplish positive results for 
the Indian people of this country. 

One of the areas of contention is the envi-
ronmental area with many people stating 
that these provisions will gut the NEPA 
process. While this is a legitimate concern, 
nowhere have I read or heard that this is the 
intent of these provisions. In fact recent lan-
guage in the Bill clearly denotes compliance 
with all applicable tribal and federal envi-
ronmental laws. Even without this new lan-
guage though my understanding was always 
that the intent was not to gut environmental 
laws. Tribal governments with energy re-
sources are pro-development but by the same 
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token they are also pro-environment. This 
may seem a dichotomy of sorts but my read 
on this bill is that the language will 
strengthen tribal sovereignty, develop tribal 
capacities and make tribal and allotted oil 
and gas operations more accountable with 
less impacts. In addition, the federal trust 
oversight will not be diminished which is al-
ways a concern of tribal governments. 

NAEG appreciates the work and coordina-
tion that goes into an effort of this mag-
nitude and you and your staff are to be com-
mended for the recent provisions as pre-
sented in the bill. The history and discus-
sions surrounding this bill recognize the im-
portance of bringing tribes into the main-
stream of the energy picture of this country 
and providing the mechanisms for the tech-
nical, administrative and legislative efforts 
to occur. 

The research your staff has undertaken in 
support of this bill very well explains the 
amounts of energy resources situated on 
tribal and allotted lands. This largely un-
tapped resource can be a boost for this coun-
try as we seek to provide jobs and diversify 
our economy, while helping America meet 
its energy needs. Please share with the rest 
of the Senate Indian Committee our support 
for these endeavors and if there is any infor-
mation we can provide to assist you in your 
work please do not hesitate to call me. 

Sincerely, 
WES MARTEL, 

President. 

UNITED SOUTH AND 
EASTERN TRIBES, INC., 
Nashville, TN, June 9, 2003. 

Hon. BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBELL, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
Vice Chairman, Senate Committee on Indian Af-

fairs, Hart Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND MR. VICE CHAIR-
MAN: I am writing on behalf of the United 
South and Eastern Tribes, Inc. (USET), an 
intertribal organization comprised of twen-
ty-four federally recognized tribes from 
twelve states. I am writing in support of the 
Indian Tribal Energy Development and Self- 
Determination Act of 2003, Title III and its 
inclusion in S. 14, the Energy Policy Act of 
2003. 

We understand that tribal energy develop-
ment can provide tremendous economic de-
velopment opportunities for our member 
tribes while simultaneously assisting tribes 
in meeting energy demands. Our tribes are 
aware that other tribes have concerns re-
garding the provision of Title III to which 
tribal input has been solicited and received 
to address the issues. 

Our tribes support the compromises 
reached by the parties and we call upon the 
leadership of the committee to further en-
gage and respond to tribal concerns. We hope 
that compromises on the remaining out-
standing points may be reached whereby all 
of Indian Country can support inclusion of 
Title III in S. 14. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES T. MARTIN, 

Executive Director. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Washington, DC, June 6, 2003. 
To the Members of the United States Senate: 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 
world’s largest business federation, rep-
resenting more than three million businesses 
of every size, sector, and region, supports an 
amendment to S. 14, the Energy Policy Act 
of 2003, offered by Senators Domenici and 

Campbell. This amendment would add an In-
dian Energy title to the bill that facilitates 
energy exploration on Indian lands while en-
suring the same level of environmental pro-
tection as is provided in the state in which 
the lands are located. 

The Domenici-Campbell amendment is a 
sensible component of a comprehensive na-
tional energy policy. While Indian land ac-
counts for five percent of the land area of the 
U.S., it contains 30 percent of the nation’s 
identified coal deposits, five percent of its oil 
deposits, and 10 percent of its natural gas re-
serves. However, the Department of the Inte-
rior estimates that less than one quarter of 
these assets have been developed. This 
amendment will spur domestic energy devel-
opment by removing bureaucratic obstacles 
on Indian lands and by providing grants and 
loan guarantees for building the necessary 
energy infrastructure. 

An amendment to the Domenici-Campbell 
amendment is anticipated that would require 
a tribe to comply with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act each time it enters into 
an energy project with a private sector com-
pany. Such an amendment is simply an at-
tempt to force a tribe into undertaking an 
environmental impact statement as if it was 
a federal government agency. If such an 
amendment passes, it will subject tribes to 
years of bureaucratic study followed by 
years of litigation, notwithstanding the fact 
that the project has complied with all fed-
eral and state environmental permitting 
laws. 

Our nation will need 43 percent more en-
ergy in the next twenty years and will need 
it from all sources, including coal, oil, gas, 
nuclear, and alternative fuels. These tribal 
territories are sovereign and the federal gov-
ernment must allow them the means for ade-
quate economic development so they can 
participate in the many benefits of our na-
tion, including the right to economic self-de-
termination. 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce urges you 
to support the Domenici-Campbell amend-
ment that would increase domestic energy 
supplies in an environmentally compatible 
manner and reject all weakening amend-
ments. 

Sincerely, 
R. BRUCE JOSTEN, 

Executive Vice President. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I thank the Chair, 
and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRA-
HAM of South Carolina). The Senator 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
know we will be back on this bill. I 
note that the Indian tribes and organi-
zations listed are not in full. We have 
additional ones since this was pre-
pared, and they will be added in due 
course. 

I compliment the distinguished Sen-
ator, Mr. CAMPBELL. I am pleased to be 
his cosponsor, and I say for those who 
are going to now look at this bill, I 
hope our Indian leaders also are aware 
that there will be those who look at it 
from the standpoint of how can they 
make it more difficult for the Indian 
people to be able to develop their re-
sources. That is what some of the time 
and effort will be spent on during the 
intervention between this bill and its 
final vote. How can organizations that 
do not want the Indian people to 
produce their raw materials into en-
ergy and resources, thus jobs and op-
portunity for the Indian people, get 

their hands on this bill and try to offer 
amendments to try to harm this bill? I 
am certain some will do that. 

We will be vigilant, we will be aware, 
and we are asking the Indian leaders 
who support this to inform their Sen-
ators that this is the bill they want as 
part of America’s policy on energy. We 
are asking every Indian leader to ad-
vise those Senators who have been with 
them in the past to support this bill. 
This bill is their bill. It is for their fu-
ture. It is for jobs and money and re-
sources for them. We need them telling 
their Senators that this is the bill they 
want. If they do that, come July we 
will have a real Fourth of July celebra-
tion for the Indian people, for in a 
sense they will be free, free to develop 
their resources, where heretofore their 
hands have been tied. 

There will be those during the inter-
vening time who will look for ways to 
put more ties and strings back into the 
Campbell bill. We want to tell our In-
dian leaders to tell their friends in the 
Senate they do not want that; they do 
not want changes to this bill that will 
make it harder for them to develop 
their resources in partnership, sin-
gularly or otherwise, with other Amer-
icans. 

This amendment is the product of 
many hours of negotiation and co-
operation among the interested tribes, 
the Indian Affairs Committee and the 
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee. 

I am also pleased that this amend-
ment enjoys the support of numerous 
tribes including the Jicarilla Apache 
Nation, the Cherokee Nation, the 
Southern Utes, the Chickasaw Nation, 
the Native American Energy Group, 
the National Congress of American In-
dians, Dine Power—a Navajo Corpora-
tion, the Council of Energy Resource 
Tribes, which represents nearly 50 en-
ergy producing tribes and The National 
Tribal Environmental Council, which 
represent 180 tribe, 

I am pleased that Indian tribes across 
the country will play an important role 
in our national energy plan. By passing 
this legislation, we will streamline the 
tribal leasing process that outside par-
ties have more incentive to partner 
with tribes in developing energy re-
sources and provide investment in crit-
ical energy infrastructure on Indian 
land. 

Indian lands contain some of the 
richest energy reserves in the Nation. 
Although Indian land accounts for only 
5 percent of the land area of the U.S. it 
contains: 30 percent of identified coal 
deposits; 5 percent of our nation’s oil; 
and 10 percent of our natural gas, 
which is in very tight supply. 

Despite the fact that reserves are 
present, the Department of the Interior 
estimates that only 20 to 25 percent of 
these assets have been developed. 

Energy projects are capital intensive 
and most tribes do not have the finan-
cial capability to develop the re-
sources. 

Tribes face an additional burden in 
attracting partners and that is a result 
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of the paternalistic lease approval sys-
tem that requires the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve all tribal leases. 
This delays action and creates invest-
ment uncertainty. 

In an attempt to resolve this out-of- 
date process, the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee and the Senate Energy Com-
mittee have taken key elements of 
both Senator CAMPBELL’s legislation S. 
522 and Senator BINGAMAN proposal, S. 
424. 

The title adopts Senator BINGAMAN’s 
proposal to create the Office of Indian 
Energy Policy and Programs within 
the Department of Energy. This office 
will provide grants and loan guarantees 
to tribes to facilitate the development 
of their energy resources and infra-
structure. 

Section 303, of this title will change 
the existing lease agreements between 
the Secretary of the Interior and tribes 
to allow tribes to enter into a lease or 
agreement without the approval of the 
Secretary so long as those leases or 
business agreements conform to regu-
lations promulgated by the Secretary. 

The section establishes a process by 
which a tribe may submit a plan gov-
erning leases and rights-of-way to the 
Secretary for approval. It also requires 
the tribe to demonstrate to the Sec-
retary that the plan includes provi-
sions regarding lease and contract 
terms, environmental regulation, and 
public notification and comment. 

I think that is very important to 
note that this entire proposal is vol-
untary. Let me repeat that. This pro-
posal is completely voluntary. Tribes 
will not be forced to adopt this pro-
posal if they feel it would not benefit 
the tribe as a whole. 

We have numerous letters from tribes 
who support the proposal and I am con-
fident they will benefit. However, any 
tribe that opposes this proposal prob-
ably will not participate and can con-
tinue to operate under the status quo. 

This amendment also protects the 
environment. I think the statement of 
President Joe Shirley of the Navajo 
Nation before the Senate Indian Affairs 
Committee accurately captures the en-
vironmental responsibilities all tribes 
must comply with. President Shirley 
stated, 

Tribes may already promulgate regula-
tions that are more, but not less, stringent 
than Federal regulations governing the same 
subject matters (environment). The fol-
lowing is a list of some of the federal stat-
utes that already control regulations for 
land use, both State and tribal: National En-
vironmental Policy Act, Clean Air Act, 
Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, 
Federal Land Management and Policy Act, 
National Historic Preservation Act, Native 
American Graves Protection and Repatri-
ation Act, Surface Mining Control and Rec-
lamation Act and the Indian Mineral Leasing 
Act. 

Clearly, the tribes must fully comply 
with our environmental statutes. 

Following markup of S. 14, the Indian 
Affairs and Energy Committees have 

worked to address concerns regarding 
the trust responsibilities between 
tribes and the Secretary of the Inte-
rior. These agreed-upon changes make 
up the amendment Senator CAMPBELL 
has offered. 

This amendment deserves the strong 
support of the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent for 1 addi-
tional minute for Senator CAMPBELL to 
speak. 

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

The Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I 

thank the Senator from New Mexico, 
who is a stalwart supporter of this 
movement. 

There is no question, if we do not 
take this back up between now and 
July, if there is a second degree offered 
at that time, we will be giving the op-
ponents of this bill—instead of giving 
Indians an opportunity to get up off 
their knees and get some jobs—an op-
portunity to gin up some opposition. I 
think that is what the delay is for. I 
appreciate the support of the Senator 
from New Mexico. 

f 

AVIATION INVESTMENT AND 
REVITALIZATION VISION ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time of 12:15 
having arrived, the Senate will proceed 
to consideration of S. 824, which the 
clerk will report by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 824) to reauthorize the Federal 

Aviation Administration, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 824) to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation, with an amend-
ment to strike all after the enacting 
clause and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: 

[Strike the part shown in black 
brackets and insert the part shown in 
italic.] 

S. 824 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
øSECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 

TITLE 49. 

ø(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited 
as the ‘‘Aviation Investment and Revitaliza-
tion Vision Act’’. 

ø(b) AMENDMENT OF TITLE 49.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or a 
repeal of, a section or other provision, the 
reference shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of title 49, United 
States Code. 
øSEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

øThe table of contents for this Act is as 
follows: 

øSec. 1. Short title; amendment of title 
49. 

øSec. 2. Table of contents. 

øTITLE I—REAUTHORIZATIONS; FAA 
MANAGEMENT 

øSec. 101. Airport improvement pro-
gram. 

øSec. 102. Airway facilities improvement 
program. 

øSec. 103. FAA operations. 
øSec. 104. Research, engineering, and de-

velopment. 
øSec. 105. Other programs. 
øSec. 106. Reorganization of the Air 

Traffic Services Subcommittee. 
øSec. 107. Clarification of responsibil-

ities of chief operating officer. 

øTITLE II—AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT 

øSec. 201. National capacity projects. 
øSec. 202. Categorical exclusions. 
øSec. 203. Alternatives analysis. 
øSec. 204. Increase in apportionment for, 

and flexibility of, noise compat-
ibility planning programs. 

øSec. 205. Secretary of Transportation to 
identify airport congestion-re-
lief projects and forecast air-
port operations annually. 

øSec. 206. Design-build contracting. 
øSec. 207. Special rule for airport in Illi-

nois. 
øSec. 208. Elimination of duplicative re-

quirements. 
øSec. 209. Streamlining the passenger fa-

cility fee program. 
øSec. 210. Quarterly status reports. 
øSec. 211. Noise disclosure requirements. 
øSec. 212. Prohibition on requiring air-

ports to provide rent-free space 
for FAA or TSA. 

øSec. 213. Special rules for fiscal year 
2004. 

øTITLE III—AIRLINE SERVICE 
DEVELOPMENT 

øSec. 301. Delay reduction meetings. 
øSec. 302. Reauthorization of essential 

air service program. 
øSec. 303. Small community air service 

development pilot program. 
øSec. 304. DOT study of competition and 

access problems at large and 
medium hub airports. 

øSec. 305. Competition disclosure re-
quirement for large and me-
dium hub airports. 

øTitle IV—Aviation Security 
øSec. 401. Study of effectiveness of 

transportation security system. 
øSec. 402. Aviation security capital fund. 
øSec. 403. Technical amendments related 

to security-related airport de-
velopment. 

øTitle V—Miscellaneous 
øSec. 501. Extension of war risk insur-

ance authority. 
øSec. 502. Cost-sharing of air traffic 

modernization projects. 
øSec. 503. Counterfeit or fraudulently 

represented parts violations. 
øSec. 504. Clarifications to procurement 

authority. 

øTITLE I—REAUTHORIZATIONS; FAA 
MANAGEMENT 

øSEC. 101. AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. 

ø(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 48103 is amended— 

ø(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ be-
fore ‘‘The’’; 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ in paragraph (4); 
ø(3) by striking ‘‘2003.’’ in paragraph (5) and 

inserting ‘‘2003;’’; 
ø(4) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-

lowing: 
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ø‘‘(6) $3,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(7) $3,500,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
ø‘‘(8) $3,600,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’; and 
ø(5) by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—From 

the amounts authorized by paragraphs (6) 
through (8) of subsection (a), there shall be 
available for administrative expenses relat-
ing to the airport improvement program, 
passenger facility fee approval and over-
sight, national airport system planning, air-
port standards development and enforce-
ment, airport certification, airport-related 
environmental activities (including legal 
service), to remain available until ex-
pended— 

ø‘‘(1) for fiscal year 2004, $69,737,000; 
ø‘‘(2) for fiscal year 2005, $71,816,000; and 
ø‘‘(3) for fiscal year 2006, $74,048,000.’’. 
ø(b) OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY.—Section 

47104(c) is amended by striking ‘‘2003,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 
øSEC. 102. AIRWAY FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM. 
øSection 48101(a) is amended by adding at 

the end the following: 
ø‘‘(6) $2,916,000,000 for fiscal year 2004. 
ø‘‘(7) $2,971,000,000 for fiscal year 2005. 
ø‘‘(8) $3,030,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 

øSEC. 103. FAA OPERATIONS. 
øSection 106(k)(1) is amended— 
ø(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ in subparagraph (C); 
ø(2) by striking ‘‘2003.’’ in subparagraph (D) 

and inserting ‘‘2003;’’; and 
ø(3) by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘(E) $7,591,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(F) $7,732,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
ø‘‘(G) $7,889,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 

øSEC. 104. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING AND DEVEL-
OPMENT. 

øSection 48102 is amended— 
ø(1) by striking paragraphs (1) through (8) 

of subsection (a) and inserting: 
ø‘‘(1) For fiscal year 2004, $289,000,000. 
ø‘‘(2) For fiscal year 2005, $204,000,000. 
ø‘‘(3) For fiscal year 2006, $317,000,000.’’; and 
ø(2) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub-

section (g). 
øSEC. 105. OTHER PROGRAMS. 

øSection 106 of the Wendell H. Ford Avia-
tion Investment and Reform Act for the 21st 
Century is amended— 

ø(1) by striking ‘‘2003’’ in subsection 
(a)(1)(A) and subsection (c)(2) and inserting 
‘‘2006’’; and 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘2003,’’ in subsection (a)(2) 
and inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 
øSEC. 106. REORGANIZATION OF THE AIR TRAF-

FIC SERVICES SUBCOMMITTEE. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 is amended— 
ø(1) by redesignating subsections (q) and (r) 

as subsections (r) and (s), respectively; and 
ø(2) by inserting after subsection (p) the 

following: 
ø‘‘(q) AIR TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT COM-

MITTEE.— 
ø‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall establish an advisory 
committee which shall be known as the Air 
Traffic Services Committee (in this sub-
section referred to as the ‘Committee’). 

ø‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 
ø‘‘(A) COMPOSITION AND APPOINTMENT.—The 

Committee shall be composed of— 
ø‘‘(i) the Administrator of the Federal 

Aviation Administration, who shall serve as 
chair; and 

ø‘‘(ii) 4 members, to be appointed by the 
Secretary, after consultation with the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate. 

ø‘‘(B) NO FEDERAL OFFICER OR EMPLOYEE.— 
No member appointed under subparagraph 
(A)(ii) may serve as an officer or employee of 
the United States Government while serving 
as a member of the Committee. 

ø‘‘(C) ELIGIBILITY.—Members appointed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall— 

ø‘‘(i) have a fiduciary responsibility to rep-
resent the public interest; 

ø‘‘(ii) be citizens of the United States; and 
ø‘‘(iii) be appointed without regard to po-

litical affiliation and solely on the basis of 
their professional experience and expertise 
in one or more of the following areas: 

ø‘‘(I) Management of large service organi-
zations. 

ø‘‘(II) Customer service. 
ø‘‘(III) Management of large procurements. 
ø‘‘(IV) Information and communications 

technology. 
ø‘‘(V) Organizational development. 
ø‘‘(VI) Labor relations. 

At least one of such members should have a 
background in managing large organizations 
successfully. In the aggregate, such members 
should collectively bring to bear expertise in 
all of the areas described in subclauses (I) 
through (VI). 

ø‘‘(D) PROHIBITIONS ON MEMBERS OF COM-
MITTEE.—No member appointed under sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) may— 

ø‘‘(i) have a pecuniary interest in, or own 
stock in or bonds of, an aviation or aero-
nautical enterprise, except an interest in a 
diversified mutual fund or an interest that is 
exempt from the application of section 208 of 
title 18; 

ø‘‘(ii) engage in another business related to 
aviation or aeronautics; or 

ø‘‘(iii) be a member of any organization 
that engages, as a substantial part of its ac-
tivities, in activities to influence aviation- 
related legislation. 

ø‘‘(E) CLAIMS AGAINST MEMBERS.— 
ø‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A member appointed 

under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall have no per-
sonal liability under Federal law with re-
spect to any claim arising out of or resulting 
from an act or omission by such member 
within the scope of service as a member of 
the Air Traffic Services Committee. 

ø‘‘(ii) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—This sub-
paragraph shall not be construed— 

ø‘‘(I) to affect any other immunity or pro-
tection that may be available to a member 
of the Committee under applicable law with 
respect to such transactions; 

ø‘‘(II) to affect any other right or remedy 
against the United States under applicable 
law; or 

ø‘‘(III) to limit or alter in any way the im-
munities that are available under applicable 
law for Federal officers and employees. 

ø‘‘(F) ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS.— 
ø‘‘(i) FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE.—During the 

entire period that an individual appointed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) is a member of 
the Committee, such individual shall be 
treated as serving as an officer or employee 
referred to in section 101(f) of the Ethics in 
Government Act of 1978 for purposes of title 
I of such Act; except that section 101(d) of 
such Act shall apply without regard to the 
number of days of service in the position. 

ø‘‘(ii) RESTRICTIONS ON POST-EMPLOY-
MENT.—For purposes of section 207(c) of title 
18, an individual appointed under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) shall be treated as an employee 
referred to in section 207(c)(2)(A)(i) of such 
title during the entire period the individual 
is a member of the Committee; except that 
subsections (c)(2)(B) and (f) of section 207 of 
such title shall not apply. 

ø‘‘(G) TERMS FOR AIR TRAFFIC SERVICES 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS.—A member appointed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be appointed 
for a term of 5 years. 

ø‘‘(H) REAPPOINTMENT.—An individual may 
not be appointed under subparagraph (A)(ii) 
to more than two 5-year terms. 

ø‘‘(I) VACANCY.—Any vacancy on the Com-
mittee shall be filled in the same manner as 

the original appointment. Any member ap-
pointed to fill a vacancy occurring before the 
expiration of the term for which the mem-
ber’s predecessor was appointed shall be ap-
pointed for the remainder of that term. 

ø‘‘(J) CONTINUATION IN OFFICE.—A member 
whose term expires shall continue to serve 
until the date on which the member’s suc-
cessor takes office. 

ø‘‘(K) REMOVAL.—Any member appointed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) may be removed 
for cause by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(3) GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.— 
ø‘‘(A) OVERSIGHT.—The Committee shall 

oversee the administration, management, 
conduct, direction, and supervision of the air 
traffic control system. 

ø‘‘(B) CONFIDENTIALITY.—The Committee 
shall ensure that appropriate confidentiality 
is maintained in the exercise of its duties. 

ø‘‘(4) SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Com-
mittee shall have the following specific re-
sponsibilities: 

ø‘‘(A) STRATEGIC PLANS.—To review, ap-
prove, and monitor the strategic plan for the 
air traffic control system, including the es-
tablishment of— 

ø‘‘(i) a mission and objectives; 
ø‘‘(ii) standards of performance relative to 

such mission and objectives, including safe-
ty, efficiency, and productivity; and 

ø‘‘(iii) annual and long-range strategic 
plans. 

ø‘‘(B) MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVEMENT.— 
To review and approve— 

ø‘‘(i) methods to accelerate air traffic con-
trol modernization and improvements in 
aviation safety related to air traffic control; 
and 

ø‘‘(ii) procurements of air traffic control 
equipment in excess of $100,000,000. 

ø‘‘(C) OPERATIONAL PLANS.—To review the 
operational functions of the air traffic con-
trol system, including— 

ø‘‘(i) plans for modernization of the air 
traffic control system; 

ø‘‘(ii) plans for increasing productivity or 
implementing cost-saving measures; and 

ø‘‘(iii) plans for training and education. 
ø‘‘(D) MANAGEMENT.—To— 
ø‘‘(i) review and approve the Administra-

tor’s appointment of a Chief Operating Offi-
cer under section 106(s); 

ø‘‘(ii) review the Administrator’s selection, 
evaluation, and compensation of senior ex-
ecutives of the Administration who have pro-
gram management responsibility over sig-
nificant functions of the air traffic control 
system; 

ø‘‘(iii) review and approve the Administra-
tor’s plans for any major reorganization of 
the Administration that would impact on 
the management of the air traffic control 
system; 

ø‘‘(iv) review and approve the Administra-
tor’s cost accounting and financial manage-
ment structure and technologies to help en-
sure efficient and cost-effective air traffic 
control operation; and 

ø‘‘(v) review the performance and com-
pensation of managers responsible for major 
acquisition projects, including the ability of 
the managers to meet schedule and budget 
targets. 

ø‘‘(E) BUDGET.—To— 
ø‘‘(i) review and approve the budget re-

quest of the Administration related to the 
air traffic control system prepared by the 
Administrator; 

ø‘‘(ii) submit such budget request to the 
Secretary; and 

ø‘‘(iii) ensure that the budget request sup-
ports the annual and long-range strategic 
plans. 

ø‘‘(5) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF PRE-OMB 
BUDGET REQUEST.—The Secretary shall sub-
mit the budget request referred to in para-
graph (4)(E)(ii) for any fiscal year to the 
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President who shall transmit such request, 
without revision, to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Committees on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and Appropriations of 
the Senate, together with the President’s an-
nual budget request for the Federal Aviation 
Administration for such fiscal year. 

ø‘‘(6) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 
ø‘‘(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—Each 

member of the Committee, other than the 
chair and vice chair, shall be compensated at 
a rate of $25,000 per year. 

ø‘‘(B) STAFF.—The chairperson of the Com-
mittee may appoint and terminate any per-
sonnel that may be necessary to enable the 
Committee to perform its duties. 

ø‘‘(C) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The chairperson of 
the Committee may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code. 

ø‘‘(7) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.— 
ø‘‘(A) POWERS OF CHAIR.—Except as other-

wise provided by a majority vote of the Com-
mittee, the powers of the chairperson shall 
include— 

ø‘‘(i) establishing subcommittees; 
ø‘‘(ii) setting meeting places and times; 
ø‘‘(iii) establishing meeting agendas; and 
ø‘‘(iv) developing rules for the conduct of 

business. 
ø‘‘(B) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall 

meet at least quarterly and at such other 
times as the chairperson determines appro-
priate. 

ø‘‘(C) QUORUM.—Three members of the 
Committee shall constitute a quorum. A ma-
jority of members present and voting shall 
be required for the Committee to take ac-
tion. 

ø‘‘(D) APPLICATION OF SUBSECTION (p) PROVI-
SIONS.—The following provisions of sub-
section (p) apply to the Committee to the 
same extent as they apply to the Manage-
ment Advisory Council: 

ø‘‘(i) Paragraph (4)(C) (relating to access to 
documents and staff). 

ø‘‘(ii) Paragraph (5) (relating to non-
application of Federal Advisory Committee 
Act). 

ø‘‘(iii) Paragraph (6)(G) (relating to travel 
and per diem). 

ø‘‘(iv) Paragraph (6)(H) (relating to detail 
of personnel). 

ø‘‘(8) REPORTS.— 
ø‘‘(A) ANNUAL.—The Committee shall each 

year report with respect to the conduct of its 
responsibilities under this title to the Ad-
ministrator, the Management Advisory 
Council, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 

ø‘‘(B) COMPTROLLER GENERAL’S REPORT.— 
Not later than April 30, 2003, the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall transmit 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the success of the Committee in improving 
the performance of the air traffic control 
system.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
ø(1) Subsection (p) of section 106 is amend-

ed— 
ø(A) by striking ‘‘18’’ in paragraph (2) and 

inserting ‘‘13’’; 
ø(B) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semi-

colon in subparagraph (C) of paragraph (2); 
ø(C) by striking ‘‘Transportation; and’’ in 

subparagraph (D) of paragraph (2) and insert-
ing ‘‘Transportation.’’; 

ø(D) by striking subparagraph (E) of para-
graph (2); 

ø(E) by striking paragraph (3) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(3) NO FEDERAL OFFICER OR EMPLOYEE.— 
No member appointed under paragraph (2)(C) 
may serve as an officer or employee of the 
United States Government while serving as a 
member of the Council.’’; 

ø(F) by striking subparagraphs (C), (D), 
(H), and (I) of paragraph (6) and redesig-
nating subparagraphs (E), (F), (G), (J), (K), 
and (L) as subparagraphs (C), (D), (E), (F), 
(G), and (H), respectively; and 

ø(G) by striking paragraphs (7) and (8). 
ø(2) Section 106(s) (as redesignated by sub-

section (a) of this section) is amended— 
ø(A) by striking ‘‘Air Traffic Services Sub-

committee of the Aviation Management Ad-
visory Council.’’ and inserting ‘‘Air Traffic 
Services Committee.’’ in paragraphs (1)(A) 
and (2)(A); and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘Air Traffic Services Sub-
committee of the Aviation Management Ad-
visory Council,’’ and inserting ‘‘Air Traffic 
Services Committee,’’ in paragraph (3). 

ø(3) Section 106 is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

ø‘‘(t) AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘air traffic 
control system’ has the meaning such term 
has under section 40102(a).’’. 

ø(c) TRANSITION FROM AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE COM-
MITTEE.— 

ø(1) TERMINATION OF MANAGEMENT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP.—Effective on the day 
after the date of enactment of this Act, any 
member of the Management Advisory Coun-
cil appointed under section 106(p)(2)(E) of 
title 49, United States Code, (as such section 
was in effect on the day before such date of 
enactment) who is a member of the Council 
on such date of enactment shall cease to be 
a member of the Council. 

ø(2) COMMENCEMENT OF MEMBERSHIP ON AIR 
TRAFFIC SERVICES COMMITTEE.—Effective on 
the day after the date of enactment of this 
Act, any member of the Management Advi-
sory Council whose membership is termi-
nated by paragraph (1) shall become a mem-
ber of the Air Traffic Services Committee as 
provided by section 106(q)(2)(G) of title 49, 
United States Code, to serve for the remain-
der of the term to which that member was 
appointed to the Council. 
øSEC. 107. CLARIFICATION OF RESPONSIBILITIES 

OF CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER. 
øSection 106(s) (as redesignated by section 

106(a)(1) of this Act) is amended— 
ø(1) by striking ‘‘Transportation and Con-

gress’’ in paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘Trans-
portation, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate,’’; 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘develop a strategic plan 
of the Administration for the air traffic con-
trol system, including the establishment of— 
’’ 
in paragraph (5)(A) and inserting ‘‘imple-
ment the strategic plan of the Administra-
tion for the air traffic control system in 
order to further—’’; 

ø(3) by striking ‘‘To review the operational 
functions of the Administration,’’ in para-
graph (5)(B) and inserting ‘‘To oversee the 
day-to-day operational functions of the Ad-
ministration for air traffic control,’’; 

ø(4) by striking ‘‘system prepared by the 
Administrator;’’ in paragraph (5)(C)(i) and 
inserting ‘‘system;’’; 

ø(5) by striking ‘‘Administrator and the 
Secretary of Transportation;’’ in paragraph 
(5)(C)(ii) and inserting ‘‘Administrator;’’; and 

ø(6) by striking paragraph (5)(C)(iii) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(iii) ensure that the budget request sup-
ports the agency’s annual and long-range 

strategic plans for air traffic control serv-
ices.’’. 

øTITLE II—AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT 
øSEC. 201. NATIONAL CAPACITY PROJECTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Part B of subtitle VII is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘CHAPTER 477. NATIONAL CAPACITY 
PROJECTS 

ø‘‘47701. Capacity enhancement 
ø‘‘47702. Designation of national capacity 

projects 
ø‘‘47703. Expedited coordinated environ-

mental review process; project 
coordinators and environment 
impact teams. 

ø‘‘47704. Compatible land use initiative for 
national capacity projects 

ø‘‘47705. Air traffic procedures at national 
capacity projects 

ø‘‘47706. Pilot program for environmental re-
view at national capacity 
projects 

ø‘‘47707. Definitions 
ø‘‘§ 47701. Capacity enhancement 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 30 days after 
the date of enactment of the Aviation In-
vestment and Revitalization Vision Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall identify 
those airports among the 31 airports covered 
by the Federal Aviation Administration’s 
Airport Capacity Benchmark Report 2001 
with delays that significantly affect the na-
tional air transportation system. 

ø‘‘(b) TASK FORCE; CAPACITY ENHANCEMENT 
STUDY.— 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall di-
rect any airport identified by the Secretary 
under subsection (a) that is not engaged in a 
runway expansion process and has not initi-
ated a capacity enhancement study (or simi-
lar capacity assessment) since 1996— 

ø‘‘(A) to establish a delay reduction task 
force to study means of increasing capacity 
at the airport, including air traffic, airline 
scheduling, and airfield expansion alter-
natives; or 

ø‘‘(B) to conduct a capacity enhancement 
study. 

ø‘‘(2) SCOPE.—The scope of the study shall 
be determined by the airport and the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and where appro-
priate shall consider regional capacity solu-
tions. 

ø‘‘(3) RECOMMENDATIONS SUBMITTED TO SEC-
RETARY.— 

ø‘‘(A) TASK FORCE.—A task force estab-
lished under this subsection shall submit a 
report containing its findings and conclu-
sions, together with any recommendations 
for capacity enhancement at the airport, to 
the Secretary within 9 months after the task 
force is established. 

ø‘‘(B) CES.—A capacity enhancement 
study conducted under this subsection shall 
be submitted, together with its findings and 
conclusions, to the Secretary as soon as the 
study is completed. 

ø‘‘(c) RUNWAY EXPANSION AND RECONFIG-
URATION.—If the report or study submitted 
under subsection (b)(3) includes a rec-
ommendation for the construction or recon-
figuration of runways at the airport, then 
the Secretary and the airport shall complete 
the planning and environmental review proc-
ess within 5 years after report or study is 
submitted to the Secretary. The Secretary 
may extend the 5-year deadline under this 
subsection for up to 1 year if the Secretary 
determines that such an extension is nec-
essary and in the public interest. The Sec-
retary shall notify the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, and 
to the House of Representatives Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of any 
such extension. 

ø‘‘(d) AIRPORTS THAT DECLINE TO UNDER-
TAKE EXPANSION PROJECTS.— 
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ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If an airport at which 

the construction or reconfiguration of run-
ways is recommended does not take action 
to initiate a planning and environmental as-
sessment process for the construction or re-
configuration of those runways within 30 
days after the date on which the report or 
study is submitted to the Secretary, then— 

ø‘‘(A) the airport shall be ineligible for 
planning and other expansion funds under 
subchapter I of chapter 471, notwithstanding 
any provision of that subchapter to the con-
trary; 

ø‘‘(B) no passenger facility fee may be ap-
proved at that airport during the 5-year pe-
riod beginning 30 days after the date on 
which the report or study is submitted to the 
Secretary, for— 

ø‘‘(i) projects that, but for subparagraph 
(A), could have been funded under chapter 
471; or 

ø‘‘(ii) any project other than on-airport 
airfield-side capacity or safety-related 
projects. 

ø‘‘(2) SAFETY-RELATED AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROJECTS EXCEPTED.—Paragraph (1) does not 
apply to the use of funds for safety-related, 
security, or environment projects. 

ø‘‘(e) AIRPORTS THAT TAKE ACTION.—The 
Secretary shall take all actions possible to 
expedite funding and provide options for 
funding to any airport undertaking runway 
construction or reconfiguration projects in 
response to recommendations by its task 
force. 
ø‘‘§ 47702. Designation of national capacity 

projects 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In response to a peti-

tion from an airport sponsor, or in the case 
of an airport on the list of airports covered 
by the Federal Aviation Administration’s 
Airport Capacity Benchmarks study, the 
Secretary of Transportation may designate 
an airport development project as a national 
capacity project if the Secretary determines 
that the project to be designated will signifi-
cantly enhance the capacity of the national 
air transportation system. 

ø‘‘(b) DESIGNATION TO REMAIN IN EFFECT 
FOR 5 YEARS.—The designation of a project 
as a national capacity project under para-
graph (1) shall remain in effect for 5 years. 
The Secretary may extend the 5-year period 
for up to 2 additional years upon request if 
the Secretary finds that substantial progress 
is being made toward completion of the 
project. 
ø‘‘§ 47703. Expedited coordinated environ-

mental review process; project coordina-
tors and environment impact teams. 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall implement an expe-
dited coordinated environmental review 
process for national capacity projects that— 

ø‘‘(1) provides for better coordination 
among the Federal, regional, State, and 
local agencies concerned with the prepara-
tion of environmental impact statements or 
environmental assessments under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); 

ø‘‘(2) provides for an expedited and coordi-
nated process in the conduct of environ-
mental reviews that ensures that, where ap-
propriate, the reviews are done concurrently 
and not consecutively; and 

ø‘‘(3) provides for a date certain for com-
pleting all environmental reviews. 

ø‘‘(b) HIGH PRIORITY FOR AIRPORT ENVIRON-
MENTAL REVIEWS.—Each department and 
agency of the United States Government 
with jurisdiction over environmental reviews 
shall accord any such review involving a na-
tional capacity project the highest possible 
priority and conduct the review expedi-
tiously. If the Secretary finds that any such 
department or agency is not complying with 

the requirements of this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall notify the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, and 
to the House of Representatives Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure imme-
diately. 

ø‘‘(c) PROJECT COORDINATORS; EIS TEAMS.— 
ø‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.—For each project des-

ignated by the Secretary as a national ca-
pacity project under subsection (a) for which 
an environmental impact statement or envi-
ronmental assessment must be filed, the Sec-
retary shall— 

ø‘‘(A) designate a project coordinator with-
in the Department of Transportation; and 

ø‘‘(B) establish an environmental impact 
team within the Department. 

ø‘‘(2) FUNCTION.—The project coordinator 
and the environmental impact team shall— 

ø‘‘(A) coordinate the activities of all Fed-
eral, State, and local agencies involved in 
the project; 

ø‘‘(B) to the extent possible, working with 
Federal, State and local officials, reduce and 
eliminate duplicative and overlapping Fed-
eral, State, and local permit requirements; 

ø‘‘(C) to the extent possible, eliminate du-
plicate Federal, State, and local environ-
mental review procedures; and 

ø‘‘(D) provide direction for compliance 
with all applicable Federal, State, and local 
environmental requirements for the project. 
ø‘‘§ 47704. Compatible land use initiative for 

national capacity projects 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of 

Transportation may make grants under 
chapter 471 to States and units of local gov-
ernment for land use compatibility plans di-
rectly related to national capacity projects 
for the purposes of making the use of land 
areas around the airport compatible with 
aircraft operations if the land use plan or 
project meets the requirements of this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(b) CONDITIONS.—A land use plan or 
project meets the requirements of this sec-
tion if it— 

ø‘‘(1) is sponsored by the public agency 
that has the authority to plan and adopt 
land use control measures, including zoning, 
in the planning area in and around the air-
port and that agency provides written assur-
ances to the Secretary that it will work with 
the affected airport to identify and adopt 
such measures; eddie 

ø‘‘(2) does not duplicate, and is not incon-
sistent with, an airport noise compatibility 
program prepared by an airport owner or op-
erator under chapter 475 or with other plan-
ning carried out by the airport. 

ø‘‘(3) is subject to an agreement between 
the public agency sponsor and the airport 
owner or operator that the development of 
the land use compatibility plan will be done 
cooperatively; 

ø‘‘(4) is consistent with the airport oper-
ation and planning, including the use of any 
noise exposure contours on which the land 
use compatibility planning or project is 
based; and 

ø‘‘(5) has been approved jointly by the air-
port owner or operator and the public agency 
sponsor. 

ø‘‘(c) ASSURANCES FROM SPONSORS.— The 
Secretary may require the airport sponsor, 
public agency, or other entity to which a 
grant may be awarded under this section to 
provide such additional assurances, progress 
reports, and other information as the Sec-
retary determines to be necessary to carry 
out this section. 
ø‘‘§ 47705. Air traffic procedures at national 

capacity projects 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of 

Transportation may consider prescribing 
flight procedures to avoid or minimize po-
tentially significant adverse noise impacts of 

the project during the environmental plan-
ning process for a national capacity project 
that involves the construction of new run-
ways or the reconfiguration of existing run-
ways. If the Secretary determines that noise 
mitigation flight procedures are consistent 
with safe and efficient use of the navigable 
airspace, then, at the request of the airport 
sponsor, the Administrator may, in a man-
ner consistent with applicable Federal law, 
commit to prescribing such procedures in 
any record of decision approving the project. 

ø‘‘(b) MODIFICATION.—Notwithstanding any 
commitment by the Secretary under sub-
section (a), the Secretary may initiate 
changes to such procedures if necessary to 
maintain safety and efficiency in light of 
new information or changed circumstances. 
ø‘‘§ 47706. Pilot program for environmental 

review at national capacity projects 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall initiate a 5-year pilot 
program funded by airport sponsors— 

ø‘‘(1) to hire additional fulltime-equivalent 
environmental specialists and attorneys, or 

ø‘‘(2) to obtain the services of such special-
ists and attorneys from outside the United 
States Government, to assist in the provi-
sion of an appropriate nationwide level of 
staffing for planning and environmental re-
view of runway development projects for na-
tional capacity projects at the Federal Avia-
tion Administration. 

ø‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PARTICIPANTS.—Participa-
tion in the pilot program shall be available, 
on a voluntary basis, to airports with an an-
nual passenger enplanement of not less than 
3 million passengers. The Secretary shall 
specify the minimum contribution necessary 
to qualify for participation in the pilot pro-
gram, which shall be not less than the 
amount necessary to compensate the Depart-
ment of Transportation for the expense of a 
fulltime equivalent environmental specialist 
and attorney qualified at the GS-14 equiva-
lent level. 

ø‘‘(c) RETENTION OF REVENUES.—The sala-
ries and expenses account of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall retain as an 
offsetting collection such sums as may be 
necessary from such proceeds for the costs of 
developing and implementing the program 
required by subsection (a). Such offsetting 
collections shall be available for obligation 
subject to the terms and conditions of the re-
ceiving appropriations account, and shall be 
deposited in such accounts on a quarterly 
basis. Such offsetting collections are author-
ized to remain available until expended for 
such purpose. 
ø‘‘§ 47707. Definitions 

ø‘‘In this chapter: 
ø‘‘(1) NATIONAL CAPACITY PROJECT.—The 

term ‘national capacity project’ means a 
project designated by the Secretary under 
section 44702. 

ø‘‘(2) OTHER TERMS.—The definitions in sec-
tion 47102 apply to any terms used in this 
chapter that are defined in that section.’’. 

ø(b) ADDITIONAL STAFF AUTHORIZED.—The 
Secretary of Transportation is authorized to 
hire additional environmental specialists 
and attorneys needed to process environ-
mental impact statements in connection 
with airport construction projects and to 
serve as project coordinators and environ-
mental impact team members under section 
47703 of title 49, United States Code. 

ø(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subtitle VII is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 475 the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘477. National capacity 
projects .................................. 47701’’. 

øSEC. 202. CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS. 
øNot later than 30 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
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Transportation shall report to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation on the categorical exclusions 
currently recognized and provide a list of 
proposed additional categorical exclusions 
from the requirement that an environmental 
assessment or an environmental impact 
statement be prepared under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) for projects at airports. In deter-
mining the list of additional proposed cat-
egorical exclusions, the Secretary shall in-
clude such other projects as the Secretary 
determines should be categorically excluded 
in order to ensure that Department of Trans-
portation environmental staff resources are 
not diverted to lower priority tasks and are 
available to expedite the environmental re-
views of airport capacity enhancement 
projects at congested airports. 
øSEC. 203. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS. 

ø(a) NOTICE REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
30 days after the date on which the Secretary 
of Transportation identifies an airport ca-
pacity enhancement project at a congested 
airport under section 47171(c) of title 49, 
United States Code, the Secretary shall pub-
lish a notice in the Federal Register request-
ing comments on whether reasonable alter-
natives exist to the project. 

ø(b) CERTAIN REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES 
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, an 
alternative shall be considered reasonable 
if— 

ø(1) the alternative does not create an un-
reasonable burden on interstate commerce, 
the national aviation system, or the navi-
gable airspace; 

ø(2) the alternative is not inconsistent 
with maintaining the safe and efficient use 
of the navigable airspace; 

ø(3) the alternative does not conflict with 
a law or regulation of the United States; 

ø(4) the alternative would result in at least 
the same reduction in congestion at the air-
port or in the national aviation system as 
the proposed project; and 

ø(5) in any case in which the alternative is 
a proposed construction project at an airport 
other than a congested airport, firm commit-
ments to provide such alternate airport ca-
pacity exists, and the Secretary determines 
that such alternate airport capacity will be 
available no later than 4 years after the date 
of the Secretary’s determination under this 
section. 

ø(c) COMMENT PERIOD.—The Secretary shall 
provide a period of 60 days for comments on 
a project identified by the Secretary under 
this section after the date of publication of 
notice with respect to the project. 

ø(d) DETERMINATION OF EXISTENCE OF REA-
SONABLE ALTERNATIVES.—Not later than 90 
days after the last day of a comment period 
established under subsection (c) for a 
project, the Secretary shall determine 
whether reasonable alternatives exist to the 
project. The determination shall be binding 
on all persons, including Federal and State 
agencies, acting under or applying Federal 
laws when considering the availability of al-
ternatives to the project. 

ø(e) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY.—This 
section does not apply to— 

ø(1) any alternatives analysis required 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et. seq.); or 

ø(2) a project at an airport if the airport 
sponsor requests, in writing, to the Sec-
retary that this section not apply to the 
project. 
øSEC. 204. INCREASE IN APPORTIONMENT FOR, 

AND FLEXIBILITY OF, NOISE COM-
PATIBILITY PLANNING PROGRAMS. 

øSection 47117(e)(1)(A) is amended— 
ø(1) by striking the first sentence and in-

serting: ‘‘At least 35 percent for grants for 

airport noise compatibility planning under 
section 47505(a)(2) for a national capacity 
project, for carrying out noise compatibility 
programs under section 47504(c) of this title, 
and for noise mitigation projects approved in 
an environmental record of decision for an 
airport development project designated as a 
national capacity project under section 
47702.’’; and 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘or not such 34 percent re-
quirement’’ in the second sentence and in-
serting ‘‘the funding level required by the 
preceding sentence’’. 
øSEC. 205. SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION TO 

IDENTIFY AIRPORT CONGESTION- 
RELIEF PROJECTS AND FORECAST 
AIRPORT OPERATIONS ANNUALLY. 

ø(a) IDENTIFICATION OF PROJECTS.— 
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall provide— 

ø(A) a list of planned air traffic and air-
port-capacity projects at congested Airport 
Capacity Benchmark airports the comple-
tion of which will substantially relieve con-
gestion at those airports; and 

ø(B) a list of options for expanding capac-
ity at the 8 airports on the list at which the 
most severe delays are occurring, to the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation, and to the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. The Secretary shall pro-
vide updated lists to those Committees 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

ø(2) DELISTING OF PROJECTS.—The Sec-
retary shall remove a project from the list 
provided to the Committees under paragraph 
(1) upon the request, in writing, of an airport 
operator if the operator states in the request 
that construction of the project will not be 
completed within 10 years from the date of 
the request. 
øSEC. 206. DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACTING. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
471 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
ø‘‘§ 47138. Design-build contracting 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator 
may approve an application of an airport 
sponsor under this section to authorize the 
airport sponsor to award a design-build con-
tract using a selection process permitted 
under applicable State or local law if— 

ø‘‘(1) the Administrator approves the appli-
cation using criteria established by the Ad-
ministrator; 

ø‘‘(2) the design-build contract is in a form 
that is approved by the Administrator; 

ø‘‘(3) the Administrator is satisfied that 
the contract will be executed pursuant to 
competitive procedures and contains a sche-
matic design adequate for the Administrator 
to approve the grant; 

ø‘‘(4) use of a design-build contract will be 
cost effective and expedite the project; 

ø‘‘(5) the Administrator is satisfied that 
there will be no conflict of interest; and 

ø‘‘(6) the Administrator is satisfied that 
the selection process will be as open, fair, 
and objective as the competitive bid system 
and that at least three or more bids will be 
submitted for each project under the selec-
tion process. 

ø‘‘(b) REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS.—The Ad-
ministrator may reimburse an airport spon-
sor for design and construction costs in-
curred before a grant is made pursuant to 
this section if the project is approved by the 
Administrator in advance and is carried out 
in accordance with all administrative and 
statutory requirements that would have 
been applicable under this chapter 471, if the 
project were carried out after a grant agree-
ment had been executed. 

ø‘‘(c) DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘design-build contract’ 

means an agreement that provides for both 
design and construction of a project by a 
contractor.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analysis for chapter 471 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 
47137 the following: 

ø‘‘47138. Design-build contracting.’’. 
øSEC. 207. SPECIAL RULE FOR AIRPORT IN ILLI-

NOIS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this title 

shall be construed to preclude the applica-
tion of any provision of this Act to the State 
of Illinois or any other sponsor of a new air-
port proposed to be constructed in the State 
of Illinois. 

ø(b) AUTHORITY OF THE GOVERNOR.—Noth-
ing in this title shall be construed to pre-
empt the authority of the Governor of the 
State of Illinois as of August 1, 2001, to ap-
prove or disapprove airport development 
projects. 
øSEC. 208. ELIMINATION OF DUPLICATIVE RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47106(c)(1) is 

amended— 
ø(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘project;’’ in 

subparagraph (A)(ii); 
ø(2) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
ø(3) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (B). 
ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 

47106(c) of such title is amended— 
ø(1) by striking paragraph (4); 
ø(2) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4); and 
ø(3) by striking ‘‘(1)(C)’’ in paragraph (4), 

as redesignated, and inserting ‘‘(1)(B)’’. 
øSEC. 209. STREAMLINING THE PASSENGER FA-

CILITY FEE PROGRAM. 
øSection 40117 is amended— 
ø(1) by striking from ‘‘finds—’’ in para-

graph (4) of subsection (b) through the end of 
that paragraph and inserting ‘‘finds that the 
project cannot be paid for from funds reason-
ably expected to be available for the pro-
grams referred to in section 48103.’’; 

ø(2) by adding at the end of subsection 
(c)(2) the following: 

ø‘‘(E) The agency will include in its appli-
cation or notice submitted under subsection 
(1) copies of all certifications of agreement 
or disagreement received under subpara-
graph (D). 

ø‘‘(F) For the purpose of this section, an el-
igible agency providing notice and consulta-
tion to an air carrier and foreign air carrier 
is deemed to have satisfied this requirement 
if it limits such notices and consultations to 
air carriers and foreign air carriers that have 
a significant business interest on the airport. 
In developing regulations to implement this 
provision, the Secretary shall consider a sig-
nificant business interest to be defined as an 
air carrier or foreign air carrier that has no 
less than 1.0 percent of boardings at the air-
port in the prior calendar year, except that 
no air carrier or foreign air carrier may be 
considered excluded under this section if it 
has at least 25,000 boardings at the airport in 
the prior calendar year, or if it operates 
scheduled service, without regard to such 
percentage requirements.’’; 

ø(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) of sub-
section (c) as paragraph (4) and inserting 
after paragraph (2) the following: 

ø‘‘(3) Before submitting an application, the 
eligible agency must provide reasonable no-
tice and an opportunity for public comment. 
The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
that define reasonable notice and provide for 
at least— 

ø‘‘(A) a requirement that the eligible agen-
cy provide public notice of intent to collect 
a passenger facility fee so as to inform those 
interested persons and agencies who may be 
affected, including— 
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ø‘‘(i) publication in local newspapers of 

general circulation; 
ø‘‘(ii) publication in other local media; and 
ø‘‘(iii) posting the notice on the agency’s 

website; 
ø‘‘(B) a requirement for submission of pub-

lic comments no sooner than 30 days after 
publishing of the notice and not later than 45 
days after publication; and 

ø‘‘(C) a requirement that the agency in-
clude in its application or notice submitted 
under paragraph (1) copies of all comments 
received under subparagraph (B).’’; 

ø(4) by striking ‘‘shall’’ in the first sen-
tence of paragraph (4), as redesignated, of 
subsection (c) and inserting ‘‘may’’; and 

ø(5) by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘(l) PILOT PROGRAM FOR PASSENGER FA-

CILITY FEE AUTHORIZATIONS AT SMALL AIR-
PORTS.— 

ø‘‘(1) There is established a pilot program 
for the Secretary to test alternative proce-
dures for authorizing small airports to im-
pose passenger facility fees. An eligible agen-
cy may impose a passenger facility fee at a 
non-hub airport (as defined in section 47102 
of this title) that it controls for use on eligi-
ble airport-related projects at that airport, 
in accordance with the provisions of this 
subsection. These procedures shall be in lieu 
of the procedures otherwise specified in this 
section. 

ø‘‘(2) The eligible agency must provide rea-
sonable notice and an opportunity for con-
sultation to air carriers and foreign air car-
riers in accordance with subsection (c)(2), 
and must provide reasonable notice and op-
portunity for public comment in accordance 
with subsection (c)(3). 

ø‘‘(3) The eligible agency must submit to 
the Secretary a notice of intention to impose 
a passenger facility fee, which notice shall 
include— 

ø‘‘(A) information that the Secretary may 
require by regulation on each project for 
which authority to impose a passenger facil-
ity charge is sought; 

ø‘‘(B) the amount of revenue from pas-
senger facility charges that is proposed to be 
collected for each project; and 

ø‘‘(C) the level of the passenger facility 
charge that is proposed. 

ø‘‘(4) The Secretary shall acknowledge re-
ceipt of the notice and indicate any objec-
tion to the imposition of a passenger facility 
fee for any project identified in the notice 
within 30 days after receipt of the eligible 
agency’s notice. 

ø‘‘(5) Unless the Secretary objects within 
30 days after receipt of the eligible agency’s 
notice, the eligible agency is authorized to 
impose a passenger facility fee in accordance 
with the terms of its notice. 

ø‘‘(6) Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall propose such regulations as may 
be necessary to carry out this subsection. 

ø‘‘(7) The authority granted under this sub-
section shall expire three years after the 
issuance of the regulation required by para-
graph (6). 

ø‘‘(8) An acknowledgement issued under 
paragraph (4) shall not be considered an 
order of the Secretary issued under section 
46110 of this title.’’. 
øSEC. 210. QUARTERLY STATUS REPORTS. 

øBeginning with the second calendar quar-
ter ending after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall provide quarterly status reports to the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure on the status of construc-
tion of each major runway project under-
taken at the largest 40 commercial airports 
in terms of annual enplanements. 

øSEC. 211. NOISE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS. 
ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 47501 is amended 

by adding at the end— 
ø‘‘(3) ‘Federal agency’ means any depart-

ment, agency, corporation, or other estab-
lishment or instrumentality of the executive 
branch of the Federal Government, and in-
cludes the Federal National Mortgage Asso-
ciation and the Federal Home Loan Mort-
gage Corporation. 

ø‘‘(4) ‘Federal entity for lending regula-
tion’ means the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, the Comptroller of 
the Currency, the Office of Thrift Super-
vision, the National Credit Union Adminis-
tration, and the Farm Credit Administra-
tion, and with respect to a particular regu-
lated lending institution means the entity 
primarily responsible for the supervision of 
the institution. 

ø‘‘(5) ‘Federal agency lender’ means a Fed-
eral agency that makes direct loans secured 
by improved real estate or a mobile home, to 
the extent such agency acts in such capac-
ity. 

ø‘‘(6) ‘residential real estate’ means real 
estate upon which a residential dwelling is 
located. 

ø‘‘(7) ‘noise exposure map’ means a noise 
exposure map that complies with section 
47503 of this title and part 150 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

ø‘‘(8) ‘regulated lending institution’ means 
any bank, savings and loan association, cred-
it union, farm credit bank, Federal land 
bank association, production credit associa-
tion, or similar institution subject to the su-
pervision of a Federal entity for lending reg-
ulation.’’. 

ø(b) NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS.—Section 
47503(b) is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) REVISED MAPS.—If, in an area sur-
rounding an airport, a change in the oper-
ation of the airport would establish a sub-
stantial new noncompatible use, or would 
significantly reduce noise over existing non-
compatible uses, beyond the forecast year, 
the airport operator shall submit a revised 
noise exposure map to the Secretary showing 
the new noncompatible use or noise reduc-
tion.’’. 

ø(c) NOTIFICATION OF NOISE EXPOSURE.— 
Chapter 457 is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
ø‘‘§ 47511. Notification of noise exposure 

ø‘‘(a) NOISE EXPOSURE MAP.—An airport 
operator shall make available to lending in-
stitutions, upon request, the most recent 
noise exposure map submitted under section 
47503 of this title. 

ø‘‘(b) LIST OF AIRPORTS.—The Secretary 
shall maintain a list of airports for which 
the airport operators have submitted a noise 
exposure map under section 47503 of this 
title. 

ø‘‘(c) REGULATED LENDING INSTITUTIONS.— 
Each Federal entity for lending regulation 
(after consultation and coordination with 
the Federal Financial Institutions Examina-
tion Council) shall direct by regulation that 
a regulated lending institution may not 
make, increase, extend or renew any loan se-
cured by residential real estate or a mobile 
home that is located or to be located in the 
vicinity of an airport on the Secretary’s list 
described in subsection (b), unless the loan 
applicant’s purchase agreement for the resi-
dential real estate or mobile home provides 
notice to the purchaser (or satisfactory as-
surances are provided that the seller has pro-
vided written notice to the purchaser prior 
to the purchaser’s signing of the purchase 
agreement) that the property is within the 
area of the noise contours on a noise expo-
sure map submitted under section 47503 of 
this chapter. The notice to the purchaser 

shall be acknowledged by the purchaser’s 
signing of the purchase agreement or other 
notification document and the regulated 
lending institution shall retain a record of 
the receipt of the notice by the purchaser. 

ø‘‘(d) FEDERAL AGENCY LENDERS.—Each 
Federal agency lender shall by regulation re-
quire notification in the manner provided in 
subsection (c) with respect to any loan that 
is made by the Federal agency lender and se-
cured by residential real estate or a mobile 
home located or to be located in the vicinity 
of an airport on the Secretary’s list de-
scribed in subsection (b). 

ø‘‘(e) CONTENTS OF NOTICE.—The notice re-
quired under this section shall disclose— 

ø‘‘(1) that the property is located within 
the noise contours depicted on the most re-
cent noise exposure map submitted by the 
airport operator according to section 47503 of 
this chapter, and is subject to aircraft noise 
exposure; and 

ø‘‘(2) the name and telephone number of 
the airport where the purchaser may obtain 
more information on the aircraft noise expo-
sure.’’. 
øSEC. 212. PROHIBITION ON REQUIRING AIR-

PORTS TO PROVIDE RENT-FREE 
SPACE FOR FAA OR TSA. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 401 is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘§ 40129. Prohibition on rent-free space re-

quirements for FAA or TSA 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Neither the Secretary 

of Transportation nor the Secretary of 
Homeland Security may require airport 
sponsors to provide building construction, 
maintenance, utilities and expenses, or space 
in airport sponsor-owned buildings to the 
Federal Aviation Administration or the 
Transportation Security Administration 
without cost for services relating to air traf-
fic control, air navigation, aviation security, 
or weather reporting. 

ø‘‘(b) NEGOTIATED AGREEMENTS.—Sub-
section (a) does not prohibit— 

ø‘‘(1) the negotiation of agreements be-
tween either Secretary and an airport spon-
sor to provide building construction, mainte-
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air-
port sponsor-owned buildings to the Federal 
Aviation Administration or the Transpor-
tation Security Administration without cost 
or at below-market rates; or 

ø‘‘(2) either Secretary from requiring air-
port sponsors to provide land without cost to 
the Federal Aviation Administration for air 
traffic control facilities or space without 
cost to the Transportation Security Admin-
istration for necessary security check-
points.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analysis for chapter 401 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘40129. Prohibition on rent-free space 
requirements for FAA or 
TSA.’’. 

øSEC. 213. SPECIAL RULES FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2004. 

ø(a) APPORTIONMENT TO CERTAIN AIRPORTS 
WITH DECLINING BOARDINGS.— 

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal year 2004, the 
Secretary of Transportation may apportion 
funds under section 47114 of title 49, United 
States Code, to the sponsor of an airport de-
scribed in paragraph (2) in an amount equal 
to the amount apportioned to that airport 
under that section for fiscal year 2002, not-
withstanding any provision of section 47114 
to the contrary. 

ø(2) AIRPORTS TO WHICH PARAGRAPH (1) AP-
PLIES.—Paragraph (1) applies to any airport 
determined by the Secretary to have had— 

ø(A) less than one-half of 1 percent of the 
total United States passenger boardings (as 
defined in section 47102(10) of title 49, United 
States Code) for the calendar year used for 
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determining apportionments under section 
47114 for fiscal year 2004; 

ø(B) less than 10,000 passenger boardings in 
calendar year 2002; and 

ø(C) 10,000 or more passenger boardings in 
calendar year 2000. 

ø(b) TEMPORARY INCREASE IN GOVERNMENT 
SHARE OF AIP PROJECT COSTS AT CERTAIN 
AIRPORTS.—Notwithstanding section 
47109(a)(3) of title 49, United States Code, the 
Government’s share of allowable project 
costs for a grant made in fiscal year 2004 
under chapter 471 of that title to an airport 
described in that section shall be 95 percent. 

øTITLE III—AIRLINE SERVICE 
DEVELOPMENT 

øSEC. 301. DELAY REDUCTION MEETINGS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 

417 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
ø‘‘§ 41723. Delay reduction actions 

ø‘‘(a) DELAY REDUCTION MEETINGS.— 
ø‘‘(1) SCHEDULING REDUCTION MEETINGS.— 

The Secretary of Transportation may re-
quest that air carriers meet with the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion to discuss flight reductions at severely 
congested airports to reduce overscheduling 
and flight delays during hours of peak oper-
ation if— 

ø‘‘(A) the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration determines that it 
is necessary to convene such a meeting; and 

ø‘‘(B) the Secretary determines that the 
meeting is necessary to meet a serious trans-
portation need or achieve an important pub-
lic benefit. 

ø‘‘(2) MEETING CONDITIONS.—Any meeting 
under paragraph (1)— 

ø‘‘(A) shall be chaired by the Adminis-
trator; 

ø‘‘(B) shall be open to all scheduled air car-
riers; and 

ø‘‘(C) shall be limited to discussions in-
volving the airports and time periods de-
scribed in the Administrator’s determina-
tion. 

ø‘‘(3) FLIGHT REDUCTION TARGETS.—Before 
any such meeting is held, the Administrator 
shall establish flight reduction targets for 
the meeting and notify the attending air car-
riers of those targets not less than 48 hours 
before the meeting. 

ø‘‘(4) DELAY REDUCTION OFFERS.—An air 
carrier attending the meeting shall make 
any delay reduction offer to the Adminis-
trator rather than to another carrier. 

ø‘‘(5) TRANSCRIPT.—The Administrator 
shall ensure that a transcript of the meeting 
is kept and made available to the public not 
later than 3 business days after the conclu-
sion of the meeting. 

ø‘‘(b) STORMY WEATHER AGREEMENTS LIM-
ITED EXEMPTION.— 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may es-
tablish a program to authorize by order dis-
cussions and agreements between 2 or more 
air carriers for the purpose of reducing flight 
delays during periods of inclement weather. 

ø‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—An authorization 
issued under paragraph (1)— 

ø‘‘(A) may only be issued by the Secretary 
after a determination by the Federal Avia-
tion Administration that inclement weather 
is likely to adversely and directly affect ca-
pacity at an airport for a period of at least 
3 hours; 

ø‘‘(B) shall apply only to discussions and 
agreements concerning flights directly af-
fected by the inclement weather; and 

ø‘‘(C) shall remain in effect for a period of 
24 hours. 

ø‘‘(3) PROCEDURE.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish procedures within 30 days after such 
date of enactment for— 

ø‘‘(A) filing requests for an authorization 
under paragraph (1); 

ø‘‘(B) participation under paragraph (5) by 
representatives of the Department of Trans-
portation in any meetings or discussions 
held pursuant to such an order; and 

ø‘‘(C) the determination by the Federal 
Aviation Administration about the impact of 
inclement weather. 

ø‘‘(4) COPY OF PARTICIPATION REQUEST FILED 
WITH SECRETARY.—Before an air carrier may 
request an order under paragraph (1), it shall 
file a request with the Secretary, in such 
form and manner as the Secretary may pre-
scribe, to participate in the program estab-
lished under paragraph (1). 

ø‘‘(5) DOT PARTICIPATION.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that the Department is rep-
resented at any meetings authorized under 
this subsection. 

ø‘‘(c) EXEMPTION AUTHORIZED.—When the 
Secretary finds that it is required by the 
public interest, the Secretary, as part of an 
order issued under subsection (b)(1), shall ex-
empt a person affected by the order from the 
antitrust laws to the extent necessary to 
allow the person to proceed with the activi-
ties approved in the order. 

ø‘‘(d) ANTITRUST LAWS DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘antitrust laws’ has the 
meaning given that term in the first section 
of the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 12). 

ø‘‘(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to issue an order under subsection 
(b)(1) of this section expires at the end of the 
2-year period that begins 45 days after the 
date of enactment of the Aviation Invest-
ment and Revitalization Vision Act. The 
Secretary may extend the 2-year Period for 
an additional 2 years if the Secretary deter-
mines that such an extension is necessary 
and in the public interest. The Secretary 
shall notify the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation, and to 
the House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of any 
such extension.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analysis for chapter 417 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 
41722 the following new item: 
ø‘‘41723. Delay reduction actions.’’. 
øSEC. 302. REAUTHORIZATION OF ESSENTIAL AIR 

SERVICE PROGRAM. 
øThere are authorized to be appropriated 

to the Secretary of Transportation to carry 
out the essential air service program under 
subchapter II of chapter 417 of title 49, 
United States Code, $113,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2004, 2005, and 2006. 
øSEC. 303. SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE DE-

VELOPMENT PILOT PROGRAM. 
ø(a) 3-YEAR EXTENSION.—Section 41743(e)(2) 

of title 49, United States Code, is amended— 
ø(1) by striking ‘‘There is’’ and inserting 

‘‘There are’’; 
ø(2) by striking ‘‘2001 and’’ and inserting 

‘‘2001,’’; and 
ø(3) by striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2003, 

and $27,500,000 for the 3 fiscal year period be-
ginning with fiscal year 2004.’’. 

ø(b) ADDITIONAL COMMUNITIES.—Section 
41743(c)(4) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘program.’’ and inserting‘‘program each 
year. No community, consortia of commu-
nities, or combination thereof may partici-
pate in the program twice.’’. 
øSEC. 304. DOT STUDY OF COMPETITION AND AC-

CESS PROBLEMS AT LARGE AND ME-
DIUM HUB AIRPORTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation shall study competition and air-
line access problems at hub airports (as de-
fined in section 41731(a)(3)) of title 49, United 
States Code, and medium hub airports (as de-
fined in section 41714(h)(9) of that title). In 
the study, the Secretary shall examine, 
among other matters— 

ø(1) gate usage and availability; and 

ø(2) the effects of the pricing of gates and 
other facilities on competition and access. 

ø(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall trans-
mit a report of the Secretary’s findings and 
conclusions together with any recommenda-
tions, including legislative recommenda-
tions, the Secretary may have for improving 
competition and airline access at such air-
ports to the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the 
House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure within 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
øSEC. 305. COMPETITION DISCLOSURE REQUIRE-

MENT FOR LARGE AND MEDIUM HUB 
AIRPORTS. 

øSection 47107 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

ø‘‘(q) COMPETITION DISCLOSURE REQUIRE-
MENT.— 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation may approve an application under 
this subchapter for an airport development 
project grant for a hub airport or a medium 
hub airport only if the Secretary receives as-
surances that the airport sponsor will pro-
vide the information required by paragraph 
(2) at such time and in such form as the Sec-
retary may require. 

ø‘‘(2) COMPETITIVE ACCESS.—If an airport 
denies an application by an air carrier to re-
ceive access to gates or other facilities at 
that airport in order to provide service to 
the airport or to expand service at the air-
port, then, within 30 days after denying the 
request, the airport sponsor shall— 

ø‘‘(A) notify the Secretary of the denial; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) transmit a report to the Secretary 
that— 

ø‘‘(i) describes the request; 
ø‘‘(ii) explains the reasons for the denial; 

and 
ø‘‘(iii) provides a time frame within which, 

if any, the airport will be able to accommo-
date the request. 

ø‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
ø‘‘(A) HUB AIRPORT.—The term ‘hub air-

port’ has the meaning given that term by 
section 41731(a)(3). 

ø‘‘(B) MEDIUM HUB AIRPORT.—The term ‘me-
dium hub airport’ has the meaning given 
that term by section 41714(h)(9).’’. 

øTITLE IV—AVIATION SECURITY 
øSEC. 401. STUDY OF EFFECTIVENESS OF TRANS-

PORTATION SECURITY SYSTEM. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-

land Security shall study the effectiveness of 
the aviation security system, including the 
air marshal program, hardening of cockpit 
doors, and security screening of passengers, 
checked baggage, and cargo. 

ø(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall trans-
mit a report of the Secretary’s findings and 
conclusions together with any recommenda-
tions, including legislative recommenda-
tions, the Secretary may have for improving 
the effectiveness of aviation security to the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure within 6 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. In the report 
the Secretary shall also describe any rede-
ployment of Transportation Security Admin-
istration resources based on those findings 
and conclusions. The Secretary may submit 
the report to the Committees in classified 
and redacted form. 
øSEC. 402. AVIATION SECURITY CAPITAL FUND. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Department of Transportation a 
fund to be known as the Aviation Security 
Capital Fund. There are appropriated to the 
Fund to $500,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2004 through 2007, such amounts to be 
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derived from fees received under section 
44940 of title 49, United States Code. 
Amounts in the fund shall be allocated in 
such a manner that— 

ø(1) 40 percent shall be made available for 
hub airports; 

ø(2) 20 percent shall be made available for 
medium hub airports; 

ø(3) 15 percent shall be made available for 
small hub airports and non-hub airports; and 

ø(4) 25 percent may be distributed at the 
Secretary’s discretion. 

ø(b) PURPOSE.—Amounts in the Fund shall 
be available to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, after consultation with the Under 
Secretary of Homeland Security for Border 
and Transportation Security to provide fi-
nancial assistance to airport sponsors to de-
fray capital investment in transportation se-
curity at airport facilities in accordance 
with the provisions of this section. The pro-
gram shall be administered in concert with 
the airport improvement program under 
chapter 417 of title 49, United States Code. 

ø(c) APPORTIONMENT.—Amounts made 
available under subsection (a)(1), (a)(2), or 
(a)(3) shall be apportioned among the air-
ports in each category in accordance with a 
formula based on the ratio that passenger 
emplanements at each airport in the cat-
egory bears to the total passenger 
emplanements at all airports in the that cat-
egory. 

ø(d) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.— 
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than the fol-

lowing percentage of the costs of any project 
funded under this section shall be derived 
from non-Federal sources: 

ø(A) For hub airports and medium hub air-
ports, 25 percent. 

ø(B) For airports other than hub airports 
and medium hub airports, 10 percent. 

ø(2) USE OF BOND PROCEEDS.—In deter-
mining the amount of non-Federal sources of 
funds, the proceeds of State and local bond 
issues shall not be considered to be derived, 
directly or indirectly, from Federal sources 
without regard to the Federal income tax 
treatment of interest and principal of such 
bonds. 

ø(e) LETTERS OF INTENT.—The Secretary of 
Transportation, or his delegate, may execute 
letters of intent to commit funding to air-
port sponsors from the Fund. 

ø(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
44940(a)(1) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(H) The costs of security-related capital 
improvements at airports.’’. 

ø(g) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this 
section that is defined or used in chapter 417 
of title 49 United States Code has the mean-
ing given that term in that chapter. 
øSEC. 403. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS RELATED 

TO SECURITY-RELATED AIRPORT 
DEVELOPMENT. 

ø(a) DEFINITION OF AIRPORT DEVELOP-
MENT.—Section 47102(3)(B) is amended— 

ø(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon 
in clause (viii); 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘circular; and’’ in clause 
(ix) and inserting ‘‘circular.’’; and 

ø(3) by striking clause (x). 
ø(b) IMPROVEMENT OF FACILITIES AND 

EQUIPMENT.—Section 301(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Reauthorization Act of 1996 (49 
U.S.C. 44901 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘travel.’’ and inserting ‘‘travel if the im-
provements or equipment will be owned and 
operated by the airport.’’. 

øTITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
øSEC. 501. EXTENSION OF WAR RISK INSURANCE 

AUTHORITY. 
ø(a) EXTENSION OF POLICIES.—Section 

44302(f)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘2003,’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 

ø(b) EXTENSION OF LIABILITY LIMITATION.— 
Section 44303(b) is amended by striking 
‘‘2003,’’ and inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 

ø(c) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
44310 is amended by striking ‘‘2003.’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2006.’’. 
øSEC. 502. COST-SHARING OF AIR TRAFFIC MOD-

ERNIZATION PROJECTS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 445 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘§ 44517. Program to permit cost-sharing of 

air traffic modernization projects 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-

ments of this section, the Secretary may 
carry out a program under which the Sec-
retary may make grants to project sponsors 
for not more than 10 eligible projects per fis-
cal year for the purpose of improving avia-
tion safety and enhancing mobility of the 
Nation’s air transportation system by en-
couraging non-Federal investment in critical 
air traffic control facilities and equipment. 

ø‘‘(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of an eligible project carried out 
under the program shall not exceed 33 per-
cent. The non-Federal share of the cost of an 
eligible project shall be provided from non- 
Federal sources, including revenues collected 
pursuant to section 40117 of this title. 

ø‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON GRANT AMOUNTS.—No 
eligible project may receive more than 
$5,000,000 in Federal funds under the pro-
gram. 

ø‘‘(d) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall use 
amounts appropriated under section 48101(a) 
of this title to carry out this program. 

ø‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
ø‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘eligible 

project’ means a project relating to the Na-
tion’s air traffic control system that is cer-
tified or approved by the Administrator and 
that promotes safety, efficiency, or mobility. 
Such projects may include— 

ø‘‘(A) airport-specific air traffic facilities 
and equipment, including local area aug-
mentation systems, instrument landing sys-
tems, weather and wind shear detection 
equipment, lighting improvements, and con-
trol towers; 

ø‘‘(B) automation tools to effect improve-
ments in airport capacity, including passive 
final approach spacing tools and traffic man-
agement advisory equipment; and 

ø‘‘(C) facilities and equipment that en-
hance airspace control procedures, including 
consolidation of terminal radar control fa-
cilities and equipment, or assist in en route 
surveillance, including oceanic and offshore 
flight tracking. 

ø‘‘(2) PROJECT SPONSOR.—The term ‘project 
sponsor’ means any major user of the Na-
tional Airspace System, as determined by 
the Secretary, including a public-use airport 
or a joint venture between a public-use air-
port and one or more air carriers. 

ø‘‘(f) TRANSFERS OF EQUIPMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, and 
upon agreement by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration, project 
sponsors may transfer, without consider-
ation, to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, facilities, equipment, or automation 
tools, the purchase of which was assisted by 
a grant made under this section, if such fa-
cilities, equipment or tools meet Federal 
Aviation Administration operation and 
maintenance criteria. 

ø‘‘(g) GUIDELINES.—The Administrator 
shall issue advisory guidelines on the imple-
mentation of the program, which shall not 
be subject to administrative rulemaking re-
quirements under subchapter II of chapter 5 
of title 5.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analyses for chapter 445 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘44517. Program to permit cost-sharing 
of air traffic modernization 
projects.’’. 

øSEC. 503. COUNTERFEIT OR FRAUDULENTLY 
REPRESENTED PARTS VIOLATIONS. 

øSection 44726(a)(1) is amended — 

ø(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon in 
subparagraph (A); 

ø(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); 

ø(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

ø‘‘(B) who knowingly, and with intent to 
defraud, carried out or facilitated an activ-
ity punishable under a law described in sub-
paragraph (A); 

ø‘‘(C) whose certificate is revoked under 
subsection (b) of this section; or’’; and 

ø(4) by striking ‘‘convicted of such a viola-
tion.’’ in subparagraph (D), as redesignated, 
and inserting ‘‘described in subparagraph 
(A), (B) or (C).’’. 
øSEC. 504. CLARIFICATIONS TO PROCUREMENT 

AUTHORITY. 
ø(a) UPDATE AND CLARIFICATION OF AUTHOR-

ITY.— 
ø(1) Section 40110(c) is amended to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(c) DUTIES AND POWERS.—When carrying 

out subsection (a) of this section, the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion may— 

ø‘‘(1) notwithstanding section 1341(a)(1) of 
title 31, lease an interest in property for not 
more than 20 years; 

ø‘‘(2) consider the reasonable probable fu-
ture use of the underlying land in making an 
award for a condemnation of an interest in 
airspace; and 

ø‘‘(3) dispose of property under subsection 
(a)(2) of this section, except for airport and 
airway property and technical equipment 
used for the special purposes of the Adminis-
tration, only under sections 121, 123, and 126 
and chapter 5 of title 40.’’. 

ø(2) Section 40110(d)(1) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘implement, not later than January 1, 
1996,’’ and inserting ‘‘implement’’. 

ø(b) CLARIFICATION.—Section 106(f)(2)(A)(ii) 
is amended by striking ‘‘property’’ and in-
serting ‘‘property, services,’’.¿ 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF TITLE 
49. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Aviation Investment and Revitalization Vi-
sion Act’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF TITLE 49.—Except as oth-
erwise expressly provided, whenever in this Act 
an amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of 
an amendment to, or a repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be consid-
ered to be made to a section or other provision 
of title 49, United States Code. 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of title 49. 
Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

TITLE I—REAUTHORIZATIONS; FAA 
MANAGEMENT 

Sec. 101. Airport improvement program. 
Sec. 102. Airway facilities improvement pro-

gram. 
Sec. 103. FAA operations. 
Sec. 104. Research, engineering, and develop-

ment. 
Sec. 105. Other programs. 
Sec. 106. Reorganization of the Air Traffic Serv-

ices Subcommittee. 
Sec. 107. Clarification of responsibilities of chief 

operating officer. 

TITLE II—AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 201. National capacity projects. 
Sec. 202. Categorical exclusions. 
Sec. 203. Alternatives analysis. 
Sec. 204. Increase in apportionment for, and 

flexibility of, noise compatibility 
planning programs. 

Sec. 205. Secretary of Transportation to iden-
tify airport congestion-relief 
projects and forecast airport oper-
ations annually. 

Sec. 206. Design-build contracting. 
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Sec. 207. Special rule for airport in Illinois. 
Sec. 208. Elimination of duplicative require-

ments. 
Sec. 209. Streamlining the passenger facility fee 

program. 
Sec. 210. Quarterly status reports. 
Sec. 211. Noise disclosure requirements. 
Sec. 212. Prohibition on requiring airports to 

provide rent-free space for FAA or 
TSA. 

Sec. 213. Special rules for fiscal year 2004. 
Sec. 214. Agreements for operation of airport fa-

cilities. 
Sec. 215. Public agencies. 
Sec. 216. Flexible funding for nonprimary air-

port apportionments. 

TITLE III—AIRLINE SERVICE 
DEVELOPMENT 

Subtitle A—Program Enhancements 

Sec. 301. Delay reduction meetings. 
Sec. 302. Small community air service develop-

ment pilot program. 
Sec. 303. DOT study of competition and access 

problems at large and medium hub 
airports. 

Sec. 304. Competition disclosure requirement for 
large and medium hub airports. 

Subtitle B—Small Community and Rural Air 
Service Revitalization 

Sec. 351. Reauthorization of essential air serv-
ice program. 

Sec. 352. Incentive program. 
Sec. 353. Pilot programs. 
Sec. 354. EAS program authority changes. 

TITLE IV—AVIATION SECURITY 

Sec. 401. Study of effectiveness of transpor-
tation security system. 

Sec. 402. Aviation security capital fund. 
Sec. 403. Technical amendments related to secu-

rity-related airport development. 
Sec. 404. Armed forces charters. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 

Sec. 501. Extension of war risk insurance au-
thority. 

Sec. 502. Cost-sharing of air traffic moderniza-
tion projects. 

Sec. 503. Counterfeit or fraudulently rep-
resented parts violations. 

Sec. 504. Clarifications to procurement author-
ity. 

Sec. 505. Judicial review. 
Sec. 506. Civil penalties. 
Sec. 507. Miscellaneous amendments. 
Sec. 508. Low-emission airport vehicles and in-

frastructure. 
Sec. 509. Low-emission airport vehicles and 

ground support equipment. 
Sec. 510. Pacific emergency diversion airport. 
Sec. 511. Gulf of Mexico aviation service im-

provements. 
Sec. 512. Air traffic control collegiate training 

initiative. 
Sec. 513. Increase in certain slots. 
Sec. 514. Air transportation oversight system 

plan. 
Sec. 515. National small community air service 

development ombudsman. 
Sec. 516. National commission on small commu-

nity air service. 
Sec. 517. Training certification for cabin crew. 
Sec. 518. Aircraft manufacturer insurance. 
Sec. 519. Ground-based precision navigational 

aids. 
Sec. 520. Standby power efficiency program. 

TITLE VI—SECOND CENTURY OF FLIGHT 

Sec. 601. Findings. 

Subtitle A—The Office of Aerospace and 
Aviation Liaison 

Sec. 621. Office of Aerospace and Aviation Liai-
son. 

Sec. 622. National Air Traffic Management Sys-
tem Development Office. 

Sec. 623. Report on certain market develop-
ments and government policies. 

Subtitle B—Technical Programs 

Sec. 641. Aerospace and Aviation Safety work-
force initiative. 

Sec. 642. Scholarships for service. 

Subtitle C—FAA Research, Engineering, and 
Development 

Sec. 661. Research program to improve airfield 
pavements. 

Sec. 662. Ensuring appropriate standards for 
airfield pavements. 

Sec. 663. Assessment of wake turbulence re-
search and development program. 

Sec. 664. Cabin air quality research program. 
Sec. 665. International role of the FAA. 
Sec. 666. FAA report on other nations’ safety 

and technological advancements. 
Sec. 667. Development of analytical tools and 

certification methods. 
Sec. 668. Pilot program to provide incentives for 

development of new technologies. 
Sec. 669. FAA center for excellence for applied 

research and training in the use 
of advanced materials in trans-
port aircraft. 

Sec. 670. FAA certification of design organiza-
tions. 

Sec. 671. Report on long term environmental im-
provements. 

TITLE I—REAUTHORIZATIONS; FAA 
MANAGEMENT 

SEC. 101. AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-

tion 48103 is amended— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ before 

‘‘The’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ in paragraph (4); 
(3) by striking ‘‘2003.’’ in paragraph (5) and 

inserting ‘‘2003;’’; 
(4) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(6) $3,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(7) $3,500,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
‘‘(8) $3,600,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’; and 
(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—From the 

amounts authorized by paragraphs (6) through 
(8) of subsection (a), there shall be available for 
administrative expenses relating to the airport 
improvement program, passenger facility fee ap-
proval and oversight, national airport system 
planning, airport standards development and 
enforcement, airport certification, airport-re-
lated environmental activities (including legal 
service), to remain available until expended— 

‘‘(1) for fiscal year 2004, $69,737,000; 
‘‘(2) for fiscal year 2005, $71,816,000; and 
‘‘(3) for fiscal year 2006, $74,048,000.’’. 
(b) OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY.—Section 

47104(c) is amended by striking ‘‘2003,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2006,’’. 
SEC. 102. AIRWAY FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 48101(a) is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) $2,916,000,000 for fiscal year 2004. 
‘‘(7) $2,971,000,000 for fiscal year 2005. 
‘‘(8) $3,030,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 
(b) BIANNUAL REPORTS.—Beginning 180 days 

after the date of enactment of Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administration 
shall transmit a report to the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation and 
the House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure every 6 
months that describes— 

(1) the 10 largest programs funded under sec-
tion 48101(a) of title 49, United States Code; 

(2) any changes in the budget for such pro-
grams; 

(3) the program schedule; and 
(4) technical risks associated with the pro-

grams. 
SEC. 103. FAA OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106(k)(1) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ in subparagraph (C); 

(2) by striking ‘‘2003.’’ in subparagraph (D) 
and inserting ‘‘2003;’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) $7,591,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(F) $7,732,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
‘‘(G) $7,889,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.’’. 
(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Beginning with the sub-

mission of the Budget of the United States to the 
Congress for fiscal year 2004, the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
transmit a report to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation and the 
House of Representatives Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure that describes the 
overall air traffic controller staffing plan, in-
cluding strategies to address anticipated retire-
ment and replacement of air traffic controllers. 
SEC. 104. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
(a) AMOUNTS AUTHORIZED.—Section 48102(a) 

is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 

(7); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of para-

graph (8) and inserting a semicolon; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) for fiscal year 2004, $289,000,000, includ-

ing— 
‘‘(A) $200,000,000 to improve aviation safety, 

including icing, crashworthiness, and aging air-
craft; 

‘‘(B) $18,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 
the air traffic control system; 

‘‘(C) $27,000,000 to reduce the environmental 
impact of aviation; 

‘‘(D) $16,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 
mission support; and 

‘‘(E) $28,000,000 to improve the durability and 
maintainability of advanced material structures 
in transport airframe structures; 

‘‘(10) for fiscal year 2005, $304,000,000, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(A) $211,000,000 to improve aviation safety; 
‘‘(B) $19,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 

the air traffic control system; 
‘‘(C) $28,000,000 to reduce the environmental 

impact of aviation; 
‘‘(D) $17,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 

mission support; and 
‘‘(E) $29,000,000 to improve the durability and 

maintainability of advanced material structures 
in transport airframe structures; and 

‘‘(11) for fiscal year 2006, $317,000,000, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(A) $220,000,000 to improve aviation safety; 
‘‘(B) $20,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 

the air traffic control system; 
‘‘(C) $29,000,000 to reduce the environmental 

impact of aviation; 
‘‘(D) $18,000,000 to improve the efficiency of 

mission support; and 
‘‘(E) $30,000,000 to improve the durability and 

maintainability of advanced material structures 
in transport airframe structures.’’. 
SEC. 105. OTHER PROGRAMS. 

Section 106 of the Wendell H. Ford Aviation 
Investment and Reform Act for the 21st Century 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘2003’’ in subsection (a)(1)(A) 
and subsection (c)(2) and inserting ‘‘2006’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘2003,’’ in subsection (a)(2) and 
inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 
SEC. 106. REORGANIZATION OF THE AIR TRAFFIC 

SERVICES SUBCOMMITTEE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsections (q) and (r) as 

subsections (r) and (s), respectively; and 
(2) by inserting after subsection (p) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(q) AIR TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall establish an advisory com-
mittee which shall be known as the Air Traffic 
Services Committee (in this subsection referred 
to as the ‘Committee’). 

‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(A) COMPOSITION AND APPOINTMENT.—The 

Committee shall be composed of— 
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‘‘(i) the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 

Administration, who shall serve as chair; and 
‘‘(ii) 4 members, to be appointed by the Sec-

retary, after consultation with the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate. 

‘‘(B) NO FEDERAL OFFICER OR EMPLOYEE.—No 
member appointed under subparagraph (A)(ii) 
may serve as an officer or employee of the 
United States Government while serving as a 
member of the Committee. 

‘‘(C) ELIGIBILITY.—Members appointed under 
subparagraph (A)(ii) shall— 

‘‘(i) have a fiduciary responsibility to rep-
resent the public interest; 

‘‘(ii) be citizens of the United States; and 
‘‘(iii) be appointed without regard to political 

affiliation and solely on the basis of their pro-
fessional experience and expertise in one or 
more of the following areas: 

‘‘(I) Management of large service organiza-
tions. 

‘‘(II) Customer service. 
‘‘(III) Management of large procurements. 
‘‘(IV) Information and communications tech-

nology. 
‘‘(V) Organizational development. 
‘‘(VI) Labor relations. 

At least one of such members should have a 
background in managing large organizations 
successfully. In the aggregate, such members 
should collectively bring to bear expertise in all 
of the areas described in subclauses (I) through 
(VI). 

‘‘(D) PROHIBITIONS ON MEMBERS OF COM-
MITTEE.—No member appointed under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) may— 

‘‘(i) have a pecuniary interest in, or own stock 
in or bonds of, an aviation or aeronautical en-
terprise, except an interest in a diversified mu-
tual fund or an interest that is exempt from the 
application of section 208 of title 18; 

‘‘(ii) engage in another business related to 
aviation or aeronautics; or 

‘‘(iii) be a member of any organization that 
engages, as a substantial part of its activities, in 
activities to influence aviation-related legisla-
tion. 

‘‘(E) CLAIMS AGAINST MEMBERS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A member appointed under 

subparagraph (A)(ii) shall have no personal li-
ability under Federal law with respect to any 
claim arising out of or resulting from an act or 
omission by such member within the scope of 
service as a member of the Air Traffic Services 
Committee. 

‘‘(ii) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—This subpara-
graph shall not be construed— 

‘‘(I) to affect any other immunity or protec-
tion that may be available to a member of the 
Committee under applicable law with respect to 
such transactions; 

‘‘(II) to affect any other right or remedy 
against the United States under applicable law; 
or 

‘‘(III) to limit or alter in any way the immuni-
ties that are available under applicable law for 
Federal officers and employees. 

‘‘(F) ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE.—During the en-

tire period that an individual appointed under 
subparagraph (A)(ii) is a member of the Com-
mittee, such individual shall be treated as serv-
ing as an officer or employee referred to in sec-
tion 101(f) of the Ethics in Government Act of 
1978 for purposes of title I of such Act; except 
that section 101(d) of such Act shall apply with-
out regard to the number of days of service in 
the position. 

‘‘(ii) RESTRICTIONS ON POST-EMPLOYMENT.— 
For purposes of section 207(c) of title 18, an in-
dividual appointed under subparagraph (A)(ii) 
shall be treated as an employee referred to in 
section 207(c)(2)(A)(i) of such title during the 
entire period the individual is a member of the 

Committee; except that subsections (c)(2)(B) and 
(f) of section 207 of such title shall not apply. 

‘‘(G) TERMS FOR AIR TRAFFIC SERVICES COM-
MITTEE MEMBERS.—A member appointed under 
subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be appointed for a 
term of 5 years. 

‘‘(H) REAPPOINTMENT.—An individual may 
not be appointed under subparagraph (A)(ii) to 
more than two 5-year terms. 

‘‘(I) VACANCY.—Any vacancy on the Com-
mittee shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original appointment. Any member appointed to 
fill a vacancy occurring before the expiration of 
the term for which the member’s predecessor was 
appointed shall be appointed for the remainder 
of that term. 

‘‘(J) CONTINUATION IN OFFICE.—A member 
whose term expires shall continue to serve until 
the date on which the member’s successor takes 
office. 

‘‘(K) REMOVAL.—Any member appointed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) may be removed for 
cause by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.— 
‘‘(A) OVERSIGHT.—The Committee shall over-

see the administration, management, conduct, 
direction, and supervision of the air traffic con-
trol system. 

‘‘(B) CONFIDENTIALITY.—The Committee shall 
ensure that appropriate confidentiality is main-
tained in the exercise of its duties. 

‘‘(4) SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Com-
mittee shall have the following specific respon-
sibilities: 

‘‘(A) STRATEGIC PLANS.—To review, approve, 
and monitor the strategic plan for the air traffic 
control system, including the establishment of— 

‘‘(i) a mission and objectives; 
‘‘(ii) standards of performance relative to such 

mission and objectives, including safety, effi-
ciency, and productivity; and 

‘‘(iii) annual and long-range strategic plans. 
‘‘(B) MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVEMENT.—To 

review and approve— 
‘‘(i) methods to accelerate air traffic control 

modernization and improvements in aviation 
safety related to air traffic control; and 

‘‘(ii) procurements of air traffic control equip-
ment in excess of $100,000,000. 

‘‘(C) OPERATIONAL PLANS.—To review the 
operational functions of the air traffic control 
system, including— 

‘‘(i) plans for modernization of the air traffic 
control system; 

‘‘(ii) plans for increasing productivity or im-
plementing cost-saving measures; and 

‘‘(iii) plans for training and education. 
‘‘(D) MANAGEMENT.—To— 
‘‘(i) review and approve the Administrator’s 

appointment of a Chief Operating Officer under 
section 106(s); 

‘‘(ii) review the Administrator’s selection, 
evaluation, and compensation of senior execu-
tives of the Administration who have program 
management responsibility over significant 
functions of the air traffic control system; 

‘‘(iii) review and approve the Administrator’s 
plans for any major reorganization of the Ad-
ministration that would impact on the manage-
ment of the air traffic control system; 

‘‘(iv) review and approve the Administrator’s 
cost accounting and financial management 
structure and technologies to help ensure effi-
cient and cost-effective air traffic control oper-
ation; and 

‘‘(v) review the performance and compensa-
tion of managers responsible for major acquisi-
tion projects, including the ability of the man-
agers to meet schedule and budget targets. 

‘‘(E) BUDGET.—To— 
‘‘(i) review and approve the budget request of 

the Administration related to the air traffic con-
trol system prepared by the Administrator; 

‘‘(ii) submit such budget request to the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(iii) ensure that the budget request supports 
the annual and long-range strategic plans. 

‘‘(5) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF PRE-OMB 
BUDGET REQUEST.—The Secretary shall submit 

the budget request referred to in paragraph 
(4)(E)(ii) for any fiscal year to the President 
who shall transmit such request, without revi-
sion, to the Committees on Transportation and 
Infrastructure and Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Committees on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and Appro-
priations of the Senate, together with the Presi-
dent’s annual budget request for the Federal 
Aviation Administration for such fiscal year. 

‘‘(6) COMMITTEE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 
‘‘(A) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—Each 

member of the Committee, other than the chair 
and vice chair, shall be compensated at a rate of 
$25,000 per year. 

‘‘(B) STAFF.—The chairperson of the Com-
mittee may appoint and terminate any per-
sonnel that may be necessary to enable the Com-
mittee to perform its duties. 

‘‘(C) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER-
MITTENT SERVICES.—The chairperson of the 
Committee may procure temporary and intermit-
tent services under section 3109(b) of title 5, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(7) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.— 
‘‘(A) POWERS OF CHAIR.—Except as otherwise 

provided by a majority vote of the Committee, 
the powers of the chairperson shall include— 

‘‘(i) establishing subcommittees; 
‘‘(ii) setting meeting places and times; 
‘‘(iii) establishing meeting agendas; and 
‘‘(iv) developing rules for the conduct of busi-

ness. 
‘‘(B) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet at 

least quarterly and at such other times as the 
chairperson determines appropriate. 

‘‘(C) QUORUM.—Three members of the Com-
mittee shall constitute a quorum. A majority of 
members present and voting shall be required for 
the Committee to take action. 

‘‘(D) APPLICATION OF SUBSECTION (p) PROVI-
SIONS.—The following provisions of subsection 
(p) apply to the Committee to the same extent as 
they apply to the Management Advisory Coun-
cil: 

‘‘(i) Paragraph (4)(C) (relating to access to 
documents and staff). 

‘‘(ii) Paragraph (5) (relating to nonapplica-
tion of Federal Advisory Committee Act). 

‘‘(iii) Paragraph (6)(G) (relating to travel and 
per diem). 

‘‘(iv) Paragraph (6)(H) (relating to detail of 
personnel). 

‘‘(8) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Committee shall 
each year report with respect to the conduct of 
its responsibilities under this title to the Admin-
istrator, the Management Advisory Council, the 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture of the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (p) of section 106 is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘18’’ in paragraph (2) and in-

serting ‘‘13’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon in 

subparagraph (C) of paragraph (2); 
(C) by striking ‘‘Transportation; and’’ in sub-

paragraph (D) of paragraph (2) and inserting 
‘‘Transportation.’’; 

(D) by striking subparagraph (E) of para-
graph (2); 

(E) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) NO FEDERAL OFFICER OR EMPLOYEE.—No 
member appointed under paragraph (2)(C) may 
serve as an officer or employee of the United 
States Government while serving as a member of 
the Council.’’; 

(F) by striking subparagraphs (C), (D), (H), 
and (I) of paragraph (6) and redesignating sub-
paragraphs (E), (F), (G), (J), (K), and (L) as 
subparagraphs (C), (D), (E), (F), (G), and (H), 
respectively; and 

(G) by striking paragraphs (7) and (8). 
(2) Section 106(s) (as redesignated by sub-

section (a) of this section) is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Air Traffic Services Sub-

committee of the Aviation Management Advisory 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:20 Jan 14, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 6333 E:\2003SENATE\S12JN3.REC S12JN3m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7767 June 12, 2003 
Council.’’ and inserting ‘‘Air Traffic Services 
Committee.’’ in paragraphs (1)(A) and (2)(A); 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Air Traffic Services Sub-
committee of the Aviation Management Advisory 
Council,’’ and inserting ‘‘Air Traffic Services 
Committee,’’ in paragraph (3). 

(3) Section 106 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(t) AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘air traffic con-
trol system’ has the meaning such term has 
under section 40102(a).’’. 

(c) TRANSITION FROM AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE COM-
MITTEE.— 

(1) TERMINATION OF MANAGEMENT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP.—Effective on the day 
after the date of enactment of this Act, any 
member of the Management Advisory Council 
appointed under section 106(p)(2)(E) of title 49, 
United States Code, (as such section was in ef-
fect on the day before such date of enactment) 
who is a member of the Council on such date of 
enactment shall cease to be a member of the 
Council. 

(2) COMMENCEMENT OF MEMBERSHIP ON AIR 
TRAFFIC SERVICES COMMITTEE.—Effective on the 
day after the date of enactment of this Act, any 
member of the Management Advisory Council 
whose membership is terminated by paragraph 
(1) shall become a member of the Air Traffic 
Services Committee as provided by section 
106(q)(2)(G) of title 49, United States Code, to 
serve for the remainder of the term to which 
that member was appointed to the Council. 
SEC. 107. CLARIFICATION OF RESPONSIBILITIES 

OF CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER. 
Section 106(s) (as redesignated by section 

106(a)(1) of this Act) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Transportation and Con-

gress’’ in paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘Trans-
portation, the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate,’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘develop a strategic plan of the 
Administration for the air traffic control system, 
including the establishment of—’’ in paragraph 
(5)(A) and inserting ‘‘implement the strategic 
plan of the Administration for the air traffic 
control system in order to further—’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘To review the operational 
functions of the Administration,’’ in paragraph 
(5)(B) and inserting ‘‘To oversee the day-to-day 
operational functions of the Administration for 
air traffic control,’’; 

(4) by striking ‘‘system prepared by the Ad-
ministrator;’’ in paragraph (5)(C)(i) and insert-
ing ‘‘system;’’; 

(5) by striking ‘‘Administrator and the Sec-
retary of Transportation;’’ in paragraph 
(5)(C)(ii) and inserting ‘‘Administrator;’’; and 

(6) by striking paragraph (5)(C)(iii) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(iii) ensure that the budget request supports 
the agency’s annual and long-range strategic 
plans for air traffic control services.’’. 

TITLE II—AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 201. NATIONAL CAPACITY PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part B of subtitle VII is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘CHAPTER 477. NATIONAL CAPACITY 
PROJECTS 

‘‘47701. Capacity enhancement. 
‘‘47702. Designation of national capacity 

projects. 
‘‘47703. Expedited coordinated environ-

mental review process; project co-
ordinators and environment im-
pact teams. 

‘‘47704. Compatible land use initiative for 
national capacity projects. 

‘‘47705. Air traffic procedures at national 
capacity projects. 

‘‘47706. Pilot program for environmental re-
view at national capacity 
projects. 

‘‘47707. Definitions. 
‘‘§ 47701. Capacity enhancement 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 30 days after the 
date of enactment of the Aviation Investment 
and Revitalization Vision Act, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall identify those airports 
among the 31 airports covered by the Federal 
Aviation Administration’s Airport Capacity 
Benchmark Report 2001 with delays that signifi-
cantly affect the national air transportation 
system. 

‘‘(b) TASK FORCE; CAPACITY ENHANCEMENT 
STUDY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall direct 
any airport identified by the Secretary under 
subsection (a) that is not engaged in a runway 
expansion process and has not initiated a ca-
pacity enhancement study (or similar capacity 
assessment) since 1996— 

‘‘(A) to establish a delay reduction task force 
to study means of increasing capacity at the air-
port, including air traffic, airline scheduling, 
and airfield expansion alternatives; or 

‘‘(B) to conduct a capacity enhancement 
study. 

‘‘(2) SCOPE.—The scope of the study shall be 
determined by the airport and the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, and where appropriate 
shall consider regional capacity solutions. 

‘‘(3) RECOMMENDATIONS SUBMITTED TO SEC-
RETARY.— 

‘‘(A) TASK FORCE.—A task force established 
under this subsection shall submit a report con-
taining its findings and conclusions, together 
with any recommendations for capacity en-
hancement at the airport, to the Secretary with-
in 9 months after the task force is established. 

‘‘(B) CES.—A capacity enhancement study 
conducted under this subsection shall be sub-
mitted, together with its findings and conclu-
sions, to the Secretary as soon as the study is 
completed. 

‘‘(c) RUNWAY EXPANSION AND RECONFIGURA-
TION.—If the report or study submitted under 
subsection (b)(3) includes a recommendation for 
the construction or reconfiguration of runways 
at the airport, then the Secretary and the air-
port shall complete the planning and environ-
mental review process within 5 years after re-
port or study is submitted to the Secretary. The 
Secretary may extend the 5-year deadline under 
this subsection for up to 1 year if the Secretary 
determines that such an extension is necessary 
and in the public interest. The Secretary shall 
notify the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation, and to the House 
of Representatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of any such extension. 

‘‘(d) AIRPORTS THAT DECLINE TO UNDERTAKE 
EXPANSION PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If an airport at which the 
construction or reconfiguration of runways is 
recommended does not take action to initiate a 
planning and environmental assessment process 
for the construction or reconfiguration of those 
runways within 30 days after the date on which 
the report or study is submitted to the Secretary, 
then— 

‘‘(A) the airport shall be ineligible for plan-
ning and other expansion funds under sub-
chapter I of chapter 471, notwithstanding any 
provision of that subchapter to the contrary; 
and 

‘‘(B) no passenger facility fee may be ap-
proved at that airport during the 5-year period 
beginning 30 days after the date on which the 
report or study is submitted to the Secretary, 
for— 

‘‘(i) projects that, but for subparagraph (A), 
could have been funded under chapter 471; or 

‘‘(ii) any project other than on-airport air-
field-side capacity or safety-related projects. 

‘‘(2) SAFETY-RELATED AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROJECTS EXCEPTED.—Paragraph (1) does not 
apply to the use of funds for safety-related, se-
curity, or environment projects. 

‘‘(e) AIRPORTS THAT TAKE ACTION.—The Sec-
retary shall take all actions possible to expedite 

funding and provide options for funding to any 
airport undertaking runway construction or re-
configuration projects in response to rec-
ommendations by its task force. 

‘‘§ 47702. Designation of national capacity 
projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In response to a petition 

from an airport sponsor, or in the case of an air-
port on the list of airports covered by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration’s Airport Capacity 
Benchmarks study, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation may designate an airport development 
project as a national capacity project if the Sec-
retary determines that the project to be des-
ignated will significantly enhance the capacity 
of the national air transportation system. 

‘‘(b) DESIGNATION TO REMAIN IN EFFECT FOR 
5 YEARS.—The designation of a project as a na-
tional capacity project under paragraph (1) 
shall remain in effect for 5 years. The Secretary 
may extend the 5-year period for up to 2 addi-
tional years upon request if the Secretary finds 
that substantial progress is being made toward 
completion of the project. 

‘‘§ 47703. Expedited coordinated environ-
mental review process; project coordinators 
and environment impact teams 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall implement an expedited coordinated 
environmental review process for national ca-
pacity projects that— 

‘‘(1) provides for better coordination among 
the Federal, regional, State, and local agencies 
concerned with the preparation of environ-
mental impact statements or environmental as-
sessments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); 

‘‘(2) provides for an expedited and coordi-
nated process in the conduct of environmental 
reviews that ensures that, where appropriate, 
the reviews are done concurrently and not con-
secutively; and 

‘‘(3) provides for a date certain for completing 
all environmental reviews. 

‘‘(b) HIGH PRIORITY FOR AIRPORT ENVIRON-
MENTAL REVIEWS.—Each department and agen-
cy of the United States Government with juris-
diction over environmental reviews shall accord 
any such review involving a national capacity 
project the highest possible priority and conduct 
the review expeditiously. If the Secretary finds 
that any such department or agency is not com-
plying with the requirements of this subsection, 
the Secretary shall notify the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, and 
to the House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure immediately. 

‘‘(c) PROJECT COORDINATORS; EIS TEAMS.— 
‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.—For each project des-

ignated by the Secretary as a national capacity 
project under subsection (a) for which an envi-
ronmental impact statement or environmental 
assessment must be filed, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) designate a project coordinator within 
the Department of Transportation; and 

‘‘(B) establish an environmental impact team 
within the Department. 

‘‘(2) FUNCTION.—The project coordinator and 
the environmental impact team shall— 

‘‘(A) coordinate the activities of all Federal, 
State, and local agencies involved in the project; 

‘‘(B) to the extent possible, working with Fed-
eral, State and local officials, reduce and elimi-
nate duplicative and overlapping Federal, State, 
and local permit requirements; 

‘‘(C) to the extent possible, eliminate duplicate 
Federal, State, and local environmental review 
procedures; and 

‘‘(D) provide direction for compliance with all 
applicable Federal, State, and local environ-
mental requirements for the project. 

‘‘§ 47704. Compatible land use initiative for 
national capacity projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation may make grants under chapter 471 to 
States and units of local government for land 
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use compatibility plans directly related to na-
tional capacity projects for the purposes of mak-
ing the use of land areas around the airport 
compatible with aircraft operations if the land 
use plan or project meets the requirements of 
this section. 

‘‘(b) CONDITIONS.—A land use plan or project 
meets the requirements of this section if it— 

‘‘(1) is sponsored by the public agency that 
has the authority to plan and adopt land use 
control measures, including zoning, in the plan-
ning area in and around the airport and that 
agency provides written assurances to the Sec-
retary that it will work with the affected airport 
to identify and adopt such measures; 

‘‘(2) does not duplicate, and is not incon-
sistent with, an airport noise compatibility pro-
gram prepared by an airport owner or operator 
under chapter 475 or with other planning car-
ried out by the airport; 

‘‘(3) is subject to an agreement between the 
public agency sponsor and the airport owner or 
operator that the development of the land use 
compatibility plan will be done cooperatively; 

‘‘(4) is consistent with the airport operation 
and planning, including the use of any noise ex-
posure contours on which the land use compat-
ibility planning or project is based; and 

‘‘(5) has been approved jointly by the airport 
owner or operator and the public agency spon-
sor. 

‘‘(c) ASSURANCES FROM SPONSORS.—The Sec-
retary may require the airport sponsor, public 
agency, or other entity to which a grant may be 
awarded under this section to provide such ad-
ditional assurances, progress reports, and other 
information as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to carry out this section. 
‘‘§ 47705. Air traffic procedures at national 

capacity projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation may consider prescribing flight proce-
dures to avoid or minimize potentially signifi-
cant adverse noise impacts of the project during 
the environmental planning process for a na-
tional capacity project that involves the con-
struction of new runways or the reconfiguration 
of existing runways. If the Secretary determines 
that noise mitigation flight procedures are con-
sistent with safe and efficient use of the navi-
gable airspace, then, at the request of the air-
port sponsor, the Administrator may, in a man-
ner consistent with applicable Federal law, com-
mit to prescribing such procedures in any record 
of decision approving the project. 

‘‘(b) MODIFICATION.—Notwithstanding any 
commitment by the Secretary under subsection 
(a), the Secretary may initiate changes to such 
procedures if necessary to maintain safety and 
efficiency in light of new information or 
changed circumstances. 
‘‘§ 47706. Pilot program for environmental re-

view at national capacity projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall initiate a 5-year pilot program fund-
ed by airport sponsors— 

‘‘(1) to hire additional fulltime-equivalent en-
vironmental specialists and attorneys, or 

‘‘(2) to obtain the services of such specialists 
and attorneys from outside the United States 
Government, to assist in the provision of an ap-
propriate nationwide level of staffing for plan-
ning and environmental review of runway de-
velopment projects for national capacity projects 
at the Federal Aviation Administration. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PARTICIPANTS.—Participation 
in the pilot program shall be available, on a vol-
untary basis, to airports with an annual pas-
senger enplanement of not less than 3 million 
passengers. The Secretary shall specify the min-
imum contribution necessary to qualify for par-
ticipation in the pilot program, which shall be 
not less than the amount necessary to com-
pensate the Department of Transportation for 
the expense of a fulltime equivalent environ-
mental specialist and attorney qualified at the 
GS-14 equivalent level. 

‘‘(c) RETENTION OF REVENUES.—The salaries 
and expenses account of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall retain as an offsetting col-
lection such sums as may be necessary from 
such proceeds for the costs of developing and 
implementing the program required by sub-
section (a). Such offsetting collections shall be 
available for obligation subject to the terms and 
conditions of the receiving appropriations ac-
count, and shall be deposited in such accounts 
on a quarterly basis. Such offsetting collections 
are authorized to remain available until ex-
pended for such purpose. 
‘‘§ 47707. Definitions 

‘‘In this chapter: 
‘‘(1) NATIONAL CAPACITY PROJECT.—The term 

‘national capacity project’ means a project des-
ignated by the Secretary under section 44702. 

‘‘(2) OTHER TERMS.—The definitions in section 
47102 apply to any terms used in this chapter 
that are defined in that section.’’. 

(b) ADDITIONAL STAFF AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to hire 
additional environmental specialists and attor-
neys needed to process environmental impact 
statements in connection with airport construc-
tion projects and to serve as project coordinators 
and environmental impact team members under 
section 47703 of title 49, United States Code. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
subtitle VII is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 475 the following: 

‘‘477. National capacity projects .. 47701’’. 
SEC. 202. CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS. 

Not later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall report to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation on the 
categorical exclusions currently recognized and 
provide a list of proposed additional categorical 
exclusions from the requirement that an envi-
ronmental assessment or an environmental im-
pact statement be prepared under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.) for projects at airports. In determining 
the list of additional proposed categorical exclu-
sions, the Secretary shall include such other 
projects as the Secretary determines should be 
categorically excluded in order to ensure that 
Department of Transportation environmental 
staff resources are not diverted to lower priority 
tasks and are available to expedite the environ-
mental reviews of airport capacity enhancement 
projects at congested airports. 
SEC. 203. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS. 

(a) NOTICE REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary of 
Transportation identifies an airport capacity 
enhancement project at a congested airport 
under section 47171(c) of title 49, United States 
Code, the Secretary shall publish a notice in the 
Federal Register requesting comments on wheth-
er reasonable alternatives exist to the project. 

(b) CERTAIN REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, an alter-
native shall be considered reasonable if— 

(1) the alternative does not create an unrea-
sonable burden on interstate commerce, the na-
tional aviation system, or the navigable air-
space; 

(2) the alternative is not inconsistent with 
maintaining the safe and efficient use of the 
navigable airspace; 

(3) the alternative does not conflict with a law 
or regulation of the United States; 

(4) the alternative would result in at least the 
same reduction in congestion at the airport or in 
the national aviation system as the proposed 
project; and 

(5) in any case in which the alternative is a 
proposed construction project at an airport 
other than a congested airport, firm commit-
ments to provide such alternate airport capacity 
exists, and the Secretary determines that such 
alternate airport capacity will be available no 
later than 4 years after the date of the Sec-
retary’s determination under this section. 

(c) COMMENT PERIOD.—The Secretary shall 
provide a period of 60 days for comments on a 
project identified by the Secretary under this 
section after the date of publication of notice 
with respect to the project. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF EXISTENCE OF REASON-
ABLE ALTERNATIVES.—Not later than 90 days 
after the last day of a comment period estab-
lished under subsection (c) for a project, the 
Secretary shall determine whether reasonable 
alternatives exist to the project. The determina-
tion shall be binding on all persons, including 
Federal and State agencies, acting under or ap-
plying Federal laws when considering the avail-
ability of alternatives to the project. 

(e) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY.—This sec-
tion does not apply to— 

(1) any alternatives analysis required under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); or 

(2) a project at an airport if the airport spon-
sor requests, in writing, to the Secretary that 
this section not apply to the project. 
SEC. 204. INCREASE IN APPORTIONMENT FOR, 

AND FLEXIBILITY OF, NOISE COM-
PATIBILITY PLANNING PROGRAMS. 

Section 47117(e)(1)(A) is amended— 
(1) by striking the first sentence and inserting: 

‘‘At least 35 percent for grants for airport noise 
compatibility planning under section 47505(a)(2) 
for a national capacity project, for carrying out 
noise compatibility programs under section 
47504(c) of this title, and for noise mitigation 
projects approved in an environmental record of 
decision for an airport development project des-
ignated as a national capacity project under 
section 47702.’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or not such 34 percent require-
ment’’ in the second sentence and inserting ‘‘the 
funding level required by the preceding sen-
tence’’. 
SEC. 205. SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION TO 

IDENTIFY AIRPORT CONGESTION-RE-
LIEF PROJECTS AND FORECAST AIR-
PORT OPERATIONS ANNUALLY. 

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF PROJECTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the date 

of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall provide— 

(A) a list of planned air traffic and airport-ca-
pacity projects at congested Airport Capacity 
Benchmark airports the completion of which 
will substantially relieve congestion at those air-
ports; and 

(B) a list of options for expanding capacity at 
the 8 airports on the list at which the most se-
vere delays are occurring, to the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation, and to the House of Representatives 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. The Secretary shall provide updated lists 
to those Committees 2 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(2) DELISTING OF PROJECTS.—The Secretary 
shall remove a project from the list provided to 
the Committees under paragraph (1) upon the 
request, in writing, of an airport operator if the 
operator states in the request that construction 
of the project will not be completed within 10 
years from the date of the request. 
SEC. 206. DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACTING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 471 
is amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 47138. Design-build contracting 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may ap-
prove an application of an airport sponsor 
under this section to authorize the airport spon-
sor to award a design-build contract using a se-
lection process permitted under applicable State 
or local law if— 

‘‘(1) the Administrator approves the applica-
tion using criteria established by the Adminis-
trator; 

‘‘(2) the design-build contract is in a form that 
is approved by the Administrator; 

‘‘(3) the Administrator is satisfied that the 
contract will be executed pursuant to competi-
tive procedures and contains a schematic design 
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adequate for the Administrator to approve the 
grant; 

‘‘(4) use of a design-build contract will be cost 
effective and expedite the project; 

‘‘(5) the Administrator is satisfied that there 
will be no conflict of interest; and 

‘‘(6) the Administrator is satisfied that the se-
lection process will be as open, fair, and objec-
tive as the competitive bid system and that at 
least three or more bids will be submitted for 
each project under the selection process. 

‘‘(b) REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS.—The Admin-
istrator may reimburse an airport sponsor for 
design and construction costs incurred before a 
grant is made pursuant to this section if the 
project is approved by the Administrator in ad-
vance and is carried out in accordance with all 
administrative and statutory requirements that 
would have been applicable under this chapter 
471, if the project were carried out after a grant 
agreement had been executed. 

‘‘(c) DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘design-build contract’ 
means an agreement that provides for both de-
sign and construction of a project by a con-
tractor.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 471 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 47137 the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘47138. Design-build contracting.’’. 
SEC. 207. SPECIAL RULE FOR AIRPORT IN ILLI-

NOIS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this title shall be 

construed to preclude the application of any 
provision of this Act to the State of Illinois or 
any other sponsor of a new airport proposed to 
be constructed in the State of Illinois. 

(b) AUTHORITY OF THE GOVERNOR.—Nothing 
in this title shall be construed to preempt the 
authority of the Governor of the State of Illinois 
as of August 1, 2001, to approve or disapprove 
airport development projects. 
SEC. 208. ELIMINATION OF DUPLICATIVE RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47106(c)(1) is amend-

ed— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘project;’’ in sub-

paragraph (A)(ii); 
(2) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(3) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-

paragraph (B). 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 

47106(c) of such title is amended— 
(1) by striking paragraph (4); 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4); and 
(3) by striking ‘‘(1)(C)’’ in paragraph (4), as 

redesignated, and inserting ‘‘(1)(B)’’. 
SEC. 209. STREAMLINING THE PASSENGER FACIL-

ITY FEE PROGRAM. 
Section 40117 is amended— 
(1) by striking from ‘‘finds—’’ in paragraph 

(4) of subsection (b) through the end of that 
paragraph and inserting ‘‘finds that the project 
cannot be paid for from funds reasonably ex-
pected to be available for the programs referred 
to in section 48103.’’; 

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (c)(2) 
the following: 

‘‘(E) The agency will include in its applica-
tion or notice submitted under subsection (1) 
copies of all certifications of agreement or dis-
agreement received under subparagraph (D). 

‘‘(F) For the purpose of this section, an eligi-
ble agency providing notice and consultation to 
an air carrier and foreign air carrier is deemed 
to have satisfied this requirement if it limits 
such notices and consultations to air carriers 
and foreign air carriers that have a significant 
business interest on the airport. In developing 
regulations to implement this provision, the Sec-
retary shall consider a significant business in-
terest to be defined as an air carrier or foreign 
air carrier that has no less than 1.0 percent of 
boardings at the airport in the prior calendar 
year, except that no air carrier or foreign air 

carrier may be considered excluded under this 
section if it has at least 25,000 boardings at the 
airport in the prior calendar year, or if it oper-
ates scheduled service, without regard to such 
percentage requirements.’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) of sub-
section (c) as paragraph (4) and inserting after 
paragraph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) Before submitting an application, the eli-
gible agency must provide reasonable notice and 
an opportunity for public comment. The Sec-
retary shall prescribe regulations that define 
reasonable notice and provide for at least— 

‘‘(A) a requirement that the eligible agency 
provide public notice of intent to collect a pas-
senger facility fee so as to inform those inter-
ested persons and agencies who may be affected, 
including— 

‘‘(i) publication in local newspapers of general 
circulation; 

‘‘(ii) publication in other local media; and 
‘‘(iii) posting the notice on the agency’s 

website; 
‘‘(B) a requirement for submission of public 

comments no sooner than 30 days after pub-
lishing of the notice and not later than 45 days 
after publication; and 

‘‘(C) a requirement that the agency include in 
its application or notice submitted under para-
graph (1) copies of all comments received under 
subparagraph (B).’’; 

(4) by striking ‘‘shall’’ in the first sentence of 
paragraph (4), as redesignated, of subsection (c) 
and inserting ‘‘may’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(l) PILOT PROGRAM FOR PASSENGER FACILITY 

FEE AUTHORIZATIONS AT SMALL AIRPORTS.— 
‘‘(1) There is established a pilot program for 

the Secretary to test alternative procedures for 
authorizing small airports to impose passenger 
facility fees. An eligible agency may impose a 
passenger facility fee at a non-hub airport (as 
defined in section 47102 of this title) that it con-
trols for use on eligible airport-related projects 
at that airport, in accordance with the provi-
sions of this subsection. These procedures shall 
be in lieu of the procedures otherwise specified 
in this section. 

‘‘(2) The eligible agency must provide reason-
able notice and an opportunity for consultation 
to air carriers and foreign air carriers in accord-
ance with subsection (c)(2), and must provide 
reasonable notice and opportunity for public 
comment in accordance with subsection (c)(3). 

‘‘(3) The eligible agency must submit to the 
Secretary a notice of intention to impose a pas-
senger facility fee, which notice shall include— 

‘‘(A) information that the Secretary may re-
quire by regulation on each project for which 
authority to impose a passenger facility charge 
is sought; 

‘‘(B) the amount of revenue from passenger 
facility charges that is proposed to be collected 
for each project; and 

‘‘(C) the level of the passenger facility charge 
that is proposed. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary shall acknowledge receipt 
of the notice and indicate any objection to the 
imposition of a passenger facility fee for any 
project identified in the notice within 30 days 
after receipt of the eligible agency’s notice. 

‘‘(5) Unless the Secretary objects within 30 
days after receipt of the eligible agency’s notice, 
the eligible agency is authorized to impose a 
passenger facility fee in accordance with the 
terms of its notice. 

‘‘(6) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, the Secretary shall 
propose such regulations as may be necessary to 
carry out this subsection. 

‘‘(7) The authority granted under this sub-
section shall expire three years after the 
issuance of the regulation required by para-
graph (6). 

‘‘(8) An acknowledgement issued under para-
graph (4) shall not be considered an order of the 
Secretary issued under section 46110 of this 
title.’’. 

SEC. 210. QUARTERLY STATUS REPORTS. 
Beginning with the second calendar quarter 

ending after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Transportation shall provide 
quarterly status reports to the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation and 
the House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure on the status 
of construction of each major runway project 
undertaken at the largest 40 commercial airports 
in terms of annual enplanements. 
SEC. 211. NOISE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 47501 is amended by 
adding at the end— 

‘‘(3) ‘Federal agency’ means any department, 
agency, corporation, or other establishment or 
instrumentality of the executive branch of the 
Federal Government, and includes the Federal 
National Mortgage Association and the Federal 
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation. 

‘‘(4) ‘Federal entity for lending regulation’ 
means the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
the Office of Thrift Supervision, the National 
Credit Union Administration, and the Farm 
Credit Administration, and with respect to a 
particular regulated lending institution means 
the entity primarily responsible for the super-
vision of the institution. 

‘‘(5) ‘Federal agency lender’ means a Federal 
agency that makes direct loans secured by im-
proved real estate or a mobile home, to the ex-
tent such agency acts in such capacity. 

‘‘(6) ‘residential real estate’ means real estate 
upon which a residential dwelling is located. 

‘‘(7) ‘noise exposure map’ means a noise expo-
sure map that complies with section 47503 of this 
title and part 150 of title 14, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

‘‘(8) ‘regulated lending institution’ means any 
bank, savings and loan association, credit 
union, farm credit bank, Federal land bank as-
sociation, production credit association, or simi-
lar institution subject to the supervision of a 
Federal entity for lending regulation.’’. 

(b) NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS.—Section 47503(b) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) REVISED MAPS.—If, in an area sur-
rounding an airport, a change in the operation 
of the airport would establish a substantial new 
noncompatible use, or would significantly re-
duce noise over existing noncompatible uses, be-
yond the forecast year, the airport operator 
shall submit a revised noise exposure map to the 
Secretary showing the new noncompatible use 
or noise reduction.’’. 

(c) NOTIFICATION OF NOISE EXPOSURE.—Chap-
ter 457 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 47511. Notification of noise exposure 

‘‘(a) NOISE EXPOSURE MAP.—An airport oper-
ator shall make available to lending institu-
tions, upon request, the most recent noise expo-
sure map submitted under section 47503 of this 
title. 

‘‘(b) LIST OF AIRPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
maintain a list of airports for which the airport 
operators have submitted a noise exposure map 
under section 47503 of this title. 

‘‘(c) REGULATED LENDING INSTITUTIONS.— 
Each Federal entity for lending regulation 
(after consultation and coordination with the 
Federal Financial Institutions Examination 
Council) shall direct by regulation that a regu-
lated lending institution may not make, in-
crease, extend or renew any loan secured by res-
idential real estate or a mobile home that is lo-
cated or to be located in the vicinity of an air-
port on the Secretary’s list described in sub-
section (b), unless the loan applicant’s purchase 
agreement for the residential real estate or mo-
bile home provides notice to the purchaser (or 
satisfactory assurances are provided that the 
seller has provided written notice to the pur-
chaser prior to the purchaser’s signing of the 
purchase agreement) that the property is within 
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the area of the noise contours on a noise expo-
sure map submitted under section 47503 of this 
chapter. The notice to the purchaser shall be ac-
knowledged by the purchaser’s signing of the 
purchase agreement or other notification docu-
ment and the regulated lending institution shall 
retain a record of the receipt of the notice by the 
purchaser. 

‘‘(d) FEDERAL AGENCY LENDERS.—Each Fed-
eral agency lender shall by regulation require 
notification in the manner provided in sub-
section (c) with respect to any loan that is made 
by the Federal agency lender and secured by 
residential real estate or a mobile home located 
or to be located in the vicinity of an airport on 
the Secretary’s list described in subsection (b). 

‘‘(e) CONTENTS OF NOTICE.—The notice re-
quired under this section shall disclose— 

‘‘(1) that the property is located within the 
noise contours depicted on the most recent noise 
exposure map submitted by the airport operator 
according to section 47503 of this chapter, and is 
subject to aircraft noise exposure; and 

‘‘(2) the name and telephone number of the 
airport where the purchaser may obtain more 
information on the aircraft noise exposure.’’. 
SEC. 212. PROHIBITION ON REQUIRING AIRPORTS 

TO PROVIDE RENT-FREE SPACE FOR 
FAA OR TSA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 401 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 40129. Prohibition on rent-free space re-

quirements for FAA or TSA 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Neither the Secretary of 

Transportation nor the Secretary of Homeland 
Security may require airport sponsors to provide 
building construction, maintenance, utilities 
and expenses, or space in airport sponsor-owned 
buildings to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion or the Transportation Security Administra-
tion without cost for services relating to air traf-
fic control, air navigation, aviation security, or 
weather reporting. 

‘‘(b) NEGOTIATED AGREEMENTS.—Subsection 
(a) does not prohibit— 

‘‘(1) the negotiation of agreements between ei-
ther Secretary and an airport sponsor to provide 
building construction, maintenance, utilities 
and expenses, or space in airport sponsor-owned 
buildings to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion or the Transportation Security Administra-
tion without cost or at below-market rates; or 

‘‘(2) either Secretary from requiring airport 
sponsors to provide land without cost to the 
Federal Aviation Administration for air traffic 
control facilities or space without cost to the 
Transportation Security Administration for nec-
essary security checkpoints.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 401 is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 
‘‘40129. Prohibition on rent-free space require-

ments for FAA or TSA.’’. 
SEC. 213. SPECIAL RULES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004. 

(a) APPORTIONMENT TO CERTAIN AIRPORTS 
WITH DECLINING BOARDINGS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal year 2004, the Sec-
retary of Transportation may apportion funds 
under section 47114 of title 49, United States 
Code, to the sponsor of an airport described in 
paragraph (2) in an amount equal to the 
amount apportioned to that airport under that 
section for fiscal year 2002, notwithstanding any 
provision of section 47114 to the contrary. 

(2) AIRPORTS TO WHICH PARAGRAPH (1) AP-
PLIES.—Paragraph (1) applies to any airport de-
termined by the Secretary to have had— 

(A) less than 0.05 percent of the total United 
States passenger boardings (as defined in sec-
tion 47102(10) of title 49, United States Code) for 
the calendar year used for determining appor-
tionments under section 47114 for fiscal year 
2004; 

(B) less than 10,000 passenger boardings in 
calendar year 2002; and 

(C) 10,000 or more passenger boardings in cal-
endar year 2000. 

(b) TEMPORARY INCREASE IN GOVERNMENT 
SHARE OF CERTAIN AIP PROJECT COSTS.—Not-
withstanding section 47109(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, the Government’s share of allow-
able project costs for a grant made in fiscal year 
2004 under chapter 471 of that title for a project 
described in paragraph (2) or (3) of that section 
shall be 95 percent. 
SEC. 214. AGREEMENTS FOR OPERATION OF AIR-

PORT FACILITIES. 
Section 47124 is amended— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘a qualified entity or’’ after 

‘‘with’’ in subsection (a); 
(2) by inserting ‘‘entity or ’’ after ‘‘allow the’’ 

in subsection (a); 
(3) by inserting ‘‘entity or’’ before ‘‘State’’ the 

last place it appears in subsection (a); 
(4) by striking ‘‘contract,’’ in subsection (b)(2) 

and inserting ‘‘contract with a qualified entity, 
or’’; 

(5) by striking ‘‘the State’’ each place it ap-
pears in subsection (b)(2) and inserting ‘‘the en-
tity or State’’; 

(6) by striking ‘‘PILOT’’ in the caption of sub-
section (b)(3); 

(7) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ in subsection (b)(3)(A); 
(8) by striking ‘‘pilot’’ in subsection (b)(3)(D); 
(9) by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 per fiscal year’’ in 

subsection (b)(3)(E) and inserting ‘‘$6,500,000 for 
fiscal 2004, $7,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, and 
$7,500,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(10) by striking ‘‘$1,100,000.’’ in subsection 
(b)(4)(C) and inserting ‘‘$1,500,000.’’. 
SEC. 215. PUBLIC AGENCIES. 

Section 47102(15) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon in sub-

paragraph (B); 
(2) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-

paragraph (D); and 
(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 

following: 
‘‘(C) the Department of the Interior with re-

spect to an airport owned by the Department 
that is required to be maintained for commercial 
aviation safety at a remote location; or’’. 
SEC. 216. FLEXIBLE FUNDING FOR NONPRIMARY 

AIRPORT APPORTIONMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47117(c)(2) is amend-

ed to read as follows: 
‘‘(2) WAIVER.—A sponsor of an airport may 

make an agreement with the Secretary of Trans-
portation waiving the sponsor’s claim to any 
part of the amount apportioned for the airport 
under sections 47114(c) and 47114(d)(2)(A) of this 
title if the Secretary agrees to make the waived 
amount available for a grant for another public- 
use airport in the same State or geographical 
area as the airport, as determined by the Sec-
retary.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 47108(a) is amended by inserting 

‘‘or section 47114(d)(2)(A)’’ after ‘‘under section 
47114(c)’’. 

(2) Section 47110 is amended— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or section 47114(d)(2)(A)’’ in 

subsection (b)(2)(C) after ‘‘of section 47114(c)’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘or section 47114(d)(2)(A)’’ in 

subsection (g) after ‘‘of section 47114(c)’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘of project.’’ in subsection (g) 

and inserting ‘‘of the project.’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) NONPRIMARY AIRPORTS.—The Secretary 

may decide that the costs of revenue producing 
aeronautical support facilities, including fuel 
farms and hangars, are allowable for an airport 
development project at a nonprimary airport 
and for which the Government’s share is paid 
only with funds apportioned to a sponsor under 
section 47114(d)(2)(A), if the Secretary deter-
mines that the sponsor has made adequate pro-
vision for financing airside needs of the air-
port.’’. 

(3) Section 47119(b) is amended by— 
(A) striking ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon in para-

graph (3); 
(B) striking ‘‘1970.’’ in paragraph (4) and in-

serting ‘‘1970; or’’; and 

(C) adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) to a sponsor of a nonprimary airport re-

ferred to in subparagraph (A) or (B) paragraph 
(2), any part of amounts apportioned to the 
sponsor for the fiscal year under section 
47114(d)(3)(A) of this title for project costs al-
lowable under section 47110(d) of this title.’’. 

(c) APPORTIONMENT FOR ALL-CARGO AIR-
PORTS.—Section 47114(c)(2)(A) is amended by 
striking ‘‘3’’ and inserting ‘‘3.5’’. 

(d) CONSIDERATIONS FOR CARGO OPER-
ATIONS.—Section 47115(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(5); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (6) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(7) the ability of the project to foster United 
States competitiveness in securing global air 
cargo activity at a United States airport.’’. 

TITLE III—AIRLINE SERVICE 
DEVELOPMENT 

Subtitle A—Program Enhancements 
SEC. 301. DELAY REDUCTION MEETINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 417 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘§ 41723. Delay reduction actions 

‘‘(a) DELAY REDUCTION MEETINGS.— 
‘‘(1) SCHEDULING REDUCTION MEETINGS.—The 

Secretary of Transportation may request that 
air carriers meet with the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to discuss 
flight reductions at severely congested airports 
to reduce overscheduling and flight delays dur-
ing hours of peak operation if— 

‘‘(A) the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration determines that it is nec-
essary to convene such a meeting; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary determines that the meet-
ing is necessary to meet a serious transportation 
need or achieve an important public benefit. 

‘‘(2) MEETING CONDITIONS.—Any meeting 
under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) shall be chaired by the Administrator; 
‘‘(B) shall be open to all scheduled air car-

riers; and 
‘‘(C) shall be limited to discussions involving 

the airports and time periods described in the 
Administrator’s determination. 

‘‘(3) FLIGHT REDUCTION TARGETS.—Before any 
such meeting is held, the Administrator shall es-
tablish flight reduction targets for the meeting 
and notify the attending air carriers of those 
targets not less than 48 hours before the meet-
ing. 

‘‘(4) DELAY REDUCTION OFFERS.—An air car-
rier attending the meeting shall make any delay 
reduction offer to the Administrator rather than 
to another carrier. 

‘‘(5) TRANSCRIPT.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that a transcript of the meeting is kept 
and made available to the public not later than 
3 business days after the conclusion of the meet-
ing. 

‘‘(b) STORMY WEATHER AGREEMENTS LIMITED 
EXEMPTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab-
lish a program to authorize by order discussions 
and agreements between 2 or more air carriers 
for the purpose of reducing flight delays during 
periods of inclement weather. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—An authorization issued 
under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) may only be issued by the Secretary after 
a determination by the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration that inclement weather is likely to ad-
versely and directly affect capacity at an air-
port for a period of at least 3 hours; 

‘‘(B) shall apply only to discussions and 
agreements concerning flights directly affected 
by the inclement weather; and 

‘‘(C) shall remain in effect for a period of 24 
hours. 

‘‘(3) PROCEDURE.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish procedures within 30 days after such date of 
enactment for— 
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‘‘(A) filing requests for an authorization 

under paragraph (1); 
‘‘(B) participation under paragraph (5) by 

representatives of the Department of Transpor-
tation in any meetings or discussions held pur-
suant to such an order; and 

‘‘(C) the determination by the Federal Avia-
tion Administration about the impact of inclem-
ent weather. 

‘‘(4) COPY OF PARTICIPATION REQUEST FILED 
WITH SECRETARY.—Before an air carrier may re-
quest an order under paragraph (1), it shall file 
a request with the Secretary, in such form and 
manner as the Secretary may prescribe, to par-
ticipate in the program established under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(5) DOT PARTICIPATION.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that the Department is represented 
at any meetings authorized under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(c) EXEMPTION AUTHORIZED.—When the Sec-
retary finds that it is required by the public in-
terest, the Secretary, as part of an order issued 
under subsection (b)(1), shall exempt a person 
affected by the order from the antitrust laws to 
the extent necessary to allow the person to pro-
ceed with the activities approved in the order. 

‘‘(d) ANTITRUST LAWS DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘antitrust laws’ has the meaning 
given that term in the first section of the Clay-
ton Act (15 U.S.C. 12). 

‘‘(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Secretary 
to issue an order under subsection (b)(1) of this 
section expires at the end of the 2-year period 
that begins 45 days after the date of enactment 
of the Aviation Investment and Revitalization 
Vision Act. The Secretary may extend the 2-year 
Period for an additional 2 years if the Secretary 
determines that such an extension is necessary 
and in the public interest. The Secretary shall 
notify the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation, and to the House 
of Representatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of any such extension.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 417 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 41722 the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘41723. Delay reduction actions.’’. 
SEC. 302. SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE DE-

VELOPMENT PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) 3-YEAR EXTENSION.—Section 41743(e)(2) is 

amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘There is’’ and inserting 

‘‘There are’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘2001 and’’ and inserting 

‘‘2001,’’; and 
(3) by striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2003, 

and $27,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2004, 
2005, and 2006’’. 

(b) ADDITIONAL COMMUNITIES.—Section 
41743(c)(4) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘program.’’ and inserting‘‘program each year. 
No community, consortia of communities, or 
combination thereof may participate in the pro-
gram twice.’’. 
SEC. 303. DOT STUDY OF COMPETITION AND AC-

CESS PROBLEMS AT LARGE AND ME-
DIUM HUB AIRPORTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall study competition and airline access 
problems at hub airports (as defined in section 
41731(a)(3)) of title 49, United States Code, and 
medium hub airports (as defined in section 
41714(h)(9) of that title). In the study, the Sec-
retary shall examine, among other matters— 

(1) gate usage and availability; and 
(2) the effects of the pricing of gates and other 

facilities on competition and access. 
(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall transmit a 

report of the Secretary’s findings and conclu-
sions together with any recommendations, in-
cluding legislative recommendations, the Sec-
retary may have for improving competition and 
airline access at such airports to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representatives Com-

mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
within 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 304. COMPETITION DISCLOSURE REQUIRE-

MENT FOR LARGE AND MEDIUM HUB 
AIRPORTS. 

Section 47107 is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(q) COMPETITION DISCLOSURE REQUIRE-
MENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-
tation may approve an application under this 
subchapter for an airport development project 
grant for a hub airport or a medium hub airport 
only if the Secretary receives assurances that 
the airport sponsor will provide the information 
required by paragraph (2) at such time and in 
such form as the Secretary may require. 

‘‘(2) COMPETITIVE ACCESS.—If an airport de-
nies an application by an air carrier to receive 
access to gates or other facilities at that airport 
in order to provide service to the airport or to 
expand service at the airport, then, within 30 
days after denying the request, the airport spon-
sor shall— 

‘‘(A) notify the Secretary of the denial; and 
‘‘(B) transmit a report to the Secretary that— 
‘‘(i) describes the request; 
‘‘(ii) explains the reasons for the denial; and 
‘‘(iii) provides a time frame within which, if 

any, the airport will be able to accommodate the 
request. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) HUB AIRPORT.—The term ‘hub airport’ 

has the meaning given that term by section 
41731(a)(3). 

‘‘(B) MEDIUM HUB AIRPORT.—The term ‘me-
dium hub airport’ has the meaning given that 
term by section 41714(h)(9).’’. 

Subtitle B—Small Community and Rural Air 
Service Revitalization 

SEC. 351. REAUTHORIZATION OF ESSENTIAL AIR 
SERVICE PROGRAM. 

Section 41742(a) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Transportation 
to carry out the essential air service under this 
subchapter, $113,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2007, $50,000,000 of which for each 
such year shall be derived from amounts re-
ceived by the Federal Aviation Administration 
credited to the account established under sec-
tion 45303 of this title or otherwise provided to 
the Administration.’’. 
SEC. 352. INCENTIVE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 417 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER IV—MARKETING 
INCENTIVE PROGRAM 

‘‘Sec. 41781. Purpose. 
‘‘Sec. 41782. Marketing program. 
‘‘Sec. 41783. State marketing assistance. 
‘‘Sec. 41784. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 41785. Authorization of appropria-

tions. 

‘‘§ 41781. Purposes 
‘‘The purposes of this subchapter are— 
‘‘(1) to enable essential air service commu-

nities to increase boardings and the level of pas-
senger usage of airport facilities at an eligible 
place by providing technical, financial, and 
other marketing assistance to such communities 
and to States; 

‘‘(2) to reduce subsidy costs under subchapter 
II of this chapter as a consequence of such in-
creased usage; and 

‘‘(3) to provide such communities with oppor-
tunities to obtain, retain, and improve transpor-
tation services. 

‘‘§ 41782. Marketing program 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall establish a marketing incentive pro-
gram for eligible essential air service commu-

nities receiving assistance under subchapter II 
under which the airport sponsor in such a com-
munity may receive a grant of not more than 
$50,000 to develop and implement a marketing 
plan to increase passenger boardings and the 
level of passenger usage of its airport facilities. 

‘‘(b) MATCHING REQUIREMENT; SUCCESS BO-
NUSES— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graphs (2) and (3), not less than 25 percent of 
the publicly financed costs associated with the 
marketing plan shall come from non-Federal 
sources. For purposes of this paragraph— 

‘‘(A) the non-Federal portion of the publicly 
financed costs may be derived from contribu-
tions in kind; and 

‘‘(B) State or local matching contributions 
may not be derived, directly or indirectly, from 
Federal funds, but the use by a state or local 
government of proceeds from the sale of bonds to 
provide the matching contribution is not consid-
ered to be a contribution derived directly or in-
directly from Federal funds, without regard to 
the Federal income tax treatment of interest 
paid on those bonds or the Federal income tax 
treatment of those bonds. 

‘‘(2) BONUS FOR 25-PERCENT INCREASE IN 
USAGE.—Except as provided in paragraph (3), if, 
after any 12-month period during which a mar-
keting plan has been in effect, the Secretary de-
termines that the marketing plan has increased 
average monthly boardings, or the level of pas-
senger usage, at the airport facilities at the eli-
gible place, by 25 percent or more, then only 10 
percent of the publicly financed costs associated 
with the marketing plan shall be required to 
come from non-Federal sources for the following 
12-month period. 

‘‘(3) BONUS FOR 50-PERCENT INCREASE IN 
USAGE.—If, after any 12-month period during 
which a marketing plan has been in effect, the 
Secretary determines that the marketing plan 
has increased average monthly boardings, or the 
level of passenger usage, at the airport facilities 
at the eligible place, by 50 percent or more, then 
no portion of the publicly financed costs associ-
ated with the marketing plan shall be required 
to come from non-Federal sources for the fol-
lowing 12-month period. 

‘‘§ 41783. State marketing assistance 
‘‘The Secretary of Transportation may provide 

up to $50,000 in technical assistance to any 
State within which an eligible essential air serv-
ice community is located for the purpose of as-
sisting the State and such communities to de-
velop methods to increase boardings in such 
communities. At least 10 percent of the costs of 
the activity with which the assistance is associ-
ated shall come from non-Federal sources, in-
cluding contributions in kind. 

‘‘§ 41784. Definitions 
‘‘In this subchapter: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE PLACE.—The term ‘eligible 

place’ has the meaning given that term in sec-
tion 41731(a)(1). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE COMMU-
NITY.—The term ‘eligible essential air service 
community’ means an eligible place that— 

‘‘(A) submits an application to the Secretary 
in such form, at such time, and containing such 
information as the Secretary may require, in-
cluding a detailed marketing plan, or specifica-
tions for the development of such a plan, to in-
crease average boardings, or the level of pas-
senger usage, at its airport facilities; and 

‘‘(B) provides assurances, satisfactory to the 
Secretary, that it is able to meet the non-Federal 
funding requirements of section 41782(b)(1). 

‘‘(3) PASSENGER BOARDINGS.—The term ‘pas-
senger boardings’ has the meaning given that 
term by section 47102(10). 

‘‘(4) SPONSOR.—The term ‘sponsor’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 47102(19). 

‘‘§ 41785. Authorization of appropriations 
‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated to 

the Secretary of Transportation $12,000,000 for 
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each of fiscal years 2004 through 2007, not more 
than $200,000 per year of which may be used for 
administrative costs.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 417 of such title is amended 
by inserting after the item relating to section 
41767 the following: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER IV—MARKETING INCENTIVE 
PROGRAM 

‘‘41781. Purpose. 
‘‘41782. Marketing program. 
‘‘41783. State marketing assistance. 
‘‘41784. Definitions. 
‘‘41785. Authorization of appropriations.’’. 

SEC. 353. PILOT PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 417 

of title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 41745. Other pilot programs 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If the entire amount au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary of 
Transportation by section 41785 is appropriated 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2007, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall establish pilot programs 
that meet the requirements of this section for im-
proving service to communities receiving essen-
tial air service assistance under this subchapter 
or consortia of such communities. 

‘‘(b) PROGRAMS AUTHORIZED.— 
‘‘(1) COMMUNITY FLEXIBILITY.—The Secretary 

shall establish a pilot program for not more than 
10 communities or consortia of communities 
under which the airport sponsor of an airport 
serving the community or consortium may elect 
to forego any essential air service assistance 
under preceding sections of this subchapter for 
a 10-year period in exchange for a grant from 
the Secretary equal in value to twice the annual 
essential air service assistance received for the 
most recently ended calendar year. Under the 
program, and notwithstanding any provision of 
law to the contrary, the Secretary shall make a 
grant to each participating sponsor for use by 
the recipient for any project that— 

‘‘(A) is eligible for assistance under chapter 
471; 

‘‘(B) is located on the airport property; or 
‘‘(C) will improve airport facilities in a way 

that would make such facilities more usable for 
general aviation. 

‘‘(2) EQUIPMENT CHANGES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a pilot program for not more than 10 com-
munities or consortia of communities under 
which, upon receiving a petition from the spon-
sor of the airport serving the community or con-
sortium, the Secretary shall authorize and re-
quest the essential air service provider for that 
community or consortium to use smaller equip-
ment to provide the service and to consider in-
creasing the frequency of service using such 
smaller equipment. Before granting any such 
petition, the Secretary shall determine that pas-
senger safety would not be compromised by the 
use of such smaller equipment. 

‘‘(B) ALTERNATIVE SERVICES.—For any 3 
aiport sponsors participating in the program es-
tablished under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
may establish a pilot program under which— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary provides 100 percent Federal 
funding for reasonable levels of alternative 
transportation services from the eligible place to 
the nearest hub airport or small hub airport; 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary will authorize the sponsor 
to use its essential air service subsidy funds pro-
vided under preceding sections of this sub-
chapter for any airport-related project that 
would improve airport facilities; and 

‘‘(iii) the sponsor may make an irrevocable 
election to terminate its participation in the 
pilot program established under this paragraph 
after 1 year. 

‘‘(3) COST-SHARING.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a pilot program under which the spon-
sors of airports serving a community or consor-
tium of communities share the cost of providing 
air transportation service greater than the basic 

essential air service provided under this sub-
chapter. 

‘‘(4) EAS LOCAL PARTICIPATION PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall establish a pilot program under 
which designated essential air service commu-
nities located in proximity to hub airports are 
required to assume 10 percent of their essential 
air service subsidy costs for a 3-year period. 

‘‘(B) DESIGNATION OF COMMUNITIES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not des-

ignate any community under this paragraph 
unless it is located within 100 miles by road of 
a hub airport and is not located in a noncontig-
uous State. In making the designation, the Sec-
retary may take into consideration the total 
traveltime between a community and the nearest 
hub airport, taking into account terrain, traffic, 
weather, road conditions, and other relevant 
factors. 

‘‘(ii) ONE COMMUNITY PER STATE.—The Sec-
retary may not designate— 

‘‘(I) more than 1 community per State under 
this paragraph; or 

‘‘(II) a community in a State in which another 
community that is eligible to participate in the 
essential air service program has elected not to 
participate in the essential air service program. 

‘‘(C) APPEAL OF DESIGNATION.—A community 
may appeal its designation under this section. 
The Secretary may withdraw the designation of 
a community under this paragraph based on— 

‘‘(i) the airport sponsor’s ability to pay; or 
‘‘(ii) the relative lack of financial resources in 

a community, based on a comparison of the me-
dian income of the community with other com-
munities in the State. 

‘‘(D) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 
‘‘(i) NON-FEDERAL AMOUNTS.—For purposes of 

this section, the non-Federal portion of the es-
sential air service subsidy may be derived from 
contributions in kind, or through reduction in 
the amount of the essential air service subsidy 
through reduction of air carrier costs, increased 
ridership, pre-purchase of tickets, or other 
means. The Secretary shall provide assistance to 
designated communities in identifying potential 
means of reducing the amount of the subsidy 
without adversely affecting air transportation 
service to the community. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICATION WITH OTHER MATCHING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—This section shall apply to the 
Federal share of essential air service provided 
this subchapter, after the application of any 
other non-Federal share matching requirements 
imposed by law. 

‘‘(E) ELIGIBILITY FOR OTHER PROGRAMS NOT 
AFFECTED.—Nothing in this paragraph affects 
the eligibility of a community or consortium of 
communities, an airport sponsor, or any other 
person to participate in any program authorized 
by this subchapter. A community designated 
under this paragraph may participate in any 
program (including pilot programs) authorized 
by this subchapter for which it is otherwise eli-
gible— 

‘‘(i) without regard to any limitation on the 
number of communities that may participate in 
that program; and 

‘‘(ii) without reducing the number of other 
communities that may participate in that pro-
gram. 

‘‘(F) SECRETARY TO REPORT TO CONGRESS ON 
IMPACT.—The Secretary shall transmit a report 
to the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure on— 

‘‘(i) the economic condition of communities 
designated under this paragraph before their 
designation; 

‘‘(ii) the impact of designation under this 
paragraph on such communities at the end of 
each of the 3 years following their designation; 
and 

‘‘(iii) the impact of designation on air traffic 
patterns affecting air transportation to and 
from communities designated under this para-
graph. 

‘‘(c) CODE-SHARING.—Under the pilot program 
established under subsection (a), the Secretary 
is authorized to require air carriers providing 
service to participating communities and major 
air carriers (as defined in section 41716(a)(2)) 
serving large hub airports (as defined in section 
41731(a)(3)) to participate in multiple code-share 
arrangements consistent with normal industry 
practice whenever and wherever the Secretary 
determines that such multiple code-sharing ar-
rangements would improve air transportation 
services. The Secretary may not require air car-
riers to participate in such arrangements under 
this subsection for more than 10 such commu-
nities. 

‘‘(d) TRACK SERVICE.—The Secretary shall re-
quire essential air service providers to track 
changes in service, including on-time arrivals 
and departures. 

‘‘(e) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.—In order to 
participate in a pilot program established under 
this section, the airport sponsor for a commu-
nity or consortium of communities shall submit 
an application to the Secretary in such form, at 
such time, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may require.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 417 of such title is amended 
by inserting after the item relating to section 
41744 the following: 
‘‘41745. Other pilot programs.’’. 
SEC. 354. EAS PROGRAM AUTHORITY CHANGES. 

(a) RATE RENEGOTIATION.—If the Secretary of 
Transportation determines that essential air 
service providers are experiencing significantly 
increased costs of providing service under sub-
chapter II of chapter 417 of title 49, United 
States Code, the Secretary of Transportation 
may increase the rates of compensation payable 
under that subchapter within 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act without regard to 
any agreements or requirements relating to the 
renegotiation of contracts. For purposes of this 
subsection, the term ‘‘significantly increased 
costs’’ means an average monthly cost increase 
of 10 percent or more. 

(b) RETURNED FUNDS.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of law to the contrary, any funds 
made available under subchapter II of chapter 
417 of title 49, United States Code, that are re-
turned to the Secretary by an airport sponsor 
because of decreased subsidy needs for essential 
air service under that subchapter shall remain 
available to the Secretary and may be used by 
the Secretary under that subchapter to increase 
the frequency of flights at that airport. 

(c) SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE DEVELOP-
MENT PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 41743(h) of such 
title is amended by striking ‘‘an airport’’ and 
inserting ‘‘each airport’’. 

TITLE IV—AVIATION SECURITY 
SEC. 401. STUDY OF EFFECTIVENESS OF TRANS-

PORTATION SECURITY SYSTEM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Homeland 

Security shall study the effectiveness of the 
aviation security system, including the air mar-
shal program, hardening of cockpit doors, and 
security screening of passengers, checked bag-
gage, and cargo. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall transmit a 
report of the Secretary’s findings and conclu-
sions together with any recommendations, in-
cluding legislative recommendations, the Sec-
retary may have for improving the effectiveness 
of aviation security to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation and the 
House of Representatives Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure within 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act. In the 
report the Secretary shall also describe any re-
deployment of Transportation Security Adminis-
tration resources based on those findings and 
conclusions. The Secretary may submit the re-
port to the Committees in classified and redacted 
form. 
SEC. 402. AVIATION SECURITY CAPITAL FUND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established within 
the Department of Transportation a fund to be 
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known as the Aviation Security Capital Fund. 
The first $500,000,000 derived from fees received 
under section 44940(a)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code, in each of fiscal years 2004, 2005, 
and 2006 shall be available to the Fund. The 
Under Secretary of Homeland Security for Bor-
der and Transportation Security shall impose 
the fee authorized by section 44940(a)(1) of such 
title so as to collect at least $500,000,000 in each 
of fiscal years 2004, 2005, and 2006 for deposit 
into the fund. Amounts in the fund shall be al-
located in such a manner that— 

(1) 40 percent shall be made available for hub 
airports; 

(2) 20 percent shall be made available for me-
dium hub airports; 

(3) 15 percent shall be made available for small 
hub airports and non-hub airports; and 

(4) 25 percent shall be distributed by the Sec-
retary on the basis of aviation security risks. 

(b) PURPOSE.—Amounts in the Fund shall be 
available to the Secretary of Transportation, 
after consultation with the Under Secretary of 
Homeland Security for Border and Transpor-
tation Security to provide financial assistance to 
airport sponsors to defray capital investment in 
transportation security at airport facilities in 
accordance with the provisions of this section. 
The program shall be administered in concert 
with the airport improvement program under 
chapter 417 of title 49, United States Code. 

(c) APPORTIONMENT.—Amounts made avail-
able under subsection (a)(1), (a)(2), or (a)(3) 
shall be apportioned among the airports in each 
category in accordance with a formula based on 
the ratio that passenger emplanements at each 
airport in the category bears to the total pas-
senger emplanements at all airports in the that 
category. 

(d) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than the following 

percentage of the costs of any project funded 
under this section shall be derived from non- 
Federal sources: 

(A) For hub airports and medium hub air-
ports, 25 percent. 

(B) For airports other than hub airports and 
medium hub airports, 10 percent. 

(2) USE OF BOND PROCEEDS.—In determining 
the amount of non-Federal sources of funds, the 
proceeds of State and local bond issues shall not 
be considered to be derived, directly or indi-
rectly, from Federal sources without regard to 
the Federal income tax treatment of interest and 
principal of such bonds. 

(e) LETTERS OF INTENT.—The Secretary of 
Transportation, or his delegate, may execute let-
ters of intent to commit funding to airport spon-
sors from the Fund. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) USE OF PASSENGER FEE FUNDS.—Section 

44940(a)(1) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(H) The costs of security-related capital im-
provements at airports.’’. 

(2) LIMITATION ON COLLECTION.—Section 
44940(d)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘Act.’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Act or in section 402(a) of the Avia-
tion Investment and Revitalization Vision Act.’’. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this sec-
tion that is defined or used in chapter 417 of 
title 49 United States Code has the meaning 
given that term in that chapter. 
SEC. 403. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS RELATED TO 

SECURITY-RELATED AIRPORT DE-
VELOPMENT. 

(a) DEFINITION OF AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT.— 
Section 47102(3)(B) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon in 
clause (viii); 

(2) by striking ‘‘circular; and’’ in clause (ix) 
and inserting ‘‘circular.’’; and 

(3) by striking clause (x). 
(b) IMPROVEMENT OF FACILITIES AND EQUIP-

MENT.—Section 301(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Reauthorization Act of 1996 (49 U.S.C. 44901 
note) is amended by striking ‘‘travel.’’ and in-
serting ‘‘travel if the improvements or equipment 
will be owned and operated by the airport.’’. 

SEC. 404. ARMED FORCES CHARTERS. 
Section 132 of the Aviation and Transpor-

tation Security Act (49 U.S.C. 44903 note) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) EXEMPTION FOR ARMED FORCES CHAR-
TERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a) and (b) of 
this section, and chapter 449 of title 49, United 
States Code, do not apply to passengers and 
property carried by aircraft when employed to 
provide charter transportation to members of the 
armed forces. 

‘‘(2) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Secretary of Transportation, 
shall establish security procedures relating to 
the operation of aircraft when employed to pro-
vide charter transportation to members of the 
armed forces to or from an airport described in 
section 44903(c) of title 49, United States Code. 

‘‘(3) ARMED FORCES DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘armed forces’ has the meaning 
given that term by section 101(a)(4) of title 10, 
United States Code.’’. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 501. EXTENSION OF WAR RISK INSURANCE 

AUTHORITY. 
(a) EXTENSION OF POLICIES.—Section 

44302(f)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘2004,’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF LIABILITY LIMITATION.— 
Section 44303(b) is amended by striking ‘‘2004,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2006,’’. 

(c) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 44310 
is amended by striking ‘‘2004.’’ and inserting 
‘‘2006.’’. 
SEC. 502. COST-SHARING OF AIR TRAFFIC MOD-

ERNIZATION PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 445 is amended by 

adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 44517. Program to permit cost-sharing of 

air traffic modernization projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the requirements 

of this section, the Secretary may carry out a 
program under which the Secretary may make 
grants to project sponsors for not more than 10 
eligible projects per fiscal year for the purpose 
of improving aviation safety and enhancing mo-
bility of the Nation’s air transportation system 
by encouraging non-Federal investment in crit-
ical air traffic control facilities and equipment. 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of an eligible project carried out under 
the program shall not exceed 33 percent. The 
non-Federal share of the cost of an eligible 
project shall be provided from non-Federal 
sources, including revenues collected pursuant 
to section 40117 of this title. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON GRANT AMOUNTS.—No eli-
gible project may receive more than $5,000,000 in 
Federal funds under the program. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall use 
amounts appropriated under section 48101(a) of 
this title to carry out this program. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘eligible 

project’ means a project relating to the Nation’s 
air traffic control system that is certified or ap-
proved by the Administrator and that promotes 
safety, efficiency, or mobility. Such projects may 
include— 

‘‘(A) airport-specific air traffic facilities and 
equipment, including local area augmentation 
systems, instrument landing systems, weather 
and wind shear detection equipment, lighting 
improvements, and control towers; 

‘‘(B) automation tools to effect improvements 
in airport capacity, including passive final ap-
proach spacing tools and traffic management 
advisory equipment; and 

‘‘(C) facilities and equipment that enhance 
airspace control procedures, including consoli-
dation of terminal radar control facilities and 
equipment, or assist in en route surveillance, in-
cluding oceanic and offshore flight tracking. 

‘‘(2) PROJECT SPONSOR.—The term ‘project 
sponsor’ means any major user of the National 

Airspace System, as determined by the Sec-
retary, including a public-use airport or a joint 
venture between a public-use airport and one or 
more air carriers. 

‘‘(f) TRANSFERS OF EQUIPMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, and upon 
agreement by the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration, project sponsors may 
transfer, without consideration, to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, facilities, equipment, 
or automation tools, the purchase of which was 
assisted by a grant made under this section, if 
such facilities, equipment or tools meet Federal 
Aviation Administration operation and mainte-
nance criteria. 

‘‘(g) GUIDELINES.—The Administrator shall 
issue advisory guidelines on the implementation 
of the program, which shall not be subject to ad-
ministrative rulemaking requirements under 
subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 5.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analyses for chapter 445 is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 
‘‘44517. Program to permit cost-sharing of air 

traffic modernization projects.’’. 
SEC. 503. COUNTERFEIT OR FRAUDULENTLY REP-

RESENTED PARTS VIOLATIONS. 
Section 44726(a)(1) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon in sub-

paragraph (A); 
(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub-

paragraph (D); 
(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 

following: 
‘‘(B) who knowingly, and with intent to de-

fraud, carried out or facilitated an activity pun-
ishable under a law described in subparagraph 
(A); 

‘‘(C) whose certificate is revoked under sub-
section (b) of this section; or’’; and 

(4) by striking ‘‘convicted of such a viola-
tion.’’ in subparagraph (D), as redesignated, 
and inserting ‘‘described in subparagraph (A), 
(B) or (C).’’. 
SEC. 504. CLARIFICATIONS TO PROCUREMENT AU-

THORITY. 
(a) UPDATE AND CLARIFICATION OF AUTHOR-

ITY.— 
(1) Section 40110(c) is amended to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(c) DUTIES AND POWERS.—When carrying out 

subsection (a) of this section, the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration may— 

‘‘(1) notwithstanding section 1341(a)(1) of title 
31, lease an interest in property for not more 
than 20 years; 

‘‘(2) consider the reasonable probable future 
use of the underlying land in making an award 
for a condemnation of an interest in airspace; 
and 

‘‘(3) dispose of property under subsection 
(a)(2) of this section, except for airport and air-
way property and technical equipment used for 
the special purposes of the Administration, only 
under sections 121, 123, and 126 and chapter 5 of 
title 40.’’. 

(2) Section 40110(d)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘implement, not later than January 1, 1996,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘implement’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION.—Section 106(f)(2)(A)(ii) is 
amended by striking ‘‘property’’ and inserting 
‘‘property, services,’’. 
SEC. 505. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

Section 46110(c) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subtitle, judicial review of an order 
issued, in whole or in part, pursuant to this 
part, part B of this subtitle , or subsection (l) or 
(s) of section 114 of this title, shall be in accord-
ance with the provisions of this section.’’. 
SEC. 506. CIVIL PENALTIES. 

(a) INCREASE IN MAXIMUM CIVIL PENALTY.— 
Section 46301(a) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000’’ in paragraph (1) and 
inserting ‘‘$25,000’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘or’’ the last time it appears in 
paragraph (1)(A); 
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(3) by striking ‘‘section )’’ in paragraph 

(1)(A), and inserting ‘‘section), or section 
47133’’; 

(4) by striking paragraphs (2), (3), (6), and (7) 
and redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and (8) as 
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively; and 

(5) by striking ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2)’’ in 
paragraph (4), as redesignated, and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (1)’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN LIMIT ON ADMINISTRATIVE AU-
THORITY AND CIVIL PENALTY.—Section 46301(d) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$50,000;’’ in paragraph (4)(A) 
by inserting ‘‘$50,000, if the violation occurred 
before the date of enactment of the Aviation Au-
thorization Act of 2003, or $1,000,000, if the vio-
lation occurred on or after that date;’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$50,000.’’ in paragraph (8) and 
inserting ‘‘$50,000, if the violation occurred be-
fore the date of enactment of the Aviation Au-
thorization Act of 2003, or $1,000,000, if the vio-
lation occurred on or after that date.’’. 
SEC. 507. MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS. 

(a) AMOUNTS SUBJECT TO APPORTIONMENT 
UNDER CHAPTER 471.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 47102 is amended— 
(A) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(6) ‘amount newly made available’ means the 

amount newly made available under section 
48103 of this title as an authorization for grant 
obligations for a fiscal year, as that amount 
may be limited in that year by a provision in an 
appropriations Act, but as determined without 
regard to grant obligation recoveries made in 
that year or amounts covered by section 
47107(f).’’; and 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(20) as paragraphs (8) through (21), and insert-
ing after paragraph (6) the following: 

‘‘(7) ‘amount subject to apportionment’ means 
the amount newly made available, less the 
amount made available for the fiscal year for 
administrative expenses under section 48105.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 41742(b) is amended by striking 

‘‘Notwithstanding section 47114(g) of this title, 
any’’ and inserting ‘‘Any’’. 

(B) Section 47104(b) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(b) INCURRING OBLIGATIONS.—The Secretary 
may incur obligations to make grants from the 
amount subject to apportionment as soon as the 
apportionments required by sections 47114(c) 
and (d)(2) of this title have been issued.’’. 

(C) Section 47107(f)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘made available to the Secretary under section 
48103 of this title and’’ and inserting ‘‘subject to 
apportionment, and is’’. 

(D) Section 47114 is amended— 
(i) by striking subsection (a); 
(ii) by striking ‘‘apportionment for that fiscal 

year’’ in subsection (b) and inserting ‘‘appor-
tionment’’; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘total amount made available 
under section 48103’’ in subsections (c)(2)(C), 
(d)(3), and (e)(4) and inserting ‘‘amount subject 
to apportionment’’; 

(iv) by striking ‘‘each fiscal year’’ in sub-
section (c)(2)(A); and 

(v) by striking ‘‘for each fiscal year’’ in sub-
section (d)(2). 

(E) Subsection 47116(b) is amended by striking 
‘‘amounts are made available under section 
48103 of this title’’ and inserting ‘‘an amount is 
subject to apportionment’’. 

(F) Section 47117 is amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘amounts are made available 

under section 48103 of this title.’’ in subsection 
(a) and inserting ‘‘an amount is subject to ap-
portionment.’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘a sufficient amount is made 
available under section 48103.’’ in subsection 
(f)(2)(A) and inserting ‘‘there is a sufficient 
amount subject to apportionment.’’; 

(iii) in subsection (f)(2)(B), by inserting ‘‘in’’ 
before ‘‘the succeeding’’; 

(iv) by striking ‘‘NEWLY AVAILABLE’’ in the 
caption of subsection (f)(3) and inserting ‘‘RE-
STORED’’; 

(v) by striking ‘‘newly available under section 
48103 of this title,’’ in subsection (f)(3)(A) and 
inserting ‘‘subject to apportionment,’’; 

(vi) by striking ‘‘made available under section 
48103 for such obligations for such fiscal year.’’ 
in subsection (f)(4) and inserting ‘‘subject to ap-
portionment.’’; and 

(vii) by striking ‘‘enacted after September 3, 
1982,’’ in subsection (g). 

(b) RECOVERED FUNDS.—Section 47117 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) CREDITING OF RECOVERED FUNDS.—For 
the purpose of determining compliance with a 
limitation on the amount of grant obligations 
that may be incurred in a fiscal year imposed by 
an appropriations Act, an amount that is recov-
ered by canceling or reducing a grant obliga-
tion— 

‘‘(1) shall be treated as a negative obligation 
that is to be netted against the gross obligation 
limitation, and 

‘‘(2) may permit the gross limitation to be ex-
ceeded by an equal amount.’’. 

(c) AIRPORT SAFETY DATA COLLECTION.—Sec-
tion 47130 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 47130. Airport safety data collection 
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 

the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration may award a contract, using sole 
source or limited source authority, or enter into 
a cooperative agreement with, or provide a 
grant from amounts made available under sec-
tion 48103 to, a private company or entity for 
the collection of airport safety data. If a grant 
is provided, the United States Government’s 
share of the cost of the data collection shall be 
100 percent.’’. 

(d) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Section 
47107(l)(5)(A) is amended by inserting ‘‘or any 
other governmental entity’’ after ‘‘sponsor’’. 

(e) AUDIT CERTIFICATION.—Section 47107(m) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘promulgate regulations that’’ 
in paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘include a provi-
sion in the compliance supplement provisions 
to’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘and opinion of the review’’ in 
paragraph (1); and 

(3) by striking paragraph (3). 
(f) NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS.—Section 47503(a) 

is amended by striking ‘‘1985,’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
forecast year that is at least 5 years in the fu-
ture,’’. 

(g) CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF PFCS 
TO MILITARY CHARTERS.—Section 40117(e)(2) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon in 
subparagraph (D); 

(2) by striking ‘‘passengers.’’ in subparagraph 
(E) and inserting ‘‘passengers; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) enplaning at an airport if the passenger 

did not pay for the air transportation which re-
sulted in such enplanement due to charter ar-
rangements and payment by the United States 
Department of Defense.’’. 
SEC. 508. LOW-EMISSION AIRPORT VEHICLES AND 

INFRASTRUCTURE. 
(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section is 

to permit the use of funds made available under 
subchapter 471 to encourage commercial service 
airports in air quality nonattainment and main-
tenance areas to undertake projects for gate 
electrification, acquisition or conversion of air-
port vehicles and airport-owned ground support 
equipment to acquire low-emission technology, 
low-emission technology fuel systems, and other 
related air quality projects on a voluntary basis 
to improve air quality and more aggressively ad-
dress the constraints that emissions can impose 
on future aviation growth. Use of those funds is 
conditioned on airports receiving credits for 
emissions reductions that can be used to miti-
gate the air quality effects of future airport de-

velopment. Making these projects eligible for 
funding in addition to those projects that are al-
ready eligible under section 47102(3)(F) is in-
tended to support those projects that, at the 
time of execution, may not be required by the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7501 et seq.), but may 
be needed in the future. 

(b) ACTIVITIES ADDED TO DEFINITION OF ‘‘AIR-
PORT DEVELOPMENT’’.—Section 47102(3) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(K) work necessary to construct or modify 
airport facilities to provide low-emission fuel 
systems, gate electrification, and other related 
air quality improvements at a commercial service 
airport, if the airport is located in an air quality 
nonattainment or maintenance area (as defined 
in sections 171(2) and 175(A) of the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7501(2), 7505a) and if such project 
will result in an airport receiving appropriate 
emission credits, as described in section 47139 of 
this title. The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, shall issue guidance describing eli-
gible low-emission modifications and improve-
ments and stating how airport sponsors will 
demonstrate benefits. 

‘‘(L) a project for the acquisition or conver-
sion of vehicles and ground support equipment, 
owned by a commercial service airport, to low- 
emission technology, if the airport is located in 
an air quality nonattainment or maintenance 
area (as defined in sections 171(2) and 175(A) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7501(2), 7505a) and 
if such project will result in an airport receiving 
appropriate emission credits as described in sec-
tion 47139 of this title. The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall issue guidance 
describing eligible low-emission vehicle tech-
nology and stating how airport sponsors will 
demonstrate benefits. For airport-owned vehicles 
and equipment, the acquisition of which are not 
otherwise eligible for assistance under this sub-
chapter, the incremental cost of equipping such 
vehicles or equipment with low-emission tech-
nology shall be treated as eligible for assist-
ance.’’. 

(c) LOW-EMISSION TECHNOLOGY DEFINED.— 
Section 47102 is amended by redesignating para-
graphs (10) through (20), as paragraphs (11) 
through (21) respectively, and inserting after 
paragraph (9) the following: 

‘‘(11) ‘low-emission technology’ means tech-
nology for new vehicles and equipment whose 
emission performance is the best achievable 
under emission standards established by the En-
vironmental Protection Agency and that relies 
exclusively on alternative fuels that are sub-
stantially non-petroleum based, as defined by 
the Department of Energy, but not excluding 
hybrid systems.’’. 

(d) EMISSIONS CREDITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 471, 

as amended by section 206 of this Act, is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 47139. Emission credits for air quality 

projects 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and the Ad-

ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall jointly agree on how to assure that 
airport sponsors receive appropriate emission 
credits for projects described in sections 
40117(a)(3)(G), 47102(3)(K), or 47102(3)(L) of this 
title. The agreement must, at a minimum, in-
clude provisions to ensure that— 

‘‘(1) the credits will be consistent with the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7402 et seq.); 

‘‘(2) credits generated by the emissions reduc-
tions in criteria pollutants are kept by the air-
port sponsor and may be used for purposes of 
any current or future general conformity deter-
mination or as offsets under the New Source Re-
view program; 

‘‘(3) there is national consistency in the way 
credits are calculated and are provided to air-
ports; 

‘‘(4) credits are provided to airport sponsors in 
a timely manner; and 
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‘‘(5) there is a method by which the Secretary 

can be assured that, for any specific project for 
which funding is being requested, the appro-
priate credits will be granted. 

‘‘(b) ASSURANCE OF RECEIPT OF CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition for making 

a grant for a project described in section 
47102(3)(K), 47102(3)(L), or 47140 of this title, or 
as a condition for granting approval to collect 
or use a passenger facility fee for a project de-
scribed in sections 40117(a)(3)(G), 47102(3)(K), 
47102(3)(L), or 47140 of this title, the Secretary 
must receive assurance from the State in which 
the project is located, or from the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency where 
there is a Federal Implementation Plan, that the 
airport sponsor will receive appropriate emission 
credits in accordance with the conditions of this 
subsection. 

‘‘(2) CREDITS FOR CERTAIN EXISTING 
PROJECTS.—The Secretary and the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall jointly agree on how to provide emission 
credits to projects previously approved under 
section 47136 of this title during fiscal years 2001 
through 2003, under terms consistent with this 
section.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 471 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 47138 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘47139. Emission credits for air quality 

projects.’’. 
(e) AIRPORT GROUND SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 

EMISSIONS RETROFIT PILOT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 471 

is further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 47140. Airport ground support equipment 

emissions retrofit pilot program 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall carry out a pilot program at not 
more than 10 commercial service airports under 
which the sponsors of such airports may use an 
amount subject to apportionment to retrofit ex-
isting eligible airport ground support equipment 
which burns conventional fuels to achieve lower 
emissions utilizing emission control technologies 
certified or verified by the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency. 

‘‘(b) LOCATION IN AIR QUALITY NONATTAIN-
MENT OR MAINTENANCE AREAS.—A commercial 
service airport shall be eligible for participation 
in the pilot program only if the airport is lo-
cated in an air quality nonattainment or main-
tenance area (as defined in sections 171(2) and 
175(A) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7501(2), 
7505a)). 

‘‘(c) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting appli-
cants for participation in the pilot program, the 
Secretary shall give priority consideration to ap-
plicants that will achieve the greatest air qual-
ity benefits measured by the amount of emis-
sions reduced per dollar of funds expended 
under the pilot program. 

‘‘(d) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Not more than 
$500,000 may be expended under the pilot pro-
gram at any single commercial service airport. 

‘‘(e) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall establish guide-
lines regarding the types of retrofit projects eli-
gible under this pilot program by considering re-
maining equipment useful life, amounts of emis-
sion reduction in relation to the cost of projects, 
and other factors necessary to carry out this 
section. The Secretary may give priority to 
ground support equipment owned by the airport 
and used for airport purposes. 

‘‘(f) ELIGIBLE EQUIPMENT DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘eligible equip-
ment’ means ground service or maintenance 
equipment that— 

‘‘(1) is located at the airport; 
‘‘(2) used to support aeronautical and related 

activities on the airport; and 
‘‘(3) will remain in operation at the airport.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 471 is further amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 47139 
the following: 

‘‘47140. Airport ground support equipment emis-
sions retrofit pilot program.’’. 

SEC. 509. LOW-EMISSION AIRPORT VEHICLES AND 
GROUND SUPPORT EQUIPMENT. 

Section 40117(a)(3) is amended by inserting at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(G) A project for the acquisition or conver-
sion of ground support equipment or airport- 
owned vehicles used at a commercial service air-
port with, or to, low-emission technology or 
cleaner burning conventional fuels, or the retro-
fitting of such equipment or vehicles that are 
powered by a diesel or gasoline engine with 
emission control technologies certified or verified 
by the Environmental Protection Agency to re-
duce emissions, if the airport is located in an air 
quality nonattainment or maintenance area (as 
defined in sections 171(2) and 175(A) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7501(2), 7505a), and if 
such project will result in an airport receiving 
appropriate emission credits as described in sec-
tion 47139 of this title. The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall issue guidance 
for eligible projects and for how benefits must be 
demonstrated. The eligible cost is limited to the 
incremental amount that exceeds the cost of ac-
quiring other vehicles or equipment that are not 
low-emission and would be used for the same 
purpose, or to the cost of low-emission retro-
fitting. For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘‘ground support equipment’’ means service and 
maintenance equipment used at an airport to 
support aeronautical operations and related ac-
tivities.’’. 
SEC. 510. PACIFIC EMERGENCY DIVERSION AIR-

PORT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall enter into a memorandum of under-
standing with the Secretaries of Defense, the In-
terior, and Homeland Security to facilitate the 
sale of aircraft fuel on Midway Island, so that 
the revenue from the fuel sales can be used to 
operate Midway Island Airport in accordance 
with Federal Aviation Administration airport 
standards. The memorandum shall also address 
the long term potential for promoting tourism as 
a means of generating revenue to operate the 
airport. 

(b) NAVIGATIONAL AIDS.—The Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration may 
support and be responsible for maintaining all 
aviation-related navigational aids at Midway 
Island Airport. 
SEC. 511. GULF OF MEXICO AVIATION SERVICE IM-

PROVEMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation may develop and carry out a program de-
signed to expand and improve the safety, effi-
ciency, and security of— 

(1) air traffic control services provided to 
aviation in the Gulf of Mexico area; and 

(2) aviation-related navigational, low altitude 
communications and surveillance, and weather 
services in that area. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Transportation such sums as may 
be necessary to carry out this section for the 4 
fiscal year period beginning with fiscal year 
2004. 
SEC. 512. AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL COLLEGIATE 

TRAINING INITIATIVE. 
The Secretary of Transportation may use, 

from funds available to the Secretary and not 
otherwise obligated or expended, such sums as 
may be necessary to carry out and expand the 
Air Traffic Control Collegiate Training Initia-
tive. 
SEC. 513. INCREASE IN CERTAIN SLOTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41714(d)(1)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2’’ and inserting ‘‘3’’. 

(b) BEYOND-PERIMETER EXEMPTIONS.—Section 
41718(a) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘12’’ and inserting ‘‘24’’. 
SEC. 514. AIR TRANSPORTATION OVERSIGHT SYS-

TEM PLAN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
transmit to the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the House of 
Representatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure an action plan, with an im-
plementation schedule— 

(1) to provide adequate oversight of repair sta-
tions (known as Part 145 repair stations) and 
ensure that Administration-approved repair sta-
tions outside the United States are subject to the 
same level of oversight and quality control as 
those located in the United States; and 

(2) for addressing problems with the Air 
Transportation Oversight System that have been 
identified in reports by the Comptroller General 
and the Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation. 

(b) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The plan trans-
mitted by the Administrator under subsection 
(a)(2) shall set forth the action the Administra-
tion will take under the plan— 

(1) to develop specific, clear, and meaningful 
inspection checklists for the use of Administra-
tion aviation safety inspectors and analysts; 

(2) to provide adequate training to Adminis-
tration aviation safety inspectors in system safe-
ty concepts, risk analysis, and auditing; 

(3) to ensure that aviation safety inspectors 
with the necessary qualifications and experience 
are physically located where they can satisfy 
the most important needs; 

(4) to establish strong national leadership for 
the Air Transportation Oversight System and to 
ensure that the System is implemented consist-
ently across Administration field offices; and 

(5) to extend the Air Transportation Oversight 
System beyond the 10 largest air carriers, so it 
governs oversight of smaller air carriers as well. 
SEC. 515. NATIONAL SMALL COMMUNITY AIR 

SERVICE DEVELOPMENT OMBUDS-
MAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
417, as amended by section 353 of this Act, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 41746. National Small Community Air Serv-

ice Development Ombudsman 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established in 

the Department of Transportation the position 
of National Small Community Air Service Om-
budsman (in this section referred to as the ‘Om-
budsman’). The Secretary of Transportation 
shall appoint the Ombudsman. The Ombudsman 
shall report to the Secretary. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—The Ombudsman, in consulta-
tion with officials from small communities in the 
United States, State aviation agencies, and 
State and local economic development agencies, 
shall develop strategies for retaining and en-
hancing the air service provided to small com-
munities in the United States. 

‘‘(c) OUTREACH.—The Ombudsman shall so-
licit and receive comments from small commu-
nities regarding strategies for retaining and en-
hancing air service, and shall act as a liaison 
between the communities and Federal agencies 
for the purpose of developing such strategies.’’ 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 417 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 47145 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘47146. National small community air service de-

velopment ombudsman.’’. 
SEC. 516. NATIONAL COMMISSION ON SMALL 

COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 

commission to be known as the ‘‘National Com-
mission on Small Community Air Service’’ (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be 

composed of 9 members of whom— 
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(A) 3 members shall be appointed by the Sec-

retary; 
(B) 2 members shall be appointed by the Ma-

jority Leader of the Senate; 
(C) 1 member shall be appointed by the Minor-

ity Leader of the Senate; 
(D) 2 members shall be appointed by the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives; and 
(E) 1 member shall be appointed by the Minor-

ity Leader of the House of Representatives. 
(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Of the members ap-

pointed by the Secretary under paragraph 
(1)(A)— 

(A) 1 member shall be a representative of a re-
gional airline; 

(B) 1 member shall be a representative of an 
FAA-designated small-hub airport; and 

(C) 1 member shall be a representative of a 
State aviation agency. 

(3) TERMS.—Members shall be appointed for 
the life of the Commission. 

(4) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Commission 
shall be filled in the manner in which the origi-
nal appointment was made. 

(5) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Members shall serve 
without pay but shall receive travel expenses, 
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in ac-
cordance with subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 
5, United States Code. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON.—The member appointed by 
the Secretary under subsection (b)(2)(B) shall 
serve as the Chairperson of the Commission (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Chairperson’’). 

(d) DUTIES.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Commission shall undertake 

a study of— 
(A) the challenges faced by small communities 

in the United States with respect to retaining 
and enhancing their scheduled commercial air 
service; and 

(B) whether the existing Federal programs 
charged with helping small communities are 
adequate for them to retain and enhance their 
existing air service. 

(2) ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE COMMUNITIES.—In 
conducting the study, the Commission shall pay 
particular attention to the state of scheduled 
commercial air service in communities currently 
served by the Essential Air Service program. 

(e) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Based on the results 
of the study under subsection (d), the Commis-
sion shall make such recommendations as it con-
siders necessary to— 

(1) improve the state of scheduled commercial 
air service at small communities in the United 
States, especially communities described in sub-
section (d)(2); and 

(2) improve the ability of small communities to 
retain and enhance their existing air service. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after the 
date on which initial appointments of members 
to the Commission are completed, the Commis-
sion shall transmit to the President and Con-
gress a report on the activities of the Commis-
sion, including recommendations made by the 
Commission under subsection (e). 

(g) COMMISSION PANELS.—The Chairperson 
shall establish such panels consisting of mem-
bers of the Commission as the Chairperson de-
termines appropriate to carry out the functions 
of the Commission. 

(h) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 
(1) STAFF.—The Commission may appoint and 

fix the pay of such personnel as it considers ap-
propriate. 

(2) STAFF OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Upon re-
quest of the Chairperson, the head of any de-
partment or agency of the United States may de-
tail, on a reimbursable basis, any of the per-
sonnel of that department or agency to the Com-
mission to assist it in carrying out its duties 
under this section. 

(3) OTHER STAFF AND SUPPORT.—Upon the re-
quest of the Commission, or a panel of the Com-
mission, the Secretary shall provide the Commis-
sion or panel with professional and administra-
tive staff and other support, on a reimbursable 
basis, to assist the Commission or panel in car-
rying out its responsibilities. 

(i) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.—The Commis-
sion may secure directly from any department or 
agency of the United States information (other 
than information required by any statute of the 
United States to be kept confidential by such de-
partment or agency) necessary for the Commis-
sion to carry out its duties under this section. 
Upon request of the Chairperson, the head of 
that department or agency shall furnish such 
nonconfidential information to the Commission. 

(j) TERMINATION.—The Commission shall ter-
minate on the 30th day following the date of 
transmittal of the report under subsection (f). 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF THE FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the 
Commission. 
SEC. 517. TRAINING CERTIFICATION FOR CABIN 

CREW. 
Section 44935 is amended by adding at the end 

the following: 
‘‘(g) TRAINING STANDARDS FOR CABIN CREW.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall es-

tablish standards for cabin crew training, con-
sistent with the Homeland Security Act of 2002, 
and the issuance of certification. The Adminis-
trator shall require cabin crew members to com-
plete a cabin crew training courses approved by 
the Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Transportation Security Administration. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

provide for the issuance of an appropriate cer-
tificate to each individual who successfully com-
pletes such a course. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The cabin crew certificate 
shall— 

‘‘(i) be numbered and recorded by the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Administration; 

‘‘(ii) contain the name, address, and descrip-
tion of the individual to whom the certificate is 
issued; and 

‘‘(iii) contain the name of the current air car-
rier employer of the certificate holder; 

‘‘(iv) contain terms the Administrator deter-
mines are necessary to ensure safety in air com-
merce, including terms that the certificate shall 
remain valid unless the Administrator suspends 
or revokes the certificate; and 

‘‘(v) designate the type and model of aircraft 
on which the certificate holder cabin crew mem-
ber has successfully completed all Federal Avia-
tion Administration and Transportation Secu-
rity Administration required training in order to 
be assigned duties on board such type and 
model of aircraft. 

‘‘(3) CABIN CREW DEFINED.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘cabin crew’ means individuals working 
in an aircraft cabin on board a transport cat-
egory aircraft with 20 or more seats.’’. 
SEC. 518. AIRCRAFT MANUFACTURER INSURANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44302(f) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) AIRCRAFT MANUFACTURERS.—The Sec-
retary may offer to provide war and terrorism 
insurance to aircraft manufacturers for loss or 
damage arising from the operation of an Amer-
ican or foreign-flag aircraft, in excess of 
$50,000,000 in the aggregate or in excess of such 
other amounts of available primary insurance, 
on such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
may prescribe.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF AIRCRAFT MANUFACTURER.— 

Section 44301 is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(3) ‘aircraft manufacturer’ means any com-
pany or other business entity the majority own-
ership and control of which is by United States 
citizens that manufactures aircraft or aircraft 
engines.’’. 

(2) COVERAGE.—Section 44304(a) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) war and terrorism losses or damages of an 
aircraft manufacturer arising from the oper-
ation of an American or foreign-flag aircraft.’’. 
SEC. 519. GROUND-BASED PRECISION NAVIGA-

TIONAL AIDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation may establish a program for the installa-

tion, operation, and maintenance of ground- 
based precision navigational aids for terrain- 
challenged airports. The program shall include 
provision for— 

(1) preventative and corrective maintenance 
for the life of each system of such aids; and 

(2) requisite staffing and resources for the 
Federal Aviation Administration’s efficient 
maintenance of the program. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Transportation to carry out the 
program established under subsection (a) such 
sums as may be necessary. 
SEC. 520. STANDBY POWER EFFICIENCY PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation, in cooperation with the Secretary of 
Energy and, where applicable, the Secretary of 
Defense, may establish a program to improve the 
efficiency, cost-effectiveness, and environmental 
performance of standby power systems at Fed-
eral Aviation Administration sites, including the 
implementation of fuel cell technology. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Transportation such sums as may 
be necessary for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2008 to carry out the provisions of this 
section. 

TITLE VI—SECOND CENTURY OF FLIGHT 
SEC. 601. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Since 1990, the United States has lost more 

than 600,000 aerospace jobs. 
(2) Over the last year, approximately 100,000 

airline workers and aerospace workers have lost 
their jobs as a result of the terrorist attacks in 
the United States on September 11, 2001, and the 
slowdown in the world economy. 

(3) The United States has revolutionized the 
way people travel, developing new technologies 
and aircraft to move people more efficiently and 
more safely. 

(4) Past Federal investment in aeronautics re-
search and development have benefited the 
economy and national security of the United 
States and the quality of life of its citizens. 

(5) The total impact of civil aviation on the 
United States economy exceeds $900 billion an-
nually—9 percent of the gross national prod-
uct—and 11 million jobs in the national work-
force. Civil aviation products and services gen-
erate a significant surplus for United States 
trade accounts, and amount to significant num-
bers of America’s highly skilled, technologically 
qualified work force. 

(6) Aerospace technologies, products and serv-
ices underpin the advanced capabilities of our 
men and women in uniform and those charged 
with homeland security. 

(7) Future growth in civil aviation increas-
ingly will be constrained by concerns related to 
aviation system safety and security, aviation 
system capabilities, aircraft noise, emissions, 
and fuel consumption. 

(8) The United States is in danger of losing its 
aerospace leadership to international competi-
tors aided by persistent government interven-
tion. Many governments take their funding be-
yond basic technology development, choosing to 
fund product development and often bring the 
product to market, even if the products are not 
fully commercially viable. Moreover, inter-
national competitors have recognized the impor-
tance of noise, emission, fuel consumption, and 
constraints of the aviation system and have es-
tablished aggressive agendas for addressing 
each of these concerns. 

(9) Efforts by the European Union, through a 
variety of means, will challenge the United 
States’ leadership position in aerospace. A re-
cent report outlined the European Union’s goal 
of becoming the world’s leader in aviation and 
aeronautics by the end of 2020, utilizing better 
coordination among research programs, plan-
ning, and funding to accomplish this goal. 
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(10) Revitalization and coordination of the 

United States’ efforts to maintain its leadership 
in aviation and aeronautics are critical and 
must begin now. 

(11) A recent report by the Commission on the 
Future of the United States Aerospace Industry 
outlined the scope of the problems confronting 
the aerospace and aviation industries in the 
United States and found that— 

(A) Aerospace will be at the core of America’s 
leadership and strength throughout the 21st 
century; 

(B) Aerospace will play an integral role in our 
economy, our security, and our mobility; and 

(C) global leadership in aerospace is a na-
tional imperative. 

(12) Despite the downturn in the global econ-
omy, Federal Aviation Administration projec-
tions indicate that upwards of 1 billion people 
will fly annually by 2013. Efforts must begin 
now to prepare for future growth in the number 
of airline passengers. 

(13) The United States must increase its in-
vestment in research and development to revi-
talize the aviation and aerospace industries, to 
create jobs, and to provide educational assist-
ance and training to prepare workers in those 
industries for the future. 

(14) Current and projected levels of Federal 
investment in aeronautics research and develop-
ment are not sufficient to address concerns re-
lated to the growth of aviation. 

Subtitle A—The Office of Aerospace and 
Aviation Liaison 

SEC. 621. OFFICE OF AEROSPACE AND AVIATION 
LIAISON. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Department of Transportation an Of-
fice of Aerospace and Aviation Liaison. 

(b) FUNCTION.—The Office shall— 
(1) coordinate aviation and aeronautics re-

search programs to achieve the goal of more ef-
fective and directed programs that will result in 
applicable research; 

(2) coordinate goals and priorities and coordi-
nate research activities within the Federal Gov-
ernment with United States aviation and aero-
nautical firms; 

(3) coordinate the development and utilization 
of new technologies to ensure that when avail-
able, they may be used to their fullest potential 
in aircraft and in the air traffic control system; 

(4) facilitate the transfer of technology from 
research programs such as the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration program es-
tablished under section 681 and the Department 
of Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
program to Federal agencies with operational 
responsibilities and to the private sector; 

(5) review activities relating to noise, emis-
sions, fuel consumption, and safety conducted 
by Federal agencies, including the Federal 
Aviation Administration, the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, the Depart-
ment of Commerce, and the Department of De-
fense; 

(6) review aircraft operating procedures in-
tended to reduce noise and emissions, identify 
and coordinate research efforts on aircraft noise 
and emissions reduction, and ensure that air-
craft noise and emissions reduction regulatory 
measures are coordinated; and 

(7) work with the National Air Traffic Man-
agement System Development Office to coordi-
nate research needs and applications for the 
next generation air traffic management system. 

(c) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTICIPATION.—In car-
rying out its functions under this section, the 
Office shall consult with, and ensure participa-
tion by, the private sector (including representa-
tives of general aviation, commercial aviation, 
and the space industry), members of the public, 
and other interested parties. 

(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) INITIAL STATUS REPORT.—Not later than 90 

days after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall submit a re-

port to the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the House of 
Representatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure on the status of the estab-
lishment of the Office of Aerospace and Avia-
tion Liaison, including the name of the program 
manager, the list of staff from each partici-
pating department or agency, names of the na-
tional team participants, and the schedule for 
future actions. 

(2) PLAN.—The Office shall submit to the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation and the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Science a plan for imple-
menting paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b) 
and a proposed budget for implementing the 
plan. 

(3) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Office shall submit 
to the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation, the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and the House of Representatives 
Committee on Science an annual report that— 

(A) contains a unified budget that combines 
the budgets of each program coordinated by the 
Office; and 

(B) describes the coordination activities of the 
Office during the preceding year. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Transportation $2,000,000 for fiscal 
years 2004 and 2005 to carry out this section, 
such sums to remain available until expended. 
SEC. 622. NATIONAL AIR TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 

SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT OFFICE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

within the Federal Aviation Administration a 
National Air Traffic Management System Devel-
opment Office, the head of which shall report 
directly to the Administrator. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF NEXT GENERATION AIR 
TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Office shall develop a 
next generation air traffic management system 
plan for the United States that will— 

(A) transform the national airspace system to 
meet air transportation mobility, efficiency, and 
capacity needs beyond those currently included 
in the Federal Aviation Administration’s oper-
ational evolution plan; 

(B) result in a national airspace system that 
can safely and efficiently accommodate the 
needs of all users; 

(C) build upon current air traffic management 
and infrastructure initiatives; 

(D) improve the security, safety, quality, and 
affordability of aviation services; 

(E) utilize a system-of-systems, multi-agency 
approach to leverage investments in civil avia-
tion, homeland security, and national security; 

(F) develop a highly integrated, secure archi-
tecture to enable common situational awareness 
for all appropriate system users; and 

(G) ensure seamless global operations for sys-
tem users, to the maximum extent possible. 

(2) MULTI-AGENCY AND STAKEHOLDER INVOLVE-
MENT.—In developing the system, the Office 
shall— 

(A) include staff from the Federal Aviation 
Administration, the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, the Department of Home-
land Security, the Department of Defense, the 
Department of Commerce, and other Federal 
agencies and departments determined by the 
Secretary of Transportation to have an impor-
tant interest in, or responsibility for, other as-
pects of the system; and 

(B) consult with, and ensure participation by, 
the private sector (including representatives of 
general aviation, commercial aviation, and the 
space industry), members of the public, and 
other interested parties. 

(3) DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA AND REQUIRE-
MENTS.—In developing the next generation air 
traffic management system plan under para-
graph (1), the Office shall— 

(A) develop system performance requirements; 
(B) select an operational concept to meet sys-

tem performance requirements for all system 
users; 

(C) ensure integration of civil and military 
system requirements, balancing safety, security, 
and efficiency, in order to leverage Federal 
funding; 

(D) utilize modeling, simulation, and analyt-
ical tools to quantify and validate system per-
formance and benefits; 

(E) develop a transition plan, including nec-
essary regulatory aspects, that ensures oper-
ational achievability for system operators; 

(F) develop transition requirements for ongo-
ing modernization programs, if necessary; 

(G) develop a schedule for aircraft equipment 
implementation and appropriate benefits and in-
centives to make that schedule achievable; and 

(H) assess, as part of its function within the 
Office of Aeronautical and Aviation Liaison, 
the technical readiness of appropriate research 
technological advances for integration of such 
research and advances into the plan. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration $300,000,000 for the period beginning 
with fiscal year 2004 and ending with fiscal year 
2010 to carry out this section. 
SEC. 623. REPORT ON CERTAIN MARKET DEVEL-

OPMENTS AND GOVERNMENT POLI-
CIES. 

Within 6 months after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Department of Transportation’s 
Office of Aerospace and Aviation liaison, in co-
operation with appropriate Federal agencies, 
shall submit to the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation, the House 
of Representatives Committee on Science, and 
the House of Representatives Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure a report 
about market developments and government 
policies influencing the competitiveness of the 
United States jet transport aircraft industry 
that— 

(1) describes the structural characteristics of 
the United States and the European Union jet 
transport industries, and the markets for these 
industries; 

(2) examines the global market factors affect-
ing the jet transport industries in the United 
States and the European Union, such as pas-
senger and freight airline purchasing patterns, 
the rise of low-cost carriers and point-to-point 
service, the evolution of new market niches, and 
direct and indirect operating cost trends; 

(3) reviews government regulations in the 
United States and the European Union that 
have altered the competitive landscape for jet 
transport aircraft, such as airline deregulation, 
certification and safety regulations, noise and 
emissions regulations, government research and 
development programs, advances in air traffic 
control and other infrastructure issues, cor-
porate and air travel tax issues, and industry 
consolidation strategies; 

(4) analyzes how changes in the global market 
and government regulations have affected the 
competitive position of the United States aero-
space and aviation industry vis-à-vis the Euro-
pean Union aerospace and aviation industry; 
and 

(5) describes any other significant develop-
ments that affect the market for jet transport 
aircraft. 

Subtitle B—Technical Programs 
SEC. 641. AEROSPACE AND AVIATION SAFETY 

WORKFORCE INITIATIVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
and the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall establish a joint program 
of competitive, merit-based grants for eligible 
applicants to increase the number of students 
studying toward and completing technical train-
ing programs, certificate programs, and associ-
ate’s, bachelor’s, master’s, or doctorate degrees 
in fields related to aerospace and aviation safe-
ty. 
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(b) INCREASED PARTICIPATION GOAL.—In se-

lecting projects under this paragraph, the Direc-
tor shall consider means of increasing the num-
ber of students studying toward and completing 
technical training and apprenticeship programs, 
certificate programs, and associate’s or bach-
elor’s degrees in fields related to aerospace and 
aviation safety who are individuals identified in 
section 33 or 34 of the Science and Engineering 
Equal Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 
1885b). 

(c) SUPPORTABLE PROJECTS.—The types of 
projects the Administrators may consider under 
this paragraph include those that promote high 
quality— 

(1) interdisciplinary teaching; 
(2) undergraduate-conducted research; 
(3) mentor relationships for students; 
(4) graduate programs; 
(5) bridge programs that enable students at 

community colleges to matriculate directly into 
baccalaureate aerospace and aviation safety re-
lated programs; 

(6) internships, including mentoring programs, 
carried out in partnership with the aerospace 
and aviation industry; 

(7) technical training and apprenticeship that 
prepares students for careers in aerospace man-
ufacturing or operations; and 

(8) innovative uses of digital technologies, 
particularly at institutions of higher education 
that serve high numbers or percentages of eco-
nomically disadvantaged students. 

(d) GRANTEE REQUIREMENTS.—In developing 
grant requirements under this section, the Ad-
ministrators shall consider means, developed in 
concert with applicants, of increasing the num-
ber of students studying toward and completing 
technical training and apprenticeship programs, 
certificate programs, and associate’s or bach-
elor’s degrees in fields related to aerospace and 
aviation safety. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE APPLICANT DEFINED.—The term 

‘‘eligible applicant’’ means— 
(A) an institution of higher education; 
(B) a consortium of institutions of higher edu-

cation; or 
(C) a partnership between— 
(i) an institution of higher education or a con-

sortium of such institutions; and 
(ii) a nonprofit organization, a State or local 

government, or a private company, with dem-
onstrated experience and effectiveness in aero-
space education. 

(2) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has the 
meaning given that term by subsection (a) of 
section 101 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 1001(a)), and includes an institution 
described in subsection (b) of that section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) NASA.—There are authorized to be appro-

priated to the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration such 
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 2004 to 
carry out this section. 

(2) FAA.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration such sums as may be 
necessary for fiscal year 2004 to carry out this 
section. 

(g) REPORT, BUDGET, AND PLAN.—Within 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrators jointly shall submit to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representatives Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure a 
report setting forth— 

(1) recommendations as to whether the pro-
gram authorized by this section should be ex-
tended for multiple years; 

(2) a budget for such a multi-year program; 
and 

(3) a plan for conducting such a program. 
SEC. 642. SCHOLARSHIPS FOR SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

and the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall develop a joint student 
loan program for fulltime students enrolled in 
an undergraduate or post-graduate program 
leading to an advanced degree in an aerospace- 
related or aviation safety-related field of en-
deavor. 

(b) INTERNSHIPS.—The Administrators may 
provide temporary internships to such students. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) NASA.—There are authorized to be appro-

priated to the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration such 
sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 2004 to 
carry out this section. 

(2) FAA.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration such sums as may be 
necessary for fiscal year 2004 to carry out this 
section. 

(g) REPORT, BUDGET, AND PLAN.—Within 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrators jointly shall submit to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representatives Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure a 
report setting forth— 

(1) recommendations as to whether the pro-
gram authorized by this section should be ex-
tended for multiple years; 

(2) a budget for such a multi-year program; 
and 

(3) a plan for conducting such a program. 
Subtitle C—FAA Research, Engineering, and 

Development 
SEC. 661. RESEARCH PROGRAM TO IMPROVE AIR-

FIELD PAVEMENTS. 
The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 

Administration shall continue the program to 
consider awards to nonprofit concrete and as-
phalt pavement research foundations to improve 
the design, construction, rehabilitation, and re-
pair of rigid concrete airfield pavements to aid 
in the development of safer, more cost-effective, 
and more durable airfield pavements. The Ad-
ministrator may use grants or cooperative agree-
ments in carrying out this section. Nothing in 
this section requires the Administrator to 
prioritize an airfield pavement research program 
above safety, security, Flight 21, environment, 
or energy research programs. 
SEC. 662. ENSURING APPROPRIATE STANDARDS 

FOR AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration shall review 
and determine whether the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s standards used to determine 
the appropriate thickness for asphalt and con-
crete airfield pavements are in accordance with 
the Federal Aviation Administration’s standard 
20-year-life requirement using the most up-to- 
date available information on the life of airfield 
pavements. If the Administrator determines that 
such standards are not in accordance with that 
requirement, the Administrator shall make ap-
propriate adjustments to the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s standards for airfield pave-
ments. 

(b) REPORT.—Within 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator shall 
report the results of the review conducted under 
subsection (a) and the adjustments, if any, 
made on the basis of that review to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representatives Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure. 
SEC. 663. ASSESSMENT OF WAKE TURBULENCE 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall enter into 
an arrangement with the National Research 
Council for an assessment of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration’s proposed wake turbulence 
research and development program. The assess-
ment shall include— 

(1) an evaluation of the research and develop-
ment goals and objectives of the program; 

(2) a listing of any additional research and 
development objectives that should be included 
in the program; 

(3) any modifications that will be necessary 
for the program to achieve the program’s goals 
and objectives on schedule and within the pro-
posed level of resources; and 

(4) an evaluation of the roles, if any, that 
should be played by other Federal agencies, 
such as the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration and the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, in wake turbulence 
research and development, and how those ef-
forts could be coordinated. 

(b) REPORT.—A report containing the results 
of the assessment shall be provided to the Com-
mittee on Science of the House of Representa-
tives and to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate not 
later than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration $500,000 for fiscal year 2004 to carry out 
this section. 
SEC. 664. CABIN AIR QUALITY RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM. 
In accordance with the recommendation of the 

National Academy of Sciences in its report enti-
tled ‘‘The Airliner Cabin Environment and the 
Health of Passengers and Crew’’, the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall establish a re-
search program to address questions about im-
proving cabin air quality of aircraft, including 
methods to limit airborne diseases. 
SEC. 665. INTERNATIONAL ROLE OF THE FAA. 

Section 40101(d) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(8) Exercising leadership with the Adminis-
trator’s foreign counterparts, in the Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization and its 
subsidiary organizations, and other inter-
national organizations and fora, and with the 
private sector to promote and achieve global im-
provements in the safety, efficiency, and envi-
ronmental effect of air travel.’’. 
SEC. 666. FAA REPORT ON OTHER NATIONS’ SAFE-

TY AND TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCE-
MENTS. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall review aviation and aero-
nautical safety, and research funding and tech-
nological actions in other countries. The Admin-
istrator shall submit a report to the Committee 
on Science of the House of Representatives and 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, together with any 
recommendations as to how such activities 
might be utilized in the United States. 
SEC. 667. DEVELOPMENT OF ANALYTICAL TOOLS 

AND CERTIFICATION METHODS. 
The Federal Aviation Administration shall 

conduct research to promote the development of 
analytical tools to improve existing certification 
methods and to reduce the overall costs for the 
certification of new products. 
SEC. 668. PILOT PROGRAM TO PROVIDE INCEN-

TIVES FOR DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 
TECHNOLOGIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration may conduct a 
limited pilot program to provide operating incen-
tives to users of the airspace for the deployment 
of new technologies, including technologies to 
facilitate expedited flight routing and sequenc-
ing of take-offs and landings. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator $500,000 for fiscal year 2004. 
SEC. 669. FAA CENTER FOR EXCELLENCE FOR AP-

PLIED RESEARCH AND TRAINING IN 
THE USE OF ADVANCED MATERIALS 
IN TRANSPORT AIRCRAFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall develop a 
Center for Excellence focused on applied re-
search and training on the durability and main-
tainability of advanced materials in transport 
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airframe structures, including the use of poly-
meric composites in large transport aircraft. The 
Center shall— 

(1) promote and facilitate collaboration among 
academia, the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s Transportation Division, and the commer-
cial aircraft industry, including manufacturers, 
commercial air carriers, and suppliers; and 

(2) establish goals set to advance technology, 
improve engineering practices, and facilitate 
continuing education in relevant areas of study. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator $500,000 for fiscal year 2004 to 
carry out this section. 
SEC. 670. FAA CERTIFICATION OF DESIGN ORGA-

NIZATIONS. 
(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY TO ISSUE CERTIFI-

CATES.—Section 44702(a) is amended by inserting 
‘‘design organization certificates,’’ after ‘‘air-
man certificates,’’. 

(b) DESIGN ORGANIZATION CERTIFICATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 44704 is amended— 
(A) by striking the section heading and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘§ 44704. Design organization certificates, 

type certificates, production certificates, 
and airworthiness certificates’’ ; 
(B) by redesignating subsections (a) through 

(d) as subsections (b) through (e); 
(C) by inserting before subsection (b) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(a) DESIGN ORGANIZATION CERTIFICATES.— 
‘‘(1) PLAN.—Within 3 years after the date of 

enactment of the Aviation Investment and Revi-
talization Vision Act, the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall submit a 
plan to the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the House of 
Representatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure for the development and 
oversight of a system for certification of design 
organizations under paragraph (2) that ensures 
that the system meets the highest standards of 
safety. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF PLAN.—Within 5 
years after the date of enactment of the Avia-
tion Investment and Revitalization Vision Act, 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration may commence the issuance of de-
sign organization certificates under paragraph 
(3) to authorize design organizations to certify 
compliance with the requirements and minimum 
standards prescribed under section 44701(a) for 
the type certification of aircraft, aircraft en-
gines, propellers, or appliances. 

‘‘(3) ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATES.—On receiving 
an application for a design organization certifi-
cate, the Administrator shall examine and rate 
the design organization in accordance with the 
regulations prescribed by the Administrator to 
determine that the design organization has ade-
quate engineering, design, and testing capabili-
ties, standards, and safeguards to ensure that 
the product being certificated is properly de-
signed and manufactured, performs properly, 
and meets the regulations and minimum stand-
ards prescribed under that section. The Admin-
istrator shall include in a design organization 
certificate terms required in the interest of safe-
ty. 

‘‘(4) NO EFFECT ON POWER OF REVOCATION.— 
Nothing in this subsection affects the authority 
of the Secretary of Transportation to revoke a 
certificate.’’; 

(D) by striking subsection (b), as redesignated, 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) TYPE CERTIFICATES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

issue a type certificate for an aircraft, aircraft 
engine, or propeller, or for an appliance speci-
fied under paragraph (2)(A) of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) when the Administrator finds that the 
aircraft, aircraft engine, or propeller, or appli-
ance is properly designed and manufactured, 
performs properly, and meets the regulations 
and minimum standards prescribed under sec-
tion 44701(a) of this title; or 

‘‘(B) based on a certification of compliance 
made by a design organization certificated 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) INVESTIGATION AND HEARING.—On receiv-
ing an application for a type certificate, the Ad-
ministrator shall investigate the application and 
may conduct a hearing. The Administrator shall 
make, or require the applicant to make, tests the 
Administrator considers necessary in the inter-
est of safety.’’. 

(c) REINSPECTION AND REEXAMINATION.—Sec-
tion 44709(a) is amended by inserting ‘‘design 
organization, production certificate holder,’’ 
after ‘‘appliance,’’. 

(d) PROHIBITIONS.—Section 44711(a)(7) is 
amended by striking ‘‘agency’’ and inserting 
‘‘agency, design organization certificate, ’’. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) CHAPTER ANALYSIS.—The chapter analysis 

for chapter 447 is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 44704 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘44704. Design organization certificates, type 
certificates, production certifi-
cates, and airworthiness certifi-
cates.’’. 

(2) CROSS REFERENCE.—Section 44715(a)(3) is 
amended by striking ‘‘44704(a)’’ and inserting 
‘‘44704(b)’’. 
SEC. 671. REPORT ON LONG TERM ENVIRON-

MENTAL IMPROVEMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration, in consulta-
tion with the Administrator of the National Aer-
onautics and Space Administration and the 
head of the Department of Transportation’s Of-
fice of Aerospace and Aviation Liaison, shall 
conduct a study of ways to reduce aircraft noise 
and emissions and to increase aircraft fuel effi-
ciency. The study shall— 

(1) explore new operational procedures for air-
craft to achieve those goals; 

(2) identify both near term and long term op-
tions to achieve those goals; 

(3) identify infrastructure changes that would 
contribute to attainment of those goals; 

(4) identify emerging technologies that might 
contribute to attainment of those goals; 

(5) develop a research plan for application of 
such emerging technologies, including new 
combuster and engine design concepts and 
methodologies for designing high bypass ratio 
turbofan engines so as to minimize the effects on 
climate change per unit of production of thrust 
and flight speed; and 

(6) develop an implementation plan for ex-
ploiting such emerging technologies to attain 
those goals. 

(b) REPORT.—The Administrator shall trans-
mit a report on the study to the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representatives Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
within 1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration $500,000 for fiscal year 2004 to carry out 
this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I believe 
Senator MCCAIN will arrive momen-
tarily to manage this legislation. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. May I ask what the 
pending Senate business is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. S. 824. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I thank 

my colleagues, Senator HOLLINGS, Sen-
ator LOTT, and Senator ROCKEFELLER, 
for their hard work on this very impor-
tant legislation. Senator LOTT and 
Senator ROCKEFELLER held extensive 
hearings in the Aviation Sub-
committee. They have come up with a 
product that has addressed many of the 
concerns and very important issues as-
sociated with aviation. I believe what 
they have done is a very agreeable 
product. 

I note that our friends on the other 
side of the Capitol have completed 
their work on this bill, so if we could 
complete this legislation and go quick-
ly to conference, I think we could have 
this done pretty quickly. 

I am pleased the Senate is now con-
sidering S. 824, the Aviation Invest-
ment and Revitalization Vision Act, 
AIR–V. This legislation was introduced 
by Senators LOTT HOLLINGS, ROCKE-
FELLER, and myself on April 8, 2003, and 
approved by the Senate Commerce 
Committee on May 1, 2003. 

I don’t think that anyone could have 
predicted 100 years ago, when the 
Wright Brothers first flew their Wright 
Flyer over Kitty Hawk, NC, that air 
travel would become such a significant 
part of our Nation’s economy. Aviation 
has evolved from the first controlled 
flight that traveled about 120 feet, to a 
system that has reached more than 550 
million enplanements annually. Air 
travel has revolutionized the world. We 
are becoming a global culture for 
which air travel has contributed sig-
nificantly. The United States has 
played a critical role in the explosion 
in air travel, with nearly two-thirds of 
world aviation travelers taking off or 
landing on U.S. soil. 

Mr. President, 4 years ago, the Con-
gress approved the Aviation Invest-
ment Reform Act for the 21st Century, 
known as AIR–21. That reauthorization 
measure provided for far reaching 
changes to our Federal aviation poli-
cies, coupled with significant invest-
ment in aviation. We increased airport 
spending by significant amounts and 
greatly improved our aviation system. 
At the same time, a great deal has hap-
pened in aviation during the past few 
years. The airlines have gone through 
several cycles of good and bad times. 

The tragic events of September 11, 
2001, forced a major restructuring of 
aviation transportation security. As a 
result of September 11 and other eco-
nomic factors, Congress has twice 
voted to provide the airline industry 
aid totaling $8 billion in cash and the 
potential for $11 billion in other bene-
fits. We have taken unprecedented ac-
tions to help ensure the continued via-
bility of the airlines. I recognize that 
intervening events have been the cause 
of many of the industry’s problems, 
which is why I was a strong supporter 
of these initiatives. However, I do be-
lieve that the industry must being to 
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solve its own problems and not come 
back to Congress when confronted with 
new challenges. 

It is time for Congress to now focus 
its efforts on the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration. We must continue to en-
sure the safety and efficiency of our 
aviation system. We must address the 
continued modernization of our air 
traffic control system. We must con-
tinue our oversight of the FAA so that 
it continues to move towards more effi-
cient operation. We must continue the 
expansion of our infrastructure. And, 
we must continue to strive to promote 
the security of our traveling public. 

I believe the legislation before us, S. 
824, the Aviation Investment and Revi-
talization Vision Act, AIR-Vision, 
meets these objectives. This bill would 
reauthorize FAA programs for 3 years 
and continue the investments in the 
aviation system that began under AIR 
21. Specifically, it would authorize 
funding for FAA Operations at $7.6 bil-
lion for fiscal year 2004; $7.7 billion for 
fiscal year 2005; and $7.9 billion for fis-
cal year 2006, and it would authorize 
funding for the Airport Improvement 
Program at $3.4 billion in fiscal year 
2004; $3.5 billion in fiscal year 2005; and 
$3.6 billion in fiscal year 2006. The bill 
also authorizes $2.9 billion in fiscal 
year 2004; $2.97 billion in fiscal year 
2005; and $3 billion in fiscal year 2006 
for the Airway Facilities Improvement 
Program and requires a report on 
major FAA modernization programs. 

The funding levels in this bill do not 
require any new or increased taxes or 
user fees. The taxes currently paid by 
air travelers and others into the Avia-
tion Trust Fund are in place through 
fiscal year 2007 and are sufficient to 
pay for this bill. 

We also must ensure that the FAA 
manages its resources wisely. The bill 
includes provisions, first proposed by 
former FAA Administrator Garvey and 
endorsed by the current Administrator, 
to improve FAA management. The 
FAA’s management of its programs, es-
pecially its modernization efforts, con-
tinue to be of particular interest to 
Congress. I note that the FAA has fi-
nally hired its first Chief Operating Of-
ficer, Russ Chew, three and one-half 
years after the office was authorized. 
This bill would provide additional clar-
ification of the FAA’s Chief Operating 
Officers’ responsibilities for managing 
the FAA’s air traffic control system. 

The bill would create a process to en-
hance airport capacity at certain large 
hub airports that significantly add to 
delays in the national aviation system 
by ensuring that these airports’ needs 
are continually reviewed. It also at-
tempts to streamline the environ-
mental review process by coordinating 
the reviews by different agencies. This 
is important as this process is some-
times used to unnecessarily delay air-
port expansion. 

The bill makes several improvements 
and reforms to services to small com-
munities and the essential air service 
program by continuing programs cre-

ated in AIR-21 to incentivize commu-
nities to take a greater ownership role 
in their service. It also allows the com-
munities flexibility to opt out of the 
program in return for payment or to 
look at alternate services for the com-
munity. 

The bill extends the small commu-
nity air service development pilot pro-
gram, established in AIR-21, until 2006, 
and provides funding of $27.5 million 
per year during the 3 year extension. It 
also clarifies that 40 communities per 
year may participate in the program 
and that no community may partici-
pate twice. This program has been 
well-received for the innovative ideas 
that have sprung from it regarding the 
provision of and payment for air serv-
ice to small communities, and we be-
lieve it is important for the program to 
continue in the near term. 

Regarding competition, the bill in-
structs the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to study competition and airline 
access problems at hub airports. Spe-
cially, the Department of Transpor-
tation is to look at gate usage and 
availability, and the effects of pricing 
of gates and other facilities on com-
petition and access. Within 6 months, 
the Secretary’s findings, conclusions, 
and recommendations are to be sub-
mitted to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science and Transportation 
and the House of Representatives Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

In addition, the bill requires that air-
ports which deny applications by an air 
carrier for access to gates or other fa-
cilities submit to the Secretary notifi-
cation of the denial and a report ex-
plaining the reasons for the denial and 
a time line, if any, for when the re-
quest will be accommodated. 

For security, the bill establishes the 
Aviation Security Capital Fund which 
is financed with $500 million annually 
in security service fees which are al-
ready collected by the Transportation 
Security Administration. The fund will 
be administered by the TSA and the 
TSA will make grants to airports to as-
sist with capital security costs. The 
fund will allocate 40 percent to hub air-
ports; 20 percent to medium hub air-
ports; 15 percent to small hub airports; 
and 25 percent is to be distributed at 
the Secretary’s discretion to address 
security risks. At the same time, the 
bill protects the AIP funding from con-
tinued raids on what was created for 
capital improvement funding, but 
which in recent years has been used for 
security funding. 

The bill also directs the Secretary of 
the Department of Homeland Security 
to study the effectiveness of the avia-
tion security system. Within 6 months, 
the Secretary’s findings, conclusions, 
and recommendations are to be sub-
mitted to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. The Secretary is di-
rected to redeploy the department’s re-

sources based on the results of the 
study. 

For aviation modernization, the bill 
establishes a new Office of Aerospace 
and Aviation Liaison within the DOT. 
This office will be charged with coordi-
nating aviation and aeronautics re-
search programs, activities, goals, and 
priorities within the Federal Govern-
ment. Areas of responsibility include 
air traffic control, technology transfer 
from government programs to private 
sector, noise, emissions, fuel consump-
tion, and safety. This office will work 
with the FAA and the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration to 
ensure that aviation and aerospace re-
search is coordinated and funds are 
well spent. 

This bill also establishes a National 
Air Traffic Management System Devel-
opment Office within the FAA with the 
mission of developing a next genera-
tion air traffic management system 
plan for the United States. This plan is 
required to focus on transforming the 
national airspace system to meet air 
transportation mobility, efficiency, 
and capacity needs beyond those cur-
rently included in the FAA’s Oper-
ational Evolution Plan in an effort to 
build on existing capabilities while im-
proving the security, safety, quality, 
and affordability of the system. 

Finally, we have developed a man-
ager’s amendment which has been 
agreed to by myself and Senator LOTT, 
HOLLINGS, and ROCKEFELLER. It in-
cludes a number of technical changes 
and improvements recommended by 
the executive agencies affected by this 
bill. It also includes some substantive 
changes to the bill, including: extend-
ing whistle blower protections to the 
employees of contractors doing busi-
ness with the FAA; requiring that the 
GAO periodically report to Congress on 
the economic state of the airline indus-
try and on airline executives’ com-
pensation; clarifying that the war risk 
insurance provision only applies to 
U.S. air carriers; moving the new secu-
rity capital fund from the FAA to the 
TSA; and removing the provision add-
ing additional ‘‘outside the perimeter’’ 
slots at Reagan National Airport. 

I yield to my colleague from South 
Carolina and perhaps the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

I say to my colleagues, if they are 
prepared to bring forward an amend-
ment, we would like to consider that 
quickly and move forward with the 
amending process as it would be our in-
tention to try to finish this legislation 
this evening. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of legislation that 
will reauthorize the programs of the 
Federal Aviation Administration for 
the next 3 years, S. 824, the Aviation 
Investment and Revitalization Vision 
Act, AIR–V. I would like to thank 
Chairman MCCAIN, Senator LOTT and 
Senator ROCKEFELLER for their hard 
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work in helping to craft this bipartisan 
bill that seeks to address the needs of 
the Nation’s air transportation system. 

The troubled state of the aviation in-
dustry has made FAA reauthorization 
a high priority of the 108th Congress. 
From the start, the Senate Commerce 
Committee pursued an ambitious 
schedule, and held several hearings on 
this matter in the first few months of 
the year. Our focus on this matter per-
mitted all involved parties to express 
their concerns about the aviation sys-
tem in the United States, and helped us 
develop a constructive approach to im-
prove the work of the FAA as we move 
into an unclear future. We have crafted 
a strong bill that focuses properly on 
safety, security, efficiency and envi-
ronmental friendliness in the realm of 
aviation. 

AIR–V is a good starting point, but 
we have a long way to go make certain 
that the FAA’s budget adequately sup-
ports the agency’s ability to oversee an 
increasingly complex system to ensure 
safe flying. Recent reports have point-
ed to the FAA’s laxity on plane main-
tenance as airlines have increasingly 
farmed out repair work to trim more 
expensive in-house operations over the 
past decade. The Department of Trans-
portation Inspector General found that 
major air carriers paid contractors $2.9 
billion for maintenance in 2001, which 
was 80 percent more than in 1996. While 
maintenance responsibility has shifted, 
the FAA’s policies have not, and the 
DOT IG is currently conducting an 
audit of repair stations and the FAA’s 
oversight of them. We must take steps 
to provide FAA needed funding to im-
prove outdated oversight, monitor gaps 
in overseas repair service, and update 
training methods which have not 
changed significantly in almost 50 
years. It is vital that we adequately 
fund to FAA’s budget to ensure the 
safest aviation system possible. 

The impact of the aviation industry 
on our Nation is clear. Prior to Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the total impact of 
civil aviation on the national economy 
exceeded $900 billion and 11 million 
jobs, representing 9 percent of the U.S. 
gross domestic product. Since that 
time, the airline industry has faced 
consecutive years of record multibil-
lion dollar losses while our national 
economy continues to struggle. This 
has made reauthorization of the FAA 
that much more critical, and I believe 
AIR–V strikes the proper balance 
among key FAA programs to advance 
our Nation’s air transportation system. 

After September 11, 2001, Congress 
created the Transportation Security 
Administration, which has taken 
charge of a massive restructuring of 
transportation security, which has led 
to a greater confidence in the traveling 
public. Even with the vast downturn in 
aviation traffic over the past couple of 
years, the FAA’s Aerospace Forecast 
anticipates that enplanements in the 
U.S. are expected to increase over the 
next 10 years by roughly 50 percent, 
with as many as 1 billion passenger 
boardings expected annually by 2013. 

Knowing of the expected growth in 
airline traffic, we must press our ef-
forts to make system-wide improve-
ments that will allow the U.S. aviation 
industry to flourish in the coming 
years and beyond. Air–V promotes air-
port development with increased fund-
ing for the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram, and additional support for vital 
components of the National Airspace 
System through the designation of cer-
tain essential undertakings as ‘‘na-
tional capacity’’ projects. When the 
Bush Administration’s FAA reauthor-
ization proposal was unveiled it was 
criticized by Aviation Week for not 
providing enough long-term support for 
AIP at a time when the FAA is in a 
tight budget situation and the Nation’s 
airports are looking for increased fund-
ing to pursue needed projects to im-
prove their facilities. AIR–V also takes 
steps to resolve the bleeding of hundred 
of millions of dollars from AIP for se-
curity purposes and seeks to expedite 
the installation of EDS machines at 
airports across the country while di-
verting none of the AIP funds away 
from important infrastructure projects 
through the creation of an Aviation Se-
curity Capital Fund to be financed 
with $500 million annually in security 
service fees to allow TSA to make 
grants to airports to assist with capital 
security costs. 

I have had increasing concerns that 
the European Community will continue 
its bold efforts to surpass the American 
aerospace industry in the coming 
years. We must recognized the impor-
tance of the FAA’s Research, Engineer-
ing and Development program in main-
taining our position as the worldwide 
leader in the aviation and aerospace in-
dustries. AIR-V will significantly in-
crease funding for the R,E&D program 
with the understanding that long term 
planning will be needed to keep up with 
the rapidly changing dynamic of this 
industry. The EC has already intro-
duced a ‘‘2020 plan’’ aimed at sur-
passing America—FAA, NASA and our 
aerospace industry—as the world’s 
aerospace leaders within the next two 
decades. We must respond to this chal-
lenge with an emphasis on technology, 
and public-private cooperation that 
will ensure our advantage over the EC 
by strengthening our R,E&D programs 
and U.S. education and interest in 
aerospace. 

I am pleased that key components of 
S. 788, the Second Century of Flight 
Act, legislation I introduced along with 
Senators BROWNBACK, ROCKEFELLER, 
INOUYE, CANTWELL, and KERRY have 
been included in this reauthorization 
effort. Among the most important 
steps that the bill take to promote 
FAA, R,E&D is the creation of a na-
tional office to coordinate aviation and 
aerospace research activities within 
the U.S. Government tasked with co-
ordinating programs and developing 
goals to facilitate the nation’s R,E&D 
technologies, and a national office to 
focus on a next generation air traffic 
management system. Of equal impor-

tance is the establishment of a new 
educational program to train the next 
generation of aeronautics engineers 
and mechanics. According to the Com-
mission Report on Aerospace, more 
than a quarter of the U.S. science, en-
gineering and manufacturing work-
force will be eligible to retire in the 
next 5 years. This workforce initiative 
is aimed at increasing participation of 
U.S. students in fields related to aero-
space and aviation safety through the 
use of grants and scholarships for serv-
ice to ensure the growth of interest in 
the United States and increase the tal-
ent pool of American students. 

To ensure that the U.S. continues to 
have the safest aviation system pos-
sible we must also make improvements 
to the FAA’s Facilities and Equipment 
program which contains financing for 
the purchase, installation and con-
struction of equipment and facilities 
required to maintain the NAS. 
Through this bill we should boost the 
F&E program so that it will be a better 
complement to the improved AIP pro-
gram in preparation for increased pas-
senger levels. However, we must con-
sider ways to make further advances to 
this program to ensure our ability to 
provide crucial enhancements to the 
safety of our aviation system. 

AIR-V will have an enormous impact 
on the future of our entire air trans-
portation system, and makes a strong 
statement about the direction that we 
want our air transportation system to 
go. Please support this effort and work 
with us to help the FAA take real steps 
forward and maintain our strength in 
aviation for the future. 

I yield to our distinguished leader 
who really held the hearings and led 
for this particular measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. I thank the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina for those 
comments. He and Senator MCCAIN cer-
tainly have been very interested in this 
important issue. A couple of hearings 
we had on this legislation were in the 
full committee because of the impor-
tance of the issues involved. 

I also particularly thank Senator 
ROCKEFELLER, who is the ranking 
member on the Aviation Sub-
committee, for his work and his co-
operation on this legislation. This is 
truly bipartisan legislation: Senator 
MCCAIN, Senator HOLLINGS, Senator 
ROCKEFELLER and I all have worked on 
it. Where we have had problems we 
have been able to work out most of 
them. I think we have a really good 
product. 

I want to say at the beginning we are 
hoping to move this legislation 
through rapidly. Hopefully we could 
even complete it today. We have a few 
issues that have not been resolved yet. 
Two or three of them may require 
votes. We ask our colleagues to come 
to the floor, let’s have a debate and, if 
we have to, we will have a vote. There 
are not that many amendments that I 
think would actually require a vote. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:20 Jan 14, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00041 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2003SENATE\S12JN3.REC S12JN3m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7782 June 12, 2003 
I also want to emphasize the impor-

tance of this legislation. Because we 
have moved it fast, and because we 
have been able to get an agreement 
worked out to bring it to the floor, and 
because we may be able to handle it in 
a brief period of time, it should not di-
minish at all the importance of passing 
this legislation. Transportation in 
America is unique. If we are going to 
have a strong economy, we have to 
have good transportation systems—not 
just roads and bridges, which are very 
important, and not just a good railroad 
system, freight and passenger, and not 
just good ports and harbors, but we 
also need a strong aviation system in 
America. 

We all know the industry has been 
having difficult times for a variety of 
reasons. In some cases it was bad man-
agement decisions. Obviously all of 
them have been affected by high fuel 
costs. There have been some difficult 
management-labor decisions. But also 
probably no other industry was as dra-
matically and directly affected by 9/11 
as the aviation industry. Aircraft were 
involved on that infamous day, used as 
weapons of destruction, as missiles— 
both in New York and, of course, one 
plane that hit the Pentagon and the 
one that went down in Pennsylvania. 
We saw the industry basically shut 
down that day—for days. We are still 
having fallout, the ramifications of 
that day and those decisions in terms 
of access to airports, including Wash-
ington Reagan National. General avia-
tion is still dealing with the problems 
as a result. 

There is no question the industry has 
had difficulties and some of those dif-
ficulties have been related to 9/11. Gov-
ernment decisions were made that 
needed to be made. We had to deal with 
security considerations on our air-
planes and at our airports. So a lot of 
costs have been put on the industry 
that have caused them additional prob-
lems. 

We have taken action immediately 
after 9/11, of course, to provide some as-
sistance to the aviation industry. We 
did it again in the supplemental appro-
priations this year. But this is the 
third step and in some respects maybe 
the most important step in helping the 
airline industry, helping aviation get 
back to where they can see blue skies 
and begin to make profits and provide 
the kind of service the American peo-
ple are entitled to. 

I do think it is important we get this 
bill done, that we get into conference 
and see if we can come to a reasonable 
and relatively quick agreement with 
the House. That will allow this bill to 
be completed before we get into the 
time-consuming and very important 
TEA–21 extension, and the appropria-
tions process. 

This bill’s title is Aviation Invest-
ment and Revitalization Vision Act— 
AIR–V. Our intent is to go all the way 
from stabilizing the industry, giving 
them dependability and reliability of 
what they can expect from FAA, from 

the Airport Improvement Program, to 
all the different programs that are in-
volved in aviation including service to 
small communities. I think we do have 
the fundamental provisions we need to 
make sure that happens. We will en-
sure the Airport Improvement Program 
will continue uninterrupted for the 
next 3 years. We also are going to make 
sure the funds that go into Airport Im-
provement Programs are actually used 
for their original purpose, and that is 
to improve our airports, the runways, 
the terminals, and the services our 
constituents need and deserve. 

On that note, this legislation also no 
longer allows AIP funds to be used for 
security mandates. Up to this point ap-
proximately $500 million has been 
skimmed off the top of the AIP fund to 
pay for security mandates that the 
Federal government placed on our 
local airports. The Transportation Se-
curity Administration—TSA—predicts 
that an additional $500 million will be 
needed to complete these capital im-
provements that have been deemed 
necessary for security purposes. This 
bill proposes that these unfunded man-
dates be paid for by directing the pas-
senger security fee into a separate fund 
to cover these costs. The first $500 mil-
lion of these fees that is collected will 
be directed to this fund. 

This legislation also looks at exces-
siveness at TSA. It will require TSA to 
do a study to look at the efficiency of 
their employees and then redeploy 
them as necessary based on the results 
of the study. I am pleased that TSA is 
already reassessing their workforce. 
While it is not the goal of this Congress 
to have less than adequate security at 
any airport, it is important for TSA to 
recognize the areas in which they have 
gold-plated security. 

In another effort to help the indus-
try, this legislation also makes perma-
nent a provision already in the annual 
appropriations bill that requires TSA 
to pay fair market value for the space 
they occupy at airports. The bill also 
keep AIP funding at the fiscal year 2003 
level for FY04, but changes the match 
requirement from 10 percent to 5 per-
cent for that 1 year. AIP funding will 
then be increased by $100 million for 
the out years. This is very important 
to local communities that are hard 
pressed to make that local match, be-
cause their funds have been depleted 
due to these unfunded mandates. AIR- 
V also maintains the budget firewalls 
that were put in place during the de-
bate over Air-21. These firewalls re-
quire that the trust fund continues to 
be spent down. 

Of particular importance to my home 
state of Mississippi is language in this 
legislation that continues the author-
ization of the Small Community Pilot 
Program. This provision will allow 40 
new communities to be eligible to re-
ceive one-time money each year. This 
is a good program that requires innova-
tive thinking on the part of airports 
and their local communities. 

Another important issue to rural 
States such as mine and Senator 

ROCKEFELLER’s is the Essential Air 
Service Program. The two of us intro-
duced legislation that works to im-
prove this program, while not imple-
menting the drastic change the admin-
istration has pushed. In short, it pro-
vides incentive to the local commu-
nities to get involved in determining 
the quality and type of air service their 
community receives. We have included 
that legislation in this bill. 

Transportation infrastructure spend-
ing is important, and it is one of my 
top priorities. I want to continue the 
Republican congressional majority’s 
commitment to transportation infra-
structure. Our Nation’s growing econ-
omy demands attention to this issue. 
Passage of this bill will be a step in 
that direction. 

I say again, in Senator MCCAIN’s 
presence, I appreciate his attention to 
this and his interest and his desire to 
move forward. Without his tenacity we 
would not be here now. I believe we 
have a good bill that we can complete 
in short order. 

I am glad to yield the floor at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank the Senator 
from Mississippi for his kind com-
ments. 

Mr. President, we are awaiting the 
appearance of Senator LAUTENBERG, 
who has an amendment we will be con-
sidering shortly. Until then, I remind 
my colleagues we would like to move 
forward with amendments. 

I understand that Senator COCHRAN 
may have an amendment, and several 
others. But I don’t think there are 
many. We could go ahead and move for-
ward as quickly as possible with the 
legislation. 

Pending their arrival, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 889 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I send an 

amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The senior assistant bill clerk read as 

follows: 
The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 889. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, this is a 
managers’ amendment which we have 
developed working with Senators LOTT, 
HOLLINGS, and ROCKEFELLER. It in-
cludes a number of technical changes 
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and improvements recommended by 
the executive agencies affected by the 
bill. It also includes some substantive 
changes, including whistleblower pro-
tections for the employees of contrac-
tors doing business with the FAA; re-
quiring the GAO to periodically report 
to Congress on the economic state of 
the airline industry; airline executives’ 
compensation; clarifying that the war 
risk insurance provision only applies to 
U.S. air carriers; moving the new secu-
rity capital fund from FAA to TSA; 
and removing a provision—I emphasize 
‘‘removing’’—a provision that was 
added in the markup concerning out-
side-the-perimeter slots at Reagan Na-
tional Airport. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, these 
particular modifications have been 
checked through by both the chairman 
and ranking member of our Aviation 
Subcommittee. Let the RECORD show 
that the distinguished Senator from 
West Virginia, Senator ROCKEFELLER, 
our ranking member, is at an impor-
tant Finance Committee markup at 
the moment with respect to prescrip-
tion drugs and Medicare. I have 
checked it through with him, and it 
has been checked through on this side. 
We ask for support of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? If not, without objec-
tion, the amendment is agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 889) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I want-
ed to alert my colleagues that I intend 
to offer an amendment to this bill this 
afternoon. I have talked to several peo-
ple about it. I will not take a lot of 
time. I don’t intend to delay the bill at 
all. But there is an important piece of 
policy in this legislation. 

Before I explain it, I should congratu-
late my colleagues, Senator MCCAIN, 
chairman of the full committee, and 
Senator HOLLINGS, ranking member, 
for their work on this bill. It is really 
important for us to complete this legis-
lation. Hopefully, perhaps we can com-
plete it today, in fact. 

On page 145, there is an aviation se-
curity capital fund of $500 million. I 
think that is an important fund which 
it establishes in the Department of 
Transportation. I think that is perhaps 
transferred in the managers’ amend-
ment in fact to homeland security. 

This capital fund provides funds for 
the security needs at airports around 
the country, and for investment in the 
construction and infrastructure for se-
curity purposes. 

All of us know in the shadow of 9/11 
and the terrorist attacks that occurred 
in our country that security, especially 
aviation security, is critically impor-
tant. 

This provision, as important as it is, 
however, has a local match require-
ment. My great concern is that this 
money will not be invested in aviation 
security because many communities 
and States around the country simply 

won’t have the capability of coming up 
with the local match. That is why we 
put money in legislation previously. In 
the tax bill that passed the Congress, 
we included a substantial amount of 
money to try to help State and local 
governments, many of which are flat 
on their backs financially. They are 
having trouble funding their own 
needs. 

I think having a security capital fund 
is very important. But having that 
fund available only if there is match-
ing money available for it locally will 
mean that much of it will not be spent, 
much of it will not be invested, and 
much of it will not contribute anything 
to this country’s security. 

What I propose to do on this occa-
sion, because it deals with security, 
which is a national issue, and because 
the State and local governments are in 
a pretty precarious fiscal position, is 
eliminate the local match so we could 
expect that this money would be in-
vested. The construction and the infra-
structure that will be completed with 
this money will contribute, in fact, to 
aviation security in this country. 

I have visited with my colleague, the 
Senator from Mississippi. I think he 
has some persuasive reasons for not 
eliminating the local match. But, on 
the other hand, I think there is a per-
suasive argument that the only way we 
will see this money truly invested in 
airports around the country is if we 
eliminate the local match. 

Perhaps I should offer this amend-
ment now and have it pending. I have 
to chair a luncheon in a few minutes 
and will have to leave the floor. 

If it is all right with the chairman 
and ranking member, I will offer the 
amendment. We will have it pending. 

AMENDMENT NO. 890 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I send 

an amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The senior assistant bill clerk read as 

follows: 
The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. DOR-

GAN] proposes an amendment numbered 890. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To delete the matching require-

ment for airport security related capital 
investment grants) 
On page 146, beginning with line 20, strike 

through line 8 on page 147. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I under-

stand the Senator from North Dakota 
has to leave at this time. We will be 
glad to discuss this amendment at his 
convenience, hopefully later this after-
noon, and perhaps we can get some-
thing worked out on it. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I have 
explained my amendment already. 
What I would like to do is work with 
my colleagues, Senator MCCAIN, Sen-
ator LOTT, Senator HOLLINGS, and oth-
ers. I think this is an important 

amendment. I am not suggesting this 
be a precedent forever, for all time. At 
this moment, in this place, for this rea-
son, I believe if we want to invest $500 
million in aviation security in this 
country, it is likely the only way that 
will be invested is to eliminate the 
State and local match. I think there 
are good reasons to do that. So if I can 
work with my colleagues in the next 
several hours, I hope we can make 
some progress on this amendment. 

I do want to make one final point. It 
is not my intention in any way to hold 
up this bill. I do not expect this would 
be a lengthy debate, in any event. I 
would agree to a short time agreement. 
But my hope is perhaps we could sup-
port this by a voice vote at some point. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senator 

LAUTENBERG is in the Chamber to offer 
an extremely important amendment. 
He will be ready to do that in a matter 
of a few minutes. 

In the meantime, Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the pend-
ing amendment be set aside. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 891 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send an 

amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The senior assistant bill clerk read as 

follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] PRO-

POSES AN AMENDMENT NUMBERED 891. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To clarify the apportionment of 

funds from the Aviation Security Capital 
Fund) 
On page 146, line 17, insert ‘‘origination and 

destination’’ before ‘‘emplanements’’. 
On page 146, line 19, insert ‘‘origination and 

destination’’ before ‘‘emplanements’’. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the events 
of September 11, 2001, have been cata-
strophic on the aviation and travel in-
dustry. And that is an understatement. 
I strongly supported the formation of 
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration because I believed then and be-
lieve now it is critical that the public 
has confidence in the safety and secu-
rity of our airports and airlines. 

This enhanced security will save 
jobs, protect Americans’ ability to 
travel freely and safely, and boost busi-
ness for the travel and tourism indus-
tries. 

The need for capital security costs, 
such as explosives detection and 
screeners, should be based on real need. 
Unfortunately, the formula in this bill 
that allocates grants in the aviation 
security fund to assist with capital se-
curity costs is not based on real needs. 
It does not accurately account for the 
number of passengers who must be 
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carefully screened as they enter airport 
terminals at their point of origin. That 
is where delays occur and additional 
security equipment is always badly 
needed. 

My amendment corrects the language 
in section 402 of this bill that allocates 
funding for capital security costs based 
on ‘‘emplanements.’’ This is wrong. 

My amendment would change the for-
mula for allocating funding in the 
aviation security fund from 
‘‘emplanements’’ to ‘‘origination and 
destination emplanements.’’ 

My amendment allocates resources 
to airports that are screening the larg-
est number of passengers and not at 
airports where passengers simply con-
nect to another flight. As an example: 
Someone flies from New York to Chi-
cago and they have a connection to go 
to Des Moines, IA. They don’t leave the 
airport. The problem in Las Vegas is 
people come to Las Vegas. They go 
downtown or to the strip and then they 
come back and have to get back 
through all the screening. That is 
where the need should be, for people 
who enter and leave the airport not 
simply the fact that people land at the 
airport. 

My amendment would allocate re-
sources, as I said, to airports that are 
screening the largest number of pas-
sengers, and not at airports where pas-
sengers simply connect to another 
flight. 

At large hub airports many pas-
sengers simply change flights. They 
don’t enter and leave the terminal 
where security is most needed. These 
passengers have already been screened. 

This is especially important in Las 
Vegas but it is a bigger issue. It is im-
portant that we prevent another ter-
rorist attack on our airlines. Terrorists 
will search for the weakest link in our 
security and try to exploit it. 

Capital security resources must be 
allocated fairly and equitably and cor-
rectly. Las Vegas McCarran Airport 
has the second largest number of origi-
nation and destination passengers in 
the entire Nation, second only to LAX. 
This means that McCarran processes 
more people through TSA security 
checkpoints than every other airport, 
except Los Angeles. 

Under the present formula, other air-
ports would get far more security re-
sources even though they screen fewer 
passengers. McCarran clearly needs 
more resources than many hub airports 
where a great number of passengers 
emplane but do not need to be 
screened. 

Nothing could be worse for the Na-
tion than allocating its precious secu-
rity resources in the wrong manner. We 
need additional security at origination 
and destination airports—and we need 
it now—where passengers are actually 
screened. We do not want resources al-
located where they are unnecessary, es-
pecially at a time when Congress is 
asking TSA to get its costs under con-
trol. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senator ENSIGN be added as a 

cosponsor of this amendment with the 
Senator now speaking. 

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

Mr. REID. I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment for the safety 
of the flying public and the health of 
our economy. We need to put our secu-
rity resources in the right place. Let’s 
keep the skies safe. 

Now, Mr. President, I have spo-
ken—— 

Mr. MCCAIN. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. REID. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. MCCAIN. It is my understanding, 

from talking with you and your col-
league, that at McCarran Airport—for 
example, on a Sunday—a 3-hour delay 
is a routine kind of experience. That is 
a normal experience rather than an ex-
ception, which is remarkably different 
from almost every other airport in 
America. Is that true? 

Mr. REID. That is absolutely right. It 
is based upon the formula I have just 
given. 

I say to the managers of this bill— 
the chairman of the Commerce Com-
mittee and the ranking member of the 
Commerce Committee—I have spoken 
to their staffs, I have spoken to them, 
as has Senator ENSIGN. We have been 
given an assurance by these two fine 
men and their staffs that this is some-
thing the conference will look at as 
soon as the bill leaves this body. The 
staff will start reviewing this. 

They have a concern now that they 
may not have adequate figures to jus-
tify what Senator ENSIGN and I are say-
ing. We want them to have adequate 
numbers so that what we are saying is 
valid. 

We want, as I have indicated in my 
statement, there to be a fair allocation 
of resources. We believe, as the Senator 
from Arizona has indicated, that Las 
Vegas is a very unique place. It is not 
like Chicago O’Hare. It is not like the 
airports in New York. It is similar to 
what we have in Phoenix. Phoenix has 
a problem similar to us. I believe Phoe-
nix would benefit from the formula I 
am suggesting. 

But I have been given an assurance, 
as I have indicated, by the two man-
agers of this very important com-
mittee, that they will do what they can 
in conference to allocate the resources 
fairly. 

The language I have in this amend-
ment may not be perfect. There may be 
some need to look at other issues to 
have a fair apportionment of these re-
sources. 

So based upon the assurances I have 
been given by the two managers of this 
bill, I will withdraw this amendment, 
on behalf of Senators REID and ENSIGN, 
and look to the good offices of these 
two gentlemen to make sure that, for 
our country, there is a fair allocation 
of resources. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Before the Senator 
from Nevada leaves the Chamber, I 

would like to ask him another ques-
tion. 

So that my colleagues will under-
stand this problem—and it is a serious 
one—if I fly from here to the Atlanta 
Airport, or the Dallas/Fort Worth Air-
port, which I will do tomorrow, and 
then change airplanes but stay within 
the terminal, not having to go through 
security again, and then I go on to the 
Phoenix, AZ, airport, that, for the pur-
poses of the present formula, would be 
counted as the same as someone who 
enters an airport, flies and lands at an-
other airport, leaves that airport, and 
then later on has to reenter the airport 
to leave that area. 

In other words, what we are saying 
is, we have a formula now where some-
one who remains within the airport 
and does not have to go through secu-
rity is basically counted the same as a 
person who does have to go through se-
curity. 

Mr. REID. That is right. 
Mr. MCCAIN. So that, obviously, is 

an incredible burden if you have to put 
every passenger through security 
where a large majority of them, par-
ticularly at hub airports, do not have 
to send passengers through security. Is 
that basically the problem we are try-
ing to confront here? 

Mr. REID. The Senator is absolutely 
right. We have places, such as at 
McCarran Airport, where, if we had ad-
ditional help, we could move people 
into the airport more quickly but we 
simply don’t have the TSA people to do 
that. We have some of our hub airports 
where, as the Senator has indicated, 
they have people standing around look-
ing at each other because they are not 
having people coming in and out of the 
airport like we have at McCarran. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I say to the Senator, I 
think your concern is legitimate. I 
think the formula needs to be changed. 
We will work on it. 

First, we will get a letter over to 
communications with TSA and tell 
them we need to look at this formula 
again. I have been told they are al-
ready doing that, but I want to assure 
the Senator from Nevada, we will try 
to do everything in our power to ad-
dress this clear inequity that exists in 
the formula as we go to conference. 

I thank the Senator. 
Mr. REID. If I could say one addi-

tional thing before I sit down. I do not 
have the opportunity very often to talk 
about the good work of the committee 
but, as far as this Senator is concerned, 
some of the best work of this com-
mittee is to allow flights from National 
Airport to Las Vegas, to Phoenix, to 
Salt Lake. I would suggest that the 
Senator from Arizona—and I am sure 
he will check with his staff—I think he 
might find a better flight than going 
from Dallas to Phoenix. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank the Senator 
from Nevada. But I have done many 
foolish things in my life—many. One of 
those that ranks up in the top 10 is 
when I was being accused by the local 
newspaper for attempting to seek some 
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relief from the perimeter rule in hopes 
that I might then have the convenience 
of flying direct from Reagan National 
Airport to Phoenix. I swore I would 
never fly direct from Reagan National 
Airport. Many years have gone by, and 
I had hoped that people’s memories had 
grown dim on that, but now I will prob-
ably have to go another 5 years since 
the Senator has raised that. 

Mr. REID. Well, the statute of limi-
tations has run. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank my colleague. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, the 

Senator from Nevada is correct. The 
money is for security, and a security 
check is what we are trying to fund, fi-
nance. It just hasn’t been vetted at 
FAA. It is very logical to this par-
ticular Senator that the Senator from 
Nevada is correct, and I will make 
every effort in the conference to 
change the particular formula or rath-
er embellish the word emplanement, so 
as to get destinations and takeoffs con-
sidered as going just through the secu-
rity and the money be allocated there-
of. 

So I assure the Senator from Nevada 
that I will support it in every way I 
can. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant bill clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
AMENDMENT NO. 890 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, while dis-
cussions are taking place on other 
issues or amendments, I wanted to go 
back and comment briefly on the state-
ment by Senator DORGAN and his 
amendment. 

First of all, I appreciate his member-
ship on the committee and his interest 
in this aviation hearing. Most of the 
time we agree on how we can be helpful 
to the aviation industry. I appreciated 
the fact that he said he thought it was 
important we have this revolving fund 
for TSA security. There are those who 
are going to speak against that fund 
later today. 

The appropriators feel as if the fund 
is not a positive thing, that it is taking 
funds from their bottom line. My con-
cern is, if we have these fees collected 
for airport security and there is no 
specification that it go into that area, 
then it may be spread all over the 
place. If you go into port security, 
Coast Guard, or any number of pro-
grams—which may be very important 
and may be needed—if fees are col-
lected for a purpose, they should not be 
spread out into other areas. It is like 
the highway trust fund. You collect 
gasoline taxes for highways, and to let 
it be spent for airports or ports—that is 
not the intended purpose and what peo-
ple think they are paying for. 

This fund is not intended in any way 
to get into the appropriators’ job. They 

have a tough job. I know my colleague 
from Mississippi and Senator STEVENS 
will work hard to help our homeland 
security. We will continue to work to 
see if we can come up with some com-
promise agreement that will accommo-
date all concerned. Our goal is to just 
make sure we have these fees that are 
collected for airport security and secu-
rity for the TSA used for that purpose. 

With regard to the local share, I have 
a State that, obviously, is not a 
wealthy State. We have a limited num-
ber of airports. Several of them are rel-
atively small. So any kind of cost 
share is not easy for them, plus the air-
line industry will tell you very quickly 
that in a lot of airports—particularly 
the bigger ones—any kind of a local 
cost share, the airlines will wind up 
having to pick up the cost because air-
ports cannot get money from the local 
government. So they will say, all right, 
we have to get it from the airlines and 
they will pass it on to the airlines. 
That is a legitimate concern. It is real-
ly not fair. 

I know it is not easy for the local air-
ports sometimes to get a match. But 
we are talking about a small match 
here. Even if we can have the match 10 
percent, it would still have the prin-
ciple that the local governments are 
doing their share. Airports and airline 
service is a very important part of the 
economy in these smaller towns. It cre-
ates jobs, helps attract industry, and it 
is a big plus. Yet the cities or counties, 
even the big cities—Detroit, Chicago, 
New York—get tremendous benefits 
from their international airports, but 
they don’t want to participate or pay 
any of the costs. Of course not. The 
trend in America is just let the Federal 
Government do it. Let the Federal 
Government do it all. Let the Federal 
Government pay for all of the airport 
costs, pay for all the housing costs, pay 
for all of the farming costs—just let 
the Federal Government do it. That is 
why we are going to have a $500 billion 
deficit this year, and probably the 
same next year, and it may come down 
some in 2005, but it is still going to be 
really ugly. Let Uncle Sam do it. 

All I am saying is, let the local com-
munities do a little bit, participate 
some, help a little in the cost of this 
huge benefit. I promote local airports 
in my State, such as Tupelo, Meridian, 
Golden Triangle, Biloxi, Pine Belt, and 
others. We have small airports that 
mean a lot. For them to help a little 
bit looks to me like a good idea. So I 
realize maybe that is not the way to do 
things around here. I am arguing on 
principle and some degree of responsi-
bility for everybody to pay a little bit. 
Why should the Federal Government 
always have to pay the first and the 
last dollar? 

We will work with Senator DORGAN, a 
very valuable member of the com-
mittee. I understand his concerns in 
these smaller communities. But the 
problem is not really the smaller com-
munities; it is actually the bigger air-
ports that will be inclined to pass them 

along to the airlines. I realize they 
have plenty of burdens of their own. 

I wanted to respond and make it 
clear why I feel that some small 
amount of local participation is a re-
sponsible thing to do. It makes good, 
common sense. We may have a way to 
work it out. I wanted to get that on the 
record before we got too far away from 
Senator DORGAN’s remarks. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 892 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I send an 

amendment to the desk. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The pending amendments are set 
aside and the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 892. 
(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 

with respect to air fares provided to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. . AIR FARES FOR MEMBERS OF ARMED 

FORCES. 
It is the sense of the Senate that each 

United States air carrier should— 
(1) make every effort to allow active duty 

members of the armed forces to purchase 
tickets, on a space-available basis, for the 
lowest fares offered for the flights desired, 
without regard to advance purchase require-
ments and other restrictions; and 

(2) offer flexible terms that allow members 
of the armed forces on active duty to pur-
chase, modify, or cancel tickets without 
time restrictions, fees, or penalties. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, this is a 
sense-of-the-Senate amendment. 
Frankly, I would like to see it in law, 
but I am not sure whether it would be 
constitutional and in keeping with ex-
isting law. 

Basically, it says that the airlines 
should do whatever they can to make 
sure that members of the Armed 
Forces can get the lowest fare even if 
they are late; that they will offer them 
the lowest fare available; and that 
when there are cancellations or other 
reasons they have to change their trav-
el plans, the airlines will show the 
flexibility that will afford them the 
lowest possible cost for their airfare. 

We have a lot of transience amongst 
the men and women in the military 
and their families, not just being trans-
ferred from one place to another but, 
generally speaking, they are not based 
where they grew up and where their 
families or friends are located. 

There are a lot of men and women in 
the military who make use of the air-
lines and many times on short notice. 
We are simply urging the airlines to 
show the kind of patriotism that is 
necessary to provide these very low in-
come Americans the ability to move 
from one place to another. 
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I might add, this amendment was of-

fered by Senator KAY BAILEY 
HUTCHISON on the DOD authorization 
bill as well. I hope the airlines will 
react positively to this sense-of-the- 
Senate resolution. I yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from South Caro-
lina. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I 
thank the distinguished chairman and 
Senator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON for this 
initiative. It is well deserved. Whether 
or not it can be worked out—as the 
Senator indicates, we hope it can be. It 
has been cleared on our side, and I urge 
its adoption. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there further debate on the 
amendment? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 892. 

The amendment (No. 892) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 893 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

commend the chairman and the rank-
ing member of the Commerce Com-
mittee for moving this reauthorization 
forward. It is critical. The FAA is an 
essential part of our travel and avia-
tion system. I encourage its consider-
ation promptly. 

A principal issue these days in avia-
tion is security. How do we best pro-
tect those who are flying and those 
who are working in the airplanes, the 
cockpit crew, the cabin crew? How do 
we best protect all of those people? 
Well, we review the passenger lists. We 
review the baggage. We look at what 
anybody brings aboard. One of the 
things that does not always get the at-
tention it deserves is what happens 
with the FAA. What kind of people are 
they? Are they up to snuff in their 
training? Have we a reservoir, a re-
serve, of people who are trained and 
ready to take over when we are looking 
forward to a fairly large retirement 
possibility for those people who came 
in after some of the labor problems 
were resolved? 

I send an amendment to the desk to 
make certain that FAA is going to be 
able to maintain its integrity, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the pending 
amendments are set aside. 

The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. LAU-

TENBERG] proposes an amendment numbered 
893. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the read-

ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the Secretary of 

Transportation from transferring certain 
air traffic control functions to non-govern-
mental entities) 
On page 193, after line 23, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 624. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN AIR TRAFFIC 

CONTROL FUNCTIONS PROHIBITED. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation may not authorize the transfer to 
a private entity or to a public entity other 
than the United States Government of— 

(1) the air traffic separation and control 
functions operated by the Federal Aviation 
Administration on the date of enactment of 
this Act; or 

(2) the maintenance of certifiable systems 
and other functions related to certification 
of national airspace systems and services op-
erated by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion on the date of enactment of this Act or 
flight service station personnel. 

(b) CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.—Sub-
section (a)(1) shall not apply to a Federal 
Aviation Administration air traffic control 
tower operated under the control tower pro-
gram as of the date of enactment of this Act. 

On page 69, after the item relating to sec-
tion 623, insert the following: 
Sec. 624. Transfer of certain air traffic con-

trol functions prohibited. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. I rise to offer a 

critical safety and security amendment 
to this FAA bill. My amendment would 
ensure that the air traffic control sys-
tem and its personnel remain a govern-
ment function. 

There is an attempt underway right 
now in the executive branch to open up 
air traffic control to private contrac-
tors. I believe we in the Congress must 
put a stop to this. There are some 
areas where it makes sense to contract 
work out to private entities, but air 
traffic control is not one of them. The 
safety of our skies should not be put in 
the hands of the lowest bidder. We 
should not be looking to buy security 
on the cheap. 

I believe those who operate and 
maintain our air traffic control system 
are almost like a wing of the military. 
They keep us safe. They police our 
skies. 

On September 11, 2001, we had a trag-
ic day for all Americans. In my State 
of New Jersey, nearly 700 people lost 
their lives. As my colleagues know, 
Transportation Secretary Norman Mi-
neta ordered all aircraft in the U.S. 
airspace grounded that day. They 
wanted those airplanes safely out of 
the sky. It was a massive undertaking. 

I have a visual of 9/11 at 12:30 p.m. 
The assault took place around the 9 
hour. This is a picture of the traffic, 
each one of these denoting an airplane, 
that was in the sky at 12:30. Many 
planes had already landed, but there 
were still thousands in the air, as we 
can see. The bulk of this traffic was in 
the East, as it was still early morning 
on the west coast. My home State of 
New Jersey is all but covered in air 
traffic in this picture. 

In the next visual, we will see what 
the skies looked like roughly an hour 
later, at 1:45. We see some reduction in 
the cluster, but there are still hun-
dreds, if not thousands, of airplanes in 
the sky. Planes are being rapidly 
grounded in the Northeast, and they 
are headed to the points in the Midwest 
to try to land safely, to take care of 
their passengers. 

We have the next picture, which is 
only half an hour later, and look at 
this. Look at how empty the space, on 
a relative basis, is compared to where 
it was. The first one, this is now 3 to 
31⁄2 hours after the terrible assault on 
our buildings and our people took 
place. There is a cluster. We cannot 
even see the ground. But the air traffic 
controllers went to work, the system 
went to work, and now at 2:15, an hour 
and three-quarters later, they have 
cleared the skies, which is not an insig-
nificant job. 

We did not have one accident that 
day. We had the attacks with the air-
craft on the towers, but all other air-
craft that were in the sky that day got 
to the ground safely. People were able 
to call their families and say: Do not 
worry about me. I was flying. I am 
here. I am safe. I am well. I will be 
home tonight. I will be home this 
weekend. To the children: Daddy is 
alive and well, and we will be there. 

We can see a massive number of 
planes were landing in that last half 
hour. Meanwhile, we can see the clus-
ters of airplanes circling major air-
ports, waiting for clearance to land, 
making sure the separations were 
maintained. The airports were at Dal-
las, Fort Worth, Atlanta, Kansas City, 
Denver, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Min-
neapolis-St. Paul. That was the extent 
of the impact of this attack and the 
need to disperse the airplanes in the 
sky. And out west, Phoenix, Salt Lake 
City, Las Vegas, NV, Los Angeles, San 
Francisco, all of these planes landed 
safely in an amazingly short amount of 
time. 

Let’s look at the picture at 3:45. The 
sky almost looks clear, and thank 
goodness. Those were tense moments 
for everybody, for those who saw the 
smoke coming out of the Trade Center 
buildings and noted the absence of 
these two giant towers that were built, 
this testimonial to man, gone. 

We did what we had to in the rest of 
the country to make sure those planes 
got on the ground safely. There were 
still some government planes in the 
air. We can see the military aircraft in 
the blue—they are a little hard to dis-
cern—as they patrolled the near empty 
skies. 

On September 11, those who operated 
our Federal air traffic system dem-
onstrated great heroism and dedica-
tion. Air traffic controllers across the 
Nation performed heroically as they 
guided thousands of aircraft out of the 
sky. 

I wish to point out a bit of a techni-
cality. They think of the air traffic 
control group sometimes as just the 
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people in the tower who have the 
microphones at that moment, but we 
have specialists who keep this equip-
ment going, and it is a complicated 
network. We have those flight service 
people who are on the ground giving 
advice, watching the separation, mak-
ing sure that the system is in an or-
derly condition. It is a package. It is 
one part of it. It is very obvious that 
we in this body need lots of people 
around to make the system work, such 
as our staff people who are very good. 
We could not take part of them and 
have them working for one entity 
while we worked for another. It would 
not make sense, especially if there is a 
moment of need when the owner of the 
company says we are cutting back on 
some of the company benefits. It does 
not work. This is a unified system. 

In my home State, from the tower of 
Newark International Airport, the air 
traffic controllers looking out the win-
dow could see the World Trade Center 
on fire as they worked to return tens of 
thousands of Americans to the ground 
safely. Like many public servants on 
that day, they were heroes, along with 
the police and firefighters and other 
emergency personnel. These public em-
ployees gave 110 percent of their ability 
to secure the safety of the American 
people. 

In the aftermath of these tragic 
events, our people demanded one thing 
in particular of their government. 
They wanted government personnel, 
not private contracting firms, to per-
form security screening of baggage at 
our Nation’s airports. If the American 
people demanded that baggage screen-
ers become Federal employees at sub-
stantially increased salaries, this was 
an enormous cost burden we picked up. 
We took it out of the hands of the pri-
vate sector, away from the airlines, to 
say: You were not buying security ap-
propriately; you were not spending the 
money needed to keep the people inter-
ested, trained, and functioning. 

Why in the world, if we wanted the 
baggage screeners to become Federal 
employees, would we contract out air 
traffic control to the lowest bidder? It 
does not make sense. One bag getting 
through at the wrong time could be a 
terrible tragedy. But one airplane in 
the wrong place at the wrong time 
would dwarf many of the opportunities 
others have to attack an airplane with 
a piece of baggage. 

The safety and security of the Amer-
ican people should not be the responsi-
bility of the lowest bidder. It is a core 
responsibility of our Government. To 
be able to muster the forces we need 
for our military endeavors, we have to 
know the people in the towers and 
their support system are always on the 
job, that they are reliable, that there is 
no dispute between a company or cor-
porate headquarters and the need of 
the people. 

That is why it is so shocking the 
FAA is being asked to take steps to 
privatize air traffic control in this 
country. It makes no sense, especially 

after September 11. It is the opposite of 
what the public wants. 

Mr. LOTT. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. I yield. 
Mr. LOTT. My questions and my 

comments are related to your subject. 
First of all, I appreciate Senator 

LAUTENBURG and what he is doing here. 
I understand his point. I indicated to 
him on the committee we would work 
with him and see if we could come up 
with compromise language that we 
could agree to. Unfortunately, we could 
not get that done. However, the Sen-
ator knows I have tried to act in good 
faith. I know he has, too. I appreciate 
that. 

My concern is, I, like you, have con-
cern about privatizing the air traffic 
controllers themselves. I also have 
sympathy for the flight weather serv-
ice people because, in effect, in some 
areas I am familiar with, they are the 
air traffic controllers. But the amend-
ment, as I understand it, and I think 
the Senator admitted, goes beyond de-
manding the tower or demanding the 
actual person looking at the screen and 
the flight weather service, it does ex-
pand to the other employees who are 
employed in the area—the service peo-
ple, the repairmen, and perhaps even 
further than that. 

My question is, is that a fact? Would 
your amendment expand beyond the 
professional air traffic controller or 
even the FWS employee and other em-
ployees? Could you perhaps specify 
some of the areas that might be cov-
ered, just for the edification of myself 
and the other Senators. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. The Senator 
from Mississippi is a sincere advocate 
of safety in our skies and has been very 
supportive of introductions of tech-
nology. The Senator has had a long pe-
riod of service as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Aviation. There is mu-
tual respect. 

We are including all parts of the 
FAA, of the controller system, systems 
specialists, and the safety inspectors. 
As I tried to demonstrate, it is a whole 
unit. One thing and is quite apparent. 
Very often when you have an organiza-
tion the size of FAA, when functions 
are parceled out, very often the seg-
ment you have taken out—look at rail-
roads where you have different unions 
that control different parts. If one of 
those unions has a disagreement with 
the management or with the oper-
ations of the company, they go out and 
can tie the whole thing up. 

Keeping this team together—the 
nurses in the operating room, the or-
derlies, all those people, beside the doc-
tor and the guy now who is the person 
developing the equipment that in many 
cases now is doing the surgery—is all 
one thing. Would you think of splitting 
off parts of that and saying one part 
ought to be here, one part ought to be 
there? I think not. We include them 
all. We say this is one integrated sys-
tem. 

I come out of the technology busi-
ness—of course, it was 20 years ago— 

but there are certain buttons you have 
to push to connect everything. You 
have to make sure the equipment is 
working properly. If one asks the dis-
tinguished Senator from Alaska, Sen-
ator STEVENS—and I take this from re-
call so I am not giving his statement— 
he talked about the value of the flight 
service people in the State of Alaska 
and remote places. The Senator from 
Mississippi said it himself; very often 
they turn into controllers. 

It is our intention to keep this pack-
age together. If we want to talk about 
it at another time in the future, cer-
tainly I would like to do so. 

Mr. LOTT. If the Senator will con-
tinue to yield, we will continue to 
work on this. I know Senator MCCAIN 
will have something to say about it 
later. Regardless of how it works here, 
we will continue to work together. 

I want to make note of the fact for 
the record that Secretary Mineta has 
determined that air traffic control is a 
core function of the FAA and as such 
the administration would not consider 
outsourcing beyond the current con-
tract tower program. I note that is a 
program that is in place, the contract 
towers, and it has broad general sup-
port. Twenty-five percent of all take-
offs and landings, mainly general avia-
tion in the United States, occur at 
these traffic towers. There is an exam-
ple of how contracting out has been 
done and is working. 

We will continue to work with the 
Senator. While I have some sympathy 
with what the Senator is trying to do 
as the amendment presently exists, it 
is too broad and I would have to oppose 
it. 

I thank the Senator for yielding. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. We are leaving 

out the contract tower program. We do 
not touch that at all. Those are special 
situations, smaller airports where 
more is demanded from the operation 
than can be given as part of the FAA. 
We have no problem with those. 

The amendment we offer now is 
smaller in scope than my original bill. 
It covers only air traffic control, sepa-
ration functions, system specialists, 
and flight service station controllers. 

There is a world far larger than that, 
that could be included which we have 
not included. 

The administration has already 
changed the designation of air traffic 
control from ‘‘inherently govern-
mental’’ to ‘‘commercial.’’ It is more 
than a technical change. It opens the 
door to privatizing the air traffic con-
trol system. 

We currently have the best air traffic 
control system in the world, with 15,000 
dedicated Federal air traffic control-
lers who guide home safely more than 
2 million passengers a day. They are 
expert professionals who perform under 
pressure every day to keep our skies 
safe. 

Air traffic controllers play a major 
role in homeland security. When Presi-
dent Bush gave his State of the Union 
speech this year, it was the flight serv-
ice station air traffic controllers who 
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sent alerts to pilots around here to 
avoid the expanded no-fly zone around 
Washington. We wanted to keep the 
President safe. We wanted the security 
to be maintained. It takes a certain 
skill and dedication and experience to 
make sure it gets done, that it gets 
done in a timely fashion. 

When the Space Shuttle Columbia 
tragically exploded in the skies over 
Texas, it was the air traffic controllers 
who directed the aircraft away from 
the falling debris field. 

These men and women perform a 
critical function. Our security ought 
not be up for bid. Some claim privat-
ization will save money, but we have to 
take a look at other countries’ experi-
ments with air traffic control privat-
ization. When you do, you see financial 
messes and safety hazards. Australia, 
Canada, and Great Britain have all 
privatized systems that are now in cri-
sis. Costs have gone up and safety has 
gone down. Since Great Britain adopt-
ed privatization, near misses have in-
creased. That means near misses in the 
sky. When I told someone this, he said, 
You mean people missed more flights? 
I said, No, no, airplanes missing one 
another. Near misses have increased by 
50 percent, and delays have increased 
by 20 percent. The British government 
has already had to bail out the 
privatized air traffic control company 
twice. 

Look at this quote from a Member of 
the British Parliament. 

The privatization of the UK’s air traffic 
control system was a grave mistake, and one 
that the United States can still avoid mak-
ing. British Air Traffic Controllers are 
among the best in the world, and they fought 
tooth and nail to keep ATC in the public sec-
tor. They insisted that the sale of the Na-
tional Air Traffic Services—NATS—would 
lead to a collapse in morale, the unwise in-
troduction of inadequate and unreliable 
equipment, and an increasing danger of cata-
strophic accidents. The Government did not 
listen and went ahead. They were wrong and 
the air traffic controllers were right. 

This is from Gwyneth Dunwoody, a 
British MP in the House of Commons. 

Why should we jeopardize the 
public’s safety in the skies? We have 
the best system in the world now. Why 
should we risk making it more dan-
gerous and costly. We should not re-
peat the mistake other countries have 
already made. 

I want to make clear to my col-
leagues my amendment does not affect 
the expansion of the contract tower 
program. That is one that is contracted 
out away from the FAA, typically in 
smaller communities, and that service 
seems to function very well. It has 
been in place a long time. That pro-
gram, which affects the small visual- 
flight-rules airports, can be expanded 
to any of the 4,000 airports that are eli-
gible. My amendment only affects FAA 
towers. 

Our luggage is important, important 
enough to be screened by trained Fed-
eral workers. But once you are up in 
the sky, it seems the administration 
believes your safety should be in the 

hands of the lowest bidder. It makes no 
sense. 

My amendment declares air traffic 
control functions to be ‘‘inherently 
governmental’’ and therefore it means 
they ought to stay with the Govern-
ment and they are therefore not eligi-
ble for outsourcing. 

I want to point out the Member of 
the British Parliament, Gwyneth 
Dunwoody, the MP, is the equivalent of 
our distinguished Senator MCCAIN in 
this body. So we have a considered 
opinion from someone who has the re-
sponsibility and has been through it. 

I urge my colleagues to support safe-
ty and security in our skies by voting 
for the amendment, keeping the FAA 
as a body in the hands of the Govern-
ment. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I oppose 

this amendment and I think we ought 
to understand this amendment does 
more than tie FAA’s hands with re-
spect to air traffic control manage-
ment. It would prevent a host of broad-
er measures as well. Certain FAA re-
sponsibilities are best fulfilled by con-
tract, using a combination of Govern-
ment and private services, as is the 
case today. 

Congress gave the FAA unique pro-
curement authority for exactly this 
reason and the amendment would com-
promise that authority. For example, 
the FAA’s air traffic control systems 
are increasingly composed of commer-
cial components and software that 
build upon privately developed com-
puter programs. If this amendment 
passes, the FAA’s costs to maintain 
and install its systems would most 
likely increase significantly as the 
FAA tries to acquire needed data 
rights to maintain the equipment or 
forgoes the advantages of using com-
mercial products. 

Furthermore, the FAA would pay 
ever-escalating training costs to pro-
vide its workforce with the changing 
skills needed to maintain multiple sys-
tems. 

The amendment prevents the FAA’s 
ability to reduce its operating costs by 
contracting out certain operations— 
such as providing weather information 
to pilots. Congress has been very crit-
ical of the FAA’s continually increas-
ing operating costs. This amendment 
would take a very important tool for 
controlling costs away from the FAA. 

The FAA is currently conducting a 
competition to evaluate the perform-
ance of its 61 flight service stations, 
which provide needed services, such as 
weather briefings, to general aviation 
pilots. The FAA expects that the com-
petition will identify innovations and 
lead to greater value for America’s pi-
lots at a lower cost to the taxpayer. 
The bottom line is that the legislation 
would stop this study—a study that en-
courages the FAA. 

Finally, this amendment prevents 
the FAA from expanding the existing 

contract tower program. This program 
allows smaller airports to continue to 
have air traffic control where an FAA 
tower might not be fully justified. 

The Transportation Department’s In-
spector General has examined this pro-
gram. He found that contract towers 
are just as safe and effective as FAA 
towers and on average cost $800 thou-
sand a year less. This amendment 
would prohibit any other existing tow-
ers from becoming contract towers. 

FAA continues to operate about 71 
towers that are similar in traffic and 
complexity to towers currently in the 
contract program. For example, in Vir-
ginia, the tower at Manassas Regional 
Airport, which has general aviation 
only, is FAA-operated but the tower at 
Charlottesville-Albemarle Airport, 
which has frequent commercial service, 
is a contract tower. Converting these 
towers could save the FAA about $57 
million dollars per year in operating 
costs and free up 900 controllers that 
could be used in more complex facili-
ties and help meeting the pending wave 
of controller retirements. 

The Administration is adamantly op-
posed to this amendment or any other 
provisions that would reduce the FAA’s 
flexibility and ability to control costs. 
In a letter to the House, Secretary Mi-
neta indicated that he will recommend 
a veto of any bill that contained provi-
sions similar to this amendment. 

We will hear today a lot of discussion 
about how admirably the air traffic 
controllers performed on September 11, 
and it is true. It is absolutely true. 
They did a magnificent job. It is also 
true that the air traffic controllers in 
Canada worked extremely well with 
their partners, the counterparts in the 
U.S., and they are not government em-
ployees. They are privatized air control 
providers. 

All of us appreciate the enormous 
contributions and terrific jobs that our 
air traffic controllers did, and do. The 
question is, Will the administration be 
able to have the flexibility necessary 
to do such things as contract towers 
that operate without the complexities 
and difficulties that are associated 
with major air traffic control centers? 

I ask unanimous consent that a let-
ter dated June 12 from the Office of 
Management and Budget, Statement of 
Administration Policy, be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, June 12, 2003. 
STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 

S. 824—AVIATION INVESTMENT AND 
REVITALIZATION VISION ACT 

The Administration strongly supports Sen-
ate passage of S. 824. Like the Administra-
tion’s proposal, S. 824 would authorize fed-
eral aviation programs without increasing 
taxes or fees on an industry that has been se-
verely impacted since the attacks on Sep-
tember 11th. The bill contains important en-
vironmental provisions including voluntary 
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air quality initiatives; environmental 
streamlining elements for safety and airport 
capacity projects, and a more flexible use of 
the Airport Improvement Program (AIP) 
noise setaside. The bill also adopts struc-
tural changes to the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration (FAA) that were included in the 
Administration’s bill, as well as important 
clarifications in the area of judicial review 
of both airport environmental and agency 
acquisition decisions. 

The Administration will work with Con-
gress to ensure, in the version of the bill pre-
sented to the President, that: (1) spending 
during the authorization period conforms to 
the amounts requested by the Administra-
tion; (2) environmental streamlining provi-
sions include safety projects and are opti-
mized to promote their intended goals; (3) 
the Aviation War Risk Insurance program 
remains focused on aircraft used to support 
U.S. military and foreign policy objectives; 
(4) responsibility for transportation security 
expenditures is consolidated in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and fees col-
lected for security activities are not diverted 
to purposes other than the provision of di-
rect security services; (5) the appointment of 
members and the operation of any commit-
tees or commissions created by the bill are 
consistent with the appointments clause of 
the Constitution and the President’s con-
stitutional authority to supervise the uni-
tary executive branch and make rec-
ommendations to Congress; (6) any provision 
for airline collaboration or coordinated ca-
pacity reduction preserves competition to 
the maximum extent possible; (7) maximum 
flexibility is provided in the use of AIP funds 
for security costs, noise set-aside and emis-
sions research and mitigation; (8) provisions 
regarding the use of space by the FAA at air-
ports do not impose costs which preclude the 
continued provision of essential services by 
FAA; and (9) mandates which might interfere 
with the FAA’s ability to optimize its orga-
nization or research programs are mini-
mized. 

The Administration is aware that an 
amendment may be offered to S. 824 that 
would inappropriately prohibit the conver-
sion of any FAA facilities or function from 
the Federal Government to the private sec-
tor. Such restrictions are unnecessary and 
would hinder the FAA’s ability to manage 
the air traffic control system. If such an 
amendment were included in the final legis-
lation presented to the President, his senior 
advisors would recommend that he veto the 
bill. 

PAY-AS-YOU-GO-SCORING 
The Budget Enforcement Act’s Pay-As- 

You-Go requirements and discretionary 
spending caps expired on September 30, 2002. 
The Administration supports the extension 
of these budget enforcement mechanisms in 
a manner that ensures fiscal discipline and is 
consistent with the President’s Budget. OMB 
scoring of the bill is under development. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I will 
not bother with the entire letter except 
to say that the administration strong-
ly supports passage of the bill. It talks 
about all the good things which will 
happen as a result of the bill, most of 
which we have already covered. I am 
sure we will cover it again. But it also 
says the administration is aware that 
an amendment may be offered to S. 824 
that would inappropriately prohibit 
conversion of any FAA facilities or 
functions from the Federal Govern-
ment to the private sector. They say 
that such restrictions are unnecessary 
and would hinder the FAA’s ability to 

manage the air traffic control system; 
and, if such an amendment were in-
cluded in the final legislation pre-
sented to the President, his senior ad-
visers would recommend that he veto 
the bill. 

I very much dislike having all the 
work that has been done on this legis-
lation for literally months be negated 
by one amendment. Although it may be 
emotionally an important issue, I 
would hate to see that provision de-
stroy all the hard work and important 
programs that are included in this bill. 

I don’t know what the plans are for 
the other side. We would obviously like 
to have a vote on the Lautenberg 
amendment. I think there are negotia-
tions going on and conversations con-
cerning that. In the meantime, I note 
the presence of the Senator from 
Texas. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 

thank the Senator from Arizona. I also 
thank the Senator from South Carolina 
for making sure that we have an FAA 
reauthorization bill on the floor in a 
timely manner. 

There has been so much impact on 
the aviation industry over the last 2 
years that I think we have had to 
refocus our efforts from capacity issues 
which we were trying to address before 
9/11 to now security issues. Certainly, 
the parts of the bill that deal with ca-
pacity are still here. I think it is war-
ranted that we look ahead. The avia-
tion industry is going to come back, 
and we need to make sure we have the 
expedited environmental procedures 
for building new runways and help 
communities be able to meet the needs 
of increased demand when that occurs. 
If we can do that before a crisis, it will 
help us allow airports to grow in an en-
vironmentally positive way. In a way, 
that can be handled by the community 
effectively. 

I think this bill is a good bill. I have 
worked on it as the former chairman of 
the Aviation Subcommittee and now as 
a member of the Aviation Sub-
committee. I think it is very important 
that we look at the major issues of se-
curity. 

I commend the committee for keep-
ing the Security Trust Fund, which I 
think is so important. People pay a 
ticket tax for security. I want to make 
sure this ticket tax goes for security 
purposes. That is what this bill does. If 
we start having a shoestring for the 
Transportation Security Agency, they 
are going to start cutting corners, and 
we are not going to have an airtight 
system that a number of us want to en-
sure. We have a safer aviation system 
today than we had on 9/10 in 2001. We 
want to make sure it stays that way. 
We should not let our guard down. The 
kind of enemies there are today are 
looking for vulnerabilities, and we are 
not going to allow them to have that. 

I think that is why this reauthoriza-
tion discusses and handles the security 

issues, the capacity issues, and the 
issues of air traffic control and safety 
all in a way that I think is quite posi-
tive. 

I appreciate the chairman of the 
committee and the ranking member 
working to get this bill out. It came 
out of our Commerce Committee, and I 
look forward to supporting it. 

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
listened carefully to comments made 
by our leader, the distinguished col-
league from Arizona. I want to say that 
there are places where the contract 
tower process can be used. There are 
some 4,000 airports across the country 
where the contract tower program 
might apply. I have no objection to 
those smaller airports converting to 
that system. But we are grandfathering 
those that are presently FAA con-
trolled to continue in that vein to 
make sure that the system is intact, 
and that the integrity of the func-
tioning is as planned. If there is a point 
in time at some future date when we 
want to look at this, I am more than 
willing to discuss it. But I want to 
know exactly what the implications 
are to the total system, and not simply 
look at this as a financial gain because 
in the long run, the financial gains are 
ephemeral. We saw it in the British ex-
perience. We saw it in the Canadian ex-
perience. 

The Senator from Arizona talked 
about how nobly the controllers from 
Canada performed on 9/11. Yes, we give 
them credit for that. But still in all, 
their system falls into higher costs all 
the time, and it is in financial despair, 
if I can use the terminology. We be-
lieve we take care of the issues con-
cerned. 

I think we would like to see what our 
colleagues have to say about that. In 
due time, I hope we will bring it to a 
vote. 

I yield the floor. 
Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, I 

thank my colleague from New Jersey 
for offering this amendment, which I 
am proud to cosponsor. This amend-
ment will bar the use of funds to pri-
vatize the functions of the air traffic 
control system in the United States, 
which will ensure that air traffic con-
trol will remain a Government func-
tion under the control of the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 

I believe that there are few functions 
of Government more inherent to our 
responsibility than guaranteeing the 
safety and security of consumers of 
transportation in our country. Since 
September 11, 2001, we have worked to 
increase the Federal role in improving 
air security. Air traffic control is es-
sential to our Nation’s security and it 
is vital that we keep air traffic control 
within the Government’s function in 
order to ensure a safe aviation system 
on a day-to-day basis. It is also vital in 
the case of a terrorist attack. This was 
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demonstrated vividly on September 11, 
when central Government control of 
air traffic proved essential in quickly 
clearing our skies and possibly pre-
venting further casualties. 

Furthermore, it is clear that the in-
tention of those who oppose this 
amendment is to open the door for pri-
vatization of air traffic control. This 
would be a disaster. An extensive Co-
lumbia University study that looked at 
air traffic control privatization in 
other countries found that there are no 
operational or economic advantages to 
privatizing air traffic control. In fact, 
there is some evidence that suggests 
privatization can lead to an increase in 
incidents, as fewer controllers are used 
in an attempt to cut costs. For exam-
ple, privatization in Canada has led to 
an operational irregularity rate twice 
ours despite the fact that their air sys-
tem is 7 percent the size of ours. Pri-
vatization may also increase costs. The 
British Government has twice had to 
bail out its privatized system for $131 
million, about two-thirds of what they 
originally sold it for. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this amendment in order to ensure the 
continued safety of our aviation sys-
tem. Let us focus on how to improve 
our air traffic control system without 
compromising safety. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the pending amend-
ment be set aside so I may offer an 
amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, if my 
friend from Mississippi would not 
mind, the Senator from Wyoming has a 
brief statement counter to the Lauten-
berg amendment. 

So that we can be agreeable, I ask 
unanimous consent that immediately 
following the Senator from Wyoming, 
we set aside the Lautenberg amend-
ment for the purpose of the Senator 
from Mississippi proposing an amend-
ment. 

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

Mr. COCHRAN. I thank the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming. 
Mr. THOMAS. I thank the President, 

and I thank the Senator from Mis-
sissippi. I will not take long. In fact, I 
just came from a markup in health 
care. I was very much interested in the 
discussion that was going on here. We 
are all involved, of course, in one way 
or another in air traffic control. I am a 
former private pilot and have experi-
enced a great deal over the years. I 
don’t fly anymore because I don’t get 
enough opportunity to be safe. Never-
theless, I have listened. 

First of all, I am very much inter-
ested in doing all we can in govern-
ment to modernize and make it as effi-
cient as can be. That is what the ad-
ministration seeks to do in various 
kinds of activities, taking a look at 

those to see if there is something that 
can be done governmentally. If they 
can do it just as well or better in the 
private sector, there ought to be some 
competition for that. I believe that. I 
believe that very strongly. 

I am always sort of surprised at the 
efforts made to keep the government 
from doing that. If they study it and 
come up with the right answer, I think 
that is a good idea, instead of saying 
we ought not to be doing any of those 
things. 

I am an advocate of trying to have 
competition to see how we can do the 
best thing. 

Currently, the FAA is reviewing the 
jobs done by the flight services staff to 
determine if these jobs could indeed be 
done better by the private sector. 

I think most everyone knows that 
President Bush and his Secretary have 
no intention of having private competi-
tion for the air traffic controllers. 

What we are talking about here is 
the flight service function, which is 
quite different. Currently provided for 
in general aviation, of course, is that 
pilots currently review it to see if 
flight service functions could be mod-
ernized by allowing the private sector 
to provide some of these services. 

So it seems to me that is reasonable. 
And to come in with an amendment 
that says you cannot take a look at 
doing something better is a surprise to 
me. 

The commercial airlines rely on the 
private sector for weather and all kinds 
of things. There is really no reason to 
think that is something that is done 
better by Government people than it is 
by private sector people. Who is flying 
the airplane, for example? That is 
where the real test comes. 

So it seems to me we ought not to 
adopt this kind of an amendment. Re-
member, this is a current A–76 study 
that is underway. It is a study, and we 
ought to give that an opportunity to 
happen. 

The FAA has categorized air traffic 
controllers as noninherently govern-
mental. They have shielded the air 
traffic controllers from the A–76 study. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Will the Senator 
from Wyoming yield for a question? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
asked if the Senator from Wyoming 
would yield for a question. 

Mr. THOMAS. Sure. Yes. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. I ask if the Sen-

ator from Wyoming is aware of the fact 
that some $20 million has already been 
spent on a survey or a study of this 
process? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am not aware of 
that. Are you aware of the outcome? 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. No. 
Mr. THOMAS. No. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. The outcome is 

one we see that says perhaps we ought 
to put the security of the FAA out to 
the cheapest bidder. I am aware that is 
where it comes out. And can the distin-
guished Senator from Wyoming explain 

why it is we took this very com-
fortable, privately managed sector of 
our aviation system, the baggage 
screeners, and brought them into Gov-
ernment at three times the wage they 
were working? There are 33,000 or 28,000 
of those people. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I answer the 
question, please? 

I do know why that is, and I would 
think you do, too. 

We decided it right here. I voted 
against it. I voted for having the pri-
vate sector continue. That is why it 
was done, because it is a political 
thing, and you know it and I know it. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I am delighted— 
I always enjoy the comments of my 
friend from Wyoming. We talk the 
same language in New Jersey. 

But to say it was a political decision, 
then it sounds relatively 
meritoriousless. But I hear people say 
things are better with the folks work-
ing for Government. Of course, we have 
started to lay off a lot of baggage 
screeners already. And so, to me, the 
chances of baggage screening being of 
the same danger as changing the sys-
tem that now—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Is there a question? 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

am sorry. Forgive me. I did not mean 
to use the time of the Senator from 
Wyoming. I was just trying to respond 
to his answer. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand, and you 
will probably have an opportunity to 
do that. Let me respond to what you 
are saying. 

You talk about how much better it 
is. I think if you had spent that many 
billions of dollars doing it on the other 
side, it perhaps would have been better 
as well. 

So I urge Senators to not accept this 
amendment and to let us continue to 
have a study of what might better be 
done rather than saying, flatly, we can-
not even take a look at a possible mod-
ernization. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

ALEXANDER). The Senator from Mis-
sissippi. 

AMENDMENT NO. 898 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, under 

the unanimous consent agreement pro-
pounded by the distinguished Senator 
from Arizona, I ask unanimous consent 
that the pending amendments be set 
aside, and I send an amendment to the 
desk and ask it be reported. The 
amendment is at the desk. 

Mr. REID. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, Mr. President, I missed the unani-
mous consent request. What is it? What 
is the request? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The request is that 
the pending amendments be set aside 
and that I may be permitted to offer an 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. REID. I would agree to that if we 
have a time set for a vote on the Lau-
tenberg amendment. Other than that, 
because I don’t want his amendment 
to—— 

Mr. MCCAIN addressed the Chair. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. When would the Sen-

ator like to have that vote? 
Mr. REID. We would like to have it 

as soon as possible. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that pending the 
discussion of the Cochran amendment, 
we move then to a vote. 

Mr. REID. Well, I know we have two 
of our most senior Members here in-
volved in this debate, Senator COCHRAN 
and Senator BYRD, and they usually do 
not talk for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, I do not intend to 
talk long. I do hope we can permit Sen-
ator BYRD to make a statement on this 
amendment. I do not know how much 
time he would need for that purpose. 

Mr. BYRD. Five minutes. 
Mr. MCCAIN. The Senator says 5 

minutes. 
Mr. President, I say, we are prepared 

to accept the amendment by Senator 
COCHRAN. 

Mr. REID. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. COCH-

RAN] for himself and Mr. BYRD, proposes an 
amendment numbered 898. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide authorization for an 

Aviation Security Capital Fund) 
On page 145, beginning with line 8, strike 

all down through and including line 24 on 
page 147, and insert the following: 
‘‘SEC. 402. AVIATION SECURITY CAPITAL FUND. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There may be estab-
lished within the Department of Homeland 
Security a fund to be known as the Aviation 
Security Capital Fund. There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Fund up to 
$500,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2004 
through 2007, such amounts to be derived 
from fees received under section 44940 of title 
49, United States Code. Amounts in the fund 
shall be allocated in such a manner that— 

‘‘(1) 40 percent shall be made available for 
hub airports; 

‘‘(2) 20 percent shall be made available for 
medium hub airports; 

‘‘(3) 15 percent shall be made available for 
small hub airports and non-hub airports; and 

‘‘(4) 25 percent may be distributed at the 
Secretary’s discretion. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—Amounts in the Fund shall 
be available to the Secretary of Homeland 
security to provide financial assistance to 
airport sponsors to defray capital invest-
ment in transportation security at airport 
facilities in accordance with the provisions 
of this section. The program shall be admin-
istered in concert with the airport improve-
ment program under chapter 417 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(c) APPORTIONMENT.—Amounts made 
available under subsection (a)(1), (a)(2), or 
(a)(3) shall be apportioned among the air-
ports in each category in accordance with a 
formula based on the ratio that passenger 
enplanements at each airport in the category 
bears to the total passenger enplanements at 
all airports in that category. 

‘‘(d) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than the fol-

lowing percentage of the costs of any project 
funded under this section shall be derived 
from non-Federal sources: 

‘‘(A) For hub airports and medium hub air-
ports, 25 percent. 

‘‘(B) For airports other than hub airports 
and medium hub airports, 10 percent. 

‘‘(2) USE OF BOND PROCEEDS.—In deter-
mining the amount of non-Federal sources of 
funds, the proceeds of State and local bond 
issues shall not be considered to be derived, 
directly or indirectly, from Federal sources 
without regard to the Federal income tax 
treatment of interest and principal of such 
bonds. 

‘‘(e) LETTERS OF INTENT.—The Secretary of 
Homeland Security, or his delegate, may 
execute letters of intent to commit funding 
to airport sponsors from the Fund. 

‘‘(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
44940(a)(1) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘(H) The costs of security-related capital 
improvements at airports.’. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this 
section that is defined or used in chapter 417 
of title 49 United States Code has the mean-
ing given that term in that chapter.’’. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I also 
note that Senator BYRD is a cosponsor 
of the amendment. I appreciate very 
much hearing the assurance of the Sen-
ator from Arizona that this amend-
ment will be accepted, so I am not 
going to talk long. I do not want to 
talk our way out of getting this 
amendment accepted, but I do briefly 
want to say what it does, and then I 
will be happy to yield to Senator BYRD 
for whatever comments he would like 
to make. 

This amendment seeks to amend sec-
tion 402 of the bill. Section 402 creates 
a new entitlement program, in effect, 
and it is a capital fund program that 
would permit the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration to use up to $500 
million—the first $500 million collected 
each year from the emplanement fee; 
$2.50 per passenger that is now col-
lected under current law—and transfer 
those funds to the Department of 
Transportation for administration of 
this capital fund. 

The Department of Transportation 
could then allocate those funds to air-
ports for security improvements. There 
are provisions in the amendment about 
how much hub airports would be enti-
tled to—40 percent; 20 percent to me-
dium hub airports, and the like. But 
the problem with it is the CBO says 
that, unlike the arrangement under 
current law, where the Transportation 
Security Administration spends these 
funds for airport screeners and other 
activities under the jurisdiction of the 
Transportation Security Administra-
tion, it would no longer be able to have 
those activities offset by the funds that 
are collected from the passengers, 
which means we would have to appro-
priate additional money each year to 
pay for those purposes that are now 
being paid for out of the emplanement 
fund that is designated and earmarked 
for that purpose now. 

So what we are doing is saying, it is 
OK to set up this new capital fund, and 

it is OK to authorize the Transpor-
tation Security Agency to collect the 
money and make it available, but we 
need to make that subject to appro-
priations. That is the point because we 
are going to divert money from the De-
partment of Homeland Security for 
this new purpose, and we have a letter 
from Secretary Ridge explaining that. I 
ask unanimous consent that a copy of 
his letter dated June 11 to me be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY, OFFICE OF THE SEC-
RETARY, 

June 11, 2003. 
Hon. THAD COCHRAN, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Homeland Security, 

Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Administration 
appreciates the continued support of Con-
gress for improvements in the security of the 
Nation’s civil aviation system and supports 
Senate passage of S. 824, the Aviation Invest-
ment and Revitalization Vision Act (Air-V). 
However, the Administration opposes a pro-
vision in S. 824 that would divert fees col-
lected for security activities for purposes 
other than the provision of direct security 
services. 

With the Homeland Security Act of 2002, 
Congress identified the Department of Home-
land Security (DHS) as the focal point of the 
federal government’s homeland security ef-
forts, with the mission of preventing ter-
rorist attacks and reducing the nation’s vul-
nerability to terrorism. While the Depart-
ment welcomes and appreciates the assist-
ance of other agencies in improving security, 
any diversion of security fees, such as that 
proposed in S. 824, would directly undermine 
the Department’s ability to fulfill its mis-
sion. Air-V would establish an Aviation Se-
curity Capital Fund that is both outside the 
control of the Department and funded by di-
verting $500 million per year of passenger 
and air carrier security fees collected by the 
Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA). This would diminish the Depart-
ment’s funding capacity. As you know, the 
direct annual costs of operating the aviation 
security system are not fully offset by these 
fees, and diverting fee revenue for other pur-
poses clearly weakens the intended financing 
structure of TSA set forth in the Aviation 
and Transportation Security Act. Diversion 
of the fees into a fund outside of DHS under-
mines the ability of the Administration to 
apply these resources to the most pressing 
security needs. 

The Administration looks forward to work-
ing with Congress to ensure that the version 
of the bill presented to the President elimi-
nates this objectionable provision. 

The Office of Management and Budget has 
advised that there is no objection, from the 
standpoint of the Administration’s program, 
to the submission of these views for the con-
sideration of the Congress. 

Sincerely, 
TOM RIDGE. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I am 
hopeful we can go forward. I appreciate 
very much the assurance of the Sen-
ator from Arizona that the amendment 
will be included in the bill. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from West Virginia is recognized. 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to join my friend and the 
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Chairman of the Homeland Security 
Appropriations Subcommittee, Senator 
COCHRAN, in offering this amendment 
today. At the same time, I deeply re-
gret the fact that we are being forced 
to have to come to this floor and offer 
this amendment. 

S. 824 contains a brand new $500 mil-
lion entitlement program. This legisla-
tion would earmark $500 million of ex-
isting aviation security fees for grants 
to airports for construction. 

The Transportation Security Admin-
istration was created by the Congress 
in response to the attacks of Sep-
tember 11. It was a failure of our air-
port screening procedures that allowed 
19 men to board domestic airliners with 
weapons and turn four planes into in-
struments of death and destruction. 
With the creation of the Department of 
Homeland Security, the TSA was 
transferred from the Department of 
Transportation to the new Homeland 
Security Department. The Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Homeland Se-
curity, which is so ably chaired by the 
senior Senator from Mississippi, is 
charged with funding the TSA—one of 
many agencies now in the Department 
of Homeland Security. 

The President’s Fiscal Year 2004 
budget request for the TSA assumes 
that $2 billion and $70 million in avia-
tion security fees will go to the TSA to 
meet its security requirements. These 
fees are used to fund the thousands of 
screeners at our airports, for pur-
chasing security equipment such as ex-
plosives detection equipment, and for 
the Federal Air Marshals program, all 
of which help secure our airports and 
the millions of travelers who use them. 
The provision in this bill that Senator 
COCHRAN and I are seeking to modify 
would take $500 million of those fees 
that the President has requested for 
the TSA and instead earmark the $500 
million for a new entitlement program 
for airport construction grants. 

This new mandatory program pur-
ports to ‘‘solve’’ an airport security 
construction problem. However, the 
provision actually creates a homeland 
security problem. The provision will 
create a $500 million hole in the TSA 
budget—a hole that the Homeland Se-
curity Subcommittee will be unable to 
fill without creating other holes in our 
homeland security budget. 

How should we fill that $500 million 
hole? Should we take Border Patrol 
agents off our Southwest border? 
Should we cut port security programs? 
Should we further slow down the Coast 
Guard’s modernization program? 
Should we reduce the numbers of in-
spectors at our ports of entry on our 
borders and increase the waiting time 
for agricultural produce to enter the 
U.S. from Mexico and Canada? Should 
we cut grants to our States and cities 
to equip and train first responders? 
These are the very real choices we on 
the Homeland Security Appropriations 
Subcommittee will have to face if the 
provision in this bill is permitted to 
pass. 

I sympathize with the dilemma fac-
ing the members of the Commerce 
Committee. They are attempting to re-
lieve the security construction burden 
facing our Nation’s airports. I support 
these airport security programs and 
have provided funds in the past to 
begin to meet these airport security 
needs. However, the President did not 
request one dime for airport security 
construction in his budget, not one 
dime. So if this provision became law, 
we would need to cut $500 million from 
homeland security priorities requested 
by the President. 

Our amendment is a simple one. In-
stead of creating a new entitlement 
program, instead of creating a colossal 
new $500 million earmark, instead of 
putting airport construction grants at 
the front of the line, ahead of border 
security, port security or first re-
sponder grants, this amendment would 
simply turn this new $500 million pro-
gram into an authorization. It would 
allow the Senate to use the appropria-
tions process to make careful choices 
among the competing homeland secu-
rity priorities. 

I urge my colleagues to join us on 
this amendment and strike this ill-ad-
vised provision. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona is recognized. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, we are 

ready to accept the amendment on this 
side. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. It has been cleared 
on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 898) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I move 
to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BYRD. If the Senator will yield 
briefly, I thank the Senator from Ari-
zona and the comanager on this side of 
the aisle for their accepting the 
amendment. I think it is a real service. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand it is the agreement of the Sen-
ator from Nevada that we will have a 
vote at 2:30 on the pending amendment. 

Mr. REID. Yes. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Could I have a small 

modification, a technical amendment? 
Mr. REID. Yes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 889, AS MODIFIED 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I have a 

modification of amendment No. 889 at 
the desk. It is a technical correction 
concerning the sale of airline tickets 
that was inadvertently included in the 
managers’ package. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is so modi-
fied. 

The modification is as follows: 
On page 10, strike lines 11 through 18 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote in re-

lation to the Lautenberg amendment 
No. 893 occur at 2:30 today, with no 
amendments in order to the amend-
ment prior to the vote; further, that 
the remaining time until 2:30 be equal-
ly divided in the usual form. 

Mr. REID. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 

mention to my colleagues that we are 
moving along on the amendments on 
this side. I know there is an amend-
ment by the Senator from Oklahoma, 
Mr. INHOFE, which I hope we can con-
sider rather quickly. It is a very inter-
esting amendment on raising the age 
from 60 to 65. There are several amend-
ments by Senator BURNS. 

I say to my friend on this side that I 
think we can probably agree to at least 
a majority of them. I know of no other 
amendments that would be pending on 
this side. If there are, we hope that 
during the vote that takes place at 2:30 
we can get pending amendments at 
least brought to our attention so we 
can schedule them. I still believe there 
is a very good opportunity to finish 
this legislation tonight. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded 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. 

AMENDMENT NO. 891, WITHDRAWN 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask that 

my amendment No. 891 which I offered 
earlier today be withdrawn. 

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

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded 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. 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the Lautenberg amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 893. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from North Carolina (Mr. 
EDWARDS), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. JEFFORDS), and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), are nec-
essarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 
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The result was announced —- yeas 56, 

nays 41, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 222 Leg.] 

YEAS —- 56 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chafee 
Clinton 
Conrad 
Corzine 
Daschle 
Dayton 
DeWine 
Dodd 

Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Fitzgerald 
Graham (FL) 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 

Levin 
Lincoln 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Talent 
Voinovich 
Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Campbell 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Craig 

Crapo 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
McCain 

McConnell 
Miller 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Santorum 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thomas 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—3 

Edwards Jeffords Lieberman 

The amendment (No. 893) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. REID. If I may have the atten-
tion of the managers of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will be in order. 

Mr. REID. One of the important 
amendments on this bill is the Inhofe 
amendment that has been discussed at 
some length, on both sides, off the 
floor. But both have agreed that the 
Inhofe amendment will be handled in 40 
minutes, equally divided. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Inhofe amendment be the next in order 
and that the time for the amendment 
be 40 minutes. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Equally divided. 
Mr. REID. And no second-degree 

amendments be in order prior to the 
vote, on or in relation to the amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCAIN. Forty minutes equally 
divided. 

Mr. REID. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, before 

we move to the Inhofe amendment, I 
wish to state for the benefit of my col-
leagues, we have a Dorgan amendment 
which is being worked on. We have a 

Bunning amendment which is being 
worked on. 

I believe a Burns amendment is being 
worked on as well. I think we are close 
to completion of work on the amend-
ments. If our colleagues have addi-
tional amendments, we would certainly 
like to see them during this 40 minutes 
of debate on the Inhofe amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
AMENDMENT NO. 986 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I send an 
amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE], 
for himself, Mr. KYL, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. GRASSLEY, and Mr. ENZI, 
proposes an amendment numbered 986. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To establish age limitations for 

airmen) 
At the end of title V, add the following new 

section: 
SECTION 521. AGE LIMITATIONS. 

(a) GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, beginning on the date that 
is 30 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act— 

(1) section 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, shall not apply; 

(2) no certificate holder may use the serv-
ices of any person as a pilot on an airplane 
engaged in operations under part 121 of title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, if that per-
son is 65 years of age or older; and 

(3) no person may serve as a pilot on an 
airplane engaged in operations under part 121 
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, if 
that person is 65 years of age or older. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the provisions of this section 
shall take effect on the date that is 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) INTERIM LIMITATION.—During the period 
that begins on the date that is 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act and ending 
on the date that is one year after such date— 

(A) subsection (a)(2) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘‘64’’ for ‘‘65’’; and 

(B) subsection (a)(3) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘‘64’’ for ‘‘65’’. 

(c) CERTIFICATE HOLDER.—For purposes of 
this section, the term ‘‘certificate holder’’ 
means a holder of a certificate to operate as 
an air carrier or commercial operator issued 
by the Federal Aviation Administration. 

(d) RESERVATION OF SAFETY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section is intended to change 
the authority of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration to take steps to ensure the 
safety of air transportation operations in-
volving a pilot who is 60 years of age or 
older. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 
all, I would like to say this is a non-
controversial amendment which every-
one is for. 

That is not true. But it is a very old 
subject. I say that in two ways. 

It is a subject that has been around 
for a long time and one that needs to 
be addressed one way or another. 

Second, I am offering an amendment 
that passed out of the Commerce Com-
mittee last year. It does one very sim-
ple thing. Currently, the age limit for a 
commercial pilot is age 60. That was 
established some 40 years ago. The life 
expectancy since that time has in-
creased by about 12 years. There is no 
medical reason that anyone has ever 
put forward why a pilot should have to 
stop flying at age 60. Quite frankly, I 
know pilots who are too old to fly at 
age 50. I am an exception. I am age 68, 
and I am a better pilot than I was 40 
years ago. But age is arbitrary. There 
are no two people alike. 

For that reason, age 60 being an arbi-
trary number and having been around 
for some 40 years, my preference would 
be not to have any age limit at all. 
Frankly, I think we should have very 
strong, stringent medical require-
ments. That is in the law today. And 
we should have very strong proficiency 
requirements. That is in the law today. 
So long as a person is able to do that, 
that person should be able to continue. 
But, realistically, I believe people are 
going to say, well, that could lead up 
to very old ages—even my age. They do 
not want that to happen. 

So we are putting an arbitrary age 
limit of 65 so we can at least look at it 
for a period of time. There have been a 
lot of studies. Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity School of Hygiene did a study as 
to what age someone would not have 
the proficiency in flying an airplane. 
They came back and said age has abso-
lutely nothing to do with it. There are 
other predictors that are much more 
important. In fact, some studies have 
shown that airline pilots exceed popu-
lation norms for physical health and 
mental ability. I believe that is true 
because they are required to take 
physicals on a regular basis. 

I am a commercially rated pilot. I 
have been for some 40 years. I can tell 
you from personal experience in my 
particular case. Some of you in this 
Chamber will remember this. I had an 
experience just a couple of years ago 
with a single-engine airplane where the 
front end of the airplane came off in 
flight. Normally, with that situation 
you are through. However, drawing 
upon experience, I was able to deter-
mine where the new stalling speed was, 
which was three times what the stall-
ing speed normally would be for that 
aircraft, and come back and made 
somewhat of a crash landing, I guess, 
only because I didn’t have any gears 
down there. But, nonetheless, quite 
frankly, I wonder if I would have been 
able to do that before. 

At this time, I would like to yield the 
floor so I can see what type of opposi-
tion is here today. 

I would like to tell you that everyone 
is for it. Quite frankly, ALPA, the Air-
line Pilots Association, is not for it. 
There is a very good reason. It is not a 
safety reason. It is not an age reason. 
It is a monetary reason. I have a great 
deal of respect for younger pilots who 
are commercial pilots working for the 
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airlines. By getting rid of older pilots, 
that leaves more upward mobility. 
That is true. I think that is one of the 
reasons they are opposed to it. In fact, 
I think that is the only reason they are 
opposed to it. Many of the airlines are 
for it, and some are against it. Some of 
them are in opposition to my amend-
ment as an economic issue. As a pilot 
becomes older, he is paid more money. 
Consequently, the payrolls in an ailing 
industry would go up. I am sensitive to 
that. I have weighed that carefully and 
have determined this is the best thing. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 

take such time as I may consume on 
our side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. I intend to oppose the 
amendment. In many ways, I regret op-
posing my friend from Oklahoma. He is 
quite a remarkable pilot. I have had 
the opportunity to ride with him. I be-
lieve he flew around the world in a sin-
gle-engine airplane at one point. 

Mr. INHOFE. It was actually a twin- 
engine plane. 

Mr. DORGAN. Nonetheless, he is a 
pilot who has flown around the world. 
He knows a bit about flying. 

I learned to fly at one point in my 
life. I know something about the won-
ders of it. I know something about the 
time the instructor steps out of the 
plane and says: It is your turn. Take it 
up alone. That is one of the moments 
in your life you will always remember. 

The issue here is about an age limit 
for commercial pilots. I don’t stand 
here as an expert on this subject. I 
don’t expect there is an expert in the 
Senate on this subject. The question of 
the age rule is a question that the FAA 
has dealt with, and they have dealt 
with it repeatedly. 

The history of this rule goes back 
many years. It is a rule that has been 
around for a long while. It was estab-
lished by the FAA as a matter of safe-
ty. I know this rule has actually been 
considered by the Senate previously as 
well. 

At one point during its consideration 
in the Senate, it was considered and 
proposed that we had a shortage of pi-
lots, and, therefore, we should remove 
this age restriction and increase it 
some. Of course, now we have exactly 
the opposite. We have many pilots who 
are furloughed and laid off and would 
like to come to work. That is not the 
issue. The issue is one of safety. 

I think the FAA has always erred on 
the side of safety. I expect that all of 
us want them to err on the side of safe-
ty. 

My judgment about this is that the 
decision about age requirements for 
commercial pilots ought to be left to 
the regulatory agency, the FAA. They 
are the experts in this area. We are 
not. They know more about this sub-
ject than we do. 

I just feel uncomfortable substituting 
our judgment, with an arbitrary num-
ber, for the judgment of the FAA. 

Let me say I am sure the Senator 
from Oklahoma would agree, the FAA 
has the opportunity and the discretion 
and the ability right now this after-
noon to make that age change, if they 
wish to do that. The FAA has the au-
thority under law, as I understand it, 
to change the rule as they see fit. They 
have continuously, however, kept the 
60-year age rule because they want to 
maintain the highest degree of safety 
in air transportation. 

There have been a number of studies 
dealing with this issue. In 1979, Con-
gress mandated a study conducted 
under the auspices of the NIH. In 1990, 
the House Committee on Public Works 
asked the Office of Technology Assess-
ment to examine the medical aspects 
of the Federal requirement that airline 
pilots retire at age 60 and to assess the 
state of the art medical risk assess-
ment. There have been a number of 
these studies. 

I chose not to go into the conclusions 
of all the studies except to say that the 
FAA, in reviewing the body of informa-
tion in those studies, decided that they 
believed the 60-year age retirement 
rule was appropriate. 

Again, in April 2000, the FAA re-
affirmed its position and decision to 
maintain the 60-year retirement age. 
That decision was appealed to the 
courts actually in 2001, and the Sev-
enth Circuit Court of Appeals upheld 
the FAA’s decision. 

Once again, I say I am not an expert. 
I would expect, perhaps, the Senator 
from Oklahoma would make the same 
statement. The question of safety and 
the question of the proper retirement 
age given medical circumstances with 
respect to commercial flight and the 
commercial license that one needs to 
fly is a decision that is enormously 
complicated. It is a decision that has 
been studied and restudied by the FAA 
folks whose job it is to provide the as-
surance of safety. I frankly am com-
fortable with whatever decision they 
make. 

If they were to decide this afternoon, 
look, we have studied this from six 
more angles and here is what we have 
concluded, and it came up with a dif-
ferent number, that would be fine with 
me. But I must say, I am not com-
fortable with the Senate arbitrarily de-
ciding there is a number that we know 
better than the FAA which represents 
the risk assessment with respect to 
this mandatory retirement age. For 
that reason, I regret I have to oppose 
the amendment. 

Again, let me finish by saying this is 
not a new subject and not a new de-
bate. We may not know much more 
about it than we did the last time we 
debated it, but I believed then and be-
lieve now it is appropriate to allow the 
Federal Aviation Administration—the 
regulatory agency that has the experts 
and has the charge to make these deci-
sions—to make this judgment. 

Again, it is my contention, if they 
decided this afternoon to increase that 
mandatory retirement age, that would 

be fine with me. And they have that ca-
pability under current law to do so, but 
they have not because they believe it 
not advisable. I think the Senate would 
be well advised to listen to the FAA on 
this subject. 

I yield the floor and reserve the re-
mainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAPO). The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 
all, I have a great deal of respect for 
the Senator from North Dakota, and 
some of the things he says certainly do 
make sense. I would have to say this, 
though. There is not a bureaucracy out 
there that, now and then, does not have 
to be prodded a little bit because it is 
the very nature of a bureaucracy not to 
change. They do not want to change. 

Not long ago, I had a bill, on which I 
believe the Senator from North Dakota 
supported me, called the emergency 
revocation bill. It took 3 years before 
we got the votes to pass it. It was 
something that should have been done, 
I believe, by the FAA; and I think most 
of them would agree. Many of them in 
the field have told me since then that 
it was something they should have 
done. They are very busy, they have 
their hands full, and probably the fur-
thest thing from their minds is making 
a change. 

When it gets down to age, when you 
talk about 60, age 60, when this rule 
was put in, is the same as age 72 today. 
Everything that is tied to an index— 
whether it is retirement, Social Secu-
rity—they all have increased in age, 
except this one issue. 

As far as safety is concerned, I do not 
think the FAA would tell you the arbi-
trary age of 60 or 65 is going to relate 
to safety. But what they relate to safe-
ty is the medical and proficiency re-
quirements, which are very stringent. 
And the older you get, I suggested to 
my friend from North Dakota, the 
more stringent they become, because I 
have had to live through this myself. 

On the argument that there is not a 
shortage of pilots, now we are going 
through a temporary phase. I think, as 
everyone in this Chamber knows, we 
are going through a rebuilding process 
of our military, and the supply and de-
mand of pilots is something that is 
going to change. I just hope that does 
not influence a person into making 
that decision on a vote. 

I say to the Senator, he is right, safe-
ty is the big issue. But we can show— 
and have testimony, a lot of which I 
have already talked about—that safety 
is not related to age; it is related to 
medical conditions and proficiency. 

With that, I yield the floor to see if 
there are those who want to be heard. 
If not, I will yield back the remainder 
of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I have 
been on the Commerce Committee for 
quite a few years, not nearly as long as 
my friend from South Carolina, but 
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long enough to know that this issue 
has been around for a long time. 

When it was first presented to me, it 
was presented to my office by a group 
of pilots who were nearing the age of 
60. And they said: Gee, we are in great 
shape. We fly planes that have two pi-
lots in the cockpit. We would be willing 
to take three or four physicals every 
year if necessary. We all know people 
are living longer. We know that fewer 
and fewer people smoke. We have rig-
orous physicals. 

I said: Gee, it makes good sense to 
me. And as I grow older, it makes even 
more sense to me, I might add to my 
friend from Oklahoma. 

But here is the problem. The airlines 
do not want it because they do not 
want to pay senior pilots the amount 
of money they have to pay them, and 
so they want to get rid of them at age 
60 and bring in lower salaried pilots. 
And, of course, then, incredibly, the 
younger members of ALPA, the Airline 
Pilots Association, want the old gee-
zers gone so they can move up more 
rapidly. It is really kind of an incred-
ible scenario, when you think about it. 

We all know that people live longer 
and are healthier longer. And the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma probably knows 
when this rule went into effect. I am 
not sure. 

Mr. INHOFE. Forty years ago. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Forty years ago. The 

demographics have changed, and every-
thing else has changed. It argues for at 
least allowing pilots to fly longer. 

By the way, I might say, also—again, 
maybe I have a little senior’s bias 
here—more experienced pilots are bet-
ter pilots. And if they are in good 
health, and there are two of them in al-
most every commercial airliner, why 
in the world are we opposed to allowing 
them to fly longer? Southwest Airlines 
supports the efforts. SWAPA and other 
organizations and individuals allow pi-
lots to fly commercial jet aircraft be-
yond age 60. JetBlue supports it. The 
low-cost airlines all support it. The 
most expensive airlines, the more es-
tablished ones—most of them are ro-
tating in and out of bankruptcy be-
cause of their outstanding manage-
ment practices—are opposed to it. 

So this is really a no-brainer, Mr. 
President. We should allow these pilots 
to serve longer and fly longer and be 
able to realize an income that comes 
from serving these airlines and the 
American public for a long time. 

Having said that, we will probably 
lose because right now, ALPA, the Air-
line Pilots Association, and the execu-
tives and lobbyists for the major air-
lines are on the phone saying: Don’t do 
this. This could be really dangerous. 

It is hard for me to believe that 
someone 61 years old, who passed a 
physical, who is flying with another 
qualified pilot, plus, in many cases, a 
flight engineer, is in any way a danger. 
Not only that, in case there is some 
kind of emergency, that pilot is prob-
ably better qualified to handle that 
emergency by virtue of that pilot’s ex-

perience than a much younger indi-
vidual would be. 

So I will clearly be supporting the 
amendment of the Senator from Okla-
homa. I appreciate his courage in 
bringing up this issue. Maybe someday 
we will be able to allow these young 
men and women to serve past age 60 if 
they are physically and mentally quali-
fied to do so. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 

all, I thank the Senator from Arizona. 
I would suggest that this is exactly 
like the bill that came out of the Com-
merce Committee last year or the year 
before, the 107th Congress. I really be-
lieve it is time for us to do this. I know 
where the pressures are against it. 

If there is no one else on the other 
side who wants to be heard, I will yield 
back. 

Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 

make one final point. 
It is not quite so simple to say it is 

ALPA, the airlines. The fact is, the 
Federal Aviation Administration, the 
FAA, has the authority today to make 
a decision about increasing this retire-
ment age. It has chosen not to, I as-
sume because the experts there have 
taken a look at the OTA study, the ac-
cident rates, and whole series of things. 

I agree, people are living longer, bet-
ter lives. I have an 81-year-old uncle 
who runs in the Senior Olympics. He 
runs the 400 and the 800 at age 81. Peo-
ple are living longer. I understand all 
that. 

The issue is, what the proper age is 
for retirement of commercial airline 
pilots is not a function of the Senate, 
making a judgment on the floor of the 
Senate. In my judgment, it is a func-
tion of people who know, the medical 
experts at the FAA, looking through 
the data and making a considered judg-
ment on behalf of the American people 
of what constitutes their best safety. 

So that is the basis of this position. 
It is not, in my judgment, about ALPA 
or the airlines, it is just saying, look, 
whatever the judgment is, let it be, but 
let’s have the experts make it. That is 
my whole point. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I think 

we have responded to everything the 
Senator from North Dakota has said. I 
would only say that there are a lot of 
forces out there against it. But every 
argument that is against it, that is a 
legitimate argument, is an economic 
argument. 

I believe everyone in this Chamber 
has to understand that what was being 
age 60, 40 years ago, is not the same as 
being age 60 today. And everything 
else, every other schedule we have 
written into law, has changed more 

than this amount during that 40-year 
period. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I 
yield as much time as the Senator from 
Mississippi wants from the time re-
maining. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, how much 
time remains? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 12 minutes 55 seconds remaining. 

Mr. LOTT. I don’t believe I will need 
the entire time. I will take a few min-
utes to say that, in this case, I do feel 
the need to oppose this amendment by 
Senator INHOFE. Our Commerce Com-
mittee has discussed this issue several 
times in the past and at various times 
we have gone different ways on it. In 
this case, I think you need to look at 
how we got where we are. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has the responsibility that is mandated 
to ensure aviation safety. In 1959, they 
concluded, after concerns developed of 
potential detrimental effects of aging 
and the risk of acute and incapaci-
tating medical conditions, that com-
mercial pilots need to be required to 
retire at age 60. Today I believe there 
is sufficient evidence to keep that rule. 
There is not enough evidence to reverse 
that. There is a case here where I be-
lieve most of the airlines, although not 
all, support keeping it at 60. There is 
no question that the representatives of 
the pilots prefer to keep it at 60. So 
you have an agreement. 

Also, I do feel as if, particularly in 
the aviation area, there is a need right 
now to have some opportunity for re-
tirement at 60, to bring in newer, 
young pilots or, as a matter of fact, to 
decide they don’t need all those pilots. 
This is a unique time in the aftermath 
of 9/11, where at this time I am inclined 
not to think we should raise the age to 
65, whereas sometime down the road I 
might be so inclined. 

I do worry about age discrimination. 
As I get older, I worry about it more 
than I used to. I think in this case, 
with medical science and the acknowl-
edgement of the current situation in 
the industry, we should keep it at 60. 

I don’t like to be on the other side of 
my good friend, the Senator from Okla-
homa, but I think, all things consid-
ered, we should stick with what the 
rule has been. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, the 
three arguments used by the distin-
guished Senator from Mississippi are, 
first, economic. The pilots’ union is op-
posed to it. I said that in my opening 
statement. There is a justified reason 
for that. If I were a young pilot and a 
member of the union, I might feel the 
same way because they want more up-
ward mobility. As far as the airlines 
are concerned, yes, they are going to 
have to pay a little more. The average 
older pilots have greater salaries and 
benefits. These are economic reasons. 

I think we should consider these rea-
sons but I don’t want anybody voting 
on this and believing in their heart 
that they are doing it for safety or be-
cause of the supply and demand of pi-
lots. We all know that will change; we 
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know that with the restructuring of 
our military. 

As I said, if it is a good age—first, it 
should not be an age at all. It ought to 
be based on medical tests and pro-
ficiency tests. If 40 years ago 60 was a 
good age, 65 would be better now. 

We will have a chance to look at this. 
I think there are a lot of people who 
would like to see a realistic approach 
to this. I think we used the same thing 
for 40 years and certainly it is justified 
to raise that at this time. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator yield 

for a question? 
Mr. INHOFE. Yes. 
Mr. DORGAN. The Senator talked 

about a proficiency test. We would not 
have difficulty if the FAA could find a 
device that is appropriate to deal with 
that. I think they have evaluated that 
for a long period of time and have not 
been able to come to that conclusion. I 
don’t think even those of us who would 
agree with your amendment believe 
there is a magic number here. I am not 
qualified to set the number. 

I am not suggesting that it is ever 
appropriate to increase the age limit. I 
would prefer someone with the capa-
bilities of the FAA to evaluate the 
medical histories to be able to do that. 

Mr. INHOFE. In terms of proficiency 
tests, I am a flight instructor. I test 
people, and I think everybody doing 
that takes into consideration age, and 
they are more stringent with them as 
they get older. 

Again, a person could be more pro-
ficient at age 70 than at age 40. This 
happens to some people. That is why 
age should not be the determining fac-
tor; proficiency and health should be. 
Certainly, economic factors should not. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Are they prepared to 

yield back their time? 
Mr. INHOFE. I yield back my time. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. We yield back our 

time on this side. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If all 

time is yielded back, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. REID I announce that the Sen-

ator from North Carolina (Mr. 
EDWARDS), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KERRY), and the Sen-
ator from Connecticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN) 
are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from MA (Mr. 
KERRY) would vote ‘‘nay’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 44, 
nays 52, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 223 Leg.] 
YEAS—44 

Allard 
Allen 
Bennett 
Bond 
Breaux 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Campbell 
Chafee 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeWine 

Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Lugar 
McCain 
McConnell 

Murkowski 
Nelson (FL) 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Santorum 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Smith 
Specter 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thomas 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—52 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Conrad 
Corzine 
Daschle 
Dayton 

Dodd 
Dole 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Graham (FL) 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lincoln 
Lott 
Mikulski 
Miller 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Talent 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Edwards 
Jeffords 

Kerry 
Lieberman 

The amendment (No. 896) was re-
jected. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, we have 
four Members here who have pending 
amendments which are going to be ac-
cepted. All four Members want to have 
their amendment proposed and dis-
cussed. I ask unanimous consent Sen-
ator BINGAMAN be recognized for his 
amendment, and Senator BUNNING, 
Senator DORGAN, and Senator INHOFE, 
in that order. I know all will speak 
briefly. 

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I want to clarify there were no 
time agreements included, just the 
order that they would discuss the 
amendments briefly. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 906 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. BINGA-
MAN], for himself, and Mr. INHOFE, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
SPECTER, Mr. HARKIN, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mrs. LINCOLN, and Mr. GRASSLEY, 
proposes amendment No. 906. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. I ask unanimous 
consent the reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To preserve the essential air 

service program) 
Beginning on page 138, line 15, strike all 

through page 142, line 11. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak briefly about the Binga-
man-Inhofe amendment to preserve the 
Essential Air Service Program. Our 
amendment is cosponsored by Senators 
SNOWE, JEFFORDS, COLLINS, SPECTER, 
HARKIN, CLINTON, SCHUMER, PRYOR, 
BEN NELSON, LINCOLN, and GRASSLEY. I 
thank them for their support. 

I first want to compliment Com-
merce Committee Chariman MCCAIN, 
Aviation Subcomittee Chairman LOTT, 
and Ranking Members HOLLINGS and 
ROCKEFELLER for their good work on 
this bill to reauthorize FAA. The bill 
the Senate is now considering, S. 824, 
will do much to assure the safety and 
security of the traveling public. 

I am also pleased S. 824 includes a 
number of provisions that will help im-
prove commercial air service in rural 
areas, including a reauthorization of 
the Small Community Air Service De-
velopment Pilot Program. 

However, we do take issue with one 
provision in this bill that would for the 
first time impose new costs on some 
communities that participate in the 
EAS program. 

As the bill now stands, some commu-
nities would be required to pay to con-
tinue to receive scheduled air service I 
believe this arbitrary proposal could 
eliminate scheduled air service from 
many rural communities. Yesterday, 
the House of Representatives voted to 
eliminate all mandatory cost sharing 
language from the FAA reauthoriza-
tion bill. I hope the Senate will do the 
same. 

Congress established the Essential 
Air Service Program in 1978 to ensure 
that communities that had commercial 
air service before airline deregulation 
could continue to receive scheduled 
service. Without EAS, many rural com-
munities would have no commercial air 
service at all. 

All across America, small commu-
nities face ever-increasing hurdles to 
promoting their economic growth and 
development. Today, many rural areas 
lack access to interstate or even four- 
lane highways, railroads or broadband 
telecommunications. Business develop-
ment in rural areas frequently hinges 
on the availability of scheduled air 
service. For small communities, com-
mercial air service provides a critical 
link to the national and international 
transportation system. 

A recent study from the Department 
of Agriculture, titled ‘‘How Important 
is Airport Access for Rural Businesses’’ 
underscores the importance of com-
mercial air service to rural commu-
nities. In a survey of rural businesses, 
access to airport facilities and air serv-
ice was frequently cited as one of the 
top problems for businesses in most 
rural counties. Air facilities, services, 
and fares were also found to be impor-
tant to tourist-related and service 
businesses in rural areas. Not surpris-
ingly, airport access was one of the 
least cited concerns of manufacturers 
in large- and medium-sized cities. 
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The Essential Air Service Program 

currently ensures commercial air serv-
ice to over 100 communities in thirty- 
four states. EAS supports an additional 
33 communities in Alaska. Because of 
increasing costs and the current finan-
cial turndown in the aviation industry, 
particularly among commuter airlines, 
about 28 additional communities have 
been forced into the EAS program 
since the terrorist attacks in 2001. 

Congress already limits the eligi-
bility of the EAS program to commu-
nities more than 70 miles from a major 
airport. In addition, the amount of the 
subsidy must be less than $200 per pas-
senger for communities less than 210 
miles from a major airport. These re-
quirements serve to limit the cost to 
the government of the EAS program. 
In fact, in the past two years, about a 
dozen airports, including one in New 
Mexico, have been eliminated from 
EAS because the cost per passenger has 
exceeded the limit. We feel the addi-
tional requirements imposed in this 
bill are not appropriate and could force 
a number of communities to lose their 
commercial air service. 

In my State of New Mexico, five cit-
ies currently rely on EAS for their 
commercial air service. The commu-
nities are Clovis, Hobbs, Carlsbad, 
Alamogordo and my hometown of Sil-
ver City. In each case commercial serv-
ice is provided to Albuquerque, the 
State’s largest city and business cen-
ter. 

I hope that all Senators recognize the 
vast distances between communities in 
my State. If you drive, Hobbs is 320 
miles from Albuquerque, Carlsbad is 
283 miles, Silver City 233, Clovis 216, 
and Alamogordo 210 miles. None of 
these cities are on interstate highways, 
so the driving times to Albuquerque 
can be 4, 5, and even 6 hours. Commer-
cial air service is the only practical 
way to make the trip for business peo-
ple or community leaders going to Al-
buquerque or to the nearby state cap-
ital in Santa Fe. Though so called 
‘‘hub’’ airports may be located a hun-
dred miles away in another state, it is 
just not practical to drive the long dis-
tance to another airport in order to fly 
to Albuquerque. However, that’s ex-
actly what is likely to happen if the 
Congress imposes new costs on our 
communities to maintain their com-
mercial air service. 

As I understand it, under the pro-
posal in this bill communities in 16 
states could be affected by the manda-
tory cost-sharing requirements in the 
Senate bill. These States are, Alabama, 
Arkansas, Colorado, Georgia, Iowa, 
Kansas, Maine, Mississippi, New Hamp-
shire, New Mexico, New York, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, 
and Vermont. 

The House-reported bill—H.R. 2115— 
also requires some rural communities 
to pay or lose their commercial air 
service. We believe this ill-conceived 
proposal could not come at a worse 
time for small communities already 
facing depressed economies and declin-
ing tax revenues. 

The Governor of my state of New 
Mexico, Bill Richardson, said in a let-
ter to me supporting this amendment: 
The cost sharing provision has the po-
tential to affect the economic welfare 
of small communities in over 35 
states—-particularly those in New 
Mexico. 

I also have a letter of support from 
the New Mexico State Aviation Direc-
tor, Mike Rice, who said this: This sig-
nificant additional financial burden 
would have profound negative impacts 
on both current sir service and eco-
nomic development efforts in several of 
our cities. Changes to current EAS 
funding could very well jeopardize ex-
isting air service in our state. 

Mayor Donald Carroll of Alamogordo, 
writes that it is improbable that fund-
ing will be available to locally sub-
sidize air service. He also notes that 
the city is actively working with the 
commercial carrier, Rio Grande Air, to 
increase enplanements. 

The National Association of Develop-
ment Organizations says: 

During these challenging economic times, 
Congress should be working to improve and 
enhance air service to rural and underserved 
communities, instead of adding new require-
ments that would further isolate hundreds of 
our nation’s smaller communities. 

I’m not entirely sure that the pro-
posal to charge the communities to 
continue their air service has been 
thoroughly thought out. The chair-
man’s report on this bill from the Com-
merce Committee indicates that the 
Secretary will select 10 EAS commu-
nities to pay for their air service. How-
ever, the way I read the reported bill, 
only a one city in each of 8 states 
would be required to pay. Now, the 
chairman has offered an amendment 
that ups that total to 16 states with 
about 27 communities that could be im-
pacted. 

At the same time, the bill isn’t clear 
on what exactly is a ‘‘hub’’ airport. As 
I understand it, the FAA compiles one 
set of data on annual enplanements, 
but the Department of Transportation 
currently uses a different set of data 
from the department’s Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics to determine 
eligibility for EAS. These data produce 
a different list of ‘‘hub’’ airports, which 
could change which airports would be 
required to pay, simply because of the 
source of the data the government 
chooses to use. Finally, new cities are 
coming into the EAS program, so that 
additional states could have cities that 
would be required to pay for their air 
service. 

Just one last point on the impacts of 
this proposal. I think we should make 
clear this isn’t about saving the Gov-
ernment a lot of money. We estimate 
the payments from the communities 
would amount to less than $2 million a 
year out of a $113 million annual pro-
gram. 

Advocates of this proposal may claim 
they’ve made it as easy as possible for 
the communities to provide the manda-
tory 10 percent match. I just don’t be-

lieve these alternatives will be all that 
effective. I understand, none of the five 
EAS cities in New Mexico currently 
charge the commercial carrier any fees 
to land at the airport. In this way, our 
cities are already contributing to the 
cost of their commercial air service. 

I think we all appreciate the current 
concerns about the aviation industry 
and the EAS program. Ridership levels 
to rural cities are down. Meanwhile op-
erating costs continue to increase, re-
sulting in ticket prices that fewer peo-
ple can afford. There are too many 
commuter aircraft flying at less than 
half capacity. Clearly, some improve-
ments are needed. 

But what are some better options? 
Well, I think senators need only look 
in this same bill for the answer. In my 
view the bill already includes a number 
of excellent improvements in the EAS 
program that I believe will signifi-
cantly enhance commercial air service 
in rural communities. 

For example, section 352 of the bill 
authorizes a new Marketing Incentive 
Program to increase ridership, reduce 
the Federal subsidies, and improve 
service. Section 353 provides for a num-
ber of pilot programs to help commu-
nities improve their commercial air 
service. One option is to allow commu-
nities to receive service with a smaller 
airplane. In my State, Alamogordo has 
decided to try service with a nine-pas-
senger plane. In addition, communities 
may opt to convert their EAS service 
to alternative transportation, which 
might include bus or vans. I think 
these ideas represent a better approach 
to improving commercial air service in 
rural areas. I support these proposals 
and want to thank the chairman and 
ranking member for including them. 

The choice here is clear: If we do not 
preserve the Essential Air Service Pro-
gram today, we could well see the end 
of all commercial air service in rural 
areas. The EAS program provides vital 
resources that help link rural commu-
nities to the national and global avia-
tion system. Our amendment will help 
ensure affordable, reliable, and safe air 
service remains available in rural 
America. 

The House of Representatives has al-
ready voted to eliminate the manda-
tory cost sharing language from the 
FAA reauthorization bill. I hope all 
Senators will vote for this amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent that a list-
ing of the communities that could be 
affected and a letter of support for the 
amendment by the Governor of New 
Mexico, a letter of support for the 
amendment from the Director of the 
New Mexico Aviation Division of the 
New Mexico Department of Transpor-
tation, a letter from the Mayor of 
Alamogordo, NM, and a letter from the 
National Association of Development 
Organizations, all in support of this 
amendment, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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TABLE I—100 MILES FROM A SMALL OR HUB AIRPORT 

State EAS city Distance to small hub Distance to hub airport 

Alabama ............................................................................... Muscle Shoals ..................................................................... Huntsville, AL 69 miles ...................................................... Nashville, TN 122 miles. 
Arkansas ............................................................................... Hot Springs ......................................................................... Little Rock 53 miles ........................................................... Memphis 197 miles. 
.

Harrison ............................................................................... Fayetteville, AR 77 miles .................................................... Tulsa 183 miles. 
Jonesboro ............................................................................. ............................................................................................. Memphis 79 miles. 

Colorado ................................................................................ Pueblo ................................................................................. Colorado Springs 43 miles ................................................. Denver 125 miles. 
Georgia ................................................................................. Athens ................................................................................. ............................................................................................. Atlanta 80 miles. 
Iowa ...................................................................................... Fort Dodge ........................................................................... Des Moines 94 miles .......................................................... Minneapolis 208 miles. 

Burlington ........................................................................... Moline, IL. 73 miles ............................................................ St. Louis 186. 
Kansas .................................................................................. Salina .................................................................................. Wichita 93 miles ................................................................. Kansas City 182 miles. 
Maine .................................................................................... Augusta ............................................................................... Portland, ME 68 miles ........................................................ Manchester 153, Boston 172 miles. 

Rockland ............................................................................. Portland, ME 80 miles ........................................................ Manchester 176, Boston 183 miles. 
Mississippi ............................................................................ Laurel .................................................................................. Gulfport-Biloxi 85 miles ...................................................... New Orleans 137 miles. 
New Hampshire .................................................................... Lebanon ............................................................................... ............................................................................................. Manchester 76 miles. 
New Mexico ........................................................................... Hobbs .................................................................................. Midland/Odessa 88 miles ................................................... Albuquerque 320. 

Alamogordo ......................................................................... ............................................................................................. El Paso 91 miles. 
New York ............................................................................... Saranac Lake ...................................................................... Burlington 63 miles ............................................................ Boston 266 miles. 

Watertown ........................................................................... Syracuse 65 miles .............................................................. Buffalo 190 miles. 
Jamestown ........................................................................... ............................................................................................. Buffalo 76 miles. 
Plattsburgh ......................................................................... Burlington 30 miles ............................................................ * 

Oklahoma .............................................................................. Ponca City ........................................................................... Wichita, KS 81 miles .......................................................... Oklahoma City 102 miles. 
Enid ..................................................................................... ............................................................................................. Oklahoma City 84 miles. 

Pennsylvania ......................................................................... Johnstown ............................................................................ ............................................................................................. Pittsburgh 82 miles. 
Oil City ................................................................................ ............................................................................................. Pittsburgh 86 miles. 
Bradford .............................................................................. ............................................................................................. Buffalo NY 79 miles. 

Tennessee ............................................................................. Jackson ................................................................................ ............................................................................................. Memphis 85 miles. 
Texas ..................................................................................... Victoria ................................................................................ Corpus Christi 94 miles ..................................................... San Antonio 122 miles. 
Vermont ................................................................................ Rutland ............................................................................... Burlington 69 miles ............................................................

Albany 90 ............................................................................
Manchester 125, Boston 159 miles. 

Hub classification based on TBTS’s 2001 ‘‘Airport Activity Statistics of Certificated Air Carriers: Summary Tables,’’ instead of FAA’s enplanement activity data. BTS’s data don’t include commuter, intrastate, and foreign flag carriers. 
Hub airports have at least 0.25% of enplanements, small hubs have at least 0.05% but less than 0.25% (49 USC 41731). 
*TBD. 

STATE OF NEW MEXICO, 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, 

Santa Fe, NM, May 22, 2003. 
Hon. JEFF BINGAMAN, 
U.S. Senator, Hart Senate Office Building, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR BINGAMAN: I am writing re-
garding S. 824, the Aviation Investment and 
Revitalization Vision Act that reauthorizes 
the Federal Aviation Administration. Al-
though several aspects of this reauthoriza-
tion bill are to be commended, I am opposed 
to one specific provision, which calls for a 10 
percent cost-sharing requirement for se-
lected Essential Air Service (EAS) commu-
nities. This provision has the potential to af-
fect the economic welfare of small commu-
nities in over 35 states—particularly those in 
New Mexico. 

During my tenure in Congress I understood 
the importance, which the EAS program 
played within our small communities by pre-
serving the scheduled air service and ensur-
ing that these communities would retain a 
link to the national air transportation sys-
tem. As Governor, I recognize the economic 
benefits associated with this program, which 
is integral to the economic development of 
our small rural communities. 

The language calling for the Secretary to 
arbitrarily select 10 EAS communities that 
are within 100 miles of a hub airport and re-
quiring them to pay a 10 percent cost share 
for a three year period is not only unfair but 
unpractical given the current economic con-
ditions in states and within the airline in-
dustry. It is my hope that you will work 
with your colleagues in the Senate to amend 
this language, which only serves to impose 
new costs on EAS communities. 

Last March, I announced the formation of 
a task force to improve and increase intra-
state air service, and air cargo activity in 
New Mexico. Air service to and within New 
Mexico is vital to strengthening our econ-
omy and those of our communities. Your 
leadership and support for the EAS program 
as well as the Small Community Air Service 
Development Program will go along way to 
improving and increasing air service in New 
Mexico. 

Sincerely, 
BILL RICHARDSON, 

Governor. 

NEW MEXICO AVIATION DIVISION, 
Santa Fe, NM, May 8, 2003. 

Reessential air service rule changes. 
Senator JEFF BINGAMAN, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR BINGAMAN: I am writing to 
express my opposition to proposed Essential 
Air Service (EAS) rule changes (Section 353) 
of Senate Bill 824, the FAA Reauthorization 
legislation. While this bill does have many 
favorable aspects, Section 353 contains major 
program funding changes. As written, af-
fected EAS pilot program communities 
would be required to assume ten percent 
(10%) of their subsidy costs for a three year 
period. This could very easily cost a commu-
nity $80,000—$90,000 per year! If approved, 
this significant additional financial burden 
would have profound negative impacts on 
both current air service and economic devel-
opment efforts in several of our cities 
(Alamogordo and Hobbs) that would be af-
fected. Any changes to current EAS funding 
could very well jeopardize existing air serv-
ice in our state. 

The timing of this change could not have 
come at a worst time for us. Just recently, 
Governor Bill Richardson established a high 
level task force (three Cabinet Secretaries) 
to determine ways to improve intra-state air 
service for New Mexicans. I am concerned 
that the basic foundation of the EAS pro-
gram, as we know it, could be further weak-
ened by these types of rule changes, and in 
turn defeat our Governor’s initiative. 

I am well aware of the need to adjust the 
current EAS program but firmly believe that 
both the states and communities partici-
pating in the program should have an input 
to the reconstruction process. 

I am respectfully requesting your assist-
ance in removing the EAS Local Program 
cost sharing provisions from Senate Bill 824. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN D. ‘‘MIKE’’ RICE, 

Director, 
New Mexico Aviation Division. 

CITY OF ALAMOGORDO, 
Alamogordo, NM, May 15, 2003. 

Re essential air service rule changes. 

Senator JEFF BINGAMAN, 
Hart Senate Office, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR BINGAMAN: On behalf of the 
City of Alamogordo, I am writing to express 
my concerns and opposition to the proposed 

Essential Air Service (EAS) rule changes 
(Section 353) of Senate Bill 824, the FAA Re-
authorization Legislation. Although this bill 
has many favorable aspects, the program 
funding changes are not an alternative for 
the City of Alamogordo and the surrounding 
communities the airport serves. In pertinent 
part, Section 353(4)(A) would require the City 
of Alamogordo to assume ten percent (10%) 
of the subsidy cost or approximately Eight- 
Five Thousand Dollars ($85,000) annually for 
the next three (3) years. 

This change could not have come at a more 
inappropriate time for the City. With City 
revenues declining from a depressed econ-
omy, and capital desperately needed to re-
pair Alamogordo’s water problems, it is im-
probable funding will be available to locally 
subsidize air service. The airport relies sole-
ly on City revenue to operate since eighty- 
eight percent (88%) of Otero County land is 
Federally and Tribally owned and generates 
no revenue for the City. However, we have 
taken measures which we believe will ulti-
mately permit air service in Alamogordo to 
be a stand alone enterprise. As you know, 
Alamogordo was the first EAS community 
nationwide to request smaller commercial 
aircraft in an effort to stabilize federal sub-
sidy and ticket costs. Additionally, our air 
carrier, Rio Grande Air, reduced fares by 
sixty percent (60%) last month in an effort to 
increase enplanements at the airport. We 
have noted a marked increase in ridership 
since implementation of this low fare. If the 
EAS rule changes are passed as proposed, the 
City of Alamogordo may be forced to dis-
continue commercial air service and thus, 
sacrifice all Airport Improvement Program 
(AIP) entitlement/grant funds. 

Otero County is below the State average 
for median income. The County has no pas-
senger train service and is not located near 
a freeway making the airport and air service 
a vital link to the national transportation 
system. 

I am respectfully requesting your assist-
ance in removing the EAS local program 
cost sharing provisions from Senate Bill 824. 

Sincerely, 
DONALD CARROLL, 
Mayor of Alamogordo. 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATIONS, 
Washington, DC, June 12, 2003. 

Hon. JEFF BINGAMAN, 
U.S. Senate, Senate Hart Office Building, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR SENATOR BINGAMAN: On behalf of the 

National Association of Development Orga-
nizations (NADO), I am writing to express 
our strong support for your amendment to 
preserve rural air service as part of the FAA 
reauthorization bill (S. 824). 

The national transportation network func-
tions properly when it helps form vital social 
and economic connections. This is especially 
true in small metropolitan and rural Amer-
ica where distance and a scattered popu-
lation make these connections even more 
important. The national aviation system is 
essential not only for linking people to jobs, 
health care and family in a way that en-
hances their quality of life, but also for con-
tributing to regional economic growth and 
development by linking business to cus-
tomers, goods to markets and tourists to 
destinations. 

Within the transportation system, the 
aviation network plays an enormous role in 
transporting goods and people. In 2001, 542 
million people flew domestically and another 
52 million flew internationally on US car-
riers, according to the US Department of 
Transportation. Unfortunately, since the de-
regulation of the aviation industry in the 
late 1970s the availability of affordable and 
reliable air service in most rural and small 
metropolitan areas has dramatically de-
clined. 

During these challenging economic times, 
Congress should be working to improve and 
enhance air service to rural and underserved 
communities, instead of adding new require-
ments that would further isolate hundreds of 
our nation’s smaller communities. While the 
Essential Air Service (EAS) program is small 
by Washington standards, we believe it offers 
vital resources for linking rural commu-
nities to the national and global aviation 
systems. By adopting your amendment, the 
US Senate would be reinforcing its support 
of maintaining affordable, reliable and safe 
air service to rural America. 

Thank you for your leadership on this im-
portant issue. 

Sincerely, 
ALICEANN WOHLBRUCK, 

Executive Director. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of the Bingaman- 
Inhofe amendment to strike language 
requiring certain communities enrolled 
in the Essential Air Service to provide 
a local cost-share. 

We are asking our towns and commu-
nities, our local governments, hardest 
hit by difficult economic times to sud-
denly find thousands of dollars in their 
already overstretched budgets to re-
place a significant source of Federal 
funding, for a critical economic func-
tion. 

In this time of economic uncertainty, 
rural communities are struggling to 
maintain their daily ways of life. With 
an added burden placed upon them, sur-
vival and the opportunity for further 
rural development will be nearly im-
possible. 

Local airports and the commercial 
air service they provide are extremely 
important to small towns, and a strong 
component of a State’s economy. By 
enacting a cost-share provision, we run 
the risk of losing these airports, and 

cutting off a vital economic lifeline to 
rural America. 

In my State, airports in Jonesboro, 
Hot Springs, and Harrison provide af-
fordable and reliable service to over 
10,000 customers a year. The EAS fund-
ing they receive is a sound investment 
in our State’s transportation network. 
Cost share provisions, however, could 
put those airports out of business. 

We are already putting enough strain 
on our small towns and local govern-
ments. We do not need to add to that 
by eliminating a vital source of fund-
ing for a vital function. This amend-
ment would prevent that from hap-
pening, and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. I urge the adoption 
of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? If 
not, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 906) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 903 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senator from 
Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I rise 
today, along with Senator BOXER, to 
offer the Arming Cargo Pilots Against 
Terrorism Act as an amendment to 
this bill. This amendment closes a 
loophole to better protect our home-
land against terrorists. As a result of 
the airplane hijackings on September 
11, 2001, Congress took the appropriate 
action to prevent the use of airliners 
being used as missiles. Last year, large 
majorities of the Senate and House of 
Representatives voted to arm both 
cargo and passenger pilots who volun-
tarily went for stringent training as 
part of a program of homeland security 
which was in the Homeland Security 
bill. Arming these pilots served to pro-
tect the pilots and crew, passengers, 
and those on the ground from ever 
being victims of another airline hijack-
ing. It was the right thing to do. 

However, during conference of the 
Homeland Security bill, the cargo pi-
lots were yanked out of the bill. This 
amendment will return them and close 
the loophole created when they were 
left out last year. 

This provision enjoys broad support 
and has already passed the Senate as 
part of the Air Cargo Security Act ear-
lier this year. 

Obviously, I would not be offering it 
had not the bill gotten tied up in con-
ference and we need another vehicle to 
get it back to the House, so that is the 
reason we are offering it on this bill. 

Not too many people realize that 
cargo space is usually not secured as 
well as passenger space. There are no 
air marshals, there are no passengers 
to help protect against terrorists, and 
there are sometimes invasions of pri-
vacy on these planes. In fact, someone 
from North Dakota actually broke the 
security and entered an aircraft. 
Thank God she was found out before 
the aircraft took off. 

We would like this to be added to this 
bill so we can get it back to the House 
and a new conference. The whole area 
of cargo aircraft is not secured by the 
TSA and many other people who secure 
passenger terminals or commercial 
flights. I hope we can agree and get 
this bill over to the House. 

I hope the rest of my colleagues here 
in the Senate will support this amend-
ment. 

Mr. President, I ask for a voice vote. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Will the Senator yield 

for a question? Isn’t it the case the 
Senator has added language that indi-
cates that nonlethal weapons—— 

Mr. BUNNING. Nonlethal weapons, 
and totally voluntary. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I support the amend-
ment. 

Mr. BUNNING. They are called 
Tasers. 

Mr. BOXER. Mr. President, this 
amendment is to close a loophole in 
the Federal Flight Deck Officer pro-
gram. 

Last year, in response to the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, I worked along with 
our former colleague Senator Bob 
Smith to pass the Arming Pilots 
Against Terrorism and Cabin Defense 
Act, which allowed passenger and cargo 
pilots who volunteer and receive spe-
cial training to have guns in the cock-
pit as a last line of defense. 

The bill passed the Senate 87–6 as an 
amendment to the Homeland Security 
bill. 

Unfortunately, during the Homeland 
Security conference, cargo pilots were 
left out of the program. 

This amendment will close this dan-
gerous loophole in the law and add an 
important new layer to our homeland 
security by allowing cargo pilots to 
participate in the Federal Flight Deck 
Officer program. 

With less security than passenger 
aircraft, cargo planes are tempting tar-
gets for terrorists. These planes do not 
have strengthened cockpit doors, Fed-
eral Air Marshals, trained cabin crew, 
or alert passengers on board. 

Cargo planes are usually more vul-
nerable on the tarmac than passenger 
aircraft. Most cargo planes are parked 
in remote areas with relatively easy 
access; many operate at airfields that 
do not have the same level of security 
as passenger airports. 

Late last year in Fargo, ND, a men-
tally unbalanced woman walked across 
a runway, boarded a cargo aircraft, en-
tered the cockpit, and asked the crew 
to fly her to California. 

Just think what a terrorist could do. 
A terrorist could hijack a cargo plane 
and fly it into a building, nuclear 
power plant, or other target on the 
ground. 

Cargo pilots must be given a last line 
of defense to keep terrorists from gain-
ing control of their aircraft. 

We need to close this gap in our 
homeland security. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
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The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BUNNING] 

for himself and Mrs. BOXER, proposes an 
amendment numbered 903. 

The amendment is as follows. 
(Purpose: To amend title 49, United States 

Code, to allow the arming of pilots of cargo 
aircraft) 
At the appropriate place insert the fol-

lowing new section: 
SEC. ll. ARMING CARGO PILOTS AGAINST TER-

RORISM. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Arming Cargo Pilots Against 
Terrorism Act’’. 

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

(1) During the 107th Congress, both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
overwhelmingly passed measures that would 
have armed pilots of cargo aircraft. 

(2) Cargo aircraft do not have Federal air 
marshals, trained cabin crew, or determined 
passengers to subdue terrorists. 

(3) Cockpit doors on cargo aircraft, if 
present at all, largely do not meet the secu-
rity standards required for commercial pas-
senger aircraft. 

(4) Cargo aircraft vary in size and many 
are larger and carry larger amounts of fuel 
than the aircraft hijacked on September 11, 
2001. 

(5) Aircraft cargo frequently contains haz-
ardous material and can contain deadly bio-
logical and chemical agents and quantities 
of agents that cause communicable diseases. 

(6) Approximately 12,000 of the nation’s 
90,000 commercial pilots serve as pilots and 
flight engineers on cargo aircraft. 

(7) There are approximately 2,000 cargo 
flights per day in the United States, many of 
which are loaded with fuel for outbound 
international travel or are inbound from for-
eign airports not secured by the Transpor-
tation Security Administration. 

(8) Aircraft transporting cargo pose a seri-
ous risk as potential terrorist targets that 
could be used as weapons of mass destruc-
tion. 

(9) Pilots of cargo aircraft deserve the 
same ability to protect themselves and the 
aircraft they pilot as other commercial air-
line pilots. 

(10) Permitting pilots of cargo aircraft to 
carry firearms creates an important last line 
of defense against a terrorist effort to com-
mandeer a cargo aircraft. 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that members of a flight deck crew 
of a cargo aircraft should be armed with a 
firearm and taser to defend the cargo air-
craft against an attack by terrorists that 
could result in the use of the aircraft as a 
weapon of mass destruction or for other ter-
rorist purposes. 

(d) ARMING CARGO PILOTS AGAINST TER-
RORISM.—Section 44921 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘pas-
senger’’ each place that it appears; and 

(2) in subsection (k)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or,’’ and all that follows; 

and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘or any other flight deck 

crew member.’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(3) ALL-CARGO AIR TRANSPORTATION.—For 

the purposes of this section, the term air 
transportation includes all-cargo air trans-
portation.’’. 

(e) TIME FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—The train-
ing of pilots as Federal flight deck officers 
required in the amendments made by sub-
section (d) shall begin as soon as practicable 
and no later than 90 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(f) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—The require-
ments of subsection (e) shall have no effect 
on the deadlines for implementation con-
tained in section 44921 of title 49, United 
States Code, as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? If 
not, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 903) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I move 
to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LOTT. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Is my amendment the 
amendment pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
pending but it is in order. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask it 
be considered at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct, the amendment is now 
pending. 

AMENDMENT NO. 890 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I vis-

ited with my colleagues Senator LOTT 
and Senator MCCAIN on this amend-
ment. I believe they are prepared to ac-
cept it. This deals with the creation of 
an aviation security capital fund. 
Many of us know both revenues and 
passenger boardings are down in air-
ports. We have gone through a pretty 
difficult time. The creation of this 
aviation security capital fund is very 
important in order for these funds to 
be invested in what that will make 
aviation safer and deal with the secu-
rity issues we intend to have dealt with 
with this fund. 

I think it appropriate at this point to 
waive the local match, State and local 
match, which I believe in most cases 
cannot be raised because of the cir-
cumstances I mentioned earlier. 

I believe accepting this amendment 
will give us the assurance that this in-
vestment in security will be made 
across this country. It will be a wise 
investment. I think it ought not be 
borne by the carriers at this point, nor 
the local airports that can least afford 
it. 

I appreciate very much the fact this 
will now be accepted by the Senate. I 
want to especially say thanks to the 
Senator from Mississippi. We have 
talked about this, I suppose, 10 times 
in recent days. He is a tireless advocate 
for what makes sense for our aviation 
system in this country. Of course, he is 
chairing the subcommittee here in the 
Senate on those issues. 

I thank him for his cooperation in al-
lowing us to move forward with this 
amendment at this stage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. Has Senator DORGAN com-
pleted his remarks? 

Mr. DORGAN. I have. 
Mr. LOTT. I think the order was for 

Senator INHOFE to be next, but since he 

is not here, I ask unanimous consent I 
be permitted to speak at this time, de-
spite the previous agreement. 

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

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, certainly I 
always enjoy working with Senator 
DORGAN on these issues. I think he has 
a legitimate point. 

He does note that we need a fund to 
make sure these security fees go for 
the purpose they were intended. But he 
does think, at least in this instance be-
cause of the security aspect, we should 
waive the local requirement. 

It should also be noted that, in fact, 
local communities, particularly with 
bigger airports, are probably not going 
to get or could not get a cost share, 
and, even if they did in some ways, it 
would be passed on to the airlines, 
therefore undermining a lot of what we 
are trying to do now. 

We are trying to get the priorities set 
where the people who are getting cer-
tain parts of the security should be the 
ones who pay for it, and we shouldn’t 
always try to find a way to pass it off 
to the airlines. Sometimes it is a Fed-
eral responsibility. In other instances, 
other people—I think also local govern-
ments—should have some part of this 
pie. But we agreed for a variety of rea-
sons to accept Senator DORGAN’s 
amendment. 

But I want colleagues to know and 
the American people to know the 
Bingaman amendment does the same 
thing but in a different category. I 
think, in fact, it is even worse. In the 
essential air service area, where special 
help goes to small airports and a lot of 
rural airports—that affects airports in 
West Virginia, North Dakota, and prob-
ably in my State of Mississippi—with 
this additional Federal assistance to 
keep airports functioning, there would 
be some small local match. The admin-
istration recommended, by the way, 
that we eliminate the EAS problem; or, 
if we had EAS, you have the local 
match required for all of the airports. 

The language in the bill specifies 
that there would be 10 airports where 
we would have this local match to see 
how it would work, and if it would 
work. 

We now are agreeing to accept the 
Bingaman amendment because right 
now, I think out of concern for local 
communities and trying to have this 
essential air service, the amendment 
would probably pass. 

But I want to say, again, I think for 
us to set the precedent and require not 
even a dollar from local communities 
when they are getting additional secu-
rity, particularly where they are get-
ting essential air service which is vital 
to their communities and which is im-
portant from an economic standpoint 
for the local cities and counties to put 
up no money—and in the case of the 
Dorgan amendment—at least in the 
bigger airports, it could create definite 
problems in terms of costs being passed 
on to the airlines. In this case, it is 
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just a question of these local commu-
nities not wanting to have to share at 
all. 

I think we should continue to look at 
some small amount—10 percent or 5 
percent, some amount of local share. 

But for now, we will accept it. We 
will continue to work on these issues. 
It is important for us to get this impor-
tant legislation completed so that the 
airlines, the airports, general aviation, 
and the American people will know 
what they can count on in terms of the 
Federal Aviation Administration and 
their programs over the next 3 years. I 
thank my colleagues for allowing me 
to interject my remarks at this point. 

I believe Senator INHOFE is next in 
order to speak. 

I yield the floor, unless Senator DOR-
GAN would like me to yield to him. 
Does he want to get action on his 
amendment? 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 
ask the Senator to yield for a moment. 

I think there is great merit in local 
matching, by and large, because you 
need local support. We ought not just 
create pools of money here in the Con-
gress to send out around the country 
unless there is evidence of local sup-
port. 

The Senator from Mississippi made 
the point, and I think it is an impor-
tant point. 

First, I ask unanimous consent that 
a letter from the American Association 
of Airport Executives, and a letter 
from the Air Transport Association be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
Hon. BYRON L. DORGAN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DORGAN: We are writing to 
express our support for an amendment that 
you may offer to the S. 824, the Aviation In-
vestment and Revitalization Vision Act, that 
will help airports in North Dakota and 
throughout the country pay for their in-
creased capital security costs. 

As you know, S. 824 includes would estab-
lish an aviation security capital fund to pay 
for installation of Explosive Detection Sys-
tems (EDS) and other capital security costs 
at airports. Specifically, the bill calls for 
$500 million every year between 2004 and 2007 
to pay for the security capital costs. The 
funds would be derived from revenue gen-
erated by the $2.50 passenger security fee. 

Airports Council International-North 
America and The American Association of 
Airport Executives strongly support the cre-
ation of an aviation security capital fund. 
Without a separate source of funds to pay for 
capacity security projects, airports will be 
forced to continue divert their Airport Im-
provement Program funds, which they tradi-
tionally use for much-needed safety and ca-
pacity projects. 

The Senate proposal calls for large- and 
medium-hub airports to pay a 25 percent 
match, and smaller airports to pay a 10 per-
cent match. While we are grateful that S. 824 
would create the aviation security capital 
fund, we strongly support your proposal to 
eliminate the matching requirement. Install-
ing explosive detection machines is a federal 
national security mandate, and we think the 
federal government should reimburse air-
ports for those and other new security costs. 

Airports like others in the aviation indus-
try have been struggling since September 11. 
It would be difficult for airports to cover the 
proposed match at a time when their reve-
nues and passenger boarding are down, and 
their costs have skyrocketed due to a host of 
unfunded federal security mandates. Again, 
we strongly believe that airports should not 
be forced to divert critical safety and capac-
ity funds to pay for security. 

Moreover, airports are reluctant to pass 
additional costs on to airport users including 
airlines that are facing their own financial 
challenges. Since September 11, airports 
around the country have been taking numer-
ous steps to reduce costs in an effort to pass 
those savings on to the airlines. Eliminating 
the matching requirement is just one more 
way that airports can help their partners in 
the aviation industry. 

Thank for your leadership on this and 
other aviation issues. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID Z. PLAVIN, 

President, ACI–NA. 
CHARLES BARCLAY, 

President, AAAE. 

Hon. BYRON DORGAN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR DORGAN: On behalf of ATA 
member airlines, I am writing in support of 
your efforts to remove the ‘‘local match’’ re-
quirement in the Security Capital Fund 
found in the Senate FAA reauthorization 
bill. Your amendment will ensure that air-
port security projects will not be subject to 
an unworkable funding scheme. 

As you are aware, the Aviation and Trans-
portation Security Act of 2001 imposed 
sweeping security mandates on the airlines 
and airports, many of which were unfunded. 
Today, in this constrained, unsettled finan-
cial environment, our members continue to 
incur substantial costs to meet these man-
dates. While the airlines have been and will 
continue to fully support efforts by the U.S. 
Government, particularly the Transpor-
tation Security Administration, to assume 
primary responsibility for aviation security, 
the airlines simply cannot continue to ab-
sorb additional costs. Sufficient federal fund-
ing for mandated airport security projects, 
such as installation of Explosive Detection 
Systems and additional law enforcement per-
sonnel makes common sense and is abso-
lutely critical. 

If, as is provided in the current bill, local 
airports must provide 25% matching funds at 
large and medium hub airports and 10% 
matching at smaller airports, the airports 
(also experiencing declining reserves) will 
have no option other than to pass through 
these costs to the airlines. On top of existing 
security costs, airlines will see significant 
increases in airport rates and charges, as 
well as other airport costs, to fund these 
mandatory contributions. Although the air-
lines, of course, support security enhance-
ments, the industry can ill afford hundreds 
of millions of dollars in additional unfunded 
mandates as the aviation system struggles 
to survive economically. 

Thank you for your efforts on this critical 
issue. I look forward to working with you as 
we work to maintain a viable, safe, and effi-
cient air transportation system. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES C. MAY. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the 
American Association of Airport Ex-
ecutives and the Air Transport Asso-
ciation, and others, have told us it is 
unlikely we would see the security in-
vestment—after all, this is national se-
curity—we would not see the security 

investment in airport improvement 
and safety with this money if we did 
not waive the local match. 

I continue to believe we ought to 
make this habit forming. The value ex-
pressed by the Senator from Mis-
sissippi is on the mark in many cases. 
I appreciate very much the ability to 
work this out and be able to move this 
amendment. If appropriate, I think it 
has been agreed to by both sides. I ask 
if we can have the amendment consid-
ered at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? Without objection, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 890) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 894 AND 895 EN BLOC 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I have 

two technical amendments. They have 
been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] 
proposes amendments numbered 894 and 895 
en bloc. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendments be dispensed with. 

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

The amendments en bloc are as fol-
lows: 
(Purpose: To amend the provisions dealing 

with security measures for general avia-
tion and air charters) 
At the end of title IV, add the following: 

SEC. 405. GENERAL AVIATION AND AIR CHAR-
TERS. 

Section 132(a) of the Aviation and Trans-
portation Security Act (49 U.S.C. 44944 note) 
is amended by striking ‘‘12,500 pounds or 
more’’ and inserting ‘‘more than 12,500 
pounds’’. 
(Purpose: To establish reporting require-

ments with respect to the Air Defense 
Identification Zone) 
At the end of title IV, add the following: 

SEC. 405. AIR DEFENSE IDENTIFICATION ZONE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration estab-
lishes an Air Defense Identification Zone (in 
this section referred as an ‘‘ADIZ’’), the Ad-
ministrator shall, not later than 60 days 
after the date of establishing the ADIZ, 
transmit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, a report containing an explanation 
of the need for the ADIZ. The Administrator 
shall provide the Committees an updated re-
port every 60 days until the establishment of 
the ADIZ is rescinded. The reports and up-
dates shall be transmitted in classified form. 

(b) EXISTING ADIZ.—If an ADIZ is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit an initial report 
under subsection (a) to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate not later than 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—If a report 
required under subsection (a) or (b) indicates 
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that the ADIZ is to be continued, the Admin-
istrator shall outline changes in procedures 
and requirements to improve operational ef-
ficiency and minimize the operational im-
pacts of the ADIZ on pilots and air traffic 
controllers. 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘Air Defense Identification Zone’’ and 
‘‘ADIZ’’ mean a zone established by the Ad-
ministrator with respect to airspace under 
18,000 feet in approximately a 15 to 38 mile 
radius around Washington, District of Co-
lumbia, for which security measures are ex-
tended beyond the existing 15-mile-no-fly 
zone around Washington and in which gen-
eral aviation aircraft are required to adhere 
to certain procedures issued by the Adminis-
trator. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we have 
considered these amendments and we 
find no problem with them at this 
point. They have been cleared on both 
sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on amendments? If not, 
without objection, the amendments are 
agreed to en bloc. 

The amendments (Nos. 894 and 895) 
were agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 908 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, the 

distinguished chairman, Senator 
MCCAIN, and myself have four amend-
ments that we will send to the desk in 
due time. One is a Wyden amendment 
which is a privacy study of the CAPP 
Program, Computer Assisted Passenger 
Prescreening. 

I send it to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

HOLLINGS], for Mr. WYDEN, proposes an 
amendment numbered 908. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require the Secretary of Home-

land Security to report to the Congress in 
writing on the impact of the Computer As-
sisted Passenger Prescreening System, pro-
posed to be implemented by the Transpor-
tation Security Administration, on the pri-
vacy and civil liberties of United States 
citizens) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. . REPORT ON PASSENGER PRESCREENING 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, after consultation 
with the Attorney General, shall submit a 
report in writing to the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
and the House of Representatives Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure on the 
potential impact of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration’s proposed Computer As-
sisted Passenger Prescreening system, com-
monly known as CAPPS II, on the privacy 
and civil liberties of United States Citizens. 

(b) SPECIFIC ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED.— 
The report shall address the following: 

(1) Whether and for what period of time 
data gathered on individual travelers will be 
retained, who will have access to such data, 

and who will make decisions concerning ac-
cess to such data. 

(2) How the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration will treat the scores assigned to 
individual travelers to measure the likeli-
hood they may pose a security threat, in-
cluding how long such scores will be retained 
and whether and under what circumstances 
they may be shared with other govern-
mental, non-governmental, or commercial 
entities. 

(3) The role airlines and outside vendors or 
contractors will have in implementing and 
operating the system, and to what extent 
will they have access, or the means to obtain 
access, to data, scores, or other information 
generated by the system. 

(4) The safeguards that will be imple-
mented to ensure that data, scores, or other 
information generated by the system will be 
used only as officially intended. 

(5) The procedures that will be imple-
mented to mitigate the effect of any errors, 
and what procedural recourse will be avail-
able to passengers who believe the system 
has wrongly barred them from taking 
flights. 

(6) The oversight procedures that will be 
implemented to ensure that, on an ongoing 
basis, privacy and civil liberties issues will 
continue to be considered and addressed with 
high priority as the system is installed, oper-
ated and updated. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, are we 
going to dispose of that amendment 
now? 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Yes, we are going to 
go ahead and vote on it. 

Mr. LOTT. It has been cleared. It 
may save some time if we could go 
ahead and agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 908) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 909 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I also 

have another amendment by the distin-
guished Senator from Florida, Mr. NEL-
SON, which deals with the background 
checks of new pilots on the smaller 
planes. 

Mr. LOTT. Has this been approved on 
both sides? 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Yes, it has been ap-
proved. 

I send the amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

HOLLINGS], for Mr. NELSON of Florida, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 909. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To modify requirements regarding 

training to operate aircraft) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. . MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS RE-

GARDING TRAINING TO OPERATE 
AIRCRAFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44939 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 44939. Training to operate certain aircraft 

‘’(a) IN GENERAL.— 

‘‘(1) WAITING PERIOD.—A person subject to 
regulation under this part may provide 
training in the United States in the oper-
ation of an aircraft to an individual who is 
an alien (as defined in section 101(a)(3) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(3))) or to any other individual speci-
fied by the Under Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity for Border and Transportation Secu-
rity only if— 

‘‘(A) that person has notified the Under 
Secretary that the individual has requested 
such training and furnished the Under Sec-
retary with that individual’s identification 
in such form as the Under Secretary may re-
quire; and 

‘‘(B) the Under Secretary has not directed, 
within 30 days after being notified under sub-
paragraph (A), that person not to provide the 
requested training because the Under Sec-
retary has determined that the individual 
presents a risk to aviation security or na-
tional security. 

‘‘(2) NOTIFICATION-ONLY INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of 

paragraph (1) shall not apply to an alien in-
dividual who holds a visa issued under title 
I of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) and who— 

‘‘(i) has earned a Federal Aviation Admin-
istration type rating in an aircraft or has un-
dergone type-specific training, or 

‘‘(ii) holds a current pilot’s license or for-
eign equivalent commercial pilot’s license 
that permits the person to fly an aircraft 
with a maximum certificated takeoff weight 
of more than 12,500 pounds as defined by the 
International Civil Aviation organization in 
Annex 1 to the Convention on International 
Civil Aviation, 

if the person providing the training has noti-
fied the Under Secretary that the individual 
has requested such training and furnished 
the Under Secretary with that individual’s 
visa information. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) does 
not apply to an alien individual whose air-
man’s certificate has been suspended or re-
voked under procedures established by the 
Under Secretary. 

‘‘(3) EXPEDITED PROCESSING.—the waiting 
period under paragraph (1) shall be expedited 
for an individual who— 

‘‘(A) has previously undergone a back-
ground records check by the Foreign Ter-
rorist Tracking Task Force; 

‘‘(B) is employed by a foreign air carrier 
certified under part 129 of title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, that has a TSA 1546 ap-
proved security program and who is under-
going recurrent flight training; 

‘‘(C) is a foreign military pilot endorsed by 
the United States Department of Defense for 
flight training; or 

‘‘(D) who has unescorted access to a se-
cured area of an airport designated under 
section 44936(a)(1)(A)(ii). 

‘‘(4) INVESTIGATION AUTHORITY.—In order to 
determine whether an individual requesting 
training described in paragraph (1) presents a 
risk to aviation security or national security 
the Under Secretary is authorized to use the 
employment investigation authority pro-
vided by section 44936(a)(1)(A) for individuals 
applying for a position in which the indi-
vidual has unescorted access to a secured 
area of an airport designated under section 
449369(a)(1)(A)(ii). 

‘‘(5) FEE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary 

may assess a fee for an investigation under 
this section, which may not exceed $100 per 
individual (exclusive of the cost of transmit-
ting fingerprints collected at overseas facili-
ties) during fiscal years 2003 and 2004. For fis-
cal years 2005 and thereafter, the Under Sec-
retary may adjust the maximum amount of 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7803 June 12, 2003 
the fee to reflect the costs of such an inves-
tigation. 

‘‘(B) OFFSET.—Notwithstanding section 
3302 of title 31, United States Code, any fee 
collected under this section— 

‘‘(i) shall be credited to the amount in the 
Treasury from which the expenses were in-
curred and shall be available to the Under 
Secretary for those expenses; and 

‘‘(ii) shall remain available until expended. 
‘‘(b) INTERRUPTION OF TRAINING.—If the 

Under Secretary, more than 30 days after re-
ceiving notification under subsection 
(a)(1)(A) from a person providing training de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1) or at any time 
after receiving notice from such a person 
under subsection (a)(2)(A), determines that 
an individual receiving such training pre-
sents a risk to aviation or national security, 
the Under Secretary shall immediately no-
tify the person providing the training of the 
determination and that person shall imme-
diately terminate the training. 

‘‘(c) COVERED TRAINING.—For purposes of 
subsection (a), the term ‘training’— 

‘‘(1) includes in-flight training, training in 
a simulator, and any other form or aspect of 
training; but 

‘‘(2) does not include classroom instruction 
(also known as ground school training), 
which may be provided during the 30-day pe-
riod described in subsection (a)(1)(B). 

‘‘(d) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION.—The At-
torney General, the Director of Central In-
telligence, and the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall cooperate 
with the Under Secretary in implementing 
this section. 

‘‘(e) SECURITY AWARENESS TRAINING FOR 
EMPLOYEES.—The Under Secretary shall re-
quire flight schools to conduct a security 
awareness program for flight school employ-
ees, and for certified instructors who provide 
instruction for the flight school but who are 
not employees thereof, to increase their 
awareness of suspicious circumstances and 
activities of individuals enrolling in or at-
tending flight school.’’. 

(b) PROCEDURES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Under Secretary of Homeland Security for 
Border and Transportation Security shall 
promulgate an interim final rule to imple-
ment section 44939 of title 49, United States 
Code, as amended by subsection (a). 

(2) USE OF OVERSEAS FACILITIES.—In order 
to implement section 44939 of title 49, United 
States Code, as amended by subsection (a), 
United States Code, as amended by sub-
section (a), United States Embassies and 
Consulates that possess appropriate finger-
print collection equipment and personnel 
certified to capture fingerprints shall pro-
vide fingerprint services to aliens covered by 
that section if the Under Secretary requires 
fingerprints in the administration of that 
section, and shall transmit the fingerprints 
to the Under Secretary or other agency des-
ignated by the Under Secretary. The Attor-
ney General and the Secretary of State shall 
cooperate with the Under Secretary in car-
rying out this paragraph. 

(3) USE OF UNITED STATES FACILITIES.—If 
the Under Secretary requires fingerprinting 
in the administration of section 44939 of title 
49, United States Code, the Under Secretary 
may designate locations within the United 
States that will provide fingerprinting serv-
ices to individuals covered by that section. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) takes effect on the ef-
fective date of the interim final rule required 
by subsection (b)(1). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall submit to 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, 

Science, and Transportation and the House 
of Representatives Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure a report on the ef-
fectiveness of the activities carried out 
under section 44939 of title 49, United States 
Code, in reducing risks to aviation security 
and national security. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise to offer an amendment that 
will close a serious loophole regarding 
foreign flight student training that was 
created in the Aviation Security Act of 
2001. This amendment has passed the 
Senate twice on other bills since I first 
introduced it in the 107th Congress. 

This amendment is another impor-
tant step toward fully protecting the 
United States and all Americans from 
terrorists who intend to use our avia-
tion system to commit future attacks. 

We must continue to be vigilant in 
protecting our Nation. This amend-
ment addresses a deep concern regard-
ing foreign citizens coming to the 
United States to receive pilot training 
on all sizes of aircraft. This concern 
clearly is shared by the administra-
tion. In fact, the Department of Home-
land Security, DHS, released an advi-
sory on May 1, 2003 titled ‘‘The Con-
tinuing Threat to Aviation’’ citing 
that al-Qaida operatives may ‘‘attempt 
to use charter or general aviation air-
craft to conduct future attacks because 
of their availability, less stringent pro-
tective measures, and destructive po-
tential.’’ The advisory continued on to 
say that ‘‘[c]harter aircraft also may 
be attractive because terrorists may 
only need an established line of credit 
to gain access to an aircraft and be-
cause some agencies allow the use of 
customer pilots.’’ Finally, and of great-
est concern, the DHS warns that 
‘‘[r]eliable information . . . indicated 
al-Qaida might use experienced non- 
Arab pilots to rent three to four light 
aircraft under the guise of flying les-
sons.’’ This threat to our national secu-
rity is real and cannot be understated. 
I ask unanimous consent that the De-
partment of Homeland Security advi-
sory be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ADVI-

SORY 03–019—SECURITY INFORMATION FOR 
GENERAL AVIATION PILOTS/AIRPORTS 
This advisory was produced by the Depart-

ment of Homeland Security based on infor-
mation and analysis from the Terrorist 
Threat Integration Center received during 
the last 24 hours. 

THE CONTINUING THREAT TO AVIATION 
Al-Qaida has long considered attacking 

U.S. Homeland targets using light aircraft. 
Recent reliable reporting indicates that al- 
Qaida was in the late stages of planning an 
aerial suicide attack against the U.S. Con-
sulate in Karachi. Operatives were planning 
to pack a small fixed-wing aircraft or heli-
copter with explosives and crash it into the 
consulate. This plot and a similar plot last 
year to fly a small explosive-laden aircraft 
into a U.S. warship in the Persian Gulf dem-
onstrate al-Qaida’s continued fixation with 
using explosive-laden small aircraft in at-
tacks. General aviation aircraft that were 
loaded with explosives to enhance their de-
structive potential would make them the 
equivalent of a medium-sized truck bomb. 

Al-Qaida may attempt to use charter or 
general aviation aircraft to conduct future 
attacks because of their availability, less 
stringent protective measures, and destruc-
tive potential. The group has a fair sized 
pilot cadre and the use of small aircraft re-
quires far less skill and training than some 
larger aircraft. 

Charter aircraft also may be attractive be-
cause terrorists may only need an estab-
lished line of credit to gain access to an air-
craft and because some agencies allow the 
use of customer pilots. Security procedures 
typically are not as rigorous as those for 
commercial airlines and terrorists would not 
have to control a large number of pas-
sengers. 

Reliable information obtained last year in-
dicated al-Qaida might use experienced non- 
Arab pilots to rent three or four light air-
craft under the guise of flying lessons. 

In consideration of the above information, 
the Department of Homeland Security asks 
members of the General Aviation commu-
nity to report all unusual and suspicious ac-
tivities. If your observe persons, aircraft, 
and operations that do not fit the customary 
pattern at your airport, you should imme-
diately advise law enforcement authorities. 

Your immediate action is requested for 
these items: 

Secure unattended aircraft to prevent un-
authorized use. 

Verify the identification of crew and pas-
sengers prior to departure. 

Verify that baggage and cargo are known 
to the persons on board. 

Where identification systems are in place, 
ensure employees wear proper identification 
and challenge persons not doing so. 

Increased vigilance should be directed to-
ward the following: 

Unknown pilots and/or clients for aircraft 
or helicopter rentals or charters. 

Unknown service/delivery personnel. 
Aircraft with unusual or unauthorized 

modifications. 
Persons loitering in the vicinity of aircraft 

or air operations areas. 
Persons who appear to be under stress or 

the control of other persons. 
Persons whose identification appears al-

tered or inconsistent. 
Persons loading unusual or unauthorized 

payload onto aircraft. 
NOTE: All charter operators subjected to 

the 12–5 rule, Standard Security Program 
and the Private Charter Security Program, 
are reminded to ensure compliance with 
these security requirements. 

Persons should immediately report such 
activity to local law enforcement and the 
TSA General Aviation Hotline at 866– 
GASECUR (866–427–3287). 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Unfortu-
nately, we all have seen what can hap-
pen when people come to our country 
with the specific intent to do us great 
harm. It has become painfully clear 
that many of the September 11 hijack-
ers learned to fly the planes they used 
as deadly weapons at flight schools 
here in the United States, some in my 
home State of Florida. 

Section 113 of the Aviation and 
Transportation Security Act, which 
was enacted in the 107th Congress, re-
quires background checks of all foreign 
flight school applicants seeking train-
ing to operate aircraft weighing 12,500 
pounds or more. While this provision 
should help prevent September 11 style 
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attacks by U.S. trained pilots using hi-
jacked jets in the future, it does noth-
ing to prevent different types of poten-
tial attacks against our domestic secu-
rity. To rectify this problem, I intro-
duced S. 236 together with Senators 
CORZINE, ENZI, FEINSTEIN, and THOMAS 
earlier this year. 

Small aircraft can be used by terror-
ists to attack nuclear facilities, carry 
explosives, or deliver biological or 
chemical agents. For example, if a crop 
duster filled with a combination of fer-
tilizers and explosives were crashed 
into a filled sporting event stadium 
thousands of people could be seriously 
injured or killed. We cannot allow this 
to happen. We need to ensure that we 
are not training terrorists to perform 
these activities. We cannot allow crit-
ical warnings to go unheeded. 

This bill will close an important 
loophole and answer these critical 
warnings by extending the background 
check requirement to all foreign appli-
cants to U.S. flight schools, regardless 
of the size aircraft they seek to learn 
to fly. It also transfers the entire secu-
rity background check program from 
the Department of Justice to the De-
partment of Homeland Security, spe-
cifically to the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration. It is my expecta-
tion that the Transportation Security 
Administration, which provided excel-
lent advice in the fine tuning of this 
legislation, will apply a stringent level 
of background screening to all foreign 
nationals who seek flight training here 
in the United States. We cannot allow 
anyone to slip through the cracks. We 
cannot aid anyone who intends to do 
harm to Americans and to our Nation. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I urge 

adoption of the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
The amendment (No. 909) was agreed 

to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 910 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, on be-
half of the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont, Mr. JEFFORDS, this amend-
ment takes care of the EAS eligibility 
up in Vermont. 

This has been checked through. 
I send the amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

HOLLINGS], for Mr. JEFFORDS, proposes an 
amendment numbered 910. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide a 1 year extension of es-

sential air service to an airport whose eli-
gibility was terminated due to the impact 
of decreased air travel) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. . 1-YEAR EXTENSION OF EAS ELIGIBILITY 
FOR COMMUNITIES TERMINATED IN 
2003 DUE TO DECREASED AIR TRAV-
EL. 

Notwithstanding the rate of subsidy limi-
tation in section 332 of the Department of 
Transportation and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000, the Secretary of Trans-
portation may not terminate an essential air 
service subsidy provided under chapter 417 of 
title 49, United States Code, before the end of 
calendar year 2004 for air service to a com-
munity— 

(1) whose calendar year ridership for 2000 
was sufficient to keep the per passenger sub-
sidy below that limitation; and 

(2) that has received notice that its subsidy 
will be terminated during calendar year 2003 
because decreased ridership has caused the 
subsidy to exceed that limitation. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, let 
me check with my distinguished col-
league from Mississippi. This is a Jef-
fords amendment. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I wanted to 
make sure I understood what this 
amendment is. I had not had a chance 
to look at it. It is not specific to a par-
ticular airport or a particular State. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. LOTT. It does change the for-

mula on how these funds will be spent. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Eligibility; that is 
right. 

Mr. LOTT. We have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate on the amendment? If 
not, without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 910) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 911 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, on be-

half of the Senator from Indiana, Mr. 
BAYH, I send an amendment to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS], for Mr. BAYH and Mr. LUGAR, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 911. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To expand aviation capacity and 

alleviate congestion in the greater Chicago 
metropolitan area) 
At the end of title II, add the following: 

SEC. 217. GARY/CHICAGO AIRPORT FUNDING. 
The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 

Administration shall, for purposes of chapter 
471 of title 49, United States Code, give pri-
ority consideration to a letter of intent ap-
plication for funding submitted by the City 
of Gary, Indiana, or the State of Indiana, for 
the extension of the main runway at the 
Gary/Chicago Airport. The letter of intent 
application shall be considered upon comple-
tion of the environmental impact statement 
and benefit cost analysis in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Administration require-
ments. The Administrator shall consider the 
letter of intent application not later than 90 
days after receiving it from the applicant. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, does 
the Senator from Arizona approve of 
the amendment? 

Mr. MCCAIN. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate on the amendment? 
Without objection, the amendment is 
agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 911) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 912 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, on be-

half of the Senator from Connecticut, 
Mr. DODD, I send an amendment to the 
desk on the study of the shuttle serv-
ices at Reagan National Airport. It 
merely requires a study with respect to 
housing of gates used by the shuttle 
services, and as to whether or not that 
is feasible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

HOLLINGS], for Mr. DODD, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 912. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a study on the housing 

of the gates used by shuttle services within 
the same terminal at Ronald Reagan Wash-
ington National Airport) 
At the appropriate place insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC—. LOCATION OF SHUTTLE SERVICE AT RON-

ALD REAGAN WASHINGTON NA-
TIONAL AIRPORT. 

The Airports Authority (as defined in sec-
tion 49103(1)) of title 49, United States Code) 
shall in conjunction with the Department of 
Transportation conduct a study on the feasi-
bility of housing the gates used by all air 
carriers providing shuttle service from Ron-
ald Reagan Washington National Airport in 
the same terminal. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, if 
there is no further debate—— 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding the Dodd amendment 
studies the situation at National Air-
port where there is some distance be-
tween both airlines that conduct shut-
tles along the east coast. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Right. 
Mr. MCCAIN. I can see why Senator 

DODD might want that looked at as he 
grows older, shuttling himself back and 
forth from one end of Reagan National 
Airport to the other, which is a bit of 
a trial. And I certainly am in support, 
having undergone that unique experi-
ence. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Particularly becom-
ing a recent father, he is wearing down. 

Mr. MCCAIN. That is right. Having to 
carry a small child with him has be-
come a bit of a burden. So on behalf of 
Senator DODD, and all of us who are 
aging, I ask that this amendment, 
which asks the airlines to take a look 
at the possibility of making these shut-
tles closer together, be adopted. I think 
it is appropriate and I support the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? 

If there is no further debate, without 
objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
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The amendment (No. 912) was agreed 

to. 
Mr. MCCAIN. I move to reconsider 

the vote. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. I move to lay that 

motion on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, it is my 

understanding we have a number of ad-
ditional amendments which have been 
agreed to but have not been presented 
at this time. If the staffs of the Mem-
bers who have these amendments we 
have discussed and have agreed to—one 
is a Nelson amendment. That has al-
ready been accepted. One is a Feinstein 
amendment. We are in agreement with 
it, but it has not been formally offered. 
One is a Specter amendment that we 
are considering now, a Burns amend-
ment concerning general aviation, a 
Murkowski amendment concerning de-
cision on a tower. We would like to 
consider those amendments as soon as 
possible, if the sponsors of those 
amendments would come here, while 
we are preparing to debate a Specter 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 913 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have 

an amendment I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The senior assistant bill clerk read as 

follows: 
The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. THOMAS] 

proposes an amendment numbered 913. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To permit Jackson Hole Airport to 

adopt certain noise reduction measures) 
At the end of title V, add the following new 

section: 
SEC. 521. EXEMPTION FOR JACKSON HOLE AIR-

PORT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding chapter 

475 of title 49, United States Code, or any 
other provision of law, if the Board of the 
Jackson Hole Airport in Wyoming and the 
Secretary of the Interior agree that Stage 3 
aircraft technology represents a prudent and 
feasible technological advance which, if im-
plemented at the Jackson Hole Airport, will 
result in a reduction in noise at Grand Teton 
National Park— 

(1) the Jackson Hole Airport may impose 
restrictions on, or prohibit, the operation of 
Stage 2 aircraft weighing less than 75,000 
pounds, with reasonable exemptions for pub-
lic health and safety; 

(2) the notice, study, and comment provi-
sions of subchapter II of chapter 475 of title 
49, United States Code, and part 161 of title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, shall not 
apply to the imposition of the restrictions; 

(3) the imposition of the restrictions shall 
not affect the Airport’s eligibility to receive 
a grant under title 49, United States Code; 
and 

(4) the restrictions shall not be deemed to 
be unreasonable, discriminatory, a violation 
of the assurances required by section 47107(a) 
of title 49, United States Code, or an undue 
burden on interstate commerce. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘Stage 2 aircraft’’ and ‘‘Stage 3 aircraft’’ 
have the same meaning as those terms have 
in chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, this is a 
very short, simple amendment. What it 
deals with is Teton National Park. I 
think it is probably the only park in 
the country that has in it a commer-
cial airport. 

Some years ago, the airport and the 
park agreed they could limit noise in 
the park. They had done so with com-
mercial airlines, but they have not 
been able to do so with private jets. 
This would give them that authority. 

It has been approved by the Park 
Service, by the Interior Department, 
and we would like very much to have 
the authority for them to be able to 
deal with the noncommercial jets and 
the noise they create in Teton National 
Park. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I thank 
Senator THOMAS for his sponsorship of 
this amendment. One of the greatest 
problems we have today in America is 
aircraft noise over national parks. We 
have been fighting it in the Grand Can-
yon, trying to balance the needs of 
commercial aircraft—not only those 
taking off and arriving but air tours— 
and that of preserving the incredible 
park experience. 

I thank Senator THOMAS for his effort 
to try to bring about the restoration of 
that marvelous experience in one of 
our Nation’s crown jewels. 

I support the amendment. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, the 

Department of the Interior and the 
Park Service approved the amendment. 
We also support its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 913) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. LOTT. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

AMENDMENT NO. 915 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I send 

an amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The senior assistant bill clerk read as 

follows: 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. SPEC-

TER] proposes an amendment numbered 915. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that further read-

ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
At the end of Title V, add the following 

new section: 
(g) MEASUREMENT OF HIGHWAY MILEAGE 

FOR PURPOSES OF DETERMINING ELIGIBILTY 
FOR ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE SUBSIDIES.— 

(1) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Sub-
chapter II of Chapter 417 of title 49, United 
States Code, (as amended by subsection (f) of 
this bill) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 41746. Distance requirement applicable to 

eligibility for essential air service subsidies 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 

provide assistance under this subchapter 
with respect to a place in the 48 continguous 
States that— 

‘‘(1) is less than 70 highway miles from the 
nearest hub-airport; or 

‘‘(2) requires a rate of subsidy per pas-
senger in excess of $200, unless such place is 
greater than 210 highway miles from the 
nearest hub airport. 

‘‘(b) DETERMINATION OF MILEAGE.—For pur-
poses of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, the high-
way mileage between a place and the nearest 
hub airport is the highway mileage of the 
most commonly used route between the 
place and the hub airport. In identifying 
such route, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) promulgate by regulation a standard 
for calculating the mileage between Lan-
caster, Pennsylvania and a hub airport, and 

‘‘(2) identify the most commonly used 
route for a community by— 

‘‘(A) consulting with the Governor of a 
State or the Governor’s designee; and 

‘‘(B) considering the certification of the 
Governor of a State or the Governor’s des-
ignee as to the most commonly used route.’’. 

‘‘(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for subchapter II of chapter 417 of title 
49, United States Code, (as amended by sub-
section (f) of this bill) is further amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
41745 the following new item: 

‘‘41746. Distance requirement applicable to 
eligibility for essential air serv-
ice subsidies.’’. 

(h) REPEAL.—The following provisions of 
law are repealed: 

‘‘(1) Section 332 of the Department of 
Transportation and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(2) Section 205 of the Wendell H. Ford Avia-
tion Investment and Reform Act for the 21st 
Century (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(3) Section 334 of the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1999 (section 101(g) of division A of 
the Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1999) 
(Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681—471). 

(i) SECRETARIAL REVIEW.— 
(1) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—Any community 

with respect to which the Secretary has, be-
tween September 30, 1993, and the date of the 
enactment of this Act, eliminated subsidies 
or terminated subsidy eligibility under sec-
tion 332 of the Department of Transportation 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note), Section 205 of the 
Wendell H. Ford Aviation Investment and 
Reform Act for the 21st Century (49 U.S.C. 
41731 note), or any prior law of similar effect, 
may request the Secretary to review such ac-
tion. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION.—Not later 
than 60 days after receiving a request under 
subsection (i), the Secretary shall— 

(A) determine whether the community 
would have been subject to such elimination 
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of subsidies or termination of eligibility 
under the distance requirement enacted by 
the amendment made by subsection (g) of 
this bill to subchapter II of chapter 417 of 
title 49, United States Code; and 

(B) issue a final order with respect to the 
eligibility of such community for essential 
air service subsidies under subchapter II of 
chapter 417 of title 49, United States Code, as 
amended by this Act. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, this 
amendment is an accommodation and 
compromise worked out after discus-
sion with the chairman of the com-
mittee and the chairman of the sub-
committee. I have already filed amend-
ment No. 904, which is part of the 
record. This amendment goes to the 
issue of providing essential air services 
to Lancaster, Pennsylvania. The exist-
ing law provides that essential air serv-
ices shall be provided if there is a dis-
tance of 70 miles or more to the hub of 
a major airport. 

Lancaster is 66 miles from the Phila-
delphia International Airport, if you 
travel along Route 30, which is the old 
Lincoln Highway, where there is a traf-
fic light every other block with the 
most extraordinary congestion. Nobody 
who travels from Lancaster to the 
Philadelphia Airport takes congested 
Route 30. The commonly used route is 
to take 222 to the turnpike and then to 
the Schuylkill Expressway, and that is 
a distance of some 80 miles. So the 
route that any rational person would 
use would be the 80-mile route, not the 
66-mile route. 

We have worked with the Depart-
ment of Transportation for several 
years in trying to work out this ar-
rangement, but they have refused to 
listen to reason. The City of Lancaster 
took an expensive appeal to the Court 
of Appeals for the Third Circuit, and 
the Court felt bound to honor the dis-
cretion of the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, even though the discretion was 
very unwisely used. The Court found 
itself constrained to let the Secretary 
determine it. 

The amendment I had intended to 
offer, which has been denominated as 
904, provides that the determination of 
the appropriate mileage would be de-
termined by the Governor or by the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization. A 
concern was expressed as to that—to 
have the State make a determination 
as to what would be done with the Fed-
eral expenditure of funds. Well, that is 
not all the time, but I am not going to 
belabor that argument because we have 
an accommodation. 

Mr. LOTT. Will the Senator yield to 
me at this point? 

Mr. SPECTER. Yes. 
Mr. LOTT. I note that I have looked 

at this situation and I am going to sup-
port what this amendment is trying to 
do. I think, in this case, this area he is 
referring to has been disadvantaged. 
We do not want to and do not intend to 
start down the line of making an ex-
ception here and there. This is a case 
where, clearly, you have been disadvan-
taged by the way it has been inter-
preted. 

I appreciate the Senator being will-
ing to work out a fair solution. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I did 
have the opportunity to meet with a 
group of his fellow citizens from Lan-
caster. They made a very compelling 
case on the burden they bear. I think 
this is a fair and equitable solution. I 
thank the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, to 
complete the discussion here regarding 
giving these essential air services to 
Lancaster, they had one small airline 
that serviced Lancaster. They with-
drew because, in the absence of a mod-
est subsidy, they could not serve Lan-
caster anymore. In an era when we are 
helping airlines with loan guarantees 
and bailouts and so many other provi-
sions, this is really minimal. 

This amendment, as provided, will 
take care of Lancaster. If I may say for 
the record—if I may have the attention 
of the Senator from Mississippi, the 
chairman of the subcommittee, who 
will be principal conferee—this provi-
sion will be fought for in conference. In 
the House, the matter has been handled 
by Congressman JOE PITTS, a very able 
Congressman who represents the area 
including Lancaster. I am sure Con-
gressman PITTS will be amenable to 
this amendment, which gives further 
assurance and protection to Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania. So it is in the context of 
this assurance of our tough position in 
conference, which ought to prevail, 
that I have agreed to this accommoda-
tion. 

I thank the Senator from Mississippi 
and I thank the Senator from Arizona 
for working out this issue. I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I thank the Senator 
from South Carolina for supporting the 
amendment. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I asso-
ciate myself with the last remarks of 
Senator HOLLINGS. Like the Senator 
from South Carolina, I thank the Sen-
ator from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 915) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, our cloak-
room has indicated that Senators have 
had an all-day-long notice that we are 
trying to complete this bill today. 
Statements have been made on the 
floor by the managers many times to 
that effect. 

On the Democratic side, the only 
amendments we know of that people 
wish to offer are by Senators FEIN-
STEIN, INOUYE, HOLLINGS, and Senator 
ROCKEFELLER has an amendment. 
Other than those, we don’t know of any 
other amendments on our side. 

On the other side, I have been told 
there is a Burns amendment, a Mur-
kowski amendment, and a Stevens 

amendment. Other than that, I don’t 
know of any other amendments. 

My point is, within a relatively short 
period of time, we will ask unanimous 
consent that these be the only amend-
ments in order. If people are out there 
with amendments, they should come 
forward in the next couple of minutes. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, in about 
10 minutes, if that is OK—that will 
give plenty of time for people who have 
additional amendments—I will propose 
that we have a unanimous consent that 
no further amendments be in order. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I sup-

plement what the Senator from Nevada 
said. I have already given notice that I 
have another amendment. If I may in-
quire of the manager, the Senator from 
Arizona. I am prepared to proceed at 
this time with the amendment. 

If I may have the attention of the 
Senator from Arizona, is it agreeable 
that I may call up my amendment? 

Mr. MCCAIN. Yes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 905 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I call 
up amendment No. 905, which has been 
filed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant bill clerk read as 
follows: 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. SPEC-
TER], for himself, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. DAYTON, proposes an amendment num-
bered 905. 

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that further reading of the amend-
ment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide safety and security 
with respect to aviation repair stations) 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 405. FOREIGN REPAIR STATION SAFETY AND 

SECURITY. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

(2) DOMESTIC REPAIR STATION.—The term 
‘‘domestic repair station’’ means a repair 
station or shop that— 

(A) is described in section 44707(2) of title 
49, United States Code; and 

(B) is located in the United States. 
(3) FOREIGN REPAIR STATION.—The term 

‘‘foreign repair station’’ means a repair sta-
tion or shop that— 

(A) is described in section 44707(2) of title 
49, United States Code; and 

(B) is located outside of the United States. 
(4) UNDER SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Under 

Secretary’’ means the Under Secretary for 
Border and Transportation Security of the 
Department of Homeland Security. 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF STANDARDS.—Within 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall issue regula-
tions to ensure that foreign repair stations 
meet the same level of safety required of do-
mestic repair stations. 

(c) SPECIFIC STANDARDS.—In carrying out 
subsection (b), the Administrator shall, at a 
minimum, specifically ensure that foreign 
repair stations, as a condition of being cer-
tified to work on United States registered 
aircraft— 
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(1) institute a program of drug and alcohol 

testing of its employees working on United 
States registered aircraft and that such a 
program provides an equivalent level of safe-
ty achieved by the drug and alcohol testing 
requirements that workers are subject to at 
domestic repair stations; 

(2) agree to be subject to the same type and 
level of inspection by the Federal Aviation 
Administration as domestic repair stations 
and that such inspections occur without 
prior notice to the country in which the sta-
tion is located; and 

(3) follow the security procedures estab-
lished under subsection (d). 

(d) SECURITY AUDITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To ensure the security of 

maintenance and repair work conducted on 
United States aircraft and components at 
foreign repair stations, the Under Secretary, 
in consultation with the Administrator, 
shall complete a security review and audit of 
foreign repair stations certified by the Ad-
ministrator under part 145 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations. The review shall be 
completed not later than 180 days after the 
date on which the Under Secretary issues 
regulations under paragraph (6). 

(2) ADDRESSING SECURITY CONCERNS.—The 
Under Secretary shall require a foreign re-
pair station to address the security issues 
and vulnerabilities identified in a security 
audit conducted under paragraph (1) within 
90 days of providing notice to the repair sta-
tion of the security issues and 
vulnerabilities identified. 

(3) SUSPENSIONS AND REVOCATIONS OF CER-
TIFICATES.— 

(A) FAILURE TO CARRY OUT EFFECTIVE SECU-
RITY MEASURES.—If the Under Secretary de-
termines as a result of a security audit that 
a foreign repair station does not maintain 
and carry out effective security measures or 
if a foreign repair station does not address 
the security issues and vulnerabilities as re-
quired under subsection (d)(2), the Under 
Secretary shall notify the Administrator of 
the determination. Upon receipt of the deter-
mination, the Administrator shall suspend 
the certification of the repair station until 
such time as the Under Secretary determines 
that the repair station maintains and carries 
out effective security measures and has ad-
dressed the security issues identified in the 
audit, and transmits the determination to 
the Administrator. 

(B) IMMEDIATE SECURITY RISK.—If the Under 
Secretary determines that a foreign repair 
station poses an immediate security risk, 
the Under Secretary shall notify the Admin-
istrator of the determination. Upon receipt 
of the determination, the Administrator 
shall revoke the certification of the repair 
station. 

(4) FAILURE TO MEET AUDIT DEADLINE.—If 
the security audits required by paragraph (1) 
are not completed on or before the date that 
is 180 days after the date on which the Under 
Secretary issues regulations under para-
graph (6), the Administrator may not certify, 
or renew the certification of, any foreign re-
pair station until such audits are completed. 

(5) PRIORITY FOR AUDITS.—In conducting 
the audits described in paragraph (1), the 
Under Secretary and the Administrator shall 
give priority to foreign repair stations lo-
cated in countries identified by the United 
States Government as posing the most sig-
nificant security risks. 

(6) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Under Secretary, in consultation with 
the Administrator, shall issue final regula-
tions to ensure the security of foreign and 
domestic repair stations. If final regulations 
are not issued within 180 days of the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
may not certify, or renew the certification 

of, any foreign repair station until such reg-
ulations have been issued. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I am 
offering this amendment on behalf of 
myself and Senators BOXER, DURBIN, 
and DAYTON. Senator INHOFE had indi-
cated some support, but I think he has 
a little different approach, so I am 
going to proceed with it on this basis. 

The amendment provides for foreign 
aircraft repair stations to be subject to 
the same provisions as domestic air 
stations. 

What we have at the present time is 
a very different set of standards for for-
eign repair stations than are in effect 
for domestic stations. In foreign sta-
tions, for example, there need not be 
drug and alcohol testing. In foreign 
stations, there are not the kinds of re-
quirements and regulations as to the 
maintenance for safety, and there are 
no requirements as to security. 

I realize this kind of an amendment 
may result in some higher costs, how-
ever, I believe these costs are war-
ranted in the interest of the traveling 
public so there is an adequate assur-
ance of safety. If you do not have the 
kinds of requirements that are in effect 
by the FAA in the United States, then 
we do not have the maintenance of the 
same kind of safety standards. 

With respect to foreign competition, 
I think it is a fair requirement to say 
that you are not requiring ‘‘Buy Amer-
ican,’’ but you are saying that the peo-
ple in the United States who provide 
these services ought to have the same 
sort of security standards, the same 
sort of maintenance standards, and the 
same sort of drug testing or alcohol 
testing as in foreign standards. So this 
goes beyond the idea of protectionism. 
These requirements that are in effect 
in the United States are to provide for 
the safety of the traveling public. If it 
costs X dollars to provide for the safety 
of the traveling public, then I think 
that is what we ought to do, and that 
is the gravamen and the thrust behind 
this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Mississippi. 
AMENDMENT NO. 914 TO AMENDMENT NO. 905 

(Purpose: To require the Administrator of 
the FAA to conduct a study of safety 
standards at foreign repair stations) 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I send a 
second-degree amendment to the desk 
and ask it be read in its entirety. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LOTT] 
proposes an amendment numbered 914 to 
amendment No. 905: 

At the end of the amendment add the fol-
lowing: 

( ) STUDY.—Notwithstanding the pre-
ceding provisions of this section— 

(1) the Administrator shall conduct a study 
of the need to establish a program to ensure 
that foreign repair stations meet the condi-
tions and standards described in subsection 
(c); 

(2) report the results of that study, to-
gether with the Administrator’s rec-

ommendations and conclusions, to the Con-
gress within 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and 

(3) the Administrator shall not issue regu-
lations under subsection (h). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, let me ex-
plain why I offered this amendment. 
Senator SPECTER raises some very le-
gitimate concerns, and we need to 
know what the situation is with regard 
to safety standards and the conditions 
of the workers in these foreign repair 
stations. 

First, I was not aware of this amend-
ment or the committee was not aware 
of this amendment until about an hour 
ago. We have not had a chance to find 
out more about what the ramifications 
are, the need for it, or what we need to 
do. We have had no hearings on this 
matter. 

There is no question we need to make 
sure these foreign repair stations for 
airlines are good ones and the workers 
at these stations meet certain quali-
fications. They are doing good work ba-
sically. 

I am offering this amendment on be-
half of Senator INHOFE who has some 
experience in this area, has been to 
some of these foreign repair stations 
and has some concerns. Being a pilot 
himself, having served on the com-
mittee of jurisdiction in the House, 
this is something we would like to 
know his feelings about and make sure 
of what the situation is today. 

He thought, though, we needed to 
look into it and understand what is 
happening. For instance, we may, by 
doing this, be imposing more require-
ments on these foreign repair stations 
that do not need certain laws or regu-
lations in the various countries. We 
may be taking actions that would drive 
up costs. We may be taking actions 
that would have a dramatic impact on 
our own domestic airlines, which, by 
the way, some of the most profitable 
routes are overseas routes. This is a 
reason Northwest was Northwest Ori-
ent. There is no question American, 
Delta—the big airlines—do have very 
important overseas routes. 

I would like to know if they think 
they are getting good service. What 
problems and what costs are going to 
be the result of this action? 

That is what I say to Senator SPEC-
TER. It is a legitimate concern. We may 
need to do something more in this 
area, but I would like to know what 
the ramifications are before we actu-
ally put this requirement in place. 

This amendment, as I understand it 
and as it has been read, says the Ad-
ministrator has to have a study of the 
need to establish this program to en-
sure that foreign repair stations meet 
the conditions of standards described 
in other sections of the law, that they 
report the results of that study, to-
gether with the Administrator’s rec-
ommendations and conclusions, to the 
Congress within a specified period of 
time. This is not just an open-ended ge-
neric thing. That would also give us 
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time on the committee to ask ques-
tions of all those impacted by the re-
quirement. 

I think this is a good solution to a 
problem we should not ignore, but be-
fore we act we need to know what the 
impact is going to be. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I strong-

ly support the Specter amendment to 
S. 824, the Aviation Investment and Re-
vitalization Vision Act, that would ad-
dress safety and security issues at for-
eign aircraft repair stations working 
on U.S. aircraft. 

For a number of years, I have been 
working with the AFL–CIO’s Transpor-
tation Trades Department and its me-
chanic unions)—the International As-
sociation of Machinists, the Transport 
Workers Union, and the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters—to close the 
safety loopholes that many foreign sta-
tions present. 

I would like to submit for the 
RECORD a letter I received from these 
unions expressing their continued op-
position to unsafe foreign stations. 

I would also like to submit for the 
RECORD a letter recently sent from the 
AFL–CIO and its Transportation 
Trades Department to the Administra-
tion highlighting their concerns about 
the security at foreign stations. 

As these letters clearly demonstrate, 
we have legitimate concerns with re-
gard to the current rules governing 
certification and oversight of foreign 
stations. For these reasons, I am co-
sponsoring the Specter amendment and 
urge my colleagues to support it as 
well. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
aforementioned letters, dated April 10, 
2003, and May 22, 2003, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR 
AND CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL OR-
GANIZATIONS, 

Washington, DC, April 10, 2003. 
Hon. NORMAN Y. MINETA, 
Secretary of Transportation, Washington, DC. 

Hon. MARION BLAKEY, 
Administrator, Federal Aviation Administration, 

Washington, DC. 

Hon. JAMES M. LOY, 
Under Secretary for Security, Transportation 

Security Administration, Arlington, VA. 
DEAR SECRETARY MINETA, ADMINISTRATOR 

BLAKEY AND ADMIRAL LOY: On behalf of the 
13 million members of the AFL–CIO and the 
Transportation Trades Department, AFL– 
CIO (TTD) we urge you to take immediate 
action to temporarily revoke the certifi-
cation of certain foreign-based aircraft re-
pair stations until such time as thorough se-
curity audits are conducted by responsible 
agencies and rules are put in place to ensure 
that these stations do not pose an imminent 
national and aviation security risk. As you 
know, there are currently over 600 foreign 
aircraft repair stations, certified under 14 
CFR Part 145 (Subpart C), that are permitted 
to work on U.S. registered aircraft. Because 
of the unique combination of national secu-
rity and economic conditions that currently 
exist in the aviation industry, as outlined 
below, we believe that the Department of 

Transportation (DOT), the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), and the Transpor-
tation Security Administration (TSA) are re-
quired to act upon this petition in the inter-
est of aviation safety. 

It is well known that this nation continues 
to be the target of terrorist intentions both 
domestically and abroad. In fact, the U.S. 
State Department and other government 
agencies have frequently warned about 
threats occurring outside the U.S. but di-
rected at U.S. citizens and interests. We are 
concerned that certified foreign aircraft re-
pair stations that are eligible to work on 
U.S. aircraft, could provide terrorists with 
an opportunity to jeopardize U.S. aviation 
safety without having to physically enter 
this country. At a time of heightened alert 
around the globe, our government must do 
everything possible to protect against ter-
rorist agents infiltrating foreign repair sta-
tions and sabotaging air operations headed 
back to the United States. 

While there is no publicly known evidence 
that terrorists have pursued this agenda, it 
makes little sense for the Bush Administra-
tion to leave it to chance. In fact, the DOT’s 
Inspector General recently announced that 
as part of a larger audit of air carriers’ use 
of aircraft repair stations, it found security 
vulnerabilities at stations located at com-
mercial and general-aviation airports and off 
airport property. While the IG recommended 
that the TSA conduct risk-based security as-
sessments as a first-step in determining the 
actions needed to address repair station se-
curity, we would maintain that until the se-
curity ‘‘fitness’’ of foreign stations can be 
assured, their FAR 145 rights to work on U.S. 
aircraft should be suspended. 

The security risks posed by foreign sta-
tions is compounded by the unprecedented fi-
nancial distress faced by the commercial 
aviation industry. Two major carriers have 
declared bankruptcy, others have announced 
severe workforce and service cuts, and vir-
tually every airline has been forced to insti-
tute dramatic cost cuts to satisfy lenders 
and to keep flying. In this environment, U.S. 
carrier will undoubtedly pursue, over the 
strong objections of the International Asso-
ciation Machinists and Aerospace Workers, 
the Transport Workers Union and the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Teamsters, the out-
sourcing of major overhaul and other repair 
work to lower cost, potentially substandard 
third party contractors including those 
based overseas. A real life illustration of 
these concerns are the management rights 
secured by Northwest Airlines in its 2001 col-
lective bargaining agreement with its me-
chanics union under which the airline can 
contract out almost 40 percent of repair and 
overhaul work to outside contractors around 
the globe. In fact, Northwest Airlines al-
ready relies on a Singapore-based repair op-
eration for significant overhaul work on its 
DC–10 aircraft and the carrier could use the 
freedoms it secured in its 2001 collective bar-
gaining agreement for mechanics to ship sig-
nificantly more of that work abroad. And 
with the lax FAA oversight and surveillance 
of unknown security procedures at many for-
eign stations, the potential for terrorist se-
curity breaches grows as these stations see 
more work from the U.S. 

It is interesting that in the pursuit of avia-
tion security the FAA and the TSA recently 
issued rules that require the FAA to revoke 
the airman certificate, which includes a Part 
65 mechanic certification, of any individual 
who the TSA determines poses a threat to 
aviation security. But from a practical 
standpoint these rules will only affect me-
chanics at domestic stations since only do-
mestic stations, and not foreign stations, are 
required to have FAA-certified employees on 
premise. Furthermore, there are a number of 

oversight activities that occur at domestic 
facilities, both formally and informally, that 
simply do not occur at foreign facilities. 

Indeed, the AFL-CIO, TTD and its mechan-
ics union affiliates have long been concerned 
that foreign aircraft repair stations can re-
ceive FAA certification and then work on 
U.S.-registered aircraft without meeting the 
same safety and security standards imposed 
on domestic facilities and their employees. 
In addition to regulatory differences, we 
know that the oversight of foreign stations 
pales in comparison to the surveillance per-
formed on domestic stations, especially 
those managed within major air carrier oper-
ations. For example, FAA inspectors, rep-
resented by the Professional Airways Sys-
tems Specialists (PASS), do not have the 
same type of access to foreign stations as 
they do with domestic facilities. This reality 
is complicated by the fact that insufficient 
FAA inspector staffing levels do not allow 
for proper oversight of stations located out-
side the U.S. Given this situation, it is trou-
bling that the effective date for modifica-
tions to Part 145 was recently and 
inexplicably postponed at the request of in-
dustry trade groups and that such postpone-
ment was granted without giving the public 
any notice or opportunity to comment. 

For these reasons we urge the DOT, the 
FAA, and the TSA to issue an emergency 
order to temporarily prevent certain foreign 
stations certified under 14 CFR Part 145 from 
working on U.S. aircraft or components. The 
FAA should use these temporary revocations 
to conduct thorough security audits of for-
eign stations and to promulgate rules that 
impose security procedures at these facili-
ties. In particular, the FAA should focus on 
ensuring that mechanics and other workers 
who come into contact with U.S. aircraft or 
components do not pose a security risk and 
that other precautions are taken to ensure 
the integrity of the aircraft maintenance 
work performed. We would suggest that 
Joint Aviation Authority members and cer-
tain countries that have current Bilateral 
Aviation Safety Agreements with the U.S. 
may already meet many of the security 
standards needed and would not need to have 
their FAR 145 rights suspended while rules 
are being drafted. 

As you know, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation is charged with the responsibility of 
‘‘assigning and maintaining safety as the 
highest priority in air commerce.’’ 49 U.S.C. 
§ 40101(a)(1). Furthermore, when the Adminis-
trator is of the ‘‘opinion that an emergency 
related to safety in air commerce requires 
immediate action, the Administrator, on the 
initiative of the Administrator or on com-
plaint, may prescribe regulations and issue 
orders immediately to meet the emergency 
. . .’’ 49 U.S.C. § 46105(c). We would maintain 
that a unique confluence of factors described 
above create a situation that necessitates 
federal government action in the public in-
terest and to maintain aviation safety. 

Thank you for your immediate attention 
to this matter and we look forward to your 
response. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD L. TRUMKA, 

Secretary-Treasurer, 
AFL–CIO. 

SONNY HALL, 
President, Transpor-

tation Trades De-
partment, AFL–CIO. 

TRANSPORTATION TRADES 
DEPARTMENT, AFL–CIO, 

Washington, DC, May 22, 2003. 
Hon. RICHARD J. DURBIN, 
U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Building, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR SENATOR DURBIN: On behalf of the 

Transportation Trades Department, AFL– 
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CIO (TTD) and its aircraft mechanics unions, 
we write to ask for your assistance in pro-
tecting the safety and security of our avia-
tion system and the jobs of thousands of air-
craft mechanics due to deficient federal gov-
ernment policy and efforts by the major air-
lines to cut costs through outsourcing of 
maintenance and heavy overhaul work to 
foreign-based repair stations. 

As an original cosponsor of the Aircraft 
Repair Station Safety Act (S. 1089) in the 
105th Congress, legislation strongly sup-
ported by AFL–CIO unions, we know that 
you are well aware of this problem and we 
appreciate your leadership in protecting 
aviation safety and U.S. jobs. As we have dis-
cussed with you over many years, the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (FAA), pursu-
ant to 14 CFR Part 145 (Subpart C), allows 
foreign stations to receive certification to 
work on U.S. aircraft even though these sta-
tions do not have to meet the same stand-
ards as those located in this country. While 
AFL–CIO mechanics unions have long argued 
that this situation threatens mechanics’ jobs 
and the safety of the flying public, the cur-
rent drive by air carriers to ship work over-
seas, combined with unique security con-
cerns at these stations, has exacerbated this 
problem and your help is urgently needed to 
address this issue. 

We know that U.S. carriers will pursue, 
over the strong objections of the Inter-
national Association of Machinists and Aero-
space Workers, the Transport Workers Union 
and the International Brotherhood of Team-
sters, outsourcing of major overhaul and 
other repair work to lower cost and poten-
tially substandard third party contractors 
based overseas. In fact, Northwest Airlines, 
secured the right in its 2001 collective bar-
gaining agreement with its non-mechanics 
union (AMFA) to contract out almost 40 per-
cent of repair and overhaul work to outside 
contractors in Singapore and around the 
globe. While the mechanics at Northwest are 
not members of our unions, we are deeply 
concerned that the carrier will continue to 
exploit these harmful contract concessions 
to the detriment of all the nation’s profes-
sional aircraft mechanics, the vast majority 
of which are our members. Mechanics at 
other airlines will face increasing pressure to 
adopt the dangerous practices of Northwest- 
AMFA that permit almost four out of 10 jobs 
to be shipped to foreign contractors. Unless 
Congress steps in aggressively, aviation safe-
ty and security will suffer and the jobs of 
thousands of workers will be at risk. 

For these reasons, we urge you to work 
with us to address this issue as part of the 
FAA Reauthorization bill that will be con-
sidered by the full Senate in the coming 
weeks. Together, we can protect the flying 
public and in the process ensure the future of 
America’s highly skilled and professional 
aircraft mechanics. Thank you for your at-
tention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT ROACH, 

General Vice Presi-
dent, International 
Association of Ma-
chinists and Aero-
space Workers. 

SONNY HALL, 
International Presi-

dent, Transport 
Workers Union. 

DON TREICHLER, 
Director, Airline Divi-

sion, International 
Brotherhood of 
Teamsters. 

EDWARD WYTKIND, 
Executive Director, 

Transportation 
Trades Dept., AFL– 
CIO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, the 
second-degree amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Mississippi is an im-
provement over where the record 
stands at the present time, however, I 
think it does not go far enough. When 
he states that he does not know the 
consequences of my amendment, I 
would disagree with him. 

The amendment provides that there 
will be standards on the level of inspec-
tion, which are of the same type as now 
promulgated by the Federal Aviation 
Administration. So if you have that 
level of inspection, which they have 
now, there is no question as to its not 
being onerous, or at least if it is oner-
ous, it is onerous now, however, it is 
the same. 

We should have drug and alcohol 
testing as a very minimal requirement 
so we know specifically what is in-
volved there. We know people who are 
drug addicts or who are unduly influ-
enced by alcohol to be carrying on 
these inspections. 

When it comes to the third factor, se-
curity, the amendment I have proposed 
calls for ensuring the security of main-
tenance and repair work conducted on 
U.S. aircraft and components at for-
eign repair stations by the Under Sec-
retary in consultation with the Admin-
istrator. 

Those security arrangements are 
going to be determined by the Depart-
ment of Transportation. We certainly 
can rely on them. I think the issue has 
been joined. I think we understand 
what is involved. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

that the vote be delayed until such 
time— 

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield 
without losing his right to the floor? 
The two leaders want these votes to be 
stacked. They are in a very important 
Finance Committee meeting which is 
going on now. I ask this be set aside for 
a later time. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I also note 
that Senator BOXER wishes to speak on 
this amendment for up to 10 minutes. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that we withhold 
the vote until such time as the two 
leaders decide on a time, which I do not 
think will be very long. We have a cou-
ple of other amendments which are 
pending that we could dispose of, I 
would imagine, within the next 10 or 15 
minutes. 

Also, I ask unanimous consent that 
no further amendments be considered 
at this time. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. The pending amend-
ments on our side are a Stevens amend-
ment, a Burns amendment, and a 
Santorum amendment. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we want to 
have a list just as quickly as my friend 
from Arizona. We do need to have floor 
staff look at the subject matter of 
these amendments because we do not 
know what they could be. We can take 
the 10 minutes the Senator from Ari-
zona suggested—the only addition I 
know we have is an amendment by 
Senator KOHL—and have our staffs look 
at these amendments while Senator 
BOXER is speaking for up to 10 minutes. 

Following that, I think we would be 
in a position to look at the amend-
ments and order the closure of the 
amendment process. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senator HAGEL be added as a 
cosponsor of amendment No. 906. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as part of 
the agreement, it is my understanding 
that the Senator from California will 
be recognized for up to 10 minutes. Is 
that right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No 
agreement has been propounded. 

Mr. REID. Did not the Senator from 
Arizona ask unanimous consent that 
the vote be put over until later and 
that request was propounded at that 
time? I thought the agreement was 
that the Senator from California would 
speak on the amendment that was just 
set aside for a vote for 10 minutes. I 
ask the Senator from California, would 
that be appropriate? 

Mrs. BOXER. I am sorry. I was con-
centrating on my remarks. 

Mr. REID. Is 10 minutes sufficient 
time for the Senator? 

Mrs. BOXER. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-

sent that Senator SANTORUM be added 
as an original cosponsor on the Lan-
caster amendment. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I under-
stand Senator LOTT has second-degreed 
Senator SPECTER’s amendment, of 
which I am a proud cosponsor, with a 
study. Something can be studied and 
studied but, frankly, this would gut 
what we are trying to do in our amend-
ment. I do not mind a study, but I 
think the time for studying this has 
passed. 

I want to show my colleagues an im-
portant op-ed that appeared in the USA 
Today on June 9: ‘‘Evidence Points to 
FAA’s Laxity on Plane Maintenance.’’ 

It specifically cites the overseas gaps 
that are happening. There are 629 for-
eign repair stations certified by the 
FAA to service U.S. aircraft. They 
point out that they may not be strictly 
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monitored because of their distance 
from U.S.-based airline operations, in-
creasing the potential risk for error. 

That is an opinion of an expert on 
safety, Michael Barr, director of the 
University of Southern California’s 
aviation safety program. 

I think all of us want to see safety. 
One obvious place is making sure that 
we cut down on the number of aircraft 
that are overhauled abroad. That is 
why I think Senator SPECTER’s amend-
ment is so important, for the safety 
and security of the flying public. We all 
have worked very hard in the Com-
merce Committee to improve our avia-
tion security, and I do believe our sys-
tem is more secure than it was. 

We have much more to do. My col-
leagues have heard me speak about the 
importance of the missile defense sys-
tem, against shoulder-fired missiles, 
and there will be a lot more on that 
subject. But while we are improving 
our security at our airports in this 
country and rooting out potential 
threats among employees in the United 
States, meaning employees who work 
for the airlines, there are no security 
regulations or standards for foreign re-
pair stations that work on U.S. air-
craft. 

I know the Senate is rushing to get 
through with this very important bill, 
but there is a huge gap in our aviation 
security. There is a huge safety con-
cern that I have that Senator SPEC-
TER’s amendment will remedy. It is im-
portant to remember that foreign re-
pair stations work on planes that not 
only fly internationally but planes 
that serve domestic routes as well. 

There is a huge gap in our aviation 
security, and foreign repair stations do 
not have the same standards. Senator 
LOTT wishes to study this matter, and 
I am glad he wishes to study it, but we 
all know that the underlying amend-
ment is the one that would bring about 
the changes. The underlying amend-
ment would require foreign repair sta-
tions to meet the same safety stand-
ards required at domestic repair sta-
tions. 

Specifically, under the Specter 
amendment, foreign repair stations 
would have to institute a drug and al-
cohol testing program of its employees 
if they want to work on American air-
craft. 

I say to my friends in the Senate, the 
people at these foreign stations are not 
even tested for drugs and alcohol, but 
American workers are required to have 
drug and alcohol tests. 

There is no drug and alcohol testing 
program of employees on these foreign 
repair stations. We demand it in our 
own country. Our employees go 
through it and we do not have it at 
these foreign repair stations. We want 
these foreign repair stations to agree 
to FAA inspections. 

In addition, the Under Secretary of 
Homeland Security must complete a 
security review and audit of all foreign 
repair stations. The foreign repair sta-
tions must address security issues 

identified by the Homeland Security 
Department within 90 days, and if they 
do not prove to the FAA and to the 
Homeland Security Department that 
they are not meeting our heightened 
security needs, FAA must revoke the 
certification of that repair station. 

After all of the work that has been 
undertaken to improve our aviation se-
curity, and I must say on both sides of 
the aisle we have seen this work, we 
must not allow this loophole to con-
tinue. We do not know who is working 
on our planes at foreign repair sta-
tions, and I would hate to be a Senator 
who voted to study the issue but not to 
move quickly to solve the problem if, 
God forbid, there is an accident be-
cause some employee in a foreign re-
pair station was either inebriated or 
high on drugs or perhaps even was ter-
rorist connected. 

We owe the American people safe and 
secure skies, and I think the Specter 
amendment is critical to preventing 
terrorism and unnecessary accidents. 
My colleagues want a study? Then they 
are saying they do not think this is a 
problem. 

Evidence points to FAA’s laxity on 
plane maintenance, and if we do not 
adopt Senator SPECTER’s amendment, I 
think we are making a big mistake. 
These planes not only fly internation-
ally but nationally. 

I have a parliamentary inquiry. Are 
we going to vote on Senator LOTT’s sec-
ond degree at a time certain? 

Mr. REID. No. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COR-

NYN). The yeas and nays have been or-
dered on that amendment but no time 
has yet been set for that vote. 

Mrs. BOXER. Another question. If 
that fails, will we then be voting on the 
Specter amendment? And have the 
yeas and nays been ordered on that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
would be the normal course of business, 
but the yeas and nays have not yet 
been ordered on the Specter amend-
ment. 

Mrs. BOXER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
in order at this time. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I ask unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LOTT. Parliamentary inquiry. 
This is a request to have the yeas and 
nays on the second-degree amendment? 

Mr. HOLLINGS. You already got 
that. This is on the Specter amend-
ment, the yeas and nays on the Specter 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. REID. We are waiting for the 

unanimous consent request to be 
typed. I hope during that period of 
time we will have six or seven more 
people calling for amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to set aside the pending amend-
ment so Senator BURNS can be recog-
nized for his two amendments. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 900, AS MODIFIED 
Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I thank 

the chairman of the committee and the 
chairman of the subcommittee and the 
ranking member. I submitted two 
amendments. One has to do with gen-
eral aviation and reimbursement to or-
ganizations that suffered losses due to 
September 11. We took care of the air-
lines and a lot of service industries in 
and around airports, but we forgot and 
left out one very important part of the 
American aviation scene, very impor-
tant to my State of Montana, those 
people involved in general aviation, in 
other words, the charter business, as 
they were impacted, too, and received 
no reimbursement in any way to re-
cover the damages or the losses they 
may have incurred. 

We have talked about this. I ask the 
amendment which is at the desk to be 
considered. It has been amended and 
worked on by both sides of the aisle. 
There is agreement on this amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Montana [Mr. BURNS] 

proposes an amendment numbered 900, as 
modified. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide grants to reimburse 

general aviation entities for the security 
costs incurred and revenue foregone as a 
result of terrorism and the military action 
against Iraq) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ———. REIMBURSEMENT FOR LOSSES IN-

CURRED BY GENERAL AVIATION EN-
TITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation may make grants to reimburse the 
following general aviation entities for eco-
nomic losses as a result of the restrictions 
imposed by the Federal Government fol-
lowing the terrorist attacks on the United 
States that occurred on September 11, 2001: 

(1) General aviation entities that operate 
at Ronald Reagan Washington National Air-
port. 

(2) Airports that are located within 15 
miles of Ronald Reagan Washington Na-
tional Airport and were operating under se-
curity restrictions on the date of enactment 
of this Act and general aviation entities op-
erating at those airports. 

(5) Any other general aviation entity that 
is prevented from doing business or oper-
ating by an action of the Federal Govern-
ment prohibiting access to airspace by that 
entity. 

(b) DOCUMENTATION.—Reimbursement 
under this section shall be made in accord-
ance with sworn financial statements or 
other appropriate data submitted by each 
general aviation entity demonstrating the 
costs incurred and revenue foregone to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary. 
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(c) GENERAL AVIATION ENTITY DEFINED.—In 

this section, the term ‘‘general aviation enti-
ty’’ means any person (other than a sched-
uled air carrier or foreign air carrier, as such 
terms are defined in section 40102 of title 49, 
United States Code) that— 

(1) operates nonmilitary aircraft under 
part 91 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, for the purpose of conducting its pri-
mary business; 

(3) provides services necessary for non-
military operations under such part 91; or 

(4) operates an airport, other than a pri-
mary airport (as such terms are defined in 
such section 40102), that— 

(A) is listed in the national plan of inte-
grated airport systems developed by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration under section 
47103 of such title; or 

(B) is normally open to the public, is lo-
cated within the confines of enhanced class B 
airspace (as defined by the Federal Aviation 
Administration in Notice to Airmen FDC 1/ 
0618), and was closed as a result of an order 
issued by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion in the period beginning September 11, 
2001, and ending January 1, 2002, and re-
mained closed as a result of that order on 
January 1, 2002. 
Such term includes fixed based operators, 
persons engaged in nonscheduled air taxi 
service or aircraft rental. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $100,000,000. Such sums 
shall remain available until expended. 

Mr. BURNS. It has been worked on 
by both sides and I ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment numbered 
900, as modified. 

The amendment (No. 900), as modi-
fied, was agreed to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. BURNS. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 899 
Mr. BURNS. The second amendment 

I have has to do with recommendations 
concerning air travel agents who have 
been part of a report requested of the 
Transportation Department. This is 
only language that requires the De-
partment of Transportation to rec-
ommend the changes they see as a re-
sult of this report. I ask it be consid-
ered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. BURNS] 
proposes an amendment numbered 899. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require the Secretary of Trans-

portation to transmit to Congress a report 
on any actions that should be taken with 
respect to recommendations made by the 
National Commission to Ensure Consumer 
Information and Choice in the Airline In-
dustry on travel agents) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 

SEC. . RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING TRAV-
EL AGENTS. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall transmit to 
Congress a report on any actions that should 
be taken with respect to recommendations 
made by the National Commission to Ensure 
Consumer Information and Choice in the Air-
line Industry on— 

(1) the travel agent arbiter program; and 
(2) the special box on tickets for agents to 

include their service fee charges. 
(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing this re-

port, the Secretary shall consult with rep-
resentatives from the airline and travel 
agent industry. 

Mr. BURNS. I ask the amendment be 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
no further debate on the amendment? 

Mr. BURNS. By the way, it has been 
cleared by both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment numbered 899. 

The amendment (No. 899) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BURNS. I move to reconsider the 
vote. 

Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BURNS. I appreciate the leader-
ship on both sides of the aisle for con-
sideration of the amendments. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, sorry 

to interrupt. I call attention to the 
Senate that Special Operations is 
hosting a reception for Members of the 
Senate and staff tonight from 5:30 to 
7:30 in room 106 of the Dirksen Build-
ing. General Holland would be honored 
if Members could stop by. My Defense 
Subcommittee visited General Holland 
and saw many of the things that are 
going to be on display in 106 Dirksen. 
There will be members of the armed 
services who worked with the unified 
commands, Marines, Army, Navy, Air 
Force. Individual members of the serv-
ice who actually participated in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq are there to explain 
to Members of the Senate and staff 
some of the engagements they were in-
volved in. 

I think every Member and members 
of the staff would find it very inter-
esting. I hope they will stop by. 

AMENDMENT NO. 916 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I send 

an amendment to the desk that has 
been cleared which I ask the clerk to 
report. 

It is a cap on the staffing level of the 
Transportation Security Administra-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS] proposes an amendment numbered 
916. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To remove the staffing level limi-

tation imposed on the Transportation Se-
curity Administration) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 

SEC. . REMOVAL OF CAP ON TSA STAFFING 
LEVEL. 

The matter appearing under the heading 
‘‘AVIATION SECURITY’’ in the appropriations 
for the Transportation Security Administra-
tion in the Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriate Act, 2003 (Public Law 
108–7; 117 Stat. 386) is amended by striking 
the fifth proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment numbered 916. 

The amendment (No. 916) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 917 
Mr. HOLLINGS. On behalf of the dis-

tinguished Senator, Senator FEINSTEIN, 
I send an amendment to the desk and 
ask it be reported. This has to do with 
air quality on new aircraft. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS] for Mrs. FEINSTEIN, proposes an 
amendment numbered 917. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide for air quality in 

aircraft cabins) 
Strike section 664 and insert the following: 

SEC. 664. AIR QUALITY IN AIRCRAFT CABINS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration shall un-
dertake the studies and analysis called for in 
the report of the National Research Council 
entitled ‘‘The Airliner Cabin Environment 
and the Health of Passengers and Crew’’. 

(b) REQUIRED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying out 
this section, the Administrator, at a min-
imum, shall— 

(1) conduct surveillance to monitor ozone 
in the cabin on a representative number of 
flights and aircraft to determine compliance 
with existing Federal Aviation Regulations 
for ozone; 

(2) collect pesticide exposure data to deter-
mine exposures of passengers and crew; 

(3) analyze samples of residue from aircraft 
ventilation ducts and filters after air quality 
incidents to identify the contaminants to 
which passengers and crew were exposed; 

(4) analyze and study cabin air pressure 
and altitude; and 

(5) establish an air quality incident report-
ing system. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 30 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit to Congress a 
report on the findings of the Administrator 
under this section. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce an amendment 
to improve the air quality on commer-
cial aircraft. 

In 1986, in response to a National Re-
search Council Report, the FAA took 
several actions to improve aircraft 
cabin air quality on flights, including 
banning smoking on nearly all domes-
tic flights. However, over 15 years 
later, many cabin air quality issues re-
main and new health questions have 
been raised by passengers and crew. 

More recently, the National Research 
Council released a study of the air 
quality on commercial airline flights 
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that was funded by the Federal Avia-
tion Administration. The National Re-
search Council found that: 

There is no operational standard for 
the ventilation of an aircraft cabin, but 
that such an operation standard should 
be established to ensure that passenger 
aircraft are properly ventilated; 

Passengers have been exposed to air-
borne contaminants while onboard air-
craft, and that such contaminants can 
originate outside and inside the air-
craft, and within the aircraft’s environ-
mental control system itself; 

The environmental control system on 
a passenger aircraft can become con-
taminated with engine oils, hydraulic 
fluids, or deicing fluids and those fluid 
contaminants can enter the passenger 
cabin through the air supply system; 

Contaminants in the air of a pas-
senger aircraft may be responsible for 
acute and chronic health effects in 
crew and passengers; 

Reduced partial oxygen levels in air-
craft air may adversely affect health- 
compromised passengers, particularly 
those with cardiopulmonary disease; 

Aircraft passengers may be exposed 
to ozone during flight, and studies sug-
gest that ozone concentrations on some 
flights can exceed the Federal Aviation 
Administration and Environmental 
Protection Agency ozone levels; 

Air that contains elevated ozone con-
centrations is associated with airway 
irritation, decreased lung function, ex-
acerbation of asthma, and impairments 
of the immune system; 

Since carbon monoxide is an indi-
cator of mechanical fluids contami-
nating the air supply, the FAA should 
require aircraft to install monitors and 
establish procedures for responding to 
elevated levels of carbon monoxide; 
and 

The FAA should establish a pas-
senger aircraft air quality and health 
surveillance program to determine 
compliance with existing FAA regula-
tions and document health effects and 
complaints so that data is collected in 
a way that allows analysis of the rela-
tionship between health effects and air-
craft air quality. 

The amendment I rise to introduce 
today addresses several findings on 
cabin air quality. It incorporates the 
original House language plus two addi-
tional provisions. 

The House language is as follows: 
(a) In General.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration shall un-
dertake the studies and analysis called for in 
the report of the National Research Council 
entitled ‘‘The Airliner Cabin Environment 
and the Health of Passengers and Crew.’’ 

(b) Required Activities.—In carrying out 
this section, the Administrator, at a min-
imum, shall— 

(1) conduct surveillance to monitor ozone 
in the cabin on a representative number of 
flights and aircraft to determine compliance 
with existing Federal Aviation Regulations 
for ozone; 

(2) collect pesticide exposure data to deter-
mine exposures of passengers and crew; and 

(3) analyze samples of residue from aircraft 
ventilation ducts and filters after air quality 
incidents to identify the contaminants to 
which passengers and crew were exposed. 

(c) Report.—Not later than 30 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the findings of the Administrator 
under this section. 

My amendment builds on the above 
language by adding the following two 
provisions: 

Authorizes an FAA study to analyze 
cabin air pressure and altitude; and 

Requires the FAA to establish an air 
quality incident reporting system. 

Poor air quality in flight cabins 
poses a health risk for the flying public 
and crew members who spend most of 
their working hours onboard commer-
cial aircraft. Passengers should feel 
confident that they are not endan-
gering their health when they fly, and 
airline industry workers should not 
feel their health is threatened as they 
earn a living. I hope you will join me in 
supporting this legislation. And finally 
I want to thank Senator MCCAIN and 
Senator HOLLINGS for allowing me to 
introduce this amendment. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. This has to do with 
air quality of new equipment that has 
been cleared. 

I urge its adoption. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from California. 

The amendment (No. 917) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 918 
Mr. HOLLINGS. On behalf of the dis-

tinguished Senator from West Virginia, 
Senator ROCKEFELLER, I send an 
amendment to the desk and ask the 
clerk to report. It has to do with the 
small carrier sharing and the war sup-
plemental. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS], for Mr. ROCKEFELLER, proposes an 
amendment numbered 918. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require air carriers that re-

ceived a refund of passenger security fees 
under title IV of the Emergency Wartime 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2003, to 
pass-through to their code-share partners 
that portion of the refund attributable to 
such fees collected and paid by those part-
ners) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. . PASS-THROUGH OF REFUNDED PAS-

SENGER SECURITY FEES TO CODE- 
SHARE PARTNERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, each United 
States flag air carrier that received a pay-
ment made under the second proviso of first 
appropriation in title IV of the Emergency 
Wartime Supplemental Appropriations Act, 
2003 (Pub. L. 108–011; 117 Stat. 604) shall 
transfer to each air carrier with which it had 
a code-share arrangement during the period 
covered by the passenger security fees remit-
ted under that proviso an amount equal to 

that portion of the remittance under the pro-
viso that was attributable to passenger secu-
rity fees paid or collected by that code-share 
air carrier and taken into account in deter-
mining the amount of the payment to the 
United States flag air carrier. 

(b) DOT INSPECTOR GENERAL OVERSIGHT.— 
The Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation shall review the compliance 
of United States flag air carriers with sub-
section (a), including determinations of 
amounts, determinations of eligibility of 
code-share air carriers, and transfers of 
funds to such air carriers under subsection 
(a). 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—The chief executive of-
ficer of each United States flag air carrier to 
which subsection (a) applies shall certify to 
the Under Secretary of Homeland Security 
for Border and Transportation Security, 
under penalty of perjury, the air carrier’s 
compliance with sub-section (a). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 918) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 919 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, on be-

half of the Senator from Hawaii, Sen-
ator INOUYE, and the Senator from 
Ohio, Senator VOINOVICH, I send an 
amendment to the desk and ask it be 
reported. It has to do with credit cards, 
when one of the carriers is in default 
and the other carrier has to pick up or 
honor the tickets. Since there is a pe-
culiar situation, this is taking care of 
that situation. It has been cleared on 
both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS] for Mr. INOUYE and Mr. VOINOVICH, 
proposes an amendment numbered 919. 
(Purpose: To clarify the criteria for air car-

riers to honor tickets for suspended serv-
ice) 
At the end of subtitle A of title III, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 305. AIR CARRIERS REQUIRED TO HONOR 

TICKETS FOR SUSPENDED SERVICE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 145(a) of the 

Aviation and Transportation Security Act of 
2001 (49 U.S.C. 40101 note) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: ‘‘The Secretary 
of Transportation shall give favorable con-
sideration to waiving the terms and condi-
tions established by this section, including 
those set forth in the guidance provided by 
the Department in notices, dated August 8, 
2002, November 14, 2002, and January 23, 2003, 
in cases where remaining carriers operate 
additional flights to accommodate pas-
sengers whose service was suspended, inter-
rupted, or discontinued under circumstances 
described in the preceding sentence over 
routes located in isolated areas that are un-
usually dependent on air transportation.’’. 

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 145(c) of such Act 
(49 U.S.C. 40101 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘more than’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘after’’ and inserting ‘‘more than 36 months 
after’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate on the amendment, 
the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 919) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, Senator 
STEVENS is here to offer an amend-
ment. 
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First, before that, I ask unanimous 

consent that following the disposition 
of the previously mentioned amend-
ments, which we will mention in a 
minute, the bill be read for the third 
time, and further, the Senate then pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 2115, 
the House companion bill; provided fur-
ther that all after the enacting clause 
be stricken and the text of S. 824, as 
amended, be inserted in lieu thereof; 
further, that the bill then be read the 
third time and the Senate proceed to a 
vote on passage of the bill, with no in-
tervening action or debate. Finally, I 
ask unanimous consent that following 
that vote the Senate then insist on its 
amendment, request a conference with 
the House, and that the Chair be au-
thorized to appoint conferees on the 
part of the Senate with a ratio of 5 to 
4. I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing the vote, S. 824 be placed back 
on the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MCCAIN. It is my understanding 

the only amendments also remaining 
are an amendment by Senator STE-
VENS, an amendment by Senator 
SANTORUM, a Finance Committee 
amendment, and an amendment by 
Senator MURKOWSKI. 

Mr. REID. And Senator HARKIN? 
Mr. MCCAIN. An amendment by Sen-

ator HARKIN. 
I ask unanimous consent that no 

amendments be considered other than 
those I just described. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REID. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, the subject matter of the amend-
ments has been discussed on both sides 
so there are no surprises as to the sub-
ject matter of the amendments. 

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

The Senator from Alaska. 
AMENDMENT NO. 920 

(Purpose: To codify the requirement that 
United States air carriers be effectively 
controlled by United States citizens) 
Mr. STEVENS. I send an amendment 

to the desk and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Alaska [Mr. STEVENS] 
proposes an amendment numbered 920: 

At the end of title V, insert the following: 
SEC. 521. AIR CARRIER CITIZENSHIP. 

Section 40102(a)(15)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code is amended by inserting ‘‘which 
is under the actual control of citizens of the 
United States,’’ before ‘‘and in which’’. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, my 
amendment codifies the existing re-
quirement that U.S. air carriers be ef-
fectively controlled by U.S. citizens. It 
will ensure reciprocity with countries 
in the European Union which codified a 
comparable requirement. 

The United States has enforced an ef-
fective control standard for decades. 

DOT’s Inspector General recently 
identified seven factors that DOT has 
relied on to determine whether an air-
line is effectively controlled by foreign 
entities. 

The I.G. identified ‘‘significant con-
tracts’’ as one of the key factors in this 
process. 

A DOT administrative law judge is 
currently considering whether this 
should be applied to a situation where 
7 year guaranteed cost-plus contracts 
that provide virtually all of a carrier’s 
business are significant contracts lead-
ing to foreign control. 

Ironically, in this same proceeding 
one carrier has argued that the effec-
tive control test should not apply at all 
because it has not been codified. 

My amendment will codify the exist-
ing standard. It leaves the interpreta-
tion of effective control up to DOT, but 
the department can draw from its dec-
ades of precedents to reach these con-
clusions. It is critical that DOT closely 
examine the effective control of this 
transaction. 

If the present arrangement is allowed 
to stand, DOT will set a precedent 
which allows foreign governments to 
compete with U.S. companies for busi-
ness which, by statute, is reserved to 
U.S. carriers. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I would like to high-
light some changes that Senator STE-
VENS made to this amendment in re-
sponse to concerns expressed by the 
Department of Transportation. 

Senator STEVENS changed the term 
‘‘effective control’’ in his amendment 
to ‘‘actual control’’ to more accurately 
represent the test that DOT uses in 
these types of reviews. 

In addition, Senator STEVENS re-
moved the limitation of ‘‘at all times’’ 
regarding the actual control test it 
conform with current DOT practices. 

DOT has represented to me that 
these changes accurately reflect the 
current state of law regarding citizen-
ship and assures me that this amend-
ment will not in any way affect their 
determination of what constitutes a 
citizen of the United States. 

I would not have agreed to this 
amendment without these changes and 
an understanding that this is simply a 
reflection of current law. The terms 
that I have agreed to will not be al-
tered in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 920) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I move 
to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LOTT. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 907 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Alaska [Ms. MURKOWSKI] 
proposes an amendment numbered 907. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require the FAA to complete a 

study and report regarding the feasibility 
of consolidating the Anchorage Terminal 
Radar Approach Control and the Anchor-
age Air Route Traffic Control Center) 
At the end of title II, add the following: 

SEC. 217. ANCHORAGE AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2004, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall complete a 
study and transmit a report to the appro-
priate committees regarding the feasibility 
of consolidating the Anchorage Terminal 
Radar Approach Control and the Anchorage 
Air Route Traffic Control Center at the ex-
isting Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control 
Center facility. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘appropriate committees’’ 
means the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, the 
amendment I have sent to the desk 
gives the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion a year to complete the study of 
the consolidation of the Anchorage 
Terminal Approach Control, TRACON, 
with the Anchorage Air Route Traffic 
Control Center at the center’s existing 
facility. 

The current physical location will be 
facing significant demands this decade. 
In order to expand TRACON’s current 
control room, it needs to be housed in 
a larger facility. What we are asking is 
a year to give the FAA ample time to 
complete this study while the Ted Ste-
vens International Airport is under-
going expansion. 

I urge the adoption of the amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 907) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, as far as 
I can see, we are waiting for Senator 
SANTORUM, who has a pending amend-
ment, according to the unanimous con-
sent agreement. Then there will be a 
Finance Committee amendment after 
the disposition of that amendment. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant bill clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Santorum 
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amendment be withheld at this time. 
That will leave us with the Harkin 
amendment, to my understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant bill clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 921 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, on be-

half of the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa, Mr. HARKIN, I send the amend-
ment to the desk and ask it be re-
ported. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HOLLINGS], for Mr. HARKIN, for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. GRASSLEY, proposes an 
amendment numbered 921. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To impose a civil penalty for the 

closure of an airport without sufficient no-
tice) 

At the end of title II, insert the following: 
SEC. 217. CIVIL PENALTY FOR CLOSURE OF AN 

AIRPORT WITHOUT PROVIDING SUF-
FICIENT NOTICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 463 is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 46319. CLOSURE OF AN AIRPORT WITHOUT 

PROVIDING SUFFICIENT NOTICE. 
‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.—A public agency (as de-

fined in section 47102) may not close an air-
port listed in the national plan of integrated 
airport systems under section 47103 without 
providing written notice to the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion at least 30 days before the date of the 
closure. 

‘‘(b) PUBLICATION OF NOTICE.—The Admin-
istrator shall publish each notice received 
under subsection (a) in the Federal Register. 

‘‘(c) CIVIL PENALTY.—A public agency vio-
lating subsection (a) shall be liable for a 
civil penalty of $10,000 for each day that the 
airport remains closed without having given 
the notice required by this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 463 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘46319. Closure of an airport without pro-
viding sufficient note.’’. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, this 
has to do with the notice, the 60-day 
notice of the closing of an airport. It 
has been cleared on both sides. I think. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment with Senators INHOFE 
and GRASSLEY that simply requires 
that an airport on the National Plan of 
Integrated Airport Systems, (NPIAS), 
cannot be closed down without giving 
the FAA 30 days’ notice. 

That list includes over 3,000 airports 
including all commercial airports and 

many of the airports only used by gen-
eral aviation, that is nonscheduled pri-
vate aircraft so important to the effi-
cient operation of businesses across our 
nation. 

Chicago’s Meigs Field was included 
in this integrated system of airports 
until it was dug up in the middle of the 
night with no notice on March 30, leav-
ing a number of airplanes trapped at 
the unusable facility. The city govern-
ment made a unilateral decision to 
shut down the airport by bulldozing 
the landing strips, runaway, and 
taxiways. That action by the city was 
dangerous and at least one aircraft car-
rying State employees had to be turned 
away from the airport since notifica-
tion that the airport was now closed 
had not been provided in advance. 

I do not dispute that it is within the 
purview of a local government or other 
operator evaluate the infrastructure 
needs of an area and move to close an 
airport. But, I do believe that they 
need to give reasonable notice of that 
intention. I would also note that al-
most every airport on the NPIAS sys-
tem has received FAA funding for fa-
cilities and equipment. 

This provision is not retroactive and 
would not affect the city of Chicago for 
the closure of Meigs Field. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate on the amendment? 
If not, the question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment (No. 921) was agreed 

to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 922 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I propose 
an amendment on behalf of Mr. GRASS-
LEY and Mr. BAUCUS and others. I ask 
for its immediate consideration. I send 
the amendment to the desk. 

The senior assistant bill clerk read as 
follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN], 
for Mr. GRASSLEY, for himself and Mr. BAU-
CUS, proposes an amendment numbered 922. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To extend the Airport and Airway 

Trust Fund expenditure authority) 
On page 209, after line 13, add the fol-

lowing: 
TITLE VII—EXTENSION OF AIRPORT AND 

AIRWAY TRUST FUND EXPENDITURE AU-
THORITY 

SEC. 701. EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE AUTHOR-
ITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
9502(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to expenditures from Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2003’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘October 1, 2006’’, and 

(2) by inserting before the semicolon at the 
end of subparagraph (A) the following: ‘‘or 
the Aviation Investment and Revitalization 
Vision Act’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(2) of section 9502(f) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘October 
1, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2006’’. 

Mr. MCCAIN. This is an amendment 
on behalf of the Finance Committee to 
make sure all authorizations here are 
in line with the jurisdiction and proper 
authorization responsibilities of the Fi-
nance Committee. I urge its adoption. 

Mr. President, I urge adoption of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 922) was agreed 
to. 

REAGAN NATIONAL AIRPORT 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak to an issue of great im-
portance to the people of the Common-
wealth of Virginia, the operations at 
two airports important to all Senators, 
and to the issue of local control. 

I support the managers’ amendment 
and the legislation before the Senate 
today. This is an important bill. I was 
very concerned when this bill passed 
the Senate Commerce Committee with 
an amendment that increased the num-
ber of flights at Reagan National Air-
port by 12. Those flights were des-
ignated to fly beyond the so-called ‘‘pe-
rimeter’’—a rule that restricts the 
length of flights at Reagan National to 
a maximum 1,250 miles. 

Through the managers’ amendment 
today, the language increasing flights 
at Reagan National has been dropped. I 
appreciate the chairman of the Com-
merce Committee’s willingness to work 
with me to see that this provision was 
not included in the final bill on the 
Senate floor. 

I have several very serious concerns 
about congress increasing the number 
of flights beyond the perimeter at Na-
tional Airport, all of which were de-
tailed in a letter I submitted to the 
majority leader on May 9, 2003. 

There is a critical principle at stake 
here that cannot be overlooked by the 
Senate. The right of the people of Vir-
ginia to decide what is best for their 
communities without unwarranted 
Federal intrusion is at stake here. The 
responsibility for operating the air-
ports at Reagan National and Dulles is 
up to the local and regional airport au-
thority, not Congress. Yet each time 
this body considers FAA reauthoriza-
tion, we must revisit attempts at Fed-
eral intrusion on an issue of local con-
trol. There is an extremely delicate 
balance between how Reagan National 
is designed to operate in conjunction 
with the international hub at Dulles 
Airport. Congressional intervention, 
even in the form of a few more flights, 
disrupts that balance and creates a 
slippery slope that undermines this re-
gion’s ability to determine for itself 
what is in our own best interests. 

I believe that a permanent solution 
to this continual Federal intrusion 
into local affairs needs to be found. The 
Senate and House of Representatives 
should strengthen the mandate we 
have already given to the local airport 
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authority to make decisions on wheth-
er to increase flights at Reagan Na-
tional or not, especially with respect to 
flying beyond the perimeter. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would be glad to yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I thank the Senator. 
As you know, I voted against this 
amendment when it came before the 
Senate Commerce Committee. I agree 
with the Senator from Virginia that we 
should not change the slot rules at Na-
tional whatsoever. It is foolhardy and 
is bad aviation policy. We should not 
change the rules just because of poli-
tics. They have served the local com-
munity well, enabling the expansion of 
Dulles while protecting those that live 
near the airport. Short hauls leave 
from National, and long hauls from 
Dulles. We may not like to drive all the 
way out to Dulles, but we built, with 
Federal airport grant moneys, that 
highway dedicated to access to Dulles. 
We used the law to plan for growth. We 
should not change it now at the behest 
of some. I yield back to the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Will the Sen-
ator yield time? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield time to the Sen-
ator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. I thank the 
Senator. Mr. President, I also rise in 
support of the managers’ amendment, 
and particularly for dropping the provi-
sion on adding long-haul flights at Na-
tional Airport. The current aviation 
system, as it has evolved, is an intri-
cately connected web of hubs, spokes, 
and direct flights. Some airlines thrive 
on the hub and spoke network, and 
some derive the ability to operate by 
flying directly between communities. 
However, I want to make clear a point 
on why it is so important that we 
maintain this balance between Na-
tional Airport and Dulles Airport that 
was maintained by Congress in 1987, 
when we leased the facilities to the 
Metropolitan Washington Airports Au-
thority. The slot rules have been in 
place since 1968 and should not be 
changed now. 

When the Interstate Highway System 
was developed in the 1950s, many com-
munities located in the path of the new 
interstates suddenly prospered by 
being directly connected to the rest of 
the Nation. Communities that were 
once sound economic entities, but were 
left miles from any access to the inter-
state system suffered, shuttered their 
doors and many times just barely sur-
vived. The same is true in the aviation 
system. Not every community in this 
country can maintain an airport. Not 
every community can enjoy the eco-
nomic benefits of a hub. But hub eco-
nomics dictate that feed from small- 
and medium-sized communities is nec-
essary for them to survive. 

National Airport is an important 
asset for those, like my constituents in 

West Virginia, who are trying to reach 
the capital region. Obviously, however, 
it can never become an international 
hub. The airport has only one runway 
and no ability to expand. National Air-
port serves a good and valuable pur-
pose. My greatest concern is that by 
changing National Airport, Congress 
will hurt this area’s ability to serve 
small- and medium-sized communities 
on the east coast, including my home 
State, West Virginia. The slot rule and 
perimeter rule were put in place at Na-
tional Airport to maintain its impor-
tant function while at the same time 
allowing the DC area to create a major 
international hub serving both Europe 
and South America. I would look for-
ward to working with the chairman of 
the Senate Commerce Committee, the 
ranking member Senator HOLLINGS and 
Senators ALLEN and WARNER to find a 
permanent solution to this issue. I 
yield back to the Senator from Vir-
ginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the Senator 
from West Virginia and appreciate his 
support. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the senior 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WARNER. I thank the Senator. 
Let me just say that I associate myself 
with the remarks of Senator ALLEN. 
Three years ago, during debate over 
this same bill, I stood on the floor of 
the Senate and fought this battle. I 
hope that we are not doing this again a 
few years down the road. I understand 
that despite the best efforts of counter-
parts in the House, Congressmen WOLF, 
DAVIS, MORAN and Delegate NORTON, 
the House of Representatives has un-
fortunately approved an FAA reauthor-
ization bill that would increase flights 
at Reagan National by 12 slots beyond 
the perimeter and 8 slots within the pe-
rimeter. I thank my colleague from 
Virginia and join him in agreeing to 
work with the Commerce Committee 
chairman and ranking member to see 
that this issue is resolved once and for 
all at Reagan National Airport. I yield 
back to my friend from Virginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. I appreciate the Sen-
ator’s comments. In sum, let me just 
say that this issue is very important to 
the people of the Commonwealth of 
Virginia. We have a long and proud tra-
dition of protecting our interests and 
our ability to govern our own actions. 
I fought those battles every step of the 
way in my public life—from my service 
in the Virginia House of Delegates 
until now. It is my responsibility as an 
elected official of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia to adhere to principles, 
fight for the will of Virginia, and pro-
tect the sovereignty of our people and 
their rights. I yield back the remainder 
of my time. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
rise this afternoon to strongly support 
the Aviation Investment and Revital-
ization Vision Act. 

I want to first applaud the tremen-
dous leadership on this bill from my 

chairman on the Commerce Com-
mittee, Senator MCCAIN, and Senator 
HOLLINGS, the ranking member. 

This legislation reaffirms our Gov-
ernment’s critical commitment to a 
safe, efficient, and state-of-the-art air-
line system for the 21st century—a 
commitment that is crucially impor-
tant to my home State. 

The Seattle-Tacoma International 
Airport is the principal airport for the 
Northwest region, making it the Na-
tion’s 16th largest passenger airport, 
with over 26.5 million passengers annu-
ally on almost 40 different airlines 
going in and out of the Seattle-Tacoma 
airport. 

Washington State is also the home to 
the ninth largest airline in the coun-
try, Alaska Airlines, which employs 
over 10,000 people and is one of the few 
airlines in the country actually posting 
growth rates over the last few years. In 
addition, Alaska is nationally recog-
nized for its leadership to incorporate 
technology into its business model. 

As the proud home of Boeing’s com-
mercial aviation division, Washington 
State leads the Nation in large civil 
aircraft manufacturing. 

With Boeing and hundreds of smaller 
businesses in aerospace and aviation, 
we have over 75,000 workers designing 
and manufacturing the present and fu-
ture of U.S. aircraft industry. 

Obviously, a solid, well functioning, 
state-of-the-art national air traffic sys-
tem and a strong domestic aircraft 
manufacturing capability are critical 
to my State and our Nation. 

I am proud to say that this bipar-
tisan legislation takes tremendous 
steps towards this goal in several ways. 

First, this bill increases funding for 
airport infrastructure investments 
that will help our Nation’s airports 
make the improvements, upgrades and 
expansions necessary to meet our Na-
tion’s airline demands in the 21st cen-
tury. 

The bill also increases the funding 
that will be used to upgrade the FAA 
air traffic control system, to ensure 
that our traffic controllers are given 
the resources they need to continue 
getting planes where they need to go— 
in the safest and most efficient man-
ner. 

In addition, this bill addresses a crit-
ical resource need facing our Nation’s 
airports since 9/11 increased security 
updates. The legislation not only pro-
vides $500 million in funding for secu-
rity enhancements, but it ensures that 
this funding is not taken from the air-
port trust fund money that is already 
committed to make important struc-
tural upgrades and airport improve-
ments. 

Last, in what I think is one of the 
most important contributions of this 
bill, the legislation includes a dramatic 
expansion in our Nation’s commitment 
to aviation research and safety. 

Mr. President, a renewed commit-
ment to research and development in 
the aerospace industry is absolutely 
necessary—and we need it now. 
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The Final Report of the Commission 

on the Future of the United States 
Aerospace Industry argued that cur-
rent Federal aerospace R&D is ‘‘insuffi-
cient and unfocused’’ and recommended 
in the Federal Government signifi-
cantly increase its investment in aero-
space research to foster an efficient, 
secure, and safe aerospace transpor-
tation system. 

We must clearly recognize that if we 
are not willing to make the commit-
ments to retain leadership in this 
realm, our allies on the other side of 
the Atlantic certainly are willing to 
take our place—in fact, this effort has 
become European policy. 

Indeed, the European Commission 
has declared in its ‘‘STAR–21’’ report 
that it is willing to explore ‘‘all avail-
able means’’ to ensure the competitive-
ness of the European aerospace sec-
tor—including Airbus. 

This support to the European aero-
space sector comes in the form of sub-
stantial research and development, but 
also in direct product development 
grants, concessionary financing, and 
other direct subsidies. 

While we have chosen, as a matter of 
Government policy, not to pursue such 
direct subsidies or provide assistance 
for product development, we have been 
able to help the research and develop-
ment effort through a variety of re-
search programs that both of your 
agencies have pursued. 

It is time for the United States to re-
inforce our Nation’s place as a leader 
in the aerospace sector—an industry is 
an absolutely crucial component of our 
domestic industrial base. 

For this reason, I am very proud that 
this bill includes provisions originally 
introduced by Senator HOLLINGS, that 
would establish an Office of Aerospace 
and Aviation Liaison in the Depart-
ment of Transportation that will draw 
upon staff from FAA, NASA, DHS, 
DOD, DOC, and other appropriate agen-
cies to coordinate Federal research 
programs, as well as establish goals 
and priorities for research. 

Such an office will be well equipped 
to meet the challenge of the Aerospace 
Commission and bring direction and 
coordination to our Federal support for 
long-term research and innovation. 

In addition, this bill authorizes al-
most $3 billion over the next 3 years for 
FAA and NASA research priorities. 
This is a dramatic expansion of the re-
search agenda, almost five times more 
than previously authorized funding— 
previous authorization was approxi-
mately $600 million over 3 years. 

As part of these research provisions, 
I am particularly proud to have worked 
with the committee to include funding 
and authority for future work on the 
durability and maintainability of ad-
vanced materials, such as composites. 

These next generation materials have 
been called the aluminum of the fu-
ture. Indeed, given their strength, du-
rability, lightweight and unique prop-
erties, composites are currently used in 
most major defense aircraft. 

Composites not only make for 
stronger, safer materials but also light-
er and more efficient aircraft. 

Already, the Boeing Company has in-
creased its use of composites in the 
production of the 777 and Airbus is also 
using composites in its planes. Addi-
tionally, Boeing has plans for even 
greater use in the production of the 
next generation of commercial air-
planes. 

In addition to authorizing funds for 
general research in advanced mate-
rials, this legislation would direct the 
FAA Administrator to establish a 
‘‘Center for Excellence’’ that would 
harness the great engineering research 
in materials science at path-breaking 
institutions like the University of 
Washington, which has taken great 
strides in pursuing work on how to ad-
vance the maintainability and dura-
bility of advanced materials and com-
posites in large civilian aircraft. 

While we know that these materials 
hold tremendous potential, we need to 
be absolutely sure that they are safe 
and that we have the technologies and 
processes necessary to maintain the 
materials and ensure their durability. 

Such a center, which I have drafted 
in partnership with the University of 
Washington’s Department of Engineer-
ing, would address these issues by fa-
cilitating close, working collaboration 
among industry, the FAA’s Transpor-
tation Division, and academic institu-
tions, to ensure that research matches 
the practical manufacturing needs. 

This center will advance efforts to 
capitalize on the potential of this field. 

In closing, Mr. President, as a gov-
ernment, we need to step up to the 
plate to ensure that our aerospace in-
dustry remains competitive and capa-
ble of leading the world toward the fu-
ture for aerospace. 

This bill takes an important step in 
affirming our Nation’s leadership in 
the areas of safety, research, infra-
structure, and security, and I am proud 
to support it. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of the FAA Authoriza-
tion Act. However, I must express my 
serious concerns that two sections in 
the bill on streamlining, sections 47701 
and 47703, may be interpreted in a man-
ner that the committee never intended. 
The purpose of these sections is to cure 
delays that have occurred because of 
interagency wrangling and bureau-
cratic disputes. These sections call for 
the relevant agencies to undertake 
concurrent planning and environ-
mental reviews for critical airport 
projects in order to ensure that the 
projects move forward expeditiously. 
They are not designed to circumvent 
NEPA and should be so used. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of the Senate’s Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, FAA, re-
authorization bill, S. 824, the Aviation 
Investment and Revitalization Vision 
Act. Further, I share Senate Commerce 
Committee Chairman MCCAIN’s and 
Ranking Member HOLLINGS’ goal of en-

acting this legislation before the end of 
this fiscal year. If airports are going to 
plan for the future, Congress must 
avoid being forced into passing a series 
of stopgap measures that make such 
planning difficult. 

This legislation addresses the most 
critical component of FAA reauthor-
ization—how to finance the operation 
and development of the nearly 3,500 air-
ports eligible for Federal assistance. S. 
824 authorizes a total of $10.5 billion 
over 3 years for the Airport Improve-
ment Program, AIP, a critical program 
that funds airport safety and capacity 
projects, among other programs. Addi-
tionally, this bill authorizes $23.2 bil-
lion for FAA operations through fiscal 
year 2006. 

At the same time we address the 
overall aviation funding challenges, I 
am pleased that this bill takes on the 
individual issues that go to the heart 
of securing commercial aviation 
against another terrorist attack. In-
stalling Explosives Detection System, 
EDS, machines into airports is a neces-
sity that we must grapple with and is 
part of a broader debate on the appro-
priate level of AIP funding that should 
go towards security-related projects. 
During fiscal year 2002, airports used 
over $561 million, or 17 percent of all of 
AIP funds, for security projects—this 
compared with an annual average of 
less than 2 percent through fiscal year 
2001. As such, it is encouraging that S. 
824 creates an annual $500 million Avia-
tion Security Capital Fund to help air-
ports cope with post-9/11 security re-
quirements like EDS installation. 
Funding for this capital fund would 
come out of the security fees currently 
levied by the Transportation Security 
Administration, TSA, and not AIP 
grant funding. 

S. 824 would also extend the Govern-
ment’s authority to issue war-risk in-
surance through fiscal year 2006, which 
would save the airlines more than $800 
million annually. The recently enacted 
fiscal year 2003 Iraq supplemental bill 
authorized a 1-year extension of the 
program—through the end of fiscal 
year 2004—but by extending it through 
2006, we can provide a small measure of 
financial stability to the airlines and 
not have to keep coming back every 6 
months to revisit the issue. 

To try to improve FAA management, 
S. 824 establishes a committee of out-
side experts to oversee the operation 
and modernization of the air traffic 
control system—which has tripled in 
cost to an estimated $7.6 billion since 
1996. This bill also contains provisions 
designed to expedite the process for 
construction of airport capacity and 
safety projects, by allowing DOT to 
designate certain airport expansion 
proposals as National Capacity 
Projects, which would receive dedi-
cated resources and expedited proce-
dures for environmental reviews. This 
provision is intended to address the 
fact that, as the General Accounting 
Office, GAO, has reported, it takes any-
where between 10 and 14 years for new 
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runways to be built—and this has an 
adverse effect on efforts to increase the 
aviation system’s capacity. 

As we consider this bill, I want to 
turn to the issue of small community 
air service. As we work to address the 
larger aviation issues, we cannot forget 
the challenges that small communities 
in Maine, and throughout the Nation, 
face in attracting and retaining air 
service. I have always believed that 
adequate, reliable air service in our 
Nation’s rural areas is not simply a 
luxury or a convenience. It is an imper-
ative. And quite frankly, I have serious 
concerns about the impact deregula-
tion of the airline industry has had on 
small- and medium-sized cities in rural 
areas, like Maine. The fact is, since de-
regulation, many of these commu-
nities, in Maine and elsewhere, have 
experienced a decrease in flights and 
size of aircraft while seeing an increase 
in fares. More than 300 have lost air 
service altogether. 

Many air carriers are experiencing an 
unprecedented financial crisis, and the 
first routes on the chopping block will 
be those to small- and medium-sized 
communities. This will only increase 
demand for the two existing Federal 
forms of assistance, Essential Air Serv-
ice and the Small Community Air 
Service Grant Program. 

Given the challenge faced by small 
communities in retaining their exist-
ing air service, I was pleased that, dur-
ing our May 1 markup, the Commerce 
Committee unanimously accepted two 
amendments I authored to address this 
issue. The first amendment would cre-
ate a new Small Community Air Serv-
ice Ombudsman within DOT. The om-
budsman’s mission would be to work 
with carriers and communities to de-
velop air service. This provision is in-
tended to give small communities a 
seat at the table as DOT crafts na-
tional air transportation policy. 

The second amendment approved by 
the committee creates a National Com-
mission on Small Community Air Serv-
ice. The 9-member commission would 
report back to Congress after 2 years to 
describe the problems faced by small 
communities with regard to access to 
commercial air service and suggest leg-
islative solutions. I believe that, given 
the complexity of the issue, having all 
of the stakeholders sit down and con-
sider what can and can’t be done will 
be extremely helpful as Congress exer-
cises its aviation oversight authority. 

I also wanted to address the Essen-
tial Air Service, EAS, provisions in the 
bill. EAS provides subsidized air serv-
ice to 125 small communities in the 
country—including 4 in Maine—that 
would otherwise be cut off from the Na-
tion’s air transportation network. As 
approved by the committee, S. 824 re-
authorized and flat-funds the program 
for 3 years, and includes certain 
changes to the program, which are 
drastically scaled back from what the 
administration proposed earlier this 
year for EAS ‘‘reform.’’ The adminis-
tration had called for EAS towns to 

provide up to 25 percent matching con-
tributions to keep their air service. 
The committee bill creates a number of 
new programs to help EAS commu-
nities grow their ridership, including a 
marketing incentive program that 
would financially reward EAS towns 
for achieving ridership goals. With re-
gard to local cost-sharing—the center-
piece of the administration’s EAS pro-
posal—the Commerce bill would create 
a pilot program to allow for a 10 per-
cent annual community match at no 
more than 10 airports within 100 miles 
of a large airport. 

While the cost-sharing provisions in 
the committee bill are much less strict 
than the administration proposal, and 
could only be applied to an EAS com-
munity under certain specific condi-
tions, I remain concerned about the 
concept of requiring EAS towns—some 
of which are cash strapped and eco-
nomically depressed—from kicking in 
hundreds of thousands of dollars annu-
ally to keep their air service. For ex-
ample, if Augusta or Rockland, ME, 
were to be chosen for the cost-sharing 
pilot program, they would have to 
come up with over $120,000 annually to 
retain their air service. 

As such, I strongly supported Senator 
BINGAMAN’s amendments to strike the 
cost-sharing section from the bill and 
am pleased that it has been approved. 
The EAS program is not perfect, and 
Congress certainly need to do all we 
can to keep subsidy levels as low as 
possible. I look forward to working 
with members of the Commerce Com-
mittee and the Senate on the issue, but 
I believe that requiring cost sharing in 
today’s aviation environment is clearly 
a wrong headed approach. 

In short, when considering this legis-
lation, I believe that we need do all we 
can to help small communities main-
tain their access to the national trans-
portation system during these difficult 
times. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, I am 
hopeful that my colleagues will join 
me in taking this step toward strength-
ening and improving Federal aviation 
policy today. S. 824 enhances the Fed-
eral investment in our Nation’s avia-
tion system, and the funding in the bill 
is critical to the development of Amer-
ica’s airports, big and small. Further-
more, quick passage of this 3-year leg-
islation is key to allow airports to plan 
for the future. As such, I am pleased to 
support it. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
am pleased to join my friend and col-
league, the Senator from Arizona, to 
bring before you S. 824, the Aviation 
Investment and Revitalization Vision 
Act, which reauthorizes the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) and its 
programs for the next 3 years. 

The reauthorization of the FAA is a 
vitally important piece of legislation 
that the Senate must pass this year. It 
is the first real economic stimulus bill 
that the Senate has considered this 
year. 

I cannot emphasize the importance of 
a vibrant and strong aviation industry. 

It is critical to our Nation’s long-term 
economic growth. It is also vitally im-
portant to the economic future of 
countless small and local communities 
that are linked to the rest of the na-
tion and world through aviation. 

The significance of aviation to our 
economy cannot be overstated. Over 10 
million people are employed directly in 
the aviation industry. For every job in 
the aviation industry, 15 related jobs 
are produced. The aviation industry ac-
counts for over $800 billion of our gross 
domestic product. 

The growth of the modern aviation 
system has created vast economic effi-
ciencies such as just in time delivery, 
allowed the air cargo industry to grow 
exponentially, and has opened up the 
world to millions of Americans. 

Just as the aviation industry is a cat-
alyst of growth for the national econ-
omy, airports are a catalyst of growth 
for their local communities. Airports 
create over $500 billion in economic ac-
tivity and directly employ 1.9 million 
people. Almost 2 million people and 
38,000 tons of cargo pass through our 
nation’s airports each day. In my State 
of West Virginia, aviation represents 
$3.4 billion of the State’s gross domes-
tic product and directly and indirectly 
employs over 51,000 people. 

Aviation also links our Nation’s 
small and rural citizens and commu-
nities to the national and world mar-
ketplace. My home State of West Vir-
ginia has been able to attract firms 
from Asia and Europe because of reli-
able access to their West Virginia in-
vestments. 

Without access to an integrated air 
transportation network, small commu-
nities can not attract the investment 
necessary to grow or allow home grown 
businesses to expand. A modern and 
adequately funded network is funda-
mental to making sure that all Ameri-
cans can participate in the economy. 

No question exists that since the 
tragedy of September 11, aviation in 
this country has been permanently 
changed. 

When the Senate debated the last 
FAA reauthorization bill, capacity and 
competition issues were at the fore-
front of that debate. We have seen a de-
crease in the demand for air travel, 
hundreds of thousand of aerospace and 
aviation employees have lost their jobs 
and the economic pain has rippled 
through the economy. We will not have 
an economic recovery in this country 
until we have a recovery in the avia-
tion industry. 

Even though these issues seem less 
important today, they will again be-
come serious challenges for the indus-
try. In the drive to expand our aviation 
infrastructure to meet future needs, 
the resources for aviation security will 
also have to increase. More passenger 
and cargo will add strains to aviation 
security. 

Now is the time to make the invest-
ments in air traffic modernization and 
airport development and research. 
Aviation security must be ready to 
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handle the future growth that will 
occur. We must also continue to de-
velop new aviation security processes 
and technologies to meet future chal-
lenges. 

The legislation before us builds upon 
our commitment to improving the 
aviation infrastructure of the nation 
that started with the landmark Avia-
tion Investment and Reform Act for 
the 21st Century. I believe that this 
legislation meets the challenges facing 
the FAA and the aviation industry in 
the years ahead. 

This bill focuses on improving our 
nation’s aviation safety and security, 
airport and air service development, 
and aeronautical research. While my 
distinguished colleague has provided an 
excellent overview of the bill, I would 
like to highlight some areas of the bill 
that I believe are particularly impor-
tant. 

In this bill, we have created a stable 
stream of funding for security upgrades 
at our Nation’s airports. Not only will 
these funds allow airports to improve 
security they will allow airports to im-
prove the efficiency of these security 
measures. 

In addition, the legislation provides 
for increases in funding for airport 
safety and capacity projects, which are 
a true economic stimulus. 

I am very proud that the bill expands 
upon our commitment to making sure 
small and rural communities have ac-
cess to air transportation services. 

Finally, we have authorized a signifi-
cant increase in aeronautical and avia-
tion research in order to preserve 
America’s leadership in these indus-
tries. 

No higher goal exists than the safety 
and security of the Nation’s airports 
and airspace. Over the past 18 months, 
we have worked every day to improve 
security in our airports and on our air-
planes. However, until this bill, we 
have fallen short on providing funding 
to make sure our Nation’s airports 
have the resources available to make 
the required improvements. 

Airports estimate that they have $3 
billion in unmet security infrastruc-
ture needs. The administration’s 
Homeland Security proposal did not in-
clude any provisions to address this 
huge need. Airports have been forced to 
tap their expansion and development 
funds to pay for security. It makes no 
sense to raid funds for safety improve-
ments for security improvements. The 
security of our Nation is a Federal re-
sponsibility and the Federal Govern-
ment must pay for it. 

One of the most important provisions 
in this bill is the creation of a $500 mil-
lion fund, financed by security fees es-
tablished by the Aviation and Trans-
portation Security Act to assist air-
ports with capital security costs. This 
new fund will also stop the diversion of 
airport development funds meant for 
safety and capacity enhancements. We 
will be able to pay for new security re-
quirements while simultaneously im-
proving safety and expanding capacity. 

Even in these difficult budgetary 
times, we were able to modestly in-
crease the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram funding, which will provide the 
economy a real stimulus through di-
rect and indirect job creation. Airport 
development is economic development 
as airports are economic development 
for their local communities. It is esti-
mated that U.S. Airports are respon-
sible for nearly $507 billion each year in 
total economic activity nationwide. In-
vestment in airport infrastructure is a 
real economic stimulus that creates 
both immediate jobs and long-term 
economic development. 

In order to facilitate airport develop-
ment, I am pleased that this bill in-
cludes much of the text of the legisla-
tion that Senator HUTCHISON and I 
worked on last Congress to streamline 
and expedite the airport development 
process. This country needs to expand 
its airport infrastructure. Without a 
substantial increase in this area, avia-
tion delays would increase resulting in 
billions of dollars of costs to the econ-
omy. 

Today, we also meet the challenge of 
making sure our small and rural com-
munities have access to the nation’s 
air transportation network. I am very 
concerned that air carriers have aban-
doned small and rural markets dis-
proportionately when reducing their 
service levels. We cannot let these 
communities go without adequate and 
affordable air service—their future de-
pends upon it. 

I am enormously pleased that the bill 
extends and expands the Small Com-
munity Air Service Development Pro-
gram, which I fought for in AIR 21. One 
hundred forty communities applied for 
40 available grants under this initia-
tive. This program has assisted these 40 
communities, including Charleston, 
WV, in attracting new air service. This 
program has proven an innovative and 
flexible tool for communities to ad-
dress air service needs. Under our legis-
lation, another 120 communities will be 
able to participate. 

Many of our most isolated and vul-
nerable communities whose only serv-
ice is through the Essential Air Service 
Program have indicated that they 
would like to develop innovative and 
flexible programs similar to those com-
munities who received Small Commu-
nity Air Service Development grants to 
improve the quality of their air serv-
ice. 

It is for this reason that I, along with 
Senator LOTT, developed the Small 
Community and Rural Air Service Re-
vitalization Act of 2003, which has been 
included in this legislation. The legis-
lation reauthorizes the Essential Air 
Service (EAS) program and creates a 
series of new innovative pilot programs 
for EAS communities to participate in 
to stimulate passenger demand for air 
service in their communities. 

Under the bill, communities are 
given the option on continuing their 
EAS as is or they may apply to partici-
pate in new incentive programs to help 

them develop new and innovative solu-
tions to increasing local demand for air 
service. The EAS Marketing and Com-
munity Flexibility Programs would 
provide communities new resources 
and tools to implement locally devel-
oped plans to improve their air service. 
By providing communities the ability 
to design their own service proposals, a 
community has the ability to develop a 
plan that meets its locally determined 
needs, improves air service choices, 
and gives the community a greater 
stake in the EAS program. 

Small and rural communities are the 
first to bear the brunt of bad economic 
times and the last to see the benefits of 
good times. The general economic 
downturn and the dire straits of the 
aviation industry have placed excep-
tional burdens on air service to our 
most isolated communities. The Fed-
eral Government must provide addi-
tional resources and tools for small 
communities to help themselves at-
tract adequate air service. The Federal 
Government must make sure that our 
most vulnerable towns and cities are 
linked to the rest of the nation. This 
legislation authorizes the tools and re-
sources necessary to attract air serv-
ice, related economic development, and 
most importantly expand their connec-
tions to the national and global econ-
omy. 

This bill meets the challenges facing 
our aviation system—increasing secu-
rity, expanding airport safety and ca-
pacity, and making sure our smallest 
communities have access to the net-
work. We can all be proud of this bill. 

Finally, I would like to again thank 
Senator MCCAIN, Senator LOTT, and 
Senator HOLLINGS for all their hard 
work and commitment to developing 
and securing passage of this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand we are waiting for the possibility 
of one other amendment. Other than 
that, we will be prepared, at the discre-
tion of the leaders, to vote on the sec-
ond-degree amendment to the Specter 
amendment, and then we would be pre-
pared to go to final passage. 

In anticipation of that, I would like 
to thank all who have been involved 
with this legislation, and specifically 
my dear friend from South Carolina. 
He and I have worked side by side for 
many years on many issues that have 
come before the Commerce Committee. 
I thank him for his usual extreme cour-
tesy, consideration, and efficiency. 

I thank the staff on both sides for 
their excellent work. 

Also, I thank Senators LOTT and 
ROCKEFELLER who really did the hard 
labor in bringing this legislation to the 
floor of the Senate. Senator ROCKE-
FELLER and Senator LOTT worked as-
siduously during numerous hearings 
with a full appreciation and under-
standing of the impact this legislation 
has on the United States of America. I 
thank all of them. 

Again, I thank our loyal staff for all 
the great work they have done. 
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I look forward to swift passage of 

this legislation. 
I yield the floor. 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, let 

me also thank the distinguished chair-
man of our committee who has led the 
fight on the floor today. He did a most 
efficient job. 

With respect to, of course, Senator 
LOTT and Senator ROCKEFELLER of the 
Subcommittee on Aviation of the Com-
merce Committee, they are the ones 
who did the lion’s share of the work 
with the hearings and preparing us so 
that we could handle this with expedi-
tion today. 

I thank staff on both sides. 
Let me add this for my good friend, 

the Senator from Mississippi. I happen 
to favor the Specter amendment for 
the simple reason that I cannot under-
stand the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration requiring rules of safety for re-
pair facilities in the United States but 
not requiring those same rules of safe-
ty for repair facilities by the U.S. con-
tractors for U.S. aircraft. I just can’t 
get that separation in my mind. I have 
listened closely. I hate to not come 
down on the side of the Senator from 
Mississippi because he has been our 
chairman and has led the way all day 
here. 

I say that publicly because, on the 
Democratic side of the aisle, there 
could be those who would favor lan-
guage and the admonition of the Sen-
ator from Mississippi in the perfecting 
amendment. 

Senator BOXER has spoken in behalf 
of Senator SPECTER’s amendment. I 
happen to favor it. Usually we note at 
the desk the disposition on this side. I 
don’t want to mislead. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant bill clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent, with the agree-
ment of both sides, that Senator STE-
VENS be recognized to offer one final 
amendment. 

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

The Senator from Alaska. 
AMENDMENT NO. 923 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I send 
an amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Alaska [Mr. STEVENS] 

proposes an amendment numbered 923. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To amend section 41703 of title 49, 
United States Code, to support the United 
States presence in the global air cargo in-
dustry) 
At the end of title V, add the following new 

section: 
SEC. 521. UNITED STATES PRESENCE IN GLOBAL 

AIR CARGO INDUSTRY. 
Section 41703 is amended by adding at the 

end the following new subsection: 
‘‘(e) CARGO IN ALASKA.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of sub-

section (c), eligible cargo taken on or off any 
aircraft at a place in Alaska in the course of 
transportation of that cargo by any com-
bination of 2 or more air carriers or foreign 
air carriers in either direction between a 
place in the United States and a place out-
side the United States shall not be deemed to 
have broken its international journey in, be 
taken on in, or be destined for Alaska. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE CARGO.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘eligible cargo’ 
means cargo transported between Alaska and 
any other place in the United States on a 
foreign air carrier (having been transported 
from, or thereafter being transported to, a 
place outside the United States on a dif-
ferent air carrier or foreign air carrier) that 
is carried— 

‘‘(A) under the code of a U.S. air carrier 
providing air transportation to Alaska; 

‘‘(B) on an air carrier way bill of U.S. air 
carrier providing air transportation to Alas-
ka; or 

‘‘(C) under a term arrangement or block 
space agreement with an air carrier.’’. 

(D) under the code of a U.S. air carrier for 
purposes of transportation within the U.S. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, this 
amendment deals with protecting ex-
isting jobs and creating new jobs on 
the ground in Alaska in connection 
with the airport I am honored to have 
named after me. 

Mr. President, as I say, this amend-
ment is about jobs—protecting existing 
jobs and creating new jobs on the 
ground in Alaska. 

Anchorage is the top-ranked cargo 
airport in North America: 600 wide 
body cargo carriers per week; 19 air-
lines providing all-cargo main deck 
freighter service through Anchorage; 9 
hours by air from 95 percent of the in-
dustrialized world; 3000 miles from 
Tokyo; 3000 miles from New York city; 
4000 miles from London; 4000 miles 
from Frankfurt; 4400 miles from Hong 
Kong. 

Foreign airlines provide much of this 
international cargo lift to and from the 
U.S. through Anchorage. Federal law 
allows these planes to land in Alaska, 
creating an enormous number of jobs 
on the ground. 

But Federal law, as currently inter-
preted, does not allow U.S. carriers to 
use excess capacity on their foreign 
partners to move international cargo 
from Anchorage to the lower 48. The 
foreign carrier must make the full trip 
by itself. It is prohibited from transfer-
ring cargo to or from a U.S. carrier fly-
ing the international leg of the jour-
ney. 

Anchorage is under attack from for-
eign cargo hubs seeking to exploit this 
weakness. Cities such as Tashkent, 
Kharbarovsk, and Anadyr in Asia and 
Calgary and Vancouver in Canada are 
aggressively pursuing the cargo car-
riers that Anchorage now serves. 

We are losing U.S. jobs to foreign 
countries because of it. 

This amendment will reverse that de-
cline. 

American carriers, both cargo car-
riers and passenger carriers, which ac-
cept cargo will make use of this 
amendment in various ways: relocation 
of sort and transfer operations from 
Asia back to the United States; en-
hanced service to U.S., Asian, and Eu-
ropean cities; increased opportunities 
for integrated logistics products sold 
by U.S. companies; more opportunities 
to strengthen U.S. carriers through 
international partnering. 

This requires a narrow modification 
of title 49. 

My amendment does not create more 
flights by foreign carriers. It does not 
reduce the number of flights flown by 
U.S. carriers. All cargo moving under 
this authority must be shipped on a 
U.S. codeshare or similar arrangement, 
such as a U.S. waybill. 

It preserves and creates American 
jobs in the increasingly important 
global air cargo sector. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the amendment? If 
not, the question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 923. 

The amendment (No. 923) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REID. I move to reconsider the 
vote. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that with regard to 
the amendment that was proposed on 
behalf of Senators INOUYE and VOINO-
VICH, that Senator VOINOVICH’s name be 
deleted from that amendment. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote on 
the Lott second-degree amendment 
take place at 5:45, immediately fol-
lowed by either a voice vote or re-
corded vote on the underlying Specter 
amendment, followed by final passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk 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. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 914 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, have the 

yeas and nays been ordered on the Lott 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They 
have. 

Mr. REID. I thank the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. 
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The yeas and nays have been ordered 
and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from West Virginia (Mr. BYRD), 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
EDWARDS), the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) and 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. LIE-
BERMAN) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) would vote 
‘‘nay’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE (Mr. CHAM-
BLISS). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 42, 
nays 52, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 224 Leg.] 
YEAS—42 

Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Chafee 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeWine 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 

McCain 
McConnell 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Shelby 
Smith 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thomas 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—52 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Campbell 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Clinton 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corzine 
Daschle 
Dayton 
Dodd 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lincoln 

Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Byrd 
Edwards 

Graham (FL) 
Jeffords 

Kerry 
Lieberman 

The Amendment (No. 914) was re-
jected. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to vitiate the yeas 
and nays on the Specter amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment numbered 905. 

The amendment (No. 905) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee substitute, as amended. 

The committee substitute, as amend-
ed, was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading and was read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the House companion bill. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2115) to amend Title 49, United 
States Code, to reauthorize programs for the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the text of the Sen-
ate measure is inserted in lieu of the 
House language and the bill is read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, the next 
vote, final passage of the FAA reau-
thorization, will be the last vote of the 
evening. We will have a vote tomorrow 
morning at 10 a.m. 

After that 10 a.m. we will not have 
further votes until Tuesday. No votes 
on Monday. We will be going to Medi-
care prescription drugs on Monday. We 
will come in early afternoon on Mon-
day for opening statements. We will 
have no votes on Monday. I believe 
that is pretty much it for the schedule. 

Later tonight, after talking to the 
Democratic leader, if there is any 
change in the schedule, we will let peo-
ple know. The next vote is the last of 
the evening and we will vote at 10 a.m. 
tomorrow morning. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on final passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The bill having been read the third 

time, the question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from West Virginia (Mr. BYRD), 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
EDWARDS), the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY), and 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. LIE-
BERMAN) are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) would vote 
‘‘yea’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 94, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 225 Leg.] 

YEAS—94 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Campbell 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chafee 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Cochran 

Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Cornyn 
Corzine 
Craig 
Crapo 
Daschle 
Dayton 
DeWine 
Dodd 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 

Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hollings 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
McCain 
McConnell 

Mikulski 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Nickles 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 

Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 

Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thomas 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Byrd 
Edwards 

Graham (FL) 
Jeffords 

Kerry 
Lieberman 

The bill (H.R. 2115), as amended, was 
passed. 

(The bill will be printed in a future 
edition of the RECORD.) 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I move 
to reconsider the vote, and I move to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate insists 
on its amendments and requests a con-
ference with the House. 

The Presiding Officer (Mr. CHAM-
BLISS) appointed Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. STE-
VENS, Mr. BURNS, Mr. LOTT, Mrs. 
HUTCHISON, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. INOUYE, 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. BREAUX con-
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate im-
mediately proceed to executive session 
to consider the following nominations 
on today’s Executive Calendar: 

No. 223 and on the Secretary’s Desk, 
PN443 and PN182. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
NOMINATION OF JOHN W. WOODCOCK TO BE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF MAINE 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, for the 

information of my colleagues, Execu-
tive Item No. 223 is the nomination of 
John Woodcock to be a District Judge 
for the District of Maine. I am very 
pleased to rise tonight to speak on his 
behalf. Maine’s senior Senator, Olym-
pia Snowe, and I are very proud to have 
recommended John for this prestigious 
position on the Federal bench. 

I have known John Woodcock for 
many years. John, in fact, recruited me 
several years ago to serve as a trustee 
on the board of the Eastern Maine Med-
ical Center, which he has chaired for 23 
years. This is typical of John’s service 
to his community. He has devoted 
countless hours volunteering his time 
and energy to his alma mater, Bowdoin 
College; Eastern Maine Charities; the 
Maine State Commission on Arts and 
Humanities; the Good Samaritan Agen-
cy; and the Bangor Children’s Home, to 
name just a few. 

The Woodcock family has a proud 
tradition of public service that spans 
generations. In fact, two of John’s sons 
have served as members of my staff. 
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Jack currently serves on my Govern-
mental Affairs Committee staff, while 
Patrick works as a college intern in 
my Bangor office. I once remarked to 
John—and repeated it at the Judiciary 
Committee hearing, which the Pre-
siding Officer chaired that day—that 
his sons’ hard work and professional 
demeanor were proof that the apple 
does not fall far from the tree. After 
the hearing, John wrote to me, in his 
typically gracious and unassuming and 
self-effacing way, and said in his mind 
the tree has always been his wife, Bev-
erly. 

Lest John’s modesty hide his exten-
sive accomplishments, let me take just 
a moment to share with my colleagues 
his qualifications to be a Federal 
judge. 

John began practicing law nearly 30 
years ago and has built a distinguished 
career as a litigator. He has served as 
an assistant district attorney for the 
State of Maine and has worked in pri-
vate practice as an associate and as a 
partner of several law firms in the 
great State of Maine. 

In 1991, he joined several colleagues 
to form the Bangor law firm of 
Weatherbee, Woodcock, Burlock & 
Woodcock. 

During his career, John has served as 
lead counsel in 47 separate appeals to 
the Maine Supreme Judicial Court on 
issues ranging from trust law to crimi-
nal law. 

John has also taken an active role in 
improving the standards of the legal 
profession, serving, for example, on the 
Maine Supreme Judicial Court’s Advi-
sory Committee on Professional Re-
sponsibility. As a member of this com-
mittee, John worked to draft a series 
of aspirational goals to help guide law-
yers who elect to advertise with their 
professional obligations in this area. 

Those of us who are familiar with 
John Woodcock’s sterling character 
and stellar legal career were not sur-
prised when the American Bar Associa-
tion’s Standing Committee on the Fed-
eral Judiciary unanimously rated him 
as ‘‘well qualified’’—the highest pos-
sible rating. Indeed, it would be dif-
ficult for Senator SNOWE and I to come 
up with another candidate better suit-
ed to serve as a Federal judge in the 
State of Maine. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee 
also voted unanimously to approve his 
nomination on June 5. 

Mr. President, John has the legal ex-
cellence, the temperament, and the in-
tegrity to serve on the Federal bench. 
I have every confidence he will faith-
fully follow the law as interpreted by 
higher courts and that he will bring 
justice to the parties before him. 

I wholeheartedly and enthusiasti-
cally support John Woodcock’s nomi-
nation for a Federal district court 
judgeship, and I urge my colleagues, in 
voting this evening, to confirm this 
terrific individual. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak in support of Senate confirma-
tion of Mr. John A. Woodcock, Jr. of 

Hamden, ME, as Federal judge for the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Maine in Bangor. 

John’s roots run deep in the Bangor 
community. His family has been there 
for generations, and John attended 
John Bapst High School in the heart of 
downtown. He began his law career in 
Bangor 26 years ago, and today he is 
with the Bangor law firm of Woodcock, 
Weatherbee, Burlock, and Woodcock, 
having argued 46 cases before the 
Maine Supreme Judicial Court. He has 
served on the Maine Supreme Court 
Advisory Committee on Professional 
Responsibility, while also giving of 
himself personally to the community. 

Indeed, for about 25 years he has 
served on the board of Eastern Maine 
Healthcare Systems and is now presi-
dent of Eastern Maine Medical Center’s 
Board of Directors. Among other in-
volvements, over the last 7 years John 
has also served as the attorney-coach 
for the Hampden Academy Mock Trial 
Team. 

Mr. Woodcock is well-qualified for 
this position, as evidenced by the unan-
imous decision of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee to favorably report his 
nomination to the full Senate on June 
5, 2003. Moreover, the American Bar As-
sociation unanimously named John as 
‘‘well qualified’’—meaning, ‘‘The nomi-
nee is at the top of the legal profession 
in his or her legal community, has out-
standing legal ability, breadth of expe-
rience, the highest reputation for in-
tegrity, and either has demonstrated, 
or exhibited the capacity for, judicial 
temperament.’’ 

In Maine, the Federal Judicial Nomi-
nation Advisory Committee that Sen-
ator COLLINS and I assembled—with 
over 270 combined years practicing 
law—selected John Woodcock as their 
top recommendation. And former Sen-
ator and Secretary of Defense Bill 
Cohen has said of John that, ‘‘In his 
years of practice, John has developed a 
statewide reputation as a skilled liti-
gator and an effective counselor. He 
has deep experience in litigation at 
trial and appellate levels and is well re-
garded throughout the Maine Bar.’’ 

As I told the Judiciary Committee 
when I had the privilege of introducing 
John to the committee at his hearing 
on May 22, Maine’s U.S. District Court 
has a long history, as one of the first 
such courts established in 1789. Should 
Mr. Woodcock be confirmed, he would 
become only the 16th judge appointed 
to the court by the President of the 
United States over its 213-year history. 
Moreover, the position for which Mr. 
Woodcock has been nominated is the 
lone Federal judge position in northern 
Maine. With John’s record and quali-
fications, he has the depth of experi-
ence, the temperament, and the integ-
rity demanded by the gravity of the of-
fice for which he has been chosen. He 
will uphold and enhance not only 
Maine’s tradition of exceptional trial 
judges, but he will also reflect the fin-
est ideals and expectations of our Fed-
eral judiciary. 

As I also told the Judiciary Com-
mittee, from a layman’s point of view— 
the best trial judges are distinguished 
by their ability to balance several, 
sometimes competitive personal dy-
namics. They balance broad lie expo-
sure with specific courtroom experi-
ence, raw legal aptitude with common 
sense, patience with firmness, and in-
tellectual curiosity with focused deci-
sion-making. John Woodcock embodies 
all of those traits and characteristics, 
and with his substantial and broad 
legal and courtroom experience, as well 
as his keen intellect and perspective, 
solid character, and outstanding rep-
utation, I am most proud to rec-
ommend to my colleagues that he be 
confirmed as Federal judge for the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Maine. 

I ask unanimous consent a copy of 
Secretary Cohen’s letter be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

THE COHEN GROUP, 
Washington, DC, May 19, 2003. 

Hon. ORRIN HATCH, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. 

Senate, Washington, DC. 
DEAR ORRIN: I have recently learned that 

John A. Woodcock, Jr., who has been nomi-
nated for a U.S. District judgeship for the 
District of Maine, is scheduled to appear be-
fore the Committee on the Judiciary on May 
22, 2003. Senator Olympia Snowe rec-
ommended Mr. Woodcock for this position in 
conjunction with the support of Senator 
Susan Collins. 

I have known John Woodcock for many 
years. He is a native of my hometown, Ban-
gor, and attended my alma mater, Bowdoin 
College, graduating in 1972. He attended the 
University of Maine School of Law, grad-
uating in 1976, and has been continuously en-
gaged in the practice of law ever since. In his 
years of practice, John has developed a 
statewide reputation as a skilled litigator 
and an effective counselor. He has deep expe-
rience in litigation at trial and appellate lev-
els and is well regarded throughout the 
Maine Bar. 

John has also given his time and energies 
unstintingly to local civic groups. He has re-
cently completed more than 20 years of serv-
ice on the board of the Eastern Maine Med-
ical Center, an institution vital to providing 
quality health care in northern and eastern 
Maine. John is married to Beverly Woodcock 
and they have a fine family of three boys, 
Jack, Patrick, and Chris. Jack now works on 
the Governmental Affairs Committee for 
Senator Collins. 

The U.S. District Court for the District of 
Maine has a long practice of excellence in its 
judicial appointments and the nomination of 
John Woodcock is in every way consistent 
with that tradition. I recommend him to you 
with enthusiasm and without reservation. 

With best personal regards, I am 
Sincerely, 

WILLIAM S. COHEN, 
Chairman and CEO. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my enthusiastic sup-
port for the nomination of John A. 
Woodcock to be a United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Maine. 
Mr. Woodcock possesses over 25 years 
of litigation experience and will serve 
his country well as a Federal judge. 
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After graduating from the University 

of Maine Law School in 1976, Mr. 
Woodcock joined the law firm of 
Stearns, Finnegan & Needham where 
he practiced general civil litigation 
until 1980. From 1977–1978, Mr. 
Woodcock was a part-time assistant 
district attorney. While in the district 
attorney’s office, he handled all crimi-
nal appeals from two different counties 
to the Maine Supreme Judicial Court 
and was the lead prosecutor in approxi-
mately 20 criminal jury trials. In 1980, 
Mr. Woodcock joined Mitchell & 
Stearns until forming the smaller law 
firm of Weatherbee, Woodcock, 
Burlock & Woodcock in 1991, where he 
currently practices general civil litiga-
tion. 

During his career, Mr. Woodcock has 
been involved in 47 separate appeals to 
the Maine Supreme Judicial Court on 
issues ranging from criminal law to 
trust law. Mr. Woodcock has volun-
teered his time as a member of several 
community boards and he is also the 
attorney-coach for the local high 
school mock trial team. 

After reviewing his record, the ABA 
gave Mr. Woodcock their highest rat-
ing of unanimously well qualified. The 
committee also received a letter from 
former Clinton administration Sec-
retary of Defense William Cohen prais-
ing Mr. Woodcock’s skills as a liti-
gator. He writes, ‘‘I have known John 
Woodcock for many years. . . . The U.S. 
District Court for the District of Maine 
has a long practice of excellence in its 
judicial appointments and the nomina-
tion of John Woodcock is in every way 
consistent with that tradition.’’ 

I will submit a copy of this letter for 
the RECORD. These are words of high 
praise and I applaud Mr. Woodcock on 
his many accomplishments. I am cer-
tain he will bring great credit to the 
Federal bench and I urge my colleagues 
to join me in supporting this highly 
qualified nominee. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
above-mentioned letter be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

THE COHN GROUP, 
Washington, DC, May 19, 2003. 

Hon. ORRIN HATCH, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
SD–224, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR ORRIN: I have recently learned that 
John A. Woodcock, Jr., who has been nomi-
nated for a U.S. District judgeship for the 
District of Maine, is scheduled to appear be-
fore the Committee on the Judiciary on May 
22, 2003. Senator OLYMPIA SNOWE rec-
ommended Mr. Woodcock for this position in 
conjunction with the support of Senator 
Susan Collins. 

I have known John Woodcock for many 
years. He is a native of my hometown, Ban-
gor and attended my alma mater, Bowdoin 
College, graduating in 1972. He attended the 
University of Maine School of Law, grad-
uating in 1976, and has been continuously en-
gaged in the practice of law ever since. In his 
years of practice, John has developed a 
statewide reputation as a skilled litigator 

and an effective counselor. He has deep expe-
rience in litigation at trial and appellate lev-
els and is well regarded throughout the 
Maine Bar. 

John has also given his time and energies 
unstintingly to local civic groups. He has re-
cently completed more than 20 years of serv-
ice on the board of the Eastern Maine Med-
ical Center, an institution vital to providing 
quality health care in northern and eastern 
Maine. John is married to Beverly Woodcock 
and they have a fine family of three boys, 
Jack, Patrick, and Chris. Jack now works on 
the Governmental Affairs Committee for 
Senator Collins. 

The U.S. District Court for the District of 
Maine has a long practice of excellence in its 
judicial appointments and the nomination of 
John Woodcock is in every way consistent 
with that tradition. I recommend him to you 
with enthusiasm and without reservation. 

With best personal regards, I am, 
Sincerely, 

WILLIAM S. COHEN. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, we 
vote to confirm John A. Woodcock, Jr. 
to a lifetime appointment on the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Maine. With this confirma-
tion we will have helped fill the sole 
vacancy on that court. That vacancy, 
which arose early this year when Judge 
Carter took senior status, is important 
to the people of Maine and New Eng-
land. I have been glad to work with the 
Senators from Maine to expedite the 
confirmation of this nominee and pro-
vide bipartisan support. I congratulate 
the nominee and his family. 

The Senate has now confirmed 132 
judges nominated by President Bush, 
including 26 circuit court judges. One 
hundred judicial nominees were con-
firmed when Democrats acted as the 
Senate majority for 17 months from 
the summer of 2001 to adjournment last 
year. After today, 32 will have been 
confirmed in the other 12 months in 
which Republicans have controlled the 
confirmation process under President 
Bush. This total of 132 judges con-
firmed for President Bush is more con-
firmations than the Republicans al-
lowed President Clinton in all of 1995, 
1996 and 1997—the first 3 years they 
controlled the Senate process for Presi-
dent Clinton. In those 3 full years, the 
Republican leadership in the Senate al-
lowed only 111 judicial nominees to be 
confirmed, which included only 18 cir-
cuit judges. We have already exceeded 
that total by 19 percent and the circuit 
court total by 40 percent with 6 months 
remaining to us this year. In truth, we 
have achieved all this in less than 2 
years because of the delays in orga-
nizing and reorganizing the Senate in 
2001. The Judiciary Committee was not 
even reassigned until July 10, 2001, so 
we have now confirmed 132 judges in 
less than 2 years. 

In the first half of this year, the 32 
confirmations is more than Repub-
licans allowed to be confirmed in the 
entire 1996 session, when only 17 dis-
trict court judges were added to the 
Federal courts across the nation. In 
the first half of this year, with 9 circuit 
court confirmations, we have already 
exceeded the average of 7 per year 

achieved by Republican leadership 
from 1995 through the early part of 
2001. That is more circuit court con-
firmations in 6 months than Repub-
licans allowed confirmed in the entire 
1996 session, in which there were none 
confirmed; in all of 1997, when there 
were 7 confirmed; in all of 1999, when 
there were 7 confirmed; or in all of 2000, 
when there were 8 confirmed. The Sen-
ate has now achieved more in fewer 
than 6 full months for President Bush 
than Republicans used to allow the 
Senate to achieve in 4 of the 6 full 
years they were in control of the Sen-
ate when President Clinton was mak-
ing judicial nominations. We are mov-
ing two to three times faster for this 
President’s nominees, despite the fact 
that the current appellate court nomi-
nees are more controversial, divisive 
and less widely-supported than Presi-
dent Clinton’s appellate court nomi-
nees were. 

If the Senate did not confirm another 
judicial nominee all year and simply 
adjourned today, we would have treat-
ed President Bush more fairly and 
would have acted on more of his judi-
cial nominees than Republicans did for 
President Clinton in 1995–97 or the pe-
riod 1996–99. In addition, the vacancies 
on the Federal courts around the coun-
try are significantly lower than the 80 
vacancies Republicans left at the end 
of 1997 or the 110 vacancies that Demo-
crats inherited in the summer of 2001. 
We continue well below the 67 vacancy 
level that Senator HATCH used to call 
‘‘full employment’’ for the Federal ju-
diciary. Indeed we have reduced vacan-
cies to their lowest level in the last 13 
years. So while unemployment has con-
tinued to climb for Americans to 6.1 
percent last month, the Senate has 
helped lower the vacancy rate in Fed-
eral courts to an historically low level 
that we have not witnessed in over a 
decade. Of course, the Senate is not ad-
journing for the year and the Judiciary 
Committee continues to hold hearings 
for Bush judicial nominees at between 
two and four times as many as it did 
for President Clinton’s. 

For those who are claiming that 
Democrats are blockading this Presi-
dent’s judicial nominees, this is an-
other example of how quickly and eas-
ily the Senate can act when we proceed 
cooperatively with consensus nomi-
nees. The Senate’s record fairly consid-
ered has been outstanding—especially 
when contrasted with the obstruction 
of President Clinton’s moderate judi-
cial nominees by Republicans between 
1996 and 2001. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that the nomi-
nations be confirmed en bloc, the mo-
tions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action. 

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

The nominations considered and con-
firmed en bloc are as follows: 
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THE JUDICIARY 

John A. Woodcock, Jr., of Maine, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Maine. 

NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 
DESK 

AIR FORCE 
C–PN443 Air Force nominations (23) begin-

ning EUGENE L. CAPONE, and ending 
ALLEN L. WOMACK, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of March 24, 2003. 

C–PN182 Air Force nominations (104) begin-
ning ELISE A. *AHLSWEDE, and ending 
PAUL K. *YENTER, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 13, 2003. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I fur-
ther ask unanimous consent that at 10 
a.m. on Friday, June 13, the Senate 
proceed to executive session for the 
consideration of Calendar No. 218, the 
nomination of R. Hewitt Pate to be an 
Assistant Attorney General; provided 
further that the Senate immediately 
proceed to a vote on the confirmation 
of the nomination, and that following 
the vote, the President be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action, and 
that the Senate then resume legisla-
tive session. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate resume legislative session. 

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

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

f 

BURMA 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last 
night at about this time we passed a 
Burma sanctions bill 97 to 1, which I 
hope sent a strong message to the 
thugs who are running the country at 
the moment that someday—and hope-
fully someday soon—they will have to 
honor the results of the 1990 election, 
won overwhelmingly by Aung San Suu 
Kyi and her party. 

As I suspect the military junta may be try-
ing to decipher what took place in Wash-
ington yesterday, I thought I would take a 
moment or two to help them out. 

The U.S. Senate overwhelmingly con-
demned and sanctioned the State Peace 
and Development Council, SPDC, for 
its May 30 attack against Suu Kyi and 
her supporters and for its continued re-
pressive actions that violate the 
human rights and dignity of the people 
of Burma. 

I also had an opportunity to talk 
today to Secretary Colin Powell, who 

is going out to Phnom Penh to the 
ASEAN Regional Forum next week, 
and I think they can anticipate a 
strong message from him when he is 
out in the region at that time. 

Fifty-seven Senators cosponsored the 
legislation that passed last night to 
impose an import ban, expand visa re-
strictions, and freeze SPDC assets in 
the United States. Ninety-seven Sen-
ators voted to repudiate the actions of 
the Burmese junta. 

This was a vote for freedom in Burma 
that demonstrated unequivocal support 
for Suu Kyi and all democrats in that 
country. 

The generals in Rangoon should take 
note that a provision was included in 
the bill that guarantees that every 
year Burma will come up for discussion 
and debate in Congress. Every single 
year, we will have an opportunity to 
take a look at the fate of freedom in 
that country. 

It is my hope we will not need that 
opportunity. It is my hope that Suu 
Kyi and other democrats will be gov-
erning Burma and that the only debate 
on the floor will be about the level of 
foreign assistance America should pro-
vide to a newly free Burma. 

If this hope is not realized, within a 
year we will again discuss the per-
sistent rapes of minority girls and 
women, the use of child and forced 
labor, and the manufacturing and traf-
ficking of narcotics. 

If the junta continues its repressive 
rule, we will again examine the number 
of political prisoners languishing in 
Burmese jails, efforts taken to counter 
an exploding HIV/AIDS infection rate, 
and opportunities to further democracy 
and the rule of law throughout the 
country. 

If, however, American leadership 
translates into a full court press on 
junta, we might be able to celebrate a 
new dawn for democracy for the people 
of Burma. 

The comments of Secretary of State 
Colin Powell in the Wall Street Jour-
nal today are both welcomed and prom-
ising. 

As I indicated earlier, he is going to 
the ASEAN regional meeting next 
week, and I think the regime in Burma 
is going to hear a good deal more about 
the U.S. position on their behavior and 
activities. 

He said this: 
By attacking Aung San Suu Kyi and her 

supporters, the Burmese junta has finally 
and definitively rejected the efforts of the 
outside world to bring Burma back into the 
international community. Indeed, their re-
fusal of the work of Ambassador Razali and 
of the rights of Aung San Suu Kyi and her 
supporters could not be clearer. Our response 
must be equally clear if the thugs who now 
rule Burma are to understand that their fail-
ure to restore democracy will only bring 
more and more pressure against them and 
their supporters. 

Secretary Powell must work tire-
lessly to secure the release of Suu Kyi 
and all other democrats who continue 
to be detained by the SPDC. U.N. Spe-
cial Envoy Razali’s brief meeting with 

her does not assuage my fears that she 
is under intense pressure or that her 
supporters continue to be tortured or 
killed. She and her supporters should 
be released immediately and uncondi-
tionally. 

In the future, it might behoove 
Razali to temper his enthusiastic com-
ments to more accurately reflect the 
climate of fear in Burma. He failed to 
secure Suu Kyi’s release, and I am sur-
prised that he did not say more to con-
demn the outrageous actions of the 
thugs in Rangoon. 

Let me close by thanking my col-
leagues—and their staffs—for their sup-
port of this legislation. I could ask for 
no better allies than Senators FEIN-
STEIN and MCCAIN on this issue, and I 
look forward to continue to work with 
them to free Suu Kyi and bring democ-
racy to Burma. Senators FRIST, LUGAR, 
BIDEN, BAUCUS, GRASSLEY, HAGEL, and 
BROWNBACK also deserve recognition 
for their support of freedom in Burma. 
The people of Burma will count on our 
support in the future—and we should 
not, and must not, fail them. 

Mr. President, I ask that a copy of 
Secretary Powell’s op-ed and an edi-
torial from today’s Baltimore Sun on 
Burma be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Wall Street Journal, June 12, 2003] 

STANDING FOR FREEDOM 
GET TOUGH ON RANGOON 
(By Colin L. Powell) 

United Nations Special Envoy Razali 
Ismail has just visited Burma and was able 
to bring us news that Aung San Suu Kyi, a 
Nobel Peace Prize winner and the leader of a 
peaceful democratic party known as the Na-
tional League for Democracy, is well and 
unharmed. The thoughts and prayers of free 
people everywhere have been with her these 
past two weeks. Our fears for her current 
state of health are now somewhat lessened. 

On May 30, her motorcade was attacked by 
thugs, and then the thugs who run the Bur-
mese government placed her under ‘‘protec-
tive custody.’’ We can take comfort in the 
fact that she is well. Unfortunately, the larg-
er process that Ambassador Razali and Aung 
San Suu Kyi have been pursuing—to restore 
democracy in Burma—is failing despite their 
good will and sincere efforts. It is time to re-
assess our policy towards a military dicta-
torship that has repeatedly attacked democ-
racy and jailed its heroes. 

There is little doubt on the facts. Aung 
San Suu Kyi’s party won an election in 1990 
and since then has been denied its place in 
Burmese politics. Her party has continued to 
pursue a peaceful path, despite personal 
hardships and lengthy periods of house ar-
rest or imprisonment for her and her fol-
lowers. Hundreds of her supporters remain in 
prison, despite some initial releases and 
promises by the junta to release more. The 
party’s offices have been closed and their 
supporters persecuted. Ambassador Razali 
has pursued every possible opening and 
worked earnestly to help Burma make a 
peaceful transition to democracy. Despite 
initial statements last year, the junta— 
which shamelessly calls itself the State 
Peace and Development Council (SPDC)—has 
now refused his efforts and betrayed its own 
promises. 

At the end of last month, this rejection 
manifested itself in violence. After the May 
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30 attack on Aung San Suu Kyi’s convoy, we 
sent U.S. Embassy officers to the scene to 
gather information. They reported back that 
the attack was planned in advance. A series 
of trucks followed her convoy to a remote lo-
cation, blocked it and then unloaded thugs 
to swarm with fury over the cars of democ-
racy supporters. The attackers were brutal 
and organized; the victims were peaceful and 
defenseless. The explanation by the Burmese 
military junta of what happened doesn’t hold 
water. The SPDC has not made a credible re-
port of how many people were killed and in-
jured. It was clear to our embassy officers 
that the members of the junta were respon-
sible for directing and producing this staged 
riot. 

We have called for a full accounting of 
what happened that day. We have called for 
Aung San Suu Kyi to be released from con-
finement of any kind. We have called for the 
release of the other leaders of the National 
League for Democracy who were jailed by 
the SPDC before and after the attack. We 
have called for the offices of the National 
League for Democracy to be allowed to re-
open. We are in touch with other govern-
ments who are concerned about the fate of 
democracy’s leader and the fate of democ-
racy in Burma to encourage them, too, to 
pressure the SPDC. 

The Bush administration agrees with mem-
bers of Congress, including Sen. Mitch 
McConnell, who has been a leading advocate 
of democracy in Burma, that the time has 
come to turn up the pressure on the SPDC. 

Here’s what we’ve done so far. The State 
Department has already extended our visa 
restrictions to include all officials of an or-
ganization related to the junta—the Union 
Solidarity and Development Association— 
and the managers of state-run enterprises so 
that they and their families can be banned as 
well. 

The United States already uses our voice 
and our vote against loans to Burma from 
the World Bank and other international fi-
nancial institutions. The State Department 
reports honestly and frankly on the crimes 
of the SPDC in our reports on Human Rights, 
Trafficking in Persons, Drugs, and Inter-
national Religious Freedom. In all these 
areas, the junta gets a failing grade. We also 
speak out frequently and strongly in favor of 
the National League of Democracy, and 
against the SPDC. I will press the case in 
Cambodia next week when I meet with the 
leaders of Southeast Asia, despite their tra-
ditional reticence to confront a member and 
neighbor of their association, known as 
Asean. 

Mr. McConnell has introduced the Burmese 
Freedom and Democracy Act in the Senate; 
Reps. Henry Hyde and Tom Lantos have in-
troduced a similar bill in the House. We sup-
port the goals and intent of the bills and are 
working with the sponsors on an appropriate 
set of new steps. Those who follow this issue 
will know that our support for legislation is 
in fact a change in the position of this ad-
ministration and previous ones as well. Sim-
ply put, the attack on Ms. Suu Kyi’s convoy 
and the utter failure of the junta to accept 
efforts at peaceful change cannot be the last 
word on the matter. The junta that oppresses 
democracy inside Burma must find that its 
actions will not be allowed to stand. 

There are a number of measures that 
should now be taken, many of them in the 
proposed legislations. It’s time to freeze the 
financial assets of the SPDC. It’s time to ban 
remittances to Burma so that the SPDC can-
not benefit from the foreign exchange. With 
legislation, we can, and should, place restric-
tions on travel-related transactions that 
benefit the SPDC and its supporters. We also 
should further limit commerce with Burma 
which enriches the junta’s generals. Of 

course, we would need to ensure consistency 
with our World Trade Organization and other 
international obligations. Any legislation 
will need to be carefully crafted to take into 
account our WTO obligations and the presi-
dent’s need for waiver authority, but we 
should act now. 

By attacking Aung San Suu Kyi and her 
supporters, the Burmese junta has finally 
and definitely rejected the efforts of the out-
side world to bring Burma back into the 
international community. Indeed, their re-
fusal of the work of Ambassador Razali and 
of the rights of Aung San Suu Kyi and her 
supporters could not be clearer. Our response 
must be equally clear if the thugs who now 
rule Burma are to understand that their fail-
ure to restore democracy will only bring 
more and more pressure against them and 
their supporters. 

[From the Baltimore Sun, June 12, 2003] 
TIME FOR TYRANTS TO FEAR 

A year ago, when the military junta ille-
gally controlling Manmar last released its 
democratically elected leader, Aung San Suu 
Kyi, from house arrest, the generals prom-
ised a dialogue aimed at national reconcili-
ation. 

True dialogue in the nation once known as 
Burma would lead to a decided weakening, if 
not the total loss, of the generals’ power, so 
that hasn’t happened. 

And as of yesterday, Ms. Suu Kyi, a Nobel 
Peace Prize laureate, remained back in de-
tention after a violent government attack 
late last month on her and her supporters— 
and even after a Untied Nations envoy spent 
days trying to gain her release. 

Given that Myanmar’s military also has a 
long record of slave labor and drug traf-
ficking, what more do responsible nations 
need to now get tougher with this regime? 

With that in mind, these days are crit-
ical—starting with passage late yesterday of 
a U.S. senate bill to ban imports from 
Myanmar, seize the regime leaders’ U.S. as-
sets and bar U.S. visas for them. 

This ban should give greater weight to 
heightened U.S. diplomatic effort to isolate 
these despots. 

Virtually all Senate leaders from both par-
ties, led by Kentucky Republican Mitch 
McConnell and California Democrat Dianne 
Feinstein, supported the ban. Maryland 
Sens. Barbara A. Mikulski and Paul S. Sar-
banes were among its many co-signers, Mr. 
Sarbanes having signed on just yesterday 
after activists complained he hadn’t. 

A House subcommittee has approved a 
similar bill. Everything possible should be 
done to see that this ban—affecting a quar-
ter of Myanmar’s exports, worth about $350 
million a year—becomes law soon. 

But even just Senate passage of the ban 
gives Secretary of State Colin L. Powell a 
bigger stick when he attends a meeting of 
the Association of Southeast Asian Nations 
(ASEAN) in Cambodia next week—a gath-
ering at which the United States needs to 
lean even harder on Thailand and Japan to 
back off aiding this terrible regime. 

Time is well past for allowing Myanmar’s 
generals to enslave their own people. As Sen-
ator McConnell said yesterday in calling for 
the import ban vote: ‘‘It’s time for tyrants to 
fear in Burma.’’ 

The import ban likely won’t bring down 
these generals in itself. But it provides a key 
tool in building an effective worldwide move-
ment—with roles for ASEAN, the European 
Union and the United Nations—to end their 
illegal reign. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, also 
the Travel Goods Association of Amer-
ica today came out for the legislation 
and for an import ban as well. This is 

an important organization related to 
this whole issue of import restric-
tions—an organization that potentially 
would benefit from continuing imports 
from Burma. But they said they don’t 
want to make money off of this regime. 
They, too, have announced their sup-
port for a ban today. 

I ask unanimous consent that a press 
release indicating their support be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
TGA ANNOUNCES SUPPORT FOR A TOTAL BAN 

ON U.S. TRAVEL GOODS IMPORTS FROM 
BURMA—APPLAUDS PASSAGE OF LEGISLA-
TION BY U.S. SENATE 
PRINCETON, NJ, June 12, 2003.—Travel 

Goods Association (TGA) President Anne L. 
DeCicco announced today that, due to the 
on-going cruel and repressive nature of the 
ruling regime in Burma, TGA—the national 
trade association of the travel goods indus-
try (luggage, handbags, briefcases, 
backpacks, flatgoods, etc.)—has called for an 
immediate and total ban on U.S. travel 
goods imports from that nation (SEE POL-
ICY STATEMENT BELOW). Furthermore, 
TGA appauds Rep. Tom Lantos (D–CA) and 
Rep. Peter King (R–NY), and Diane Feinstein 
(D–CA) and their colleagues in both the 
House and Senate, for introducing The Bur-
mese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 
into both houses of the United States Con-
gress. The bills call for a ban on all imports 
from Burma until it can be determined that 
the ruling Burmese government has made 
substantial and measurable progress to end 
its human rights abuses. The legislation 
passed the Senate on June 11, 2003 in a 97–1 
vote. 

‘‘The government of Burma continues to 
abuse its citizens through force and intimi-
dation, and refuses to respect the basic 
human rights of its people. TGA believes this 
unacceptable behavior should be met with 
condemnation from not only the inter-
national public community, but from private 
industry as well,’’ said DeCicco. 

According to the U.S. government’s ‘‘2002 
Country Report on Human Rights Practices’’ 
on Burma, the Burmese government has 
‘‘. . . continued to restrict workers rights, 
ban unions, and use forced labor for public 
works and for the support of military garri-
sons. Other forced labor, including child 
labor, remain a serious problem despite re-
cent ordinances outlawing the practice.’’ 

Additionally, in 2000, the International 
Labor Organization (ILO)—for the first time 
in its history—called on all ILO members to 
impose sanctions on Burma. 

‘‘TGA is pleased to learn that Congress, led 
by the U.S. Senate’s historic vote on 
Wednesday, is taking an important step to-
wards ending the human rights crisis that is 
happening in Burma today. We hope that 
Congress’ efforts are only the first step to-
wards international condemnation and sanc-
tions on Burma through the United Na-
tions,’’ commented TGA Chairman Tom 
Sandler of Samsonite Corporation. He con-
tinued, ‘‘TGA, through its trade policy, pro-
motes best practices to ensure that travel 
goods are produced in a socially responsible 
manner by encouraging its members to oper-
ate under programs that are compliant with 
applicable labor laws. Thus, the association 
and its membership fully support the legisla-
tion introduced by Reps. Lantos and King, as 
well as Senators McConnell and Feinstein 
and calls upon the U.S. House of Representa-
tives to follow the Senate’s lead in the swift 
and immediate passage of such important 
legislation.’’ 
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The necessity for Congressional action is 

highlighted by the recent attacks of the 
country’s ruling military junta on Nobel 
Laureate Aung San Suu Kyi, the leader of 
Burma’s pro-democracy opposition, and her 
supporters. These attacks illustrate that 
Burma’s regime has grown more oppressive 
than ever, despite worldwide condemnation. 

TGA International Committee Chairman 
Michael Korchmar of the Leather Specialty 
Company, noted that, ‘‘TGA also wants to 
recognize and applaud the efforts of its own 
members that have already imposed bans on 
U.S. imports of Burmese travel goods from 
their own firms. Thanks in large part to the 
efforts of TGA members, U.S. imports of 
travel goods from Burma fell an incredible 74 
percent between 2001 and 2002.’’ Further-
more, TGA applauds the efforts of numerous 
U.S. and international governmental and 
non-governmental organizations to force 
Burma to respect the basic human rights of 
its citizens. 

TRAVEL GOODS ASSOCIATION, 
Princeton, NJ, June 12, 2003. 

POLICY STATEMENT ON BURMA, JUNE 12, 2003 
The Travel Goods Association (TGA)—the 

national trade association of the travel 
goods (luggage, briefcases, handbags, 
backpacks, flatgoods) industry—hereby ex-
presses its strong support for a full and im-
mediate ban on U.S. travel goods imports 
from Burma and strongly encourages the 
U.S. government to: 

Impose an immediate and total ban on U.S. 
imports of travel goods from Burma; 

Maintain this ban until Burma’s rulers 
demonstrate that they respect and enforce 
basic human and labor rights for its own 
citizens; 

Continue both unilaterally and through 
multilateral organizations to exert diplo-
matic, economic, and political pressure on 
Burma to respect and enforce basic human 
rights for its own citizens; and 

Sign into law current legislation in Con-
gress to impose such sanctions. 

The TGA supports a U.S. ban on Burmese 
travel goods because Burma’s military re-
gime has: 

Consistently rejected international de-
mands to stop government-sanctioned forced 
and child labor practices against its own peo-
ple; 

According to the U.S. government’s ‘‘2002 
Country Report on Human Rights Practices’’ 
on Burma, ‘‘. . . continued to restrict worker 
rights, ban unions, and used forced labor for 
public works and for the support of military 
garrisons. Other forced labor, including 
forced child labor remained a serious prob-
lem, despite recent ordinances outlawing the 
practice;’’ and 

Repeatedly failed to comply with inter-
nationally recognized conventions on labor, 
including forced and child labor. Due to its 
‘‘widespread and systematic’’ use of forced 
labor, the International Labor Organization 
(ILO) in 2000, for the first time in its history, 
called on all ILO members to impose sanc-
tions on Burma. 

Through its trade policy, TGA: 
‘‘Promotes best practices to ensure that 

goods are produced in a socially responsible 
manner,’’ by ‘‘Encouraging TGA members to 
operate under programs that foster socially 
responsible production practices compliant 
with applicable labor and environmental 
laws and regulations; Encouraging the 
United States, other governments and for-
eign trade associations to recognize and sup-
port programs designed to achieve these 
goals; and Pursuing policies that encourage 
development of human rights and demo-
cratic values in countries in which TGA 
members conduct business and discourage 

trade with countries that promote or support 
terrorism.’’ 

Strongly supports the travel goods indus-
try’s use of effective social responsibility 
programs; 

Applauds and supports the efforts of TGA 
member companies that have already im-
posed bans on U.S. imports of Burmese trav-
el goods for their own firms; 

Recognizes and applauds the efforts of nu-
merous U.S. and international governmental 
and nongovernmental organizations to force 
Burma to respect the basic human rights of 
its citizens. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period for morning 
business. 

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

f 

CONTINUING CHALLENGES IN 
AFGHANISTAN 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, although 
our attention today is focused on the 
persistent attacks against U.S. Armed 
Forces in Iraq and the escalation of the 
bloodshed between Israelis and Pal-
estinians, it is imperative that we not 
ignore the challenges we continue to 
face in Afghanistan. 

In southeast Afghanistan, U.S. sol-
diers continue to battle with the rem-
nants of al-Qaida and the Taliban, 
whose fighters have managed to re-
group across the border inside Paki-
stan. Despite hundreds of millions of 
dollars in U.S. aid, the national impact 
has been difficult for many Afghans to 
see. Afghanistan is such a large, inac-
cessible, impoverished country that it 
will take many billions of dollars over 
many years to recover from decades of 
war, and that will be possible only if 
adequate security exists to implement 
these programs. Security will remain 
elusive as long as political and eco-
nomic power outside of Kabul con-
tinues to be wielded by regional war-
lords. 

An article by Carlotta Gall in yester-
day’s New York Times provides a so-
bering description of the continuing 
challenges in Afghanistan. I hope offi-
cials at USAID, the State Department, 
the Defense Department, and OMB 
took the time to read it. As with so 
many aid programs, we often focus on 
the trees and lose sight of the forest. 
We can point to lots of small success 
stories—new well dug here, a bridge re-
paired there, more girls enrolled in 
school. But when you step back the 
picture looks very different, as Ms. 
Gall’s article shows. 

We and our Allies have major stakes 
in Afghanistan’s future, and I am con-
fident that we will remain engaged. 
But let’s do the job that needs to be 
done, not half measures. Without a 
more effective strategy to enhance se-
curity, strengthen the central govern-
ment and support civil society, we will 
fall far short of our goals. 

I ask unanimous consent that Ms. 
Gall’s June 11, 2003, article in the New 

York Times entitled ‘‘In Warlord Land, 
Democracy Tries Baby Steps’’ be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

IN WARLORD LAND, DEMOCRACY TRIES BABY 
STEPS 

KABUL, Afghanistan, June 10.—In the 
hushed, rose-filled gardens of the royal pal-
ace in Kabul, life seems calm and good. 
Under the chandeliers of the meeting hall 
upstairs, President Hamid Karzai, just back 
from a trip to Britain and a meeting with 
the queen, manages to combine an expres-
sion of condolence for German peacekeepers 
killed in a suicide bomb attack in the capital 
Saturday with an upbeat assessment of the 
situation in his country. 

The heavily armed American bodyguards 
who stand in the gardens and by the windows 
of the palace have become like the wall-
paper, so much are they part of the scene 
now. The Taliban threat in the south and 
southeast, the car bomber who drove this 
week right into the city, the persistent fac-
tional fighting in the north of the country, 
all seem far away. 

But in the last few months there has been 
a crisis of confidence in Afghanistan, a sense 
that the security situation may be spiraling 
downward and that the rise of regional war-
lords may be more than a temporary phe-
nomenon. Attacks on peacekeepers and aid 
workers are increasing. After more than a 
year of waiting patiently for results, people 
here are increasingly asking: are the Ameri-
cans getting it right? 

Today, as American forces in Iraq struggle 
to establish order, as one or two American 
soldiers seem to fall every day, it seems like-
ly to be a question the United States will 
soon face in Iraq as well. 

Even the most pessimistic Afghanistan 
watchers acknowledge that this time is dif-
ferent from the sliding chaos of the early 
1990’s. The Americans are not going to turn 
their back on Afghanistan the way they did 
then, and the way they did in Iraq after the 
Persian Gulf war in 1991. The Americans are 
here and, by all accounts and appearances, 
here to stay. 

But there is only a year left for Mr. Karzai 
and his American backers to get things right 
before his term is up. The Bonn process, 
which set up the interim administration led 
by Mr. Karzai, lays out a rapid program for 
a new constitution to be drawn up and ap-
proved by a grand assembly this October, 
and for national elections to be held next 
June. 

For Afghanistan, one key to establishing 
order is the disarmament of the factional ar-
mies around the country. The United Na-
tions and Afghanistan’s new Human Rights 
Commission have already stressed that if the 
much delayed disarmament and demobiliza-
tion program does not go ahead, the drafting 
of the constitution and national elections 
could be thrown into jeopardy. 

‘‘There is a real, but still avoidable, risk 
that the Bonn process will stall if security is 
not extended to the regions, and that Af-
ghans will lose confidence in the central gov-
ernment if it cannot protect them,’’ the 
United Nations special representative to Af-
ghanistan, Lakhdar Brahimi, told the Secu-
rity Council in New York last month. 

Another difficulty is that the allies are 
tackling the problems in piecemeal fashion, 
a strategy that will only advance the coun-
try by tiny steps, critics say. 

United States diplomats and aid officials 
like to draw attention to a large wall map in 
their embassy that is covered in a ‘‘blizzard’’ 
of yellow Post-it stickers marking every sin-
gle project under way in the country. They 
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trumpet the provincial reconstruction 
teams, United States military-civil affairs 
teams that are trying to win hearts and 
minds in the provinces by building schools, 
or latrines for schools. And they talk of the 
program to train the Afghan National Army, 
which should produce a 9,000-member force 
by next year. 

But the national impact of all of this is 
virtually nil. As one director of a donor 
agency, which completed 160 construction 
projects last year, said, ‘‘The dimension of 
the destruction is such that people don’t see 
it.’’ 

Compared with the enormous military-po-
litical Gordian knot that needs to be cut, the 
attention to human needs can only be de-
scribed as paltry, even irrelevant. 

Little has been done to disarm and dis-
mantle the power bases of the factions, and 
as time goes on the armed men who rule the 
districts, regions and whole provinces are be-
coming more and more entrenched and in-
creasingly powerful economically. They are 
likely to dominate politics during the next 
year, which could fatally erode all public 
trust in the process and the results. The 
country could end up being ruled by a mix-
ture of drug lords and fundamentalist muja-
hedeen—in other words, people not much dif-
ferent from the Taliban. 

Everyone has a different idea of what the 
United States should be doing, but most Af-
ghans and Westerners working here agree 
that there are two basic requirements for na-
tion-building that the United States cannot 
afford to ignore—providing security and es-
tablishing a functioning political system. 
They are interconnected, most here agree; in 
fact, it is impossible to have one without the 
other. 

Only a legitimate, national political sys-
tem will have the authority to establish a 
police and justice system with the necessary 
powers to establish real security. Without 
real security, there can be no widespread de-
velopment; American soldiers cannot stand 
on every street corner, or monitor every 
business transaction and tax collection. 

The problem here, as in Iraq, is that the 
American military is still running the show 
and views Afghanistan through the prism of 
the campaign against terrorism and not ac-
cording to the country’s political and eco-
nomic demands. But if Afghanistan is to 
seize the chance this year to start becoming 
a stable and prosperous society, there is 
much, much more to be done. 

Many are saying that Washington needs to 
exert more political pressure—on Mr. Karzai 
to act more decisively on this government to 
work more proactively, on the police nation-
wide to ensure law and order, on com-
manders to disarm, on ministers to reform 
their ministries and even out the balance of 
power, on warlords to give up their fiefs and 
join the government, on Pakistan to stop 
supporting the Taliban and other opponents 
of the Bonn process. The list goes on. 

All those steps would be a help. But fun-
damentally, the Americans need to create an 
atmosphere in which democratic politics can 
take hold. That means doing more than at-
tending to human needs and offering mili-
tary training. It means, in the view of many 
Western officials here and prominent Af-
ghans, putting pressure on the warlords, dis-
arming them and cutting their power bases, 
leveling the political playing field so that 
the coming elections are free and fair. 

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-

ator KENNEDY and I introduced the 
Local Law Enforcement Act, a bill that 
would add new categories to current 
hate crimes law, sending a signal that 
violence of any kind is unacceptable in 
our society. 

I would like to describe a terrible 
crime that occurred in Champaign, IL. 
On December 16, 2001, a Muslim Tuni-
sian-American university student was 
beaten by a mob of several men. Par-
ticipants in the attack restrained the 
victim’s brother and his friends to pre-
vent them from coming to his aid. The 
student was beaten by more than six of 
the men, one of whom broke his nose 
with a blunt object. 

I believe that Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 
become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well. 

f 

THE INDICTMENT OF CHARLES 
TAYLOR 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I see that 
the senior Senator from New Hamp-
shire, Mr. GREGG, is on the floor. Know-
ing of his longstanding interest in Si-
erra Leone, I wonder if he wants to 
speak briefly about the indictment last 
week of Charles Taylor by the Special 
Court for Sierra Leone. 

Mr. GREGG. I thank the Senator 
from Vermont. He is correct about my 
longstanding interest in Sierra Leone. 
With respect to the Special Court, I am 
well aware of the events of the past 
week, where the Prosecutor of the 
Court, David Crane, unsealed an indict-
ment for Charles Taylor, while Mr. 
Taylor was in Ghana. 

Unfortunately, the international 
community did not act in time and Mr. 
Taylor was able to escape to Liberia. In 
doing so, the world missed a great op-
portunity to bring to justice one of the 
world’s most notorious war criminals 
and advance the cause of international 
justice. 

Mr. LEAHY. I agree with the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I spoke about 
this subject last week. Since then, it 
has come to my attention that some 
officials in the State Department and 
other governments are upset at Mr. 
Crane for the timing of this indict-
ment, as they saw it as disruptive to 
the peace talks in West Africa. 

While I can appreciate those con-
cerns, I agree with one of Mr. Crane’s 
statements on this issue, which I will 
read: 
[T]he timing of this announcement was care-
fully considered in light of the important 
peace process begun this week. To ensure the 
legitimacy of these negotiations, it is imper-
ative that the attendees know they are deal-
ing with an indicted war criminal. These ne-
gotiations can still move forward, but they 
must do so without the involvement of this 
indictee. The evidence upon which this in-
dictment was approved raises serious ques-
tions about Taylor’s suitability to be a guar-

antor of any deal, let alone a peace agree-
ment. 

I was wondering if Senator GREGG 
had any thoughts on this issue. 

Mr. GREGG. I agree with Mr. Crane’s 
statement about the indictment of 
Charles Taylor. As much as anyone, I 
want to bring peace and prosperity to 
West Africa. But, Mr. Crane has a man-
date to bring to justice those most re-
sponsible for the atrocities committed 
in Sierra Leone, and the trail led to 
Charles Taylor. Not indicting Mr. Tay-
lor would have been outrageous. Jus-
tice would not have been served. 

I also want to read from a Wash-
ington Post editorial, dated June 5, 
2003, that summarizes the issue. It said, 
and I am quoting: 

After years of afflicting his own country 
with the worst kind of brutality and aiding 
and abetting a cruel civil war in neighboring 
Sierra Leone, Mr. Taylor is now being 
pressed on his own soil by rebel movements 
bent on driving him from power. That he was 
out of the country this week was no acci-
dent. The purpose of his trip to Ghana, orga-
nized by the Economic Community of West 
Africa and a United Nations contact group 
that includes the United States, was to join 
peace talks with Liberian opposition groups. 
Military and political weaknesses, not 
strength, drove him from his haven in Libe-
ria to the Ghana peace parley. Fear of inter-
national justice is what has sent him scur-
rying back home. . . ..The idea of Mr. Taylor 
working out an eleventh-hour agreement 
that restores peace and stability to Liberia 
strikes many human rights observers as ludi-
crous given both his record of broken pledges 
and his overwhelming contribution to that 
country’s misery. Faced with tightening 
international opposition, he now says he will 
consider stepping aside if that will bring 
peace. He’s now even making noises about 
supporting a transitional government of na-
tional unity while remaining on the side-
lines. Mr. Taylor, as usual, has it all wrong. 
He is in no position to guarantee any deal, 
let alone a peace agreement, as Mr. Crane 
said yesterday. Indicted as a war criminal, 
Charles Taylor today is nothing more than a 
wanted man. 

In short, I agree with the Post’s edi-
torial and commend Mr. Crane for tak-
ing decisive action to indict Charles 
Taylor. 

Mr. LEAHY. I share Senator GREGG’s 
sentiments. I would also point out that 
Mr. Crane’s office unsealed the indict-
ment in a responsible way. According 
to information I received, the Special 
Court’s chief of security was instructed 
to inform all organizations with per-
sonnel in Liberia, including the U.S. 
Embassy, Freetown, that ‘‘within 24 
hours the Special Court was going to 
take an action that could possibly de-
stabilize Monrovia.’’ These actions 
were undertaken to ensure that all 
government and humanitarian per-
sonnel had notice to withdraw or stay 
home. 

This effectively ‘‘unsealed’’ the in-
dictment to governments and humani-
tarian organizations without tipping 
Mr. Taylor off. In addition, 3 hours be-
fore the press conference and public an-
nouncement, and minutes after the 
Court had confirmation that Ghanaian 
authorities were served with the arrest 
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warrant for Mr. Taylor, private letters 
were hand-delivered to all representa-
tives of a number of key governments 
in Freetown. 

Mr. GREGG. Does the Senator share 
my view that the United States and 
other members of the international 
community should continue to strong-
ly support the Special Court and vigor-
ously pursue Mr. Taylor and other in-
dicted war criminals? 

Mr. LEAHY. Yes. In fact, I am going 
to work with Senator MCCONNELL, with 
the goal of providing $2 million in the 
fiscal year 2004 foreign operations bill 
for additional support to the Court. 

Mr. GREGG. I support the efforts of 
the Senator from Vermont and thank 
him for discussing this issue with me. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Senator 
from New Hampshire. In closing, I 
would just add that there have been re-
cent reports of a possible ‘‘deal’’ with 
Mr. Taylor under which he would go 
into exile in exchange for immunity 
from the Court. While I want to see an 
end to the fighting in West Africa, 
which has claimed many innocent 
lives, an immunity deal with Mr. Tay-
lor would be a grave mistake. It will 
undermine peace and reconciliation ef-
forts in the region. It will let a major 
war criminal escape justice. It would 
be unacceptable. 

f 

HONORING SERGEANT DUANE RIOS 
Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 

today with great sadness and tremen-
dous gratitude to honor the life of yet 
another brave Hoosier killed in action 
in Iraq. Sgt. Duane Rios of Griffith, IN 
was 25 years old. On Saturday, April 5, 
2003, while serving as an engineer with 
the 1st Marine Expeditionary Force, 
Duane was mortally wounded. Duane 
had reached Eastern Baghdad, where he 
was killed in a firefight. Sgt. Rios was 
a brave American who left behind fam-
ily, friends and the comforts of home 
to defend the principles of democracy 
and freedom that we all enjoy. 

Duane Rios is the fourth Hoosier to 
be killed while bravely serving our Na-
tion in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 
Today, I mourn along with Duane’s 
family, friends, fellow Marines and 
community. While all are very proud of 
Duane, there is also a tremendous 
sense of loss. Duane’s life was too 
short, yet he will always be remem-
bered for his heroism and dedication to 
his country. Such a life shall serve as 
an inspiration to all as we continue to 
fight for the liberation of Iraq. 

Duane Rios was a charismatic and 
friendly person who never passed some-
one without smiling and saying hello. 
Duane attended Griffith High School, 
graduating in 1996. After graduation he 
married his high school sweetheart, 
Erica. He will be greatly missed by all 
who knew him. It was with great pride 
that he left for Iraq, prepared to do his 
duty and was willing to make the ulti-
mate sacrifice, if fate dictated, for a 
country he loved dearly. 

President Chester Arthur once said: 
‘‘Men may die, but the fabrics of free 

institutions remain unshaken.’’ These 
words force us to see the larger picture 
and give some solace as we mourn the 
loss of Duane Rios and honor the sac-
rifice he made for America and for all 
humanity. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Duane Rios in the official record of 
the U.S. Senate for his service to this 
country and for his profound commit-
ment to freedom, democracy, and 
peace. When I think about this just 
cause in which we are engaged, and the 
unfortunate pain that comes with the 
loss of our heroes, I hope that families 
like Duane’s can find comfort in the 
words of the prophet Isaiah, who said: 
‘‘He will swallow up death in victory; 
and the Lord God will wipe away tears 
from off all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn the loss of such 
young lives, and may God bless the 
United States of America. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, I was 
not present for rollcall vote No. 221 on 
the Graham amendment. Were I 
present for that vote, I would have 
voted in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. President, I was not present for 
rollcall vote No. 222 on the Lautenberg 
amendment. Were I present for that 
vote, I would have voted in favor of the 
amendment. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

THE AMERICAN SPA: HISTORIC 
BATHHOUSES OF HOT SPRINGS, 
ARKANSAS 

∑ Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, on May 
29, 2003, the National Trust for Historic 
Preservation named Bathhouse Row in 
Hot Springs National Park, AR, one of 
America’s 11 Most Endangered Historic 
Places. 

I come to the floor today to applaud 
the National Trust’s efforts to preserve 
these bathhouses. I also want to bring 
the dire condition of these historic 
sites to the Senate’s attention and 
urge my colleagues to support my and 
Senator LINCOLN’s work to provide 
critical funding this year to save the 
eight bathhouses in Hot Springs. 

During the early 1900s, a variety of 
bathhouses were built in Hot Springs, 
AR, to accommodate the thousands of 
travelers who sought the curative 
waters from 47 natural thermal 
springs. These bathhouses were elabo-
rately constructed with remarkable ar-
chitectural design, including stained- 
glass skylights and patterned mosaic 
floors and walls. The bathhouse pro-
vided restful baths and services—some 
peculiar and bizarre—that inspired the 
resort nickname ‘‘The American Spa.’’ 
In short, Bathhouse Row shaped Amer-
ica’s ‘‘Golden Age of Bathing’’ and was 
internationally renowned, with the 
likes of Babe Ruth and the infamous Al 
Capone visiting the resort. 

Arkansans have long known what the 
National Trust for Historic Preserva-
tion has announced to the Nation: that 
these one-of-a-kind historic treasures 
are on the verge of disappearing due to 
neglect. These amazing buildings are 
literally falling apart. But the story 
for the bathhouses doesn’t have to end 
there. We have a plan that works for 
both preservationists and budget 
hawks. Reasonable Federal investment 
into reconditioning these buildings will 
be leveraged by private leasing agree-
ments. Once restored, private ventures 
will breathe new life and usher a new 
generation of use into Bathhouse Row 
for all Americans to enjoy. 

Lastly, I think that it is important 
to note that Congress has recognized 
the national importance of Hot Springs 
for 171 years. On April 20, 1832, the Con-
gress had the foresight to establish Hot 
Springs Reservation—making it the 
oldest park currently in the National 
Park System. On March 4, 1921, Con-
gress changed the name to Hot Springs 
National Park. 

Today, Congress has the opportunity 
to act again in support of Hot Springs. 
I believe that our predecessors in Con-
gress intended for the park to protect 
Bathhouse Row and the unique glimpse 
that it provides into our Nation’s so-
cial and historic past. 

I urge my colleagues to support fund-
ing in the fiscal year 2004 Interior ap-
propriations bill for Bathhouse Row in 
Hot Springs National Park.∑ 

f 

SALUTING LOUISIANA FAITH IN 
ACTION GRANTEES 

∑ Mr. BREAUX. Mr. President, I am 
proud to serve as ranking member of 
the Senate Special Committee on 
Aging, a position which allows me to 
focus on issues important to older 
Americans. One of the most critical 
concerns of our Nation’s seniors is the 
need for long-term care services. And 
though the lack of available long-term 
care service is a substantial problem 
today, the demand for long-term care 
services will overwhelm an already- 
strained system as our Nation’s 77 mil-
lion baby boomers age. 

Family caregivers are the corner-
stone of our long-term care system, 
providing 80 percent of all long-term 
care in this country. Most older and 
disabled Americans prefer to remain in 
their own homes or in the community 
and many do so, thanks to the support 
and love of family caregivers. But we 
all know that family caregivers cannot 
provide around-the-clock care—many 
have jobs and children to raise. 
Caregiving is stressful and it places 
heavy emotional, physical and finan-
cial burdens on caregivers. Research 
shows that caregivers need a variety of 
services to support them in their 
caregiving roles. One innovative and 
valuable service to family caregivers is 
the ‘‘Faith in Action’’ program spon-
sored by the Robert Wood Johnson 
Foundation. 
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The Robert Wood Johnson Founda-

tion, one of our Nation’s leading phil-
anthropic health care organizations, 
has been supporting creative programs 
for the delivery of health care for many 
years. Their Faith in Action program 
is a faith-based initiative which en-
ables elderly and disabled individuals 
to continue to live in their homes with 
the support of coordinated efforts be-
tween interfaith coalitions and social 
service agencies including senior cen-
ters, parish councils on aging, area 
agencies on aging, and hospitals. 

The Faith in Action program pro-
vides grant money to help these groups 
provide services, including organizing 
outreach to the homebound; training 
group leaders who oversee outreach 
ministries; locating homebound people 
who have lost touch with their commu-
nities; recruiting volunteers from 
church congregations and commu-
nities; connecting with local medical 
and social services; and providing emo-
tional support services to community 
members. All of these organizations 
share a common goal—to provide long- 
term care to their neighbors in need. 

Next week, the 14 Faith in Action 
grantees in Louisiana and interested 
faith and community leaders will join 
me in New Orleans for an event where 
we will honor the current grantees and 
volunteers and encourage other inter-
ested groups and individuals to become 
Faith in Action grantees. Together 
they can use their expertise and energy 
to make a real difference in the lives of 
Louisiana seniors and disabled persons. 

Mr. President, today I want to recog-
nize these 14 existing grantees in Lou-
isiana: Rapides Station Community 
Ministries, Inc., The Shepherd Center, 
Inter-Faith Caregivers of the Greater 
Baton Rouge Federation of Churches & 
Synagogues, The Mental Health Asso-
ciation of Louisiana, Faith in Action of 
Acadiana, Love Inc., of Acadiana, Vol-
unteers of America Inc., Boys & Girls 
Club of Minden, Inc., Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease and Related Disorders Association 
Northeast/Central Louisiana Chapter, 
G.T. Consultants Services, Inc., St. 
Francis Medical Center, Uptown Area 
Senior Adult Ministry, Inc., H.O.P.E. 
Ministry, Inc., and Shreveport-Bossier 
Community Renewal Inc. 

Thanks to their contribution to their 
communities, these grantees have en-
abled over 1100 elderly and disabled 
persons in Louisiana to remain at 
home. Keeping families together and 
allowing our seniors and disabled per-
sons to live independently saves 
money, improves quality of life and 
strengthens our communities. Again, I 
applaud the Louisiana Faith in Action 
grantees, community partners and vol-
unteers for their contribution to Lou-
isiana families and to broadening long- 
term care options for the people of 
Louisiana.∑ 

f 

ON THE RETIREMENT OF MR. 
ADRIAN DELL ROBERTS 

∑ Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President. I rise to 
recognize the life work of Mr. Adrian 

Dell Roberts as he retires from River-
side Unified School District after more 
than 38 years of dedicated service, leav-
ing a legacy of community-building 
and a belief in the potential of young 
people. 

Dell Roberts’ ability to promote stu-
dent safety, teamwork, and self-con-
fidence has been apparent at every 
stage of his career with Riverside Uni-
fied School District; starting with his 
initial part-time position coaching 
track and football at Riverside Poly-
technic High School in 1965, and culmi-
nating with his role as Administrative 
Assistant for Campus and Community 
Services. He also served as an adminis-
trative aid and assistant principal in 
charge of discipline at Riverside Poly-
technic High School. 

As Administrative Assistant for 
Campus and Community Services, Mr. 
Roberts has worked to identify and 
meet the needs of Riverside’s youth. He 
has done much to help students and 
staff understand the diverse cultural 
values of the students in the district. 
Under his leadership, multi-cultural 
councils were established at high 
schools and middle schools, facilitating 
peaceful group problem solving. He 
also played a leading role in the suc-
cessful formation of the Black Student 
Union at Riverside Polytechnic High 
School and is the founder and coordi-
nator of the statewide Black Student 
Union. 

In addition to his contributions on 
campus, Mr. Roberts has lent his in-
volvement and leadership to organiza-
tions that work to improve the lives of 
young people and provide enriching 
educational and recreational resources 
to the Riverside community. Many, 
many students have had opportunities 
that would not have been available to 
them without Mr. Roberts’ hard work 
to expand their horizons and percep-
tions of their own potentials. 

Mr. Roberts’ impressive accomplish-
ments and affiliations are too numer-
ous to mention in their entirety, but 
we can reflect on the important under-
lying beliefs that have guided his work. 
A portion of Mr. Roberts’ biography in-
cludes his statement that he ‘‘ . . . has 
faith in our youth because they are our 
present as well as our future.’’ Indeed, 
Mr. Roberts’ ability to reach out in 
friendship and support and to inspire 
respect between individuals and groups 
has enriched the lives of countless 
young people. I invite all of my col-
leagues to join me in commending Dell 
Roberts for his years of loving work for 
the academic and personal advance-
ment of our children.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages from the President of the 

United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate messages 

from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and withdrawals which were referred to 
the appropriate communities. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON ALL FEDERAL DRUG 
AND SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREAT-
MENT, PREVENTION, EDUCATION, 
AND RESEARCH PROGRAMS—PM 
39 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Consistent with section 2202 of Public 

Law 107–273, I hereby transmit a report 
prepared by my Administration detail-
ing the findings of a comprehensive re-
view of all Federal drug and substance 
abuse treatment, prevention, edu-
cation, and research programs. The re-
port also presents an inventory of all 
such programs, indicating the legal au-
thority for each program and the 
amount of funding in the last 2 fiscal 
years. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 12, 2003. 

f 

REPORT ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE COASTAL ZONE MAN-
AGEMENT ACT (CZMA) FOR FIS-
CAL YEARS 2000 AND 2001—PM 40 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I am pleased to transmit the Biennial 
Report to Congress on the Administra-
tion of the Coastal Zone Management 
Act by the Office of Ocean and Coastal 
Resource Management, National Ocean 
Service, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration for fiscal years 
2000 and 2001. This report is submitted 
as required by section 316 of the Coast-
al Zone Management Act of 1972, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1451, et seq.). 

The report provides an overview of 
the Coastal Zone Management Act and 
describes progress in addressing the 
major goals of the Act; partnerships to 
enhance coastal and ocean manage-
ment; and research, education, and 
technical assistance. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 12, 2003. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 12:10 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests 
that concurrence of the Senate: 
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H.R. 1320. An act to amend the National 

Telecommunications and information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to facilitate 
the reallocation of spectrum from govern-
ments to commercial users. 

H.R. 2115. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to reauthorize programs for the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 2350. An act to reauthorize the Tem-
porary Assistance for Needy Families block 
grant program through fiscal year 2003, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 110. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the sequencing of the human ge-
nome as one of the most significant sci-
entific accomplishments of the past one hun-
dred years and expressing support for the 
goals and ideals of Human Genome Month 
and DNA Day. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 2004(b), and the 
order of the House of January 8, 2003, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives to the Board of Trustees of the 
Harry Truman Scholarship Founda-
tion: Mr. AKIN of Missouri. 

At 6:21 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1115. An act to amend the procedures 
that apply to consideration of interstate 
class actions to assure fairer outcomes for 
class members and defendants, to outlaw cer-
tain practices that provide inadequate set-
tlements of class members, to assure that at-
torneys do not receive a disproportionate 
amount of settlements at the expense of 
class members, to provide for clearer and 
simpler information in class action settle-
ment notices, to assure prompt consider-
ation of interstate class actions, to amend 
title 28, United States Code, to allow the ap-
plication of the principles of Federal diver-
sity jurisdiction to interstate class actions, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 
The following bills were read the first 

and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1115. An act to amend the procedures 
that apply to consideration of interstate 
class actions to assure fairer outcomes for 
class members and defendants, to outlaw cer-
tain practices that provide inadequate set-
tlements for class members, to assure that 
attorneys do not receive a disproportionate 
amount of settlements at the expense of 
class members, to provide for clearer and 
simpler information in class action settle-
ment notices, to assure prompt consider-
ation of interstate class actions, to amend 
title 28, United States Code, to allow the ap-
plication of the principles of Federal diver-
sity jurisdiction to interstate class actions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H.R. 1320. An act to amend the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to facilitate 
the reallocation of spectrum from govern-
mental to commercial users; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 110. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the sequencing of the human ge-
nome as one of the most significant sci-
entific accomplishments of the past one hun-
dred years and expressing support for the 
goals and ideals of Human Genome Month 
and DNA Day; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2115. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to reauthorize programs for the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2607. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Arms Export Control Act, the report of a 
certification of a proposed license for the ex-
port of defense articles that are firearms 
controlled under category I of the United 
States Munitions List sold commercially 
under a contract in the amount of $100,000,000 
or more to Belgium; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC–2698. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: McDon-
nell Douglas DC 10 30 Airplanes; Docket no. 
2002-NM-134 (2120-AA64) (2003-0176)’’ received 
on June 3, 2003; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2699. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: 
Eurocopter France Model AS350B, B1, B2, 
BA, and D Helicopters; Docket no. 2002-SW-37 
(2120-AA64) (2003-0177)’’ received on June 3, 
2003; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2700. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: McDon-
nell Douglas Model MD 11 and 11F Airplanes; 
Docket no. 2001-NM-56 (2120-AA64) (2003- 
0199)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2701. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: 
Eurocopter France Model AS350B Heli-
copters; Docket no. 2002-SW-05 (2120-AA64) 
(2003-0179)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2702. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: McDon-

nell Douglas Model 11 and 11F Airplanes; 
Docket no. 2001-NM-160 (2120-AA64) (2003- 
0200)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2703. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: McDon-
nell Douglas Model MD 11 and 11F Airplanes; 
Docket no. 2001-NM-166 (2120-AA64) (2003- 
0201)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2704. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: 
Eurocopter France Model EC120B Heli-
copters; Docket no. 2001-SW-52 (2120-AA64) 
(2003-0175)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2705. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Frame-
work Adjustment 37 to the Northeast Multi-
species Fishery Management Plan (0648- 
AQ35)’’; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2706. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Inseason Ad-
justment; Opening the Chiniak Gully Re-
search Area in the Gulf of Alaska (GOA) to 
directed fishing for groundfish using trawl 
gear from August 1, 2003, through September 
20, 2003 because NMFS’ Alaska Fisheries 
Science Center (AFSC) will not conduct re-
search in this area in 2003 (0679)’’; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2707. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; 2003 
Specifications for the Atlantic Bluefish Fish-
ery (0648-AQ26)’’; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2708. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final 
Rule to implement Corrected Charter Vessel/ 
Headboat Permit Moratorium Amending the 
Reef Fish Management Plan of the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Coastal Migratory Pelagics 
Fishery Management Plan of the South At-
lantic and Gulf of Mexico (0648-AQ70)’’ re-
ceived on June 10, 2003; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2709. A communication from the Chief, 
Regulations and Administrative Law, Coast 
Guard, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Security Zone Regu-
lations: (Including 12 regulations) [COTP 
Philadelphia 03-003] [COTP Miami 03-083] 
[COTP Miami 03-075] [COTP 03-082] [COTP 
Philadelphia 03-007] [COTP Philadelphia 03- 
006] [COTP San Francisco Bay 03-010] [COTP 
Miami 03-081] [COTP Philadelphia 03-004] 
[COTP Miami 03-073] [CGD13-03-016] [CGD13- 
03-017] (1625-AA00) (2003-0025)’’ received on 
June 3, 2003; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
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EC–2710. A communication from the Chief, 

Regulations and Administrative Law, Coast 
Guard, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Security Zone Regu-
lations: St. Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands 
(COTP San Juan 03-0024) (1625-AA00) (2003- 
0024)’’ received on June 3, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2711. A communication from the Com-
mander (Acting), Regulations and Adminis-
trative Law, Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Regulations; Alabama River at Coy, 
AL (CGD08–03–018) (1625–AA09) (2003–0015)’’; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2712. A communication from the Com-
mander (Acting), Regulations and Adminis-
trative Law, Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Regulations; Manasquan River, NJ 
(CGD05–02–054) (1625–AA09) (2003–0014)’’ re-
ceived on June 10, 2003; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2713. A communication from the Chief, 
Regulations and Administrative Law, Coast 
Guard, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Regulated Navigation Area: 
Hampton Road, VA (CGD05–02–099) (1625– 
AA11) (2003–0007)’’; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2714. A communication from the Chief, 
Regulations and Administrative Law, Coast 
Guard, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Security Zone Regu-
lations: (Including 05 regulations) [CGD09–03– 
215] [COTP Huntington 03–002] [COTP Hun-
tington 03–001] [CGD09–03–216] [CGD09–03– 
217]’’ received on June 10, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2715. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Transpor-
tation of Household Goods; Consumer Pro-
tection Regulations (2126–AA32)’’; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2716. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant, Office of the Secretary Trans-
portation, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Participation by disadvan-
tage business enterprises in DOT financial 
program (2105–AC84)’’; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2717. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Procedures for Transportation Workplace 
Drug and Alcohol Testing Programs (2105– 
AD26)’’; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2718. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil 
Works, Department of the Secretary, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report relative 
to a comprehensive plan for the purpose of 
restoring, preserving, and protecting the Illi-
nois River Basin, received on May 20, 2003; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2719. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a document 
entitled ‘‘Regional Haze: Final Revisions to 
the Regional Haze Rule Incorporating Provi-
sions Related ton Stationary Sources of Sul-
fur Dioxide for Nine Western States and Eli-

gible Indian Tribes: Fact Sheet’’ received on 
June 3, 2003; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2720. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation 
of Critical Habitat for the Blackburn’s 
Sphinx Moth (1018–AH94)’’ received on June 
9, 2003; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2721. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Final Des-
ignation and nondesignation of critical habi-
tat for 46 Plant Species From the Island of 
Hawaii, Hawaii (1018–AH02)’’ received on 
June 9, 2003; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works . 

EC–2722. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation 
of Critical Habitat for the Preble’s Meadow 
Jumping Mouse (1018–AI46)’’ received on 
June 9, 2003; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2723. A communication from the Dep-
uty Administrator, General Services Admin-
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report relative to the building Project Sur-
vey for Columbia, MO; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2724. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report relative to the Coer d’ Alene Basin, 
Idaho, Superfund Site; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2725. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Rhode Island Update 
to Materials Incorporated by Reference 
(7493–4)’’; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2726. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Vermont Update to 
Materials Incorporated by Reference (7493– 
5)’’; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2727. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plan; Washington (7493–8)’’ 
received on June 5, 2003; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2728. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; State of Kansas (7510–4)’’ received 
on June 5, 2003; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2729. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State Plans 
for Designation Facilities and Pollutants; 
Large Municipal Waste Combustors; Cali-
fornia’’ received on June 5, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2730. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Control of Air Pollution from Motor Vehi-
cles and New Motor Vehicle Engines; Revi-
sions to Regulations Requiring Availability 
of Information for use of On-Board Diag-
nostic Systems and Emission-Related Re-
pairs on 1994 and Later Model Year Light- 
Duty Vehicles and Light-Duty Trucks and 
2003 and Later Model Year Heavy-Duty Vehi-
cles and Engines Weighing 14,000 Pounds 
Gross Vehicle Weight or Less’’ received on 
June 5, 2003; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2731. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Control of Air Pollution from the New 
Motor Vehicles and New Motor Vehicles and 
New Motor Vehicle Engines; Modification of 
Federal On-board Diagnostic Regulations 
for; Light-Duty Vehicles, Light-Duty 
Trucks; Medium Duty Passenger Vehicles, 
Complete Heavy Duty Vehicles and Engines 
Intended for the Use in Heavy Duty Vehicles 
weighing 14,000 pounds GVWR or less; Exten-
sion of Acceptance of California OBD II Re-
quirements (7492–6)’’ received on June 5, 2003; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2732. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Authorization of State Hazardous 
Waste Management Program Revision (7510– 
1)’’ received on June 5, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2733. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; District of Columbia; 
Determining Conformity of Federal Actions 
to State or Federal Implementation Plans 
(7507–4)’’; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2734. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Availability of Allocation of Fiscal Year 
2003 and the Environment Training and Em-
ployment Program Funds’’; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2735. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Clarifications to Existing National Emis-
sions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollut-
ants Delegations Provisions (7508–8)’’; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2736. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Methoprene, Watermelon Mosaic Virus–2 
Coat Protein, and Zucchini Yellow Mosaic 
Virus Coat Protein; Final Tolerance Actions 
(7309–5)’’; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2737. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, Bay Area Air Quality (7495– 
3)’’; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2738. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan Bay Area Air Quality Man-
agement District; San Diego County Air Pol-
lution Control District (7495–1)’’; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2739. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘State of Massachusetts; Withdrawal of Di-
rect Final Rule (7509–2)’’; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2740. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Thymol and Eucalyptus Oil; Exemption 
from the Requirement of a Tolerance (7308– 
1)’’; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2741. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Event 
Notification Requirements (3150–AG90)’’ re-
ceived on June 10, 2003; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2742. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi-
sion of Fee Schedules; Fee Recovery for FY 
2003 (3150–AH14)’’ received on June 11, 2003; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2743. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts and Rhode Island; Nitrogen Oxides 
Budget and Allowances Trading Program 
(7513–2)’’ received on June 11, 2003; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2744. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State Plans 
for Designated Facilities and Pollutants: 
Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Bernalillo County, New Mexico; Negative 
Declarations (7511–4)’’; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2745. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Burkholderia Cepacia Complex, Significant 
New Use Rule (7200–3)’’ received on June 11, 
2003; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2746. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Partial Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule; 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines, 
Pretreatment Standards and New Source 
Performance Standards for the Pharma-
ceutical Manufacturing Point Category 
(7510–6)’’ received on June 11, 2003; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2747. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Preliminary Assessment Information Re-
porting; Addition of Certain Chemical (7306– 
7)’’ received on June 11, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2748. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Envi-

ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Utah: Final Authorization of State Haz-
ardous Waste Management Program Revi-
sion (7511–1)’’ received on June 11, 2003; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 
without amendment: 

S. 1015. A bill to authorize grants through 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion for mosquito control programs to pre-
vent mosquito-borne diseases, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 108–69). 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, without amendment and with 
a preamble: 

S. Res. 141. A resolution recognizing ‘‘In-
venting Flight: The Centennial Celebration’’, 
a celebration in Dayton, Ohio of the centen-
nial of Wilbur and Orville Wright’s first 
flight. 

S. Res. 163. A resolution commending the 
Francis Marion University Patriots men’s 
golf team for winning the 2003 National Col-
legiate Athletic Association Division II 
Men’s Golf Championship. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
committees were submitted: 

By Mr. HATCH for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Eduardo Aguirre, Jr., of Texas, to be Direc-
tor of the Bureau of Citizenship and Immi-
gration Services, Department of Homeland 
Security. 

David G. Campbell, of Arizona, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Arizona. 

Richard James O’Connell, of Arkansas, to 
be United States Marshal for the Western 
District of Arkansas for the term of four 
years. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. VOINO-
VICH, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. ALLARD, 
and Mr. AKAKA): 

S. 1245. A bill to provide for homeland se-
curity grand coordination and simplifica-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: 
S. 1246. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for collegiate 
housing and infrastructure grants; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. KERRY, 
Mr. BOND, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. BURNS, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mr. KOHL, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
CORZINE, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. COLE-

MAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
EDWARDS, Mr. DAYTON, and Mr. HAR-
KIN): 

S. 1247. A bill to increase the amount to be 
reserved during fiscal year 2003 for sustain-
ability grants under section 29(1) of the 
Small Business Act; considered and passed. 

By Mr. GREGG (for himself and Mr. 
KENNEDY): 

S. 1248. A bill to reauthorize the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. ENSIGN (for himself and Mrs. 
LINCOLN): 

S. 1249. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to waive the part B late 
enrollment penalty for military retirees who 
enroll December 31, 2004, and to provide a 
special part B enrollment period for such re-
tirees; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BURNS (for himself and Mrs. 
CLINTON): 

S. 1250. A bill to improve, enhance, and 
promote the Nation’s homeland security, 
public safety, and citizen activated emer-
gency response capabilities through the use 
of enhanced 911 services, to further upgrade 
Public Safety Answering Point capabilities 
and related functions in receiving E–911 
calls, and to support the construction and 
operation of a ubiquitous and reliable citizen 
activated system, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. CHAFEE: 
S. 1251. A bill to deauthorize portions of a 

Federal channel in Pawtuxet Cove, Rhode Is-
land; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. DAYTON (for himself, Mr. LIE-
BERMAN, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. CLINTON, 
and Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 1252. A bill to provide benefits to domes-
tic partners of Federal employees; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 
S. 1253. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a minimum 
credit of $200 per month for stay-at-home 
parents, to allow the dependent care credit 
to be taken against the minimum tax, and to 
allow a carryforward of any unused depend-
ent care credit; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. KERRY: 
S. 1254. A bill to amend the Small Business 

Act to direct the Administrator of the Small 
Business Administration to establish a voca-
tional and technical entrepreneurship devel-
opment program; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. EN-
SIGN, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. BINGAMAN, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. MIL-
LER, Mr. CRAIG, and Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 1255. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to direct the Administrator of the Small 
Business Administration to establish a pilot 
program to provide regulatory compliance 
assistance to small business concerns, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself and Mr. 
LUGAR): 

S. 1256. A bill to protect the critical 
aquifers and watersheds that serve as a prin-
cipal water supply for Puerto Rico, to pro-
tect the tropical forests of the Karst Region, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: 
S. 1257. A bill to conduct statewide dem-

onstration projects to improve health care 
quality and to reduce costs under the medi-
care program under title XVIII of the Social 
Security Act and to conduct a study on pay-
ment incentives and performance under the 
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Medicare+Choice program under such title; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAYH: 
S. 1258. A bill to improve United States 

litigation efforts at the WTO, establish a 
WTO Dispute Settlement Review Commis-
sion, promote reform of the WTO dispute set-
tlement process, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL (for himself, Mr. 
KOHL, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. 
SANTORUM): 

S. Res. 167. A resolution recognizing the 
100th anniversary of the founding of the Har-
ley-Davidson Motor Company, which has 
been a significant part of the social, eco-
nomic, and cultural heritage of the United 
States and many other nations and a leading 
force for product and manufacturing innova-
tion throughout the 20th century; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD): 

S. Res. 168. A resolution designating May 
2004 as ‘‘National Motorcycle Safety and 
Awareness Month’’; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CLINTON: 
S. Res. 169. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the Senate that the United States 
Postal Service should issue a postage stamp 
commemorating Anne Frank; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. DODD (for himself and Mr. 
COCHRAN): 

S. Res. 170. A resolution designating the 
years 2004 and 2005 as ‘‘Years of Foreign Lan-
guage Study’’; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. KERRY, 
Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. REED, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
DODD, Mr. SMITH, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
AKAKA, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. CORZINE, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, and Mr. COCHRAN): 

S. Con. Res. 55. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress regarding 
the policy of the United States at the 55th 
Annual Meeting of the International Whal-
ing Commission; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 139 

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) and the Senator from Wash-
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 139, a bill to provide 
for a program of scientific research on 
abrupt climate change, to accelerate 
the reduction of greenhouse gas emis-
sions in the United States by estab-
lishing a market-driven system of 
greenhouse gas tradeable allowances 
that could be used interchangably with 
passenger vehicle fuel economy stand-
ard credits, to limit greenhouse gas 
emissions in the United States and re-
duce dependence upon foreign oil, and 
ensure benefits to consumers from the 
trading in such allowances. 

S. 436 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 

(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 436, a bill to amend the For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 
1978 to improve the administration and 
oversight of foreign intelligence sur-
veillance, and for other purposes. 

S. 451 
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. JEFFORDS) and the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mrs. LINCOLN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 451, a bill to amend 
title 10, United States Code, to increase 
the minimum Survivor Benefit Plan 
basic annuity for surviving spouses age 
62 and older, to provide for a one-year 
open season under that plan, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 481 
At the request of Mr. ALLEN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
481, a bill to amend chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code, to provide that 
certain Federal annuity computations 
are adjusted by 1 percentage point re-
lating to periods of receiving disability 
payments, and for other purposes. 

S. 499 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. CAMPBELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 499, a bill to authorize the 
American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion to establish in the State of Lou-
isiana a memorial to honor the Buffalo 
Soldiers. 

S. 557 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
557, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross 
income amounts received on account of 
claims based on certain unlawful dis-
crimination and to allow income aver-
aging for backpay and frontpay awards 
received on account of such claims, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 560 
At the request of Mr. CRAIG, the 

names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 560, a bill to impose 
tariff-rate quotas on certain casein and 
milk protein concentrates. 

S. 564 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 564, a bill to facilitate the de-
ployment of wireless telecommuni-
cations networks in order to further 
the availability of the Emergency 
Alert System, and for other purposes. 

S. 678 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 678, a bill to amend chap-
ter 10 of title 39, United States Code, to 
include postmasters and postmasters 
organizations in the process for the de-
velopment and planning of certain poli-
cies, schedules, and programs, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 684 
At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 684, a bill to create an of-
fice within the Department of Justice 
to undertake certain specific steps to 
ensure that all American citizens 
harmed by terrorism overseas receive 
equal treatment by the United States 
Government regardless of the terror-
ists’ country of origin or residence, and 
to ensure that all terrorists involved in 
such attacks are pursued, prosecuted, 
and punished with equal vigor, regard-
less of the terrorists’ country of origin 
or residence. 

S. 693 
At the request of Mr. ALLARD, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 693, a bill to amend the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 to make volunteer members of 
the Civil Air Patrol eligible for Public 
Safety Officer death benefits. 

S. 752 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. NICKLES) and the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. BREAUX) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 752, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to treat 
distributions from publicly traded 
partnerships as qualifying income of 
regulated investment companies, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 851 
At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SHELBY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 851, a bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to prohibit taking 
minors across State lines in cir-
cumvention of laws requiring the in-
volvement of parents in abortion deci-
sions. 

S. 875 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 875, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow an in-
come tax credit for the provision of 
homeownership and community devel-
opment, and for other purposes. 

S. 982 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 982, a bill to halt Syrian support 
for terrorism, end its occupation of 
Lebanon, stop its development of weap-
ons of mass destruction, cease its ille-
gal importation of Iraqi oil, and hold 
Syria accountable for its role in the 
Middle East, and for other purposes. 

S. 985 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 

of the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. 
FEINGOLD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 985, a bill to amend the Federal Law 
Enforcement Pay Reform Act of 1990 to 
adjust the percentage differentials pay-
able to Federal law enforcement offi-
cers in certain high-cost areas, and for 
other purposes. 
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S. 990 

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
MILLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
990, a bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to increase the maximum 
Federal share of the costs of State pro-
grams under the National Guard Chal-
lenge Program, and for other purposes. 

S. 1023 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) and the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. CORZINE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1023, a bill to in-
crease the annual salaries of justices 
and judges of the United States. 

S. 1035 
At the request of Mr. CORZINE, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1035, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to reduce the age 
for receipt of military retired pay for 
nonregular service from 60 to 55. 

S. 1046 
At the request of Mr. STEVENS, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. BYRD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1046, a bill to amend the 
Communications Act of 1934 to pre-
serve localism, to foster and promote 
the diversity of television program-
ming, to foster and promote competi-
tion, and to prevent excessive con-
centration of ownership of the nation’s 
television broadcast stations. 

S. 1076 
At the request of Mr. HAGEL, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
STEVENS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1076, a bill to authorize construction 
of an education center at or near the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial. 

S. 1148 
At the request of Mr. JEFFORDS, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1148, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the 
establishment of medicare demonstra-
tion programs to improve health care 
quality. 

S. 1153 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1153, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to permit medi-
care-eligible veterans to receive an 
out-patient medication benefit, to pro-
vide that certain veterans who receive 
such benefit are not otherwise eligible 
for medical care and services from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1196 
At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN), the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. ALLEN) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1196, a bill to elimi-
nate the marriage penalty permanently 
in 2003. 

S. 1201 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM of 

South Carolina, the names of the Sen-

ator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) and the 
Senator from Maine (Ms. COLLINS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1201, a bill to 
promote healthy lifestyles and prevent 
unhealthy, risky behaviors among 
teenage youth. 

S. 1215 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 

the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN), the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. AKAKA), the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), 
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
ALLARD), the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. ALLEN), the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. BENNETT), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. BIDEN), the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN), the Sen-
ator from California (Mrs. BOXER), the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. BREAUX), 
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. BROWN-
BACK), the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
BUNNING), the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS), the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. COLEMAN), the Senator 
from Maine (Ms. COLLINS), the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. CORZINE), the 
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
DASCHLE), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON), the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. DOLE), the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. FEIN-
GOLD), the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
FRIST), the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL), the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. DORGAN), the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. BURNS), the Sen-
ator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN), the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS), 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KENNEDY), the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KYL), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. LAUTENBERG), the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. LIEBER-
MAN), the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
LUGAR), the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI), the Senator from Alas-
ka (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Senator from 
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Sen-
ator from Nebraska (Mr. NELSON), the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SANTORUM), the Senator 
from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES), the 
Senator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. SMITH), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SPECTER), the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Or-
egon (Mr. WYDEN), the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. BAUCUS), and the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. COCH-
RAN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
1215, a bill to sanction the ruling Bur-
mese military junta, to strengthen 
Burma’s democratic forces and support 
and recognize the National League of 
Democracy as the legitimate rep-
resentative of the Burmese people, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1220 
At the request of Mr. ALLARD, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1220, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to ex-
tend reasonable cost contracts under 
the medicare program, to expand the 
area in which plans offered under such 
contracts may operate, to apply cer-
tain provisions of the Medicare+Choice 
program to such plans, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1231 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1231, a bill to eliminate 
the burdens and costs associated with 
electronic mail spam by prohibiting 
the transmission of all unsolicited 
commercial electronic mail to persons 
who place their electronic mail ad-
dresses on a national No-Spam Reg-
istry, and to prevent fraud and decep-
tion in commercial electronic mail by 
imposing requirements on the content 
of all commercial electronic mail mes-
sages. 

S. 1233 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
BROWNBACK) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1233, a bill to authorize assistance 
for the National Great Blacks in Wax 
Museum and Justice Learning Center. 

S. CON. RES. 54 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 

names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
BROWNBACK) and the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. CLINTON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Con. Res. 54, a concur-
rent resolution commending Medgar 
Wiley Evers and his widow, Myrlie 
Evers-Williams for their lives and ac-
complishments, designating a Medgar 
Evers National Week of Remembrance, 
and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 153 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 153, a resolution express-
ing the sense of the Senate that 
changes to athletics policies issued 
under title IX of the Education Amend-
ments of 1972 would contradict the 
spirit of athletic equality and the in-
tent to prohibit sex discrimination in 
education programs or activities re-
ceiving Federal financial assistance. 

S. RES. 164 
At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN), the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW), the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. FEINGOLD), and 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON) were added as cosponsors of S. 
Res. 164, a resolution reaffirming sup-
port of the Convention on the Preven-
tion and Punishment of the Crime of 
Genocide and anticipating the com-
memoration of the 15th anniversary of 
the enactment of the Genocide Conven-
tion Implementation Act of 1987 (the 
Proxmire Act) on November 4, 2003. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. 
SUNUNU, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. 
PRYOR, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. 
AKAKA): 

S. 1245. A bill to provide for home-
land security grand coordination and 
simplification, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation, the 
Homeland Security Grant Enhance-
ment Act, to streamline and strength-
en the way we help our States, commu-
nities, and first responders protect our 
homeland. I am pleased to be joined by 
a number of my colleagues including 
Senators CARPER, ROCKEFELLER, VOINO-
VICH, FEINGOLD, SUNUNU, COLEMAN, 
PRYOR, ALLARD, and AKAKA. 

Last year, the Senate spent nearly 
three months on the Homeland Secu-
rity Act, yet the law contains virtually 
no guidance on how the Department is 
to assist State and local governments 
with their homeland security needs. In 
fact, the 187-page Homeland Security 
Act mentions the issue of grants to 
first responders in but a single para-
graph. As a result, the Department of 
Homeland Security currently allocates 
billions of dollars of grant funds ac-
cording to formulas borrowed from the 
USA Patriot Act. The Homeland Secu-
rity Act left the decisions on how Fed-
eral dollars should be spent or how 
much money should be allocated for 
another day. Today is that day. 

Much of the burden for homeland se-
curity has fallen on the shoulders of 
State and local officials across Amer-
ica, especially our first responders—the 
firefighters, police officers and ambu-
lance crews on the front lines. Over the 
past months, the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs has listened to them 
describe the challenges associated with 
constructing effective homeland secu-
rity strategies. We have also listened 
to State and local officials as well as 
Department of Homeland Security Sec-
retary Tom Ridge. This series of three 
hearings looked at the issues from a 
variety of perspectives and helped 
shape the legislation we introduce 
today. 

At our first hearing, we heard from 
first responders: our firefighters, law 
enforcement officials, and emergency 
medical technicians, who discussed the 
challenges they face protecting our 
communities. 

Arlington Fire Chief Ed Plaugher, 
the incident commander at the Pen-
tagon on September 11, told the Com-
mittee that he had received little 
homeland security funding since 9–11. 
Chief Paugher also underscored the 
gaps in the homeland security planning 
process. Many law enforcement offi-
cials shared Chief Plaughter’s con-
cerns. Portland, ME, Police Chief Mike 
Chitwood, for example, expressed his 
frustrations about the roadblocks to 

accessing Federal funding and the lack 
of coordination by Federal agencies 
with local jurisdictions. 

Secretary Ridge testified at our sec-
ond hearing. He discussed the ongoing 
challenges involved in providing Fed-
eral resources to States, communities 
and first responders. He also outlined 
ways we can improve the efficiency and 
effectiveness of homeland security 
grant programs to help first responders 
get the resources they need. 

Secretary Ridge’s comments under-
scored the need to improve the way the 
Department of Homeland Security’s 
first responder grant programs are or-
ganized within the Department, and 
the way the Department distributes 
these grants. 

The Committee’s third hearing fea-
tured State and local officials who ex-
pressed their support for more flexi-
bility, coordination, and simplification 
of Federal homeland security grant 
programs. 

Maine’s emergency manager, Art 
Cleaves, said the current maze of 
homeland security programs has 
caused so much paperwork that States 
may be forced to hire additional staff 
just to deal with a multiplicity of 
forms and planning documents. 

Other witnesses, including Governor 
Mitt Romney of Massachusetts, out-
lined the need for coordinating home-
land security funding across the Fed-
eral Government. Their comments un-
derscored how communities can access 
funding for interoperable communica-
tions equipment through six different 
Federal programs, including the FIRE 
Act, COPS, two Department of Health 
and Human Services’ bio-terrorism 
grant programs, FEMA’s Emergency 
Management Performance Account, 
and ODP’s State homeland security 
grant program. Despite the unified 
goals of these grants—to purchase 
interoperable equipment—Federal 
agencies are under no requirement to 
coordinate their efforts. 

While State and local officials agreed 
on the need to coordinate programs 
and make it easier to apply for grants, 
Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and Governor 
Romney commented on the differences 
between States and localities regarding 
how best to allocate funds, through 
States or directly to the local level. 

I am pleased that these hearings have 
helped to build a consensus on this 
issue. Yesterday, I received a letter 
from State and local organizations in-
cluding the National League of Cities, 
the National Association of Counties, 
and the National Governors Associa-
tion, which have come together in sup-
port of our approach, to provide funds 
through States, but to require that 
eighty percent be passed through to 
the local level. 

Our legislation will provide a map 
that will better connect our front-line 
protectors with the funding they need. 
It will eliminate duplicative homeland 
security planning requirements; make 
it easier to apply for grants; coordinate 
the many grant programs that provide 

homeland security funds; and promote 
a community-based approach to home-
land security funding. I would like to 
briefly describe the approach we have 
taken. 

The first provision of our legislation 
would promote the same kind of co-
ordination among Federal agencies 
that we require of our States and local-
ities. It would require Federal agencies 
to build a clear, well-marked path that 
would lead our first responders to the 
funding that enables them to do what 
they do best: prepare for and respond 
to emergencies. 

Second, the legislation would coordi-
nate government-wide homeland secu-
rity funding by promoting one-stop- 
shopping for homeland security fund-
ing opportunities. It would establish an 
information clearinghouse to assist 
first responders and State and local 
governments in accessing homeland se-
curity grant information and other re-
sources within the new department. 
The clearinghouse would improve ac-
cess to homeland security grant infor-
mation, coordinate technical assist-
ance for vulnerability and threat as-
sessments, provide information regard-
ing homeland security best practices, 
and compile information regarding 
homeland security equipment pur-
chased with Federal funds. 

The legislation also recognizes the 
importance of building on existing suc-
cessful programs, such as the FIRE 
Act, which provides funding directly to 
fire departments for equipment and 
training on a competitive, peer re-
viewed basis. It would allow the FIRE 
Act to continue to be administered in 
its current form, but would coordinate 
its activities with other Federal pro-
grams. For example, it would make 
sure that two neighboring jurisdictions 
receiving funding from the FIRE Act 
are aware of industry standards regard-
ing the interoperability of communica-
tions equipment. 

The third provision of our legislation 
would strengthen the Office for Domes-
tic Preparedness’s State Homeland Se-
curity Grant Program by simplifying 
the grant process, promoting more 
local input in homeland security fund-
ing, and promoting more flexibility in 
the use of funds. 

The lack of guidance in the Home-
land Security Act has forced State and 
local governments and first responders 
to engage in a 12-step odyssey to obtain 
funding from ODP’s State homeland se-
curity grant program. And this pro-
gram is just one of several homeland 
security grant programs to which a 
State, locality, police, or fire depart-
ment can apply. 

The legislation distills the homeland 
security grant process from twelve 
steps to two. First, State and local 
governments and emergency respond-
ers will develop a three-year homeland 
security plan that outlines 
vulnerabilities and capabilities, and a 
process for allocating resources to 
meet State and local needs. This plan 
will also require the development of 
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measurable goals and objectives, such 
as increasing the number of local juris-
dictions participating in local and 
statewide exercises. Second, States and 
communities will apply for funds based 
on this plan, which they can revise 
each year pending approval from the 
Secretary. 

This legislation would ensure that 
local government officials and first re-
sponders have a louder voice in the 
homeland security planning process 
and can access homeland security dol-
lars and equipment in an efficient man-
ner. It would also require that eighty 
percent of these resources reach the 
local level within sixty days of the 
grant allocation. 

When I met with the Maine fire 
chiefs, they expressed concerns about 
the lack of flexibility in homeland se-
curity funding, especially in the area of 
overtime costs for training. They told 
me that since homeland security funds 
cannot be used for most overtime 
costs, some of Maine’s firefighters have 
been forced to turn down training op-
portunities at the National Fire Acad-
emy. Because there was no funding to 
pay the overtime costs for someone to 
fill in while the firefighter trained at 
the Academy, they had to forego this 
valuable training opportunity. 

Our legislation would address their 
concerns by allowing funds to be used 
not only for planning, equipment, exer-
cises, and training, but also for certain 
overtime costs associated with training 
activities. 

Our legislation also recognizes that 
certain high threat areas have critical 
vulnerabilities that must be addressed 
immediately. This legislation will di-
rect the Secretary to use ten percent of 
total funding for this program to ad-
dress these critical vulnerabilities. 
While this provision provides flexi-
bility, it requires that any direct fund-
ing be consistent with the State plan. 
Furthermore, this legislation formally 
authorizes the Emergency Management 
Preparedness Grant, which provides re-
sources to the backbone of our emer-
gency management structure, and en-
sures an adequate level of funding 
under this program. 

While some States and communities 
face a more imminent threat, our Na-
tion must provide for the safety of all 
of our citizens. This grant program 
maintains the current baseline level of 
homeland security assistance to each 
State. It then allocates the bulk of the 
funds not based solely on population, 
as is the case now, but on risk assess-
ments undertaken for each State. 

Right now, States and localities 
must complete numerous homeland se-
curity plans, each with its own set of 
questions and benchmarks. Terrorists 
will not be deterred by paperwork or by 
communities answering the same ques-
tion six different ways. 

That’s why our legislation would 
streamline the planning process by re-
quiring a single set of cooperatively de-
veloped performance standards to help 
States and localities evaluate home-
land security plans. 

When I met with officials of Maine’s 
Emergency Management Agency, they 
told me that the rigid structure of 
many homeland security grant pro-
grams frustrates their efforts to help 
first responders secure communities 
across our State. 

In past years, for example, the Office 
for Domestic Preparedness’s homeland 
security grant program allocated the 
same percentage of each State’s funds 
for training, equipment, exercises, and 
planning, thus leaving no room to ac-
commodate different States’ priorities. 
In allocating funds this way, the Fed-
eral Government effectively said that 
Maine must spend exactly the same 
portion of its homeland security dol-
lars on training as Hawaii. Moreover, 
States cannot transfer surplus funds 
from one category to another to meet 
their needs. 

As a result, Maine may be forced to 
return some of the Homeland Security 
funds allocated for exercises. This one 
size fits all formula used in past home-
land security funding makes no sense. I 
believe all States and communities 
should have the flexibility to spend 
homeland security dollars where they 
are most needed. That is why this leg-
islation would allow flexibility in 
homeland security funds that have al-
ready been appropriated but remain 
unspent. 

The current homeland security grant 
structure is unacceptable. Secretary 
Ridge has done an admirable job dis-
tributing billions of dollars of home-
land security funds based on borrowed 
authorities and with no real guidance. 
It is time to deal the Secretary a full 
hand of cards and give our States, lo-
calities, and first responders a straight 
path to homeland security programs, 
not a maze. We must topple the moun-
tain of paperwork. We must help, not 
hinder, our front-line defenders. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
sponsoring this legislation to build a 
stronger and better homeland security 
partnership in the months and years 
ahead. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to join my friend from Maine, 
Ms. COLLINS, in introducing the Home-
land Security Grant Enhancement Act 
of 2003, legislation that greatly im-
proves the method currently used to 
distribute much-needed first responder 
aid. 

When my colleagues and I on the 
Governmental Affairs Committee 
worked last year under Senator LIE-
BERMAN’s leadership to create the De-
partment of Homeland Security, we all 
hoped that what we were setting up 
would help the Federal Government be 
better able to prevent and respond to 
terrorist attacks. As of March 1st of 
this year, we have in place the skeleton 
of an organization that aims to pull to-
gether under one roof information on 
threats and vulnerabilities and use 
that information to improve security 
and prepare first responders. 

As I’ve pointed out a number of 
times, however, no matter how well 

Secretary Ridge does his work on the 
Federal level, we will not be much 
safer than we were on September 10, 
2001 unless our first responders are bet-
ter prepared to do their work on the 
local level. While homeland security 
should certainly be a shared responsi-
bility, it is vitally important that the 
Federal Government does its part to 
provide each State and its first re-
sponders with the assistance necessary 
to ensure that the citizens they serve 
are adequately protected. The Home-
land Security Grant Enhancement Act 
is an important step toward making 
this happen. 

Today, States, localities and first re-
sponders can receive Federal assistance 
from a number of different aid pro-
grams administered by several dif-
ferent agencies. All of the programs 
serve different purposes and require 
different applications. The Homeland 
Security Grant Enhancement Act sets 
up a process to streamline these pro-
grams to allow them to work well to-
gether and avoid imposing redundant 
or duplicative requirements on appli-
cants. The aim is not to eliminate pro-
grams, but to ensure that existing 
homeland security and homeland secu-
rity-related grant programs are well 
coordinated and impose as small an ad-
ministrative burden on applicants as 
possible. 

The Homeland Security Grant En-
hancement Act also creates a ‘‘one- 
stop shop’’ for grant information with-
in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity by moving the Office of Domestic 
Preparedness, ODP, the agency within 
the Department of Homeland Security 
charged with administering the current 
state homeland security grant pro-
gram, from the Directorate for Border 
and Transportation Security to the Of-
fice for State and Local Government 
Coordination. In its new location, ODP 
will operate a ‘‘clearinghouse’’ for 
grant information that would offer 
services such as a toll-free hotline and 
a list of recommended first responder 
equipment. ODP will also maintain a 
compilation of ‘‘best practices’’ made 
up of successful homeland security pro-
grams from across the country and 
offer states technical assistance in de-
veloping the terrorism risk assess-
ments that will be a part of the new 
State grant program. 

Most importantly, the Homeland Se-
curity Grant Enhancement Act also 
makes key improvements to the for-
mula for distributing first responder 
aid among the States. The new formula 
maintains the requirement that all 
money go to State governments and 
that 80 percent of that money be passed 
through to cities and localities. It also 
maintains the current small state min-
imum in which each State receives an 
equal share of 40 percent of funds made 
available for state grants. It makes a 
major improvement, however, by divid-
ing the remaining 60 percent of the 
money among the states according to 
an analysis of potential threats in each 
State. 
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The current formula for distributing 

first responder aid ignores the fact that 
Delaware, though small in population, 
is located in the Northeast midway be-
tween New York and Washington. It ig-
nores the fact that Delaware is home 
to a major port, oil refineries and 
chemical plants. It ignores the fact 
that Delaware every day hosts scores 
of ships, trains and trucks on their way 
to destinations up and down the East 
Coast. It also ignores the fact that 
Delaware is home to the Dover Air 
Force Base, a facility that played a 
crucial role in the recent conflicts in 
Afghanistan and Iraq. 

I understand the need to give larger 
States, especially those with densely 
populated urban areas, enough re-
sources to protect their larger popu-
lations. No State, however, should be 
less safe than its neighbors simply be-
cause it has a smaller population. The 
Federal Government should be working 
to bring every state and locality to the 
point where they are capable of re-
sponding effectively to any potential 
threat. I am concerned that the cur-
rent formula, based mostly on popu-
lation does not prepare all States ade-
quately. 

The Homeland Security Grant En-
hancement Act still requires that pop-
ulation be taken into account when 
distributing first responder aid. How-
ever, it adds the requirement that the 
Secretary of Homeland Security also 
account for threats and risk to critical 
infrastructure identified in State risk 
assessments that would be submitted 
to the department as part of the grant 
application process. The bill also en-
sures that all localities within States 
get their fair share of money by requir-
ing that local leaders be included in 
the planning and application process in 
each state and that the distribution 
method a given state will use once it 
receives its money is approved by the 
department before a check is cut. 

Finally, the Homeland Security 
Grant Enhancement Act gives states 
new flexibility in spending their first 
responder aid by incorporating provi-
sions from S. 838, legislation Ms. COL-
LINS and I introduced in April. That 
bill allows States to apply for a waiver 
from the Department of Homeland Se-
curity so that they can move their first 
responder aid around between the four 
categories—equipment, training, exer-
cises and planning—in which it is sent 
to them. This change will allow States 
to better meet needs identified in their 
State terrorism response plans. 

I applaud the Senator from Maine for 
her leadership on these important 
issues. I look forward to working with 
her and all of my colleagues in getting 
this important legislation passed and 
signed into law as soon as possible. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. BOND, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. BURNS, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mr. KOHL, Mrs. 

DOLE, Mr. CORZINE, Ms. LAN-
DRIEU, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
EDWARDS, Mr. DAYTON, and Mr. 
HARKIN): 

S. 1247. A bill to increase the amount 
to be reserved during fiscal year 2003 
for sustainability grants under section 
29(1) of the Small Business Act; consid-
ered and passed. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1247 
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 ‘‘Women’s 
Business Centers Preservation Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. SUSTAINABILITY GRANTS FOR WOMEN’S 

BUSINESS CENTERS. 
Section 29(k)(4)(A)(iv) of the Small Busi-

ness Act (15 U.S.C. 656(k)(4)(A)(iv)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘30.2 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘36 percent’’. 

By Mr. GREGG (for himself and 
Mr. KENNEDY): 

S. 1248. A bill to reauthorize the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education 
Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, today, I 
join my esteemed colleague, the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, Senator KEN-
NEDY, in introducing the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Improve-
ment Act of 2003. 

In the past, the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act, IDEA, bills re-
ceived bipartisan votes at the end of a 
long, divisive and arduous process. 
What makes today’s introduction of a 
bipartisan IDEA bill so unique is that 
it is bipartisan in its inception. 

The reason this is a bipartisan bill is 
because it strikes the appropriate bal-
ance between protecting the edu-
cational rights of children with disabil-
ities while simultaneously making 
IDEA less litigious and compliance 
based. Above all, the bill is designed to 
ensure that IDEA resources are di-
rected to help children with disabilities 
obtain the same opportunity to succeed 
as all other students. 

The bill streamlines State and local 
requirements to ensure that paperwork 
focuses on improved results for chil-
dren with disabilities. By eliminating 
the need for an 800+ procedural check-
list, these amendments favor the im-
provement of educational and func-
tional results for children with disabil-
ities over burdensome bureaucratic 
rules. 

The bill responds to concerns that 
we’ve heard from both parents and 
school administrators alike on how the 
law has evolved into a full employment 
government program for lawyers. Over 
and over again, we hear of fights about 
past procedural issues and technical er-
rors instead of making sure that the 

children are being well served in the 
here and now. 

The bill includes many common 
sense provisions to alleviate the stress 
in disagreements between schools and 
parents and encourages them to seek 
out mediation to address their con-
cerns before they move to formal hear-
ings. The bill restores trust by; pro-
viding parents with better access to in-
formation and resources to understand 
their rights and work through con-
flicts; making clear that parents can 
request an initial evaluation of a child 
for IDEA services and making it easier 
for parents to make changes to their 
child’s individual education plan; re-
quiring complaints of either the school 
or parents to be clear and specific be-
fore going to due process; and requiring 
hearing officers to make decisions 
based upon substantive grounds not 
technical issues that have no bearing 
on a child’s education. 

This bill currently does not specifi-
cally address the issue of full funding, 
because Senator KENNEDY and I decided 
at the very outset to postpone that 
issue to the floor, since that is an issue 
that merits the attention and active 
participation of the entire Senate. 
However, in addition to simplifying 
funding formulas so that both States 
and local school districts have a better 
indication of the funding available, the 
bill includes 2 key provisions that will 
provide additional fiscal relief for 
school districts than what is provided 
to them under current law. 

First, we allow school districts to 
treat 8 percent of their IDEA funds as 
local funds. This will allow school dis-
tricts to better align funding among 
programs based on local priorities. Sec-
ond, we require States to reserve 2 per-
cent of their overall IDEA Part B grant 
to establish risk pool accounts to pro-
vide new resources to assist local 
school districts and charter schools in 
addressing the costs of providing serv-
ices to high-need children and unan-
ticipated enrollment of students with 
disabilities. 

Finally, the bill addresses the dis-
cipline provisions in current law that 
schools and parents have found to be 
confusing, hard to administer, and 
have resulted in outcomes that were 
not always fair to every child. The bill 
simplifies the framework for schools to 
administer the law, while ensuring the 
rights and the safety of all children. 

Importantly, the bill will require 
schools to consider whether a child’s 
behavior was the result of their dis-
ability when considering disciplinary 
action, and ensure that individualized 
education plans contain positive be-
havioral interventions and supports 
when a child’s behavior impedes his or 
her own learning, or that of others. 

Senator KENNEDY and I were deter-
mined to make this a bipartisan proc-
ess from the beginning. We have craft-
ed a bill that we’re confident will be 
overwhelmingly supported by both Re-
publicans and Democrats—and most 
importantly by parents, the disabled 
community and the school community. 
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is a 

privilege to join with Senator GREGG to 
introduce the reauthorization of the 
Individuals with Disabilities Act. Our 
goal is a quality education for every 
disabled child. 

We know that education opens the 
golden door of opportunity for every 
child, and it is especially important for 
children with disabilities. Since it was 
first enacted, IDEA has opened that 
door and helped millions of children 
with disabilities to lead independent 
and productive lives. For them, IDEA 
has been the difference between de-
pendence and independence, between 
lost potential and productive careers. 

The need for IDEA is greater now 
than ever. Over 6 million children with 
disabilities rely on the Act to obtain 
the same learning opportunities as 
their non-disabled fellow students. 

We know that schools need Federal 
help to make IDEA work. Over the last 
two years we have listened to students, 
parents, teachers, and school adminis-
trators. We have weighed thousands of 
comments on the most effective ways 
to live up to the great promise of this 
law. 

They told us they needed stronger 
enforcement of IDEA. This bill pro-
vides it, by giving the Secretary of 
Education and State education agen-
cies greater power and new ways to 
measure compliance and impose sanc-
tions when schools fail to live up the 
standards we’ve set. 

They told us they needed stronger ac-
countability. This bill provides it, by 
requiring schools to meet strict bench-
marks for student achievement, by pro-
viding better delivery of transition 
services, and by dealing with the over- 
representation of minorities in IDEA. 

They told us they wanted a stronger 
and more flexible Individualized Edu-
cation Program. This bill provides it, 
by requiring that every student’s plan 
contain positive ways to support the 
child and to increase parental involve-
ment. 

They told us they wanted to protect 
students from being expelled from 
school because of their disability. This 
bill provides it, by requiring schools to 
determine whether a child’s behavior is 
the result of the disability, or the lack 
of other supports that should have been 
provided. 

They told us they wanted better 
teachers in the classroom—as well- 
trained as other teachers. This bill pro-
vides it, by requiring all special edu-
cation teachers to be highly qualified 
by 2007, and by designating 100 percent 
of State improvement grants to sup-
port professional development of teach-
ers. 

They told us they wanted more help 
for their children in the transition 
from school to college or to work. This 
bill provides it, by giving greater ac-
cess to the vocational rehabilitation 
system and taking other steps to assist 
the child in meeting post-secondary 
goals. 

The debate over how best to fund 
these reforms goes on. Schools ur-

gently need the resources to make the 
IDEA a reality. It is not enough to pro-
vide only some of the promised federal 
aid. We must find a way to fully fund 
IDEA, because every dollar lost is an-
other child that slips through the 
cracks. 

We will have an opportunity to de-
bate this issue and others in our com-
mittee and in the Senate in the weeks 
ahead. I look forward to these debates 
and to working with Senator GREGG 
and all our colleagues to make this bill 
even stronger. 

By Mr. ENSIGN (for himself and 
Mrs. LINCOLN): 

S. 1249. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to waive the 
part B late enrollment penalty for 
military retirees who enroll December 
31, 2004, and to provide a special part B 
enrollment period for such retirees; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of 
‘‘The TRICARE Retirees Opportunity 
Act of 2003’’ be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1249 
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 ‘‘The 
TRICARE Retirees Opportunity Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. WAIVER OF MEDICARE PART B LATE EN-

ROLLMENT PENALTY FOR CERTAIN 
MILITARY RETIREES; SPECIAL EN-
ROLLMENT PERIOD. 

(a) WAIVER OF PENALTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1839(b) of the So-

cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395r(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘No increase in the premium 
shall be effected for a month in the case of 
an individual who is 65 years of age or older, 
who enrolls under this part during 2001, 2002, 
2003, or 2004 and who demonstrates to the 
Secretary before December 31, 2004, that the 
individual is a covered beneficiary (as de-
fined in section 1072(5) of title 10, United 
States Code). The Secretary of Health and 
Human Services shall consult with the Sec-
retary of Defense in identifying individuals 
described in the previous sentence.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall apply to pre-
miums for months beginning with January 
2001. The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall establish a method for pro-
viding rebates of premium penalties paid for 
months on or after January 2001 for which a 
penalty does not apply under such amend-
ment but for which a penalty was previously 
collected. 

(b) MEDICARE PART B SPECIAL ENROLLMENT 
PERIOD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any indi-
vidual who, as of the date of the enactment 
of this Act, is 65 years of age or older, is eli-
gible to enroll but is not enrolled under part 
B of title XVIII of the Social Security Act, 
and is a covered beneficiary (as defined in 
section 1072(5) of title 10, United States 
Code), the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall provide for a special enroll-
ment period during which the individual may 
enroll under such part. Such period shall 
begin as soon as possible after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and shall end on De-
cember 31, 2004. 

(2) COVERAGE PERIOD.—In the case of an in-
dividual who enrolls during the special en-
rollment period provided under paragraph 
(1), the coverage period under part B of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act shall begin 
on the first day of the month following the 
month in which the individual enrolls. 

By Mr. BURNS (for himself and 
Mrs. CLINTON): 

S. 1250. A bill to improve, enhance, 
and promote the Nation’s homeland se-
curity, public safety, and citizen acti-
vated emergency response capabilities 
through the use of enhanced 911 serv-
ices, to further upgrade Public Safety 
Answering Point capabilities and re-
lated functions in receiving E–911 calls, 
and to support the construction and 
operation of a ubiquitous and reliable 
citizen activated system and other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1250 

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 ‘‘Enhanced 
911 Emergency Communications Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds that— 
(1) for the sake of our Nation’s homeland 

security and public safety, a universal emer-
gency telephone number (911) that is en-
hanced with the most modern and state-of- 
the-art telecommunications capabilities pos-
sible should be available to all citizens in all 
regions of the Nation; 

(2) enhanced emergency communications 
require Federal, State, and local government 
resources and coordination; 

(3) any funds that are collected from fees 
imposed on consumer bills for the purposes 
of funding 911 services or enhanced 911 
should go only for the purposes for which the 
funds are collected; and 

(4) enhanced 911 is a high national priority 
and it requires Federal leadership, working 
in cooperation with State and local govern-
ments and with the numerous organizations 
dedicated to delivering emergency commu-
nications services. 
SEC. 3. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 
(1) to coordinate emergency communica-

tions systems, including 911 services and E– 
911 services, at the Federal, State, and local 
levels; 

(2) to provide stability and resources to 
State and local Public Safety Answering 
Points, to facilitate the prompt deployment 
of enhanced 911 services throughout the 
United States in a ubiquitous and reliable in-
frastructure; and 

(3) to ensure that funds collected on tele-
communications bills for enhancing emer-
gency 911 services are used only for the pur-
poses for which the funds are being collected. 
SEC. 4. EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS COORDI-

NATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part C of title I of the 
National Telecommunications and Informa-
tion Administration Organization Act (47 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
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‘‘SEC. 158. COORDINATION OF EMERGENCY COM-

MUNICATIONS. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TASK FORCE.—The 

Assistant Secretary shall establish an Emer-
gency Communications Task Force to facili-
tate coordination between Federal, State, 
and local emergency communications sys-
tems, 
SEC. 3. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 
(1) to coordinate emergency communica-

tions systems, including 911 services and E– 
911 services, at the Federal, State, and local 
levels; 

(2) to provide stability and resources to 
State and local Public Safety Answering 
Points, to facilitate the prompt deployment 
of enhanced 911 services throughout the 
United States in a ubiquitous and reliable in-
frastructure; and 

(3) to ensure that funds collected on tele-
communications bills for enhancing emer-
gency 911 services are used only for the pur-
poses for which the funds are being collected. 
SEC. 4. EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS COORDI-

NATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part C of title I of the 

National Telecommunicatiions and Informa-
tion Administration Organization Act (47 
U.S.C. 901 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 158. COORDINATION OF EMERGENCY COM-

MUNICATIONS. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TASK FORCE.—The 

Assistant Secretary shall establish an Emer-
gency Communications Task Force to facili-
tate coordination between Federal, State, 
and local emergency communications sys-
tems, emergency personnel, and public safe-
ty organizations. The task force shall in-
clude the following: 

‘‘(1) Representatives from Federal agen-
cies, including— 

‘‘(A) the Department of Justice; 
‘‘(B) the Department of Homeland Secu-

rity; 
‘‘(C) the Department of Defense; 
‘‘(D) the Department of the Interior; 
‘‘(E) the Department of Transportation; 

and 
‘‘(F) the Federal Communications Commis-

sion; 
‘‘(2) State and local first responder agen-

cies; 
‘‘(3) national 911 and emergency commu-

nications leadership organizations; 
‘‘(4) telecommunications industry rep-

resentatives; and 
‘‘(5) other individuals designated by the 

Assistant Secretary. 
‘‘(b) PURPOSE OF TASK FORCE.—The task 

force shall provide advice and recommenda-
tions with respect to methods to improve co-
ordination and communications between 
agencies and organizations involved in emer-
gency communications, including 911 serv-
ices to enhance homeland security and pub-
lic safety. 

‘‘(c) REPORTS.—The Assistant Secretary 
shall provide an annual report to Congress 
by the first day of October of each year on 
the task force activities and make rec-
ommendations on how Federal, State, and 
local governments and emergency commu-
nications organizations can improve coordi-
nation and communications. 

‘‘(d) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.—Members 
of the task force shall serve without special 
compensation with respect to their activities 
on behalf of the task force.’’. 
SEC. 5. GRANTS FOR E–911 ENHANCEMENT. 

Part C of title I of the National Tele-
communications and Information Adminis-
tration Organization Act (47 U.S.C. 901), as 
amended by section 4, is amended by adding 
at the end: 
‘‘SEC. 159. EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS 

GRANTS. 
‘‘(a) MATCHING GRANTS.—The Assistant 

Secretary, after consultation with the Sec-

retary of Homeland Security, shall provide 
grants to State and local governments and 
tribal organizations (as defined in section 
4(l) of the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b(l))) 
for the purposes of enhancing emergency 
communications services through planning, 
infrastructure improvements, equipment 
purchases, and personnel training and acqui-
sition. 

‘‘(b) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Federal 
share of the cost of a project eligible for a 
grant under this section shall not exceed 50 
percent. The non-Federal share of the cost 
shall be provided from non-Federal sources. 

‘‘(c) PREFERENCE.—In providing grants 
under subsection (a), the Assistant Secretary 
shall give preference to applicants who— 

‘‘(1) coordinate their applications with the 
needs of their public safety answering points; 
and 

‘‘(2) integrate public and commercial com-
munications services involved in the con-
struction, delivery, and improvement of 
emergency communications, including 911 
services. 

‘‘(d) CRITERIA.—The Assistant Secretary 
shall issue regulations within 180 days of the 
enactment of the Enhanced E–911 Emergency 
Communications Act of 2003, after a public 
comment period of not less than 60 days, pre-
scribing the criteria for selection for grants 
under this section and shall update such reg-
ulations as necessary. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Assistant Secretary not more than 
$500,000,000 for each fiscal year for grants 
under this section.’’. 
SECTION 6. STATE AND LOCAL 911 PRACTICES. 

(a) CERTIFICATION.—Part IV of title VI of 
the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
631 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 642. DIVERSION OF 911 FUNDS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) ASSESSMENT AND AUDIT.—The Commis-

sion shall review, no less frequently than 
twice a year— 

‘‘(A) the imposition of taxes, fees, or other 
charges imposed by States or political sub-
divisions of States that— 

‘‘(i) appear on telecommunications services 
customers’ bills; and 

‘‘(ii) are designated or presented as dedi-
cated to improve emergency communica-
tions services, including 911 services or en-
hanced 911 services, or related to emergency 
communications services operations or im-
provements; and 

‘‘(B) the use of revenues derived from such 
taxes, fees, or charges. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATION.—Each State shall cer-
tify annually to the Commission that no por-
tion of the revenues derived from such taxes, 
fees, or charges have been obligated or ex-
pended for any purpose other than the pur-
poses for which such taxes, fees, or charges 
are designated or presented. 

‘‘(b) NOTIFICATION OF CONGRESS AND THE 
PUBLIC.—If the Commission fails to receive 
the certification described in subsection 
(a)(2), then, within 30 days after the date on 
which such certification was due, the Com-
mission shall cause to be published in the 
Federal Register, and notify the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation and the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of— 

‘‘(1) the identity of each State or political 
subdivision that failed to make the certifi-
cation; and 

‘‘(2) the amount of revenues obligated or 
expended by that State or political subdivi-
sion for any purpose other than the purposes 
for which such taxes, fees, or charges were 
designated or presented. 

‘‘(c) WITHHOLDING OF FUNDS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the As-
sistant Secretary shall withhold any Federal 
grant funds that would otherwise be made 
available under section 159 of the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to a State or 
political subdivision identified by the Com-
mission under subsection (b)(1) in an amount 
not to exceed twice the amount described in 
subsection (b)(2). In lieu of withholding grant 
funds under this subsection, the Secretary 
may require a State or political subdivision 
to repay to the Secretary the appropriate 
amount of funds already disbursed to that 
State or political subdivision.’’. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 
S. 1253. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a min-
imum credit of $200 per month for stay- 
at-home parents, to allow the depend-
ent care credit to be taken against the 
minimum tax, and to allow a 
carryforward of any unused dependent 
care credit; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
have come to the floor today to intro-
duce legislation that will help many 
young families in America meet the fi-
nancial challenges associated with 
raising children. The legislation I am 
introducing attempts to alleviate some 
of the financial costs incurred by the 
more than one out three families when 
one of the parents decides to leave the 
work force to raise children at home. 

Current tax law recognizes that when 
both parents remain in the work force, 
they incur additional child care costs 
because, in order to keep their jobs, 
they have to pay for day care services. 
Current tax law provides a sliding scale 
tax credit that allows parents to claim 
a tax credit of up to 35 percent to offset 
as much as $3,000 of day care costs for 
one child, $6,000 for two or more chil-
dren. The maximum $1,050 tax credit, 
$2,100 for two or more children, phase 
down as income rises. The minimum, 20 
percent credit, applies to families with 
incomes above $43,000. 

I strongly support this dependent 
care tax credit because it makes it 
easier for husbands and wives to main-
tain their careers and provide for their 
families. However, there are many fam-
ilies that have made the decision that 
one of the parents will give up a job in 
order to raise their children. In fact, 
this is a growing trend. In 2001, 37.7 per-
cent of families had one parent at 
home raising the child; that’s up from 
35.3 percent in 1995. And the stay-at- 
home parent is, overwhelmingly, the 
mother. Barely 3.6 percent of stay-at- 
home parents are husbands. 

When a working woman makes the 
decision to interrupt her career to 
raise her child, the family incurs an 
immediate financial penalty. And more 
often than not, the career interruption 
may damage the woman’s future earn-
ings potential, what some have referred 
to as the ‘‘Mommy Track.’’ 

The immediate loss of income when a 
parent leaves the workforce signifi-
cantly changes the family’s lifestyle. 
For example, consider a childless cou-
ple where the husband earns $35,000 and 
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the wife earns $27,000. After paying 
Federal income and payroll taxes, the 
family retains slightly more than 
$50,000 in disposable income. If the fam-
ily has a child, and both parents con-
tinue their careers, after taxes they 
still will keep more than $49,000 of 
their earnings, even if they incur child 
care expenses of $3,000. However, in this 
example, if the father gives up his job, 
the family’s disposable income drops 
by nearly 40 percent to less than 
$32,000. Put another way, the family’s 
monthly income drops from $4,100 to 
$2,700. That’s a difficult adjustment for 
any family, especially one that has to 
incur the additional costs of a new-
born. 

I respect the parents who choose to 
maintain their careers while raising a 
family and the parents who make the 
financial sacrifice to give up their ca-
reers to raise a family. But I believe 
the tax code should treat both equally. 

My legislation attempts to alleviate 
the current inequity in the code by giv-
ing stay-at-home moms or dads a $200 a 
month tax credit. This credit would be 
indexed for inflation. The credit would 
apply until the child reaches the age of 
6. While this credit could never make 
up the financial loss that families face 
when one of the parents stops working, 
it will provide some important finan-
cial relief to these families. In the ex-
ample I cited earlier, if the father did 
not work for a full year, the $2,400 tax 
credit would completely eliminate the 
family’s $1,500 Federal tax bill, giving 
the family that much more to spend on 
their living expenses. 

In addition, under this proposal, any 
unused tax credits could be carried for-
ward indefinitely. Many parents who 
leave the work force to raise their chil-
dren return to work when their kids 
enter school. By allowing the carry for-
ward of unused credits, the parent who 
re-enters the work force will be able to 
keep more of his or her earnings to 
make up for the financial sacrifice 
made when choosing to stay home with 
the family. I think it is only fair that 
society recognize the financial sac-
rifice these parents have made. 

Congress recently acted to eliminate 
the marriage penalty. We should now 
act to eliminate the penalty imposed 
on families when a parent leaves the 
workforce to raise a child at home. It 
makes sense for our families and it is 
good tax policy. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the legislation be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1253 
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 ‘‘Stay-At- 
Home Parents’ Tax Credit Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. MINIMUM CREDIT ALLOWED FOR STAY- 

AT-HOME PARENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 21(e) of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to special 

rules) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MINIMUM CREDIT ALLOWED FOR STAY- 
AT-HOME PARENTS.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (d), in the case of any taxpayer with 
1 or more qualifying individuals described in 
subsection (b)(1)(A) under the age of 6 at any 
time during the taxable year, such taxpayer 
shall be deemed to have employment-related 
expenses with respect to such qualifying in-
dividuals in an amount equal to the greater 
of— 

‘‘(A) the amount of employment-related 
expenses incurred for such qualifying indi-
viduals for the taxable year (determined 
under this section without regard to this 
paragraph), or 

‘‘(B) $200 for each month in such taxable 
year during which such qualifying individual 
is under the age of 6.’’. 

(b) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST MINIMUM 
TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 21(c) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The amount of’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) DOLLAR LIMIT.—The amount of’’, and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 

The credit allowed under subsection (a) for 
any taxable year shall not exceed the excess 
of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section and sec-
tions 23, 24, and 25B) and section 27 for the 
taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) The heading of section 21(c) of such 

Code is amended to read ‘‘LIMITATIONS.—’’. 
(B) Section 26(a)(1) of such Code is amend-

ed by inserting ‘‘21,’’ after ‘‘sections’’. 
(c) CARRYFORWARD OF CREDIT.—Section 21 

of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (relat-
ing to expenses for household and dependent 
care services necessary for gainful employ-
ment) is amended by redesignating sub-
section (f) as subsection (g) and by inserting 
after subsection (e) the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(f) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.—If 
the credit allowable under subsection (a) for 
any taxable year exceeds the limitation im-
posed by subsection (c)(4) for such taxable 
year, such excess shall be carried to the suc-
ceeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such tax-
able year.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2003. 

By Mr. KERRY: 
S. 1254. A bill to amend the Small 

Business Act to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Adminis-
tration to establish a vocational and 
technical entrepreneurship develop-
ment program; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I rise 
today as Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship to introduce the Voca-
tional and Technical Entrepreneurship 
Development Act of 2003, which is the 
companion bill to H.R. 1387, which 
bears the same name and was reintro-
duced in the House by Congressman 
ROBERT BRADY of Pennsylvania earlier 
this year. 

I want to commend Representative 
BRADY for his hard work on behalf of 

small businesses not just from his 
home State of Pennsylvania but for 
every trades industry entrepreneur 
that has ever attempted to open his or 
her own business. 

Often Americans who work in the 
trade sector—construction, plumbing, 
electrical work etc.—enter these pro-
fessions with the goal of one day start-
ing a business; however many of these 
aspiring business owners who partake 
in career training or vocational train-
ing in certain trades, unfortunately, 
fail to obtain the necessary education 
in the successful growth and develop-
ment of their newly formed business. 
This initiative would develop a pro-
gram that allows workers within the 
trades industry to move toward start-
ing a new business. 

The purpose of the Vocational and 
Technical Entrepreneurship Develop-
ment Act is to assist in the develop-
ment of curricula that will encourage 
the successful growth of small busi-
nesses. This legislation passed the 
House last Congress on October 2, 2001 
and was subsequently taken up and 
passed by this Committee last Con-
gress, but was not taken up by the full 
Senate. 

The bill, in a business-education 
partnership, establishes a ‘‘vocational 
entrepreneurship development dem-
onstration program,’’ under which the 
SBA would provide grants, through the 
Small Business Development Centers 
program, to provide technical assist-
ance to high school and technical ca-
reer institutes, Vo-Tech schools, to 
promote small business ownership in 
their curriculum. 

The SBDC program is designed to de-
liver such up-to-date counseling, train-
ing and technical assistance in all as-
pects of small business management 
and is the ideal candidate to provide 
such a program. Each grant awarded 
under this program will be worth over 
$200,000—which, in today’s environment 
where Vo-Tech programs get short- 
changed in government education 
budgets, can do a great deal to help re-
build a worker-strapped trades indus-
try. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
Vocational and Technical Entrepre-
neurship Development Act. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. 
ENSIGN, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. MILLER, Mr. CRAIG, 
and Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 1255. A bill to amend the Small 
Business Act to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Adminis-
tration to establish a pilot program to 
provide regulatory compliance assist-
ance to small business concerns, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join with my distinguished 
colleague from Nevada, Senator JOHN 
ENSIGN, and the cosponsors of our leg-
islation in reintroducing the National 
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Small Business Regulatory Assistance 
Act. 

The bill we are reintroducing today 
is the same Cleland-Kerry legislation 
that was introduced last Congress, and 
it is the companion to Congressman 
SWEENEY’s bill, H.R. 205, which bears 
the same name as our legislation. The 
Sweeney bill recently passed the House 
overwhelmingly, 417–4, with the strong 
support of the House Committee on 
Small Business, as it did in the 107th. 
Our Senate version, which is nearly 
identical to the Sweeney bill, passed 
the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship last year but was not 
taken up by the full Senate. Because 
Senator ENSIGN and I are fully com-
mitted to helping small business own-
ers understand and navigate com-
plicated government regulations, we 
are reintroducing this legislation, the 
National Small Business Regulatory 
Assistance Act. 

Small businesses, particularly small 
businesses with very few employees, 
often face an overwhelming task when 
seeking advice on how to comply with 
Federal regulations, especially when 
implementation varies for different re-
gions of the country, or from state to 
state. Many small businesses fail to 
comply with important and needed 
labor and environmental regulations 
not because they want to break the 
law, but because they are unaware of 
the actions they need to take to com-
ply. Often, small businesses are afraid 
to seek guidance from Federal agencies 
for fear of exposing problems at their 
businesses. 

One important way to help small 
businesses comply with Federal regula-
tions is to provide them with free, con-
fidential advice outside of the normal 
relationship between a small business 
and a regulatory agency. The Small 
Business Administration’s, SBA, Small 
Business Development Centers, SBDCs, 
are in a unique position to provide this 
type of assistance. 

Our bill establishes a pilot program 
to award competitive grants to 20 se-
lected SBDCs, two from each SBA re-
gion, which would allow these SBDCs 
to provide regulatory compliance as-
sistance to small businesses. The SBA 
would be authorized to award grants 
between $150,000 and $300,000, depending 
on the population of the SBDC’s state. 

Under our legislation, the SBDCs 
would need to form partnerships with 
Federal compliance programs, conduct 
educational and training activities and 
offer free-of-charge compliance coun-
seling to small business owners. Fur-
ther, the measure would guarantee pri-
vacy to those who receive compliance 
assistance, which is integral to the 
reaching out to as many small busi-
nesses as possible. This privacy provi-
sion has also been extended to all small 
businesses that seek any assistance 
from their local SBDC. 

The legislation we are reintroducing 
today uses only SBA funds and will 
serve to complement current small 
business development assistance as 

well as existing compliance assistance 
programs. Versions of this legislation 
introduced in previous Congresses used 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
EPA, enforcement funds to pay for 
these grants. 

Small businesses can succeed when it 
comes to complying with Federal regu-
lations, if provided with the necessary 
tools and information. The National 
Small Business Regulatory Assistance 
Act will go a long way toward assisting 
our Nation’s small businesses that 
want to comply with Federal regula-
tions. 

I am pleased to say that we have the 
full support of the Association of Small 
Business Development Centers, which 
has been working closely with us since 
January of last year to draft the Sen-
ate version of this legislation, as well 
as support from National Small Busi-
ness United, the American Industrial 
Hygiene Association, and Congressman 
SWEENEY. 

I want to express my sincere thanks 
to Senator ENSIGN for his hard work 
and continued support on this issue. I 
urge all of my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself and 
Mr. LUGAR); 

S. 1256. A bill to protect the critical 
aquifers and watersheds that serve as a 
principal water supply for Puerto Rico, 
to protect the tropical forests of the 
Karst Region, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I am 
proud to introduce, along with Senator 
LUGAR, the Puerto Rico Karst Con-
servation Act of 2003. 

This very important bill will provide 
protection for Puerto Rico’s karst re-
gion by helping to maintain biodiver-
sity within the tropical forest eco-
system and to protect its valuable 
aquifers and watersheds. The area is 
threatened by development which, if 
unabated, could cause permanent dam-
age to its outstanding natural and en-
vironmental assets. 

Karst is permeable and soluble lime-
stone that originated millions of years 
ago. The land identified in the bill con-
tains the last remnants of tropical for-
ests that once covered the island. This 
area, including the habitats of many 
endangered and threatened species and 
tropical birds, is home to over 1,300 
species of plants and animals. 

The area also provides drinking 
water through subterranean aquifers to 
many of the island’s citizens. Sixty- 
four percent of Puerto Rico’s aquifer 
area is contained within the northern 
karst belt. This aquifer area discharges 
approximately 120 million gallons of 
water per day, of which the citizens of 
Puerto Rico consume 52 million gallons 
per day. The pharmaceutical industry 
is one of the mainstays of Puerto 
Rico’s economy and it is dependent on 
the area’s fresh water supplies as well. 

An August 2001 U.S. Forest Service 
report, Puerto Rican Karst: A Vital Re-

source, documents the ecologically 
unique and scientifically valuable 
karst region, stating ‘‘the northern 
limestone contains Puerto Rico’s most 
extensive freshwater aquifer, largest 
continuous expanse of mature forest, 
and largest coastal wetlands, estu-
ary,and underground cave system. The 
karst belt is extremely diverse, and its 
multiple land forms, concentrated in 
such a small area, make it unique in 
the world.’’ It should come as no sur-
prise, then, that Forest Service Chief 
dale Bosworth has expressed his strong 
support for the protection of the karst. 

The Puerto Rico Karst Conservation 
Act of 2003 authorizes the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry out land acquisi-
tion by using funds from a Conserva-
tion Fund created by the Act, and from 
the Forest Legacy Program, the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund and 
other sources. The legislation also au-
thorizes the Secretary to make grants 
to and enter into agreements with the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, other 
federal agencies, organizations, and 
corporations for the acquisition, pro-
tection, and management of land in the 
region. In addition, the bill makes this 
region eligible for inclusion under the 
Forest Legacy Program. 

I want to thank Senator LUGAR for 
co-sponsoring the Puerto Rico Karst 
Conservation Act of 2003. His strong 
support for this legislation and his 
steadfast commitment to tropical for-
est conservation is invaluable. It is 
also important to note that Represent-
ative ACEVEDO-VILÁ and Representa-
tive DUNCAN have just introduced this 
measure in the House of Representa-
tives where, I’m told, it has strong bi- 
partisan support. 

I am proud to introduce this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this important bill. I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1256 
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 ‘‘Puerto Rico 
Karst Conservation Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) in the Karst Region of the Common-

wealth of Puerto Rico there are— 
(A) some of the largest areas of tropical 

forests in Puerto Rico, with a higher density 
of tree species than any other area in the 
Commonwealth; and 

(B) unique geological formations that are 
critical to the maintenance of aquifers and 
watersheds that constitute a principal water 
supply for much of the Commonwealth; 

(2) the Karst Region is threatened by de-
velopment that, if unchecked, could perma-
nently damage the aquifers and cause irrep-
arable damage to natural and environmental 
assets that are unique to the United States; 

(3) the Commonwealth has 1 of the highest 
population densities in the United States, 
which makes the protection of the Karst Re-
gion imperative for the maintenance of the 
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public health and welfare of the citizens of 
the Commonwealth; 

(4) the Karst Region— 
(A) possesses extraordinary ecological di-

versity, including the habitats of several en-
dangered and threatened species and tropical 
migrants; and 

(B) is an area of critical value to research 
in tropical forest management; and 

(5) coordinated efforts at land protection 
by the Federal Government and the Com-
monwealth are necessary to conserve the en-
vironmentally critical Karst Region. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

(1) to authorize and support conservation 
efforts to acquire, manage, and protect the 
tropical forest areas of the Karst Region, 
with particular emphasis on water quality 
and the protection of the aquifers that are 
vital to the health and wellbeing of the citi-
zens of the Commonwealth; and 

(2) to promote cooperation among the 
Commonwealth, Federal agencies, corpora-
tions, organizations, and individuals in those 
conservation efforts. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) COMMONWEALTH.—The term ‘‘Common-

wealth’’ means the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico. 

(2) FOREST LEGACY PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘Forest Legacy Program’’ means the pro-
gram established under section 7 of the Coop-
erative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2103c). 

(3) FUND.—The term ‘‘Fund’’ means the 
Puerto Rico Karst Conservation Fund estab-
lished by section 5. 

(4) KARST REGION.—The term ‘‘Karst Re-
gion’’ means the areas in the Commonwealth 
generally depicted on the map entitled 
‘‘Karst Region Conservation Area’’ and dated 
March 2001, which shall be on file and avail-
able for public inspection in— 

(A) the Office of the Secretary, Puerto 
Rico Department of Natural and Environ-
mental Resources; and 

(B) the Office of the Chief of the Forest 
Service. 

(5) LAND.—The term ‘‘land’’ includes land, 
water, and an interest in land or water. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 
SEC. 4. CONSERVATION OF THE KARST REGION. 

(a) FEDERAL COOPERATION AND ASSIST-
ANCE.—In furtherance of the acquisition, pro-
tection, and management of land in and ad-
jacent to the Karst Region and in imple-
menting related natural resource conserva-
tion strategies, the Secretary may— 

(1) make grants to and enter into contracts 
and cooperative agreements with the Com-
monwealth, other Federal agencies, organi-
zations, corporations, and individuals; and 

(2) use all authorities available to the Sec-
retary, including— 

(A) the Forest and Rangeland Renewable 
Resources Research Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1641 
et seq.); 

(B) section 1472 of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3318); and 

(C) section 12 of the Stevenson–Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3710a). 

(b) FUNDING SOURCES.—The activities au-
thorized by this section may be carried out 
using— 

(1) amounts in the Fund; 
(2) amounts in the fund established by sec-

tion 4(b) of the Forest and Rangeland Renew-
able Resources Research Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 1643(b)); 

(3) funds appropriated from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund; 

(4) funds appropriated for the Forest Leg-
acy Program; and 

(5) any other funds made available for 
those activities. 

(c) MANAGEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Land acquired under this 

Act shall be managed, in accordance with 
the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Re-
sources Research Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1641 et 
seq.), in a manner to protect and conserve 
the water quality and aquifers and the geo-
logical, ecological, fish and wildlife, and 
other natural values of the Karst Region. 

(2) FAILURE TO MANAGE AS REQUIRED.—In 
any deed, grant, contract, or cooperative 
agreement implementing this Act and the 
Forest Legacy Program in the Common-
wealth, the Secretary may require that, if 
land acquired by the Commonwealth or other 
cooperating entity under this Act is sold or 
conveyed in whole or part, or is not managed 
in conformity with paragraph (1), title to the 
land shall, at the discretion of the Secretary, 
vest in the United States. 

(d) WILLING SELLERS.—Any land acquired 
by the Secretary in the Karst Region shall 
be acquired only from a willing seller. 

(e) RELATION TO OTHER AUTHORITIES.— 
Nothing in this Act— 

(1) diminishes any other authority that the 
Secretary may have to acquire, protect, and 
manage land and natural resources in the 
Commonwealth; or 

(2) exempts the Federal Government from 
Commonwealth water laws. 
SEC. 5. PUERTO RICO KARST CONSERVATION 

FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury an interest bearing account 
to be known as the ‘‘Puerto Rico Karst Con-
servation Fund’’. 

(b) CREDITS TO FUNDS.—There shall be 
credited to the Fund— 

(1) amounts appropriated to the Fund; 
(2) all amounts donated to the Fund; 
(3) all amounts generated from the Carib-

bean National Forest that would, but for this 
paragraph, be deposited as miscellaneous re-
ceipts in the Treasury of the United States, 
but not including amounts authorized by law 
for payments to the Commonwealth or au-
thorized by law for retention by the Sec-
retary for any purpose; 

(4) all amounts received by the Adminis-
trator of General Services from the disposal 
of surplus real property in the Common-
wealth under subtitle I of title 40, United 
States Code; and 

(5) interest derived from amounts in the 
Fund. 

(c) USE OF FUND.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be available to the Secretary until ex-
pended, without further appropriation, to 
carry out section 4. 
SEC. 6. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) DONATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may accept 

donations, including land and money, made 
by public and private agencies, corporations, 
organizations, and individuals in furtherance 
of the purposes of this Act. 

(2) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—The Secretary 
may accept donations even if the donor con-
ducts business with or is regulated by the 
Department of Agriculture or any other Fed-
eral agency. 

(3) APPLICABLE LAW.—Public Law 95–442 (7 
U.S.C. 2269) shall apply to donations accept-
ed by the Secretary under this subsection. 

(b) RELATION TO FOREST LEGACY PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—All land in the Karst Re-
gion shall be eligible for inclusion in the 
Forest Legacy Program. 

(2) COST SHARING.—The Secretary may 
credit donations made under subsection (a) 
to satisfy any cost-sharing requirements of 
the Forest Legacy Program. 

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
There are authorized to be appropriated 

such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

By Mr. COLEMAN 
S. 1257. A bill to conduct statewide 

demonstration projects to improve 
health care quality and to reduce costs 
under the medicare program under 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
and to conduct a study on payment in-
centives and performance under the 
Medicare+Choice program under such 
title; to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill I introduce today to improve 
health care quality and reduce costs 
under the Medicare program be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1257 
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 ‘‘Medicare 
Payment for Quality and Value Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS TO IMPROVE 

HEALTH CARE QUALITY AND RE-
DUCE COSTS UNDER MEDICARE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—The term 

‘‘demonstration project’’ means a dem-
onstration project established by the Sec-
retary under subsection (b)(1). 

(2) LOW-COST HIGH-QUALITY STATE.—The 
term ‘‘low-cost high-quality State’’ means a 
State in the top quartile of cost and quality 
efficiency as measured by the Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services using 1999 pro-
gram data. 

(3) MEDICARE BENEFICIARY.—The term 
‘‘medicare beneficiary’’ means an individual 
who is entitled to (or enrolled for) benefits 
under part A of the medicare program, en-
rolled for benefits under part B of the medi-
care program, or both (including an indi-
vidual who is enrolled in a Medicare+Choice 
plan under part C of the medicare program). 

(4) MEDICARE PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘medi-
care program’’ means the health benefits 
program under title XVIII of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.). 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

(b) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS TO IMPROVE 
HEALTH CARE QUALITY AND REDUCE COSTS 
UNDER MEDICARE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
demonstration program under which the Sec-
retary shall establish demonstration projects 
in accordance with the provisions of this sec-
tion for the purpose of improving the quality 
of care— 

(A) provided to medicare beneficiaries with 
high-volume and high-cost conditions; and 

(B) for which payment is made under the 
medicare program. 

(2) REWARDING QUALITY CARE.—Under the 
demonstration projects, the Secretary shall 
increase payments under the medicare pro-
gram by an amount determined by the Sec-
retary for purposes of the demonstration 
projects to health care providers (as defined 
by the Secretary) in low-cost high-quality 
States that demonstrate adherence to qual-
ity standards identified by the Secretary for 
purposes of the demonstration projects. 

(c) CONDUCT OF DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECTS.— 
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(1) DEMONSTRATION AREAS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct demonstration projects in low-cost 
high-quality States selected on the basis of 
proposals submitted under subparagraph (B). 
Each demonstration project shall be con-
ducted on a statewide basis. 

(B) PROPOSALS.—The Secretary shall ac-
cept proposals to establish the demonstra-
tion projects from entities that demonstrate 
an intent to include multiple public and pri-
vate payers and a majority of practicing 
physicians in a low-cost high-quality State. 

(2) DURATION.—The Secretary shall com-
plete the demonstration projects by the date 
that is 5 years after the date on which the 
first demonstration project is implemented. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
the date that is 6 months after the date on 
which the demonstration projects end, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
on the demonstration projects together with 
such recommendations for legislation or ad-
ministrative action as the Secretary deter-
mines is appropriate. 

(e) WAIVER OF MEDICARE REQUIREMENTS.— 
The Secretary shall waive compliance with 
such requirements of the medicare program 
to the extent and for the period the Sec-
retary finds necessary to conduct the dem-
onstration projects. 

(f) FUNDING.— 
(1) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B) and paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
provide for the transfer from the Federal 
Hospital Insurance Trust Fund under section 
1817 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395i) and Federal Supplementary Insurance 
Trust Fund under section 1841 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395t), in such proportion as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate, of such funds 
as are necessary for the costs of carrying out 
the demonstration projects under this sec-
tion. 

(B) LIMITATION.—In conducting the dem-
onstration projects under this section, the 
Secretary shall ensure that the aggregate 
payments made by the Secretary under the 
medicare program do not exceed the amount 
which the Secretary would have paid under 
the medicare program if the demonstration 
projects under this section were not imple-
mented. 

(2) EVALUATION AND REPORT.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated such sums as are 
necessary for the purpose of developing and 
submitting the report to Congress under sub-
section (d). 
SEC. 3. INSTITUTE OF MEDICINE REPORT ON 

PAYMENT INCENTIVES AND PER-
FORMANCE UNDER THE 
MEDICARE+CHOICE PROGRAM. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Health and 
Human Services shall enter into an arrange-
ment with the Institute of Medicine of the 
National Academy of Sciences under which 
the Institute shall conduct a study on clin-
ical outcomes, performance, and quality of 
care under the Medicare+Choice program 
under part C of title XVIII of the Social Se-
curity Act. 

(b) MATTERS STUDIED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In conducting the study 

under subsection (a), the Institute shall re-
view and evaluate the public and private sec-
tor experience related to the establishment 
of performance measures and payment incen-
tives. The review shall include an evaluation 
of the success, efficiency, and utility of 
structural process and performance measure-
ments, and different methodologies that link 
performance to payment incentives. The re-
view shall include the use of incentives— 

(A) aimed at plans and their enrollees; 
(B) aimed at providers and their patients; 
(C) to encourage consumers to purchase 

based on quality and value; and 

(D) to encourage multiple purchasers, pro-
viders, beneficiaries, and plans within a com-
munity to work together to improve per-
formance. 

(2) IDENTIFICATION OF OPTIONS.—As part of 
the study, the Institute shall identify op-
tions for providing incentives and rewarding 
performance, improve quality, outcomes, 
and efficiency in the delivery of programs 
and services under the Medicare+Choice pro-
gram, including— 

(A) periodic updates of performance meas-
urements to continue rewarding outstanding 
performance and encourage improvements; 

(B) payments that vary by type of plan, 
such as preferred provider organization plans 
and MSA plans; 

(C) extension of incentives in the 
Medicare+Choice program to the fee for serv-
ice program under title XVIII of the Social 
Security Act; and 

(D) performance measures needed to imple-
ment alternative methodologies to align 
payments with performance. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Institute shall submit to Congress and 
the Secretary a report on the study con-
ducted under subsection (a). 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 167—RECOG-
NIZING THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE FOUNDING OF THE HAR-
LEY-DAVIDSON MOTOR COM-
PANY, WHICH HAS BEEN A SIG-
NIFICANT PART OF THE SOCIAL, 
ECONOMIC, AND CULTURAL HER-
ITAGE OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND MANY OTHER NATIONS AND 
A LEADING FORCE FOR PROD-
UCT AND MANUFACTURING IN-
NOVATION THROUGHOUT THE 
20TH CENTURY 

Mr. CAMPBELL (for himself, Mr. 
KOHL, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. SANTORUM) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 167 

Whereas in 1903, boyhood friends, hobby de-
signers, and tinkerers William S. Harley, 
then 21 years old, and Arthur Davidson, then 
20 years old, completed the design and manu-
facture of their first motorcycle, with help 
from Arthur Davidson’s brothers, Walter Da-
vidson and William A. Davidson; 

Whereas, also in 1903, Harley and the Da-
vidson brothers completed 2 additional mo-
torcycles in a makeshift ‘‘factory’’ shed in 
the Davidson family’s backyard at the cor-
ner of 38th Street and Highland Boulevard in 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; 

Whereas the design features and construc-
tion quality of the early Harley-Davidson 
motorcycles proved significantly more inno-
vative and durable than most other motor-
cycles of the era, giving Harley-Davidson a 
distinct competitive advantage; 

Whereas in 1905, Walter Davidson won the 
first of many motorcycle competition 
events, giving rise to a strong tradition of 
victory in motorcycle racing that continues 
today; 

Whereas in 1906, Harley-Davidson Motor 
Company constructed its first building, fi-
nanced by the Davidsons’ uncle James 
McClay, on the site of the Company’s cur-
rent world headquarters one block north of 
the Davidson home site, and manufactured 50 
motorcycles that year; 

Whereas in 1907, Harley-Davidson Motor 
Company was incorporated and its 18 em-
ployees purchased shares; 

Whereas in 1908, the first motorcycle for 
police duty was delivered to the Detroit Po-
lice Department, beginning Harley- 
Davidson’s long and close relationship with 
law enforcement agencies; 

Whereas in 1909, to enhance power and per-
formance, Harley-Davidson added a second 
cylinder to its motorcycle, giving birth to its 
hallmark 45-degree V-Twin configuration 
and the legendary Harley-Davidson sound; 

Whereas during the years 1907 through 1913, 
manufacturing space at least doubled every 
year, reaching nearly 300,000 square feet by 
1914; 

Whereas Arthur Davidson, during Harley- 
Davidson’s formative years, set up a world-
wide dealer network that would serve as the 
focal point of the company’s ‘‘close to the 
customer’’ philosophy; 

Whereas Harley-Davidson, early in its his-
tory began marketing motorcycles as a sport 
and leisure pursuit, thus laying the ground-
work for long-term prosperity; 

Whereas in 1916, Harley-Davidson launched 
‘‘The Enthusiast’’ magazine, which today is 
the longest running continuously published 
motorcycle magazine in the world; 

Whereas also in 1916, Harley-Davidson mo-
torcycles saw their first military duty in 
skirmishes in border disputes along the 
United States border with Mexico; 

Whereas in World War I, Harley-Davidson 
supplied 17,000 motorcycles for dispatch and 
scouting use by the Allied armed forces, and 
whereas the first Allied soldier to enter Ger-
many after the signing of the Armistice was 
riding a Harley-Davidson motorcycle; 

Whereas by 1920, Harley-Davidson was the 
world’s largest motorcycle manufacturer, 
both in terms of floor space and production, 
with continual engineering and design inno-
vation; 

Whereas during the Great Depression of 
the 1930s, the company survived when all but 
1 other domestic motorcycle manufacturer 
failed, on the strength of its product quality, 
the loyalty of its employees, dealers, and 
customers, steady police and commercial 
business, and a growing international pres-
ence; 

Whereas in 1936, Harley-Davidson dem-
onstrated foresight, resolve, and faith in the 
future by introducing the company’s first 
overhead valve engine, the ‘‘Knucklehead’’ 
as it would come to be known, on its Model 
EL motorcycle, thus establishing the widely 
recognized classic Harley Davidson look and 
the company’s reputation for styling; 

Whereas Harley-Davidson workers in 1937 
elected to be represented by the United Auto 
Workers of America, thus launching a proud 
tradition of working with Harley-Davidson 
to further build the company through advo-
cacy and the development of effective pro-
grams and policies; 

Whereas William H. Davidson, son of the 
late founder William A. Davidson, became 
president of Harley-Davidson in 1942 and 
would lead the company until 1971; 

Whereas Harley-Davidson built more than 
90,000 motorcycles for United States and Al-
lied armed forces use during World War II, 
earning 4 Army-Navy ‘‘E’’ Awards for excel-
lence in wartime production; 

Whereas Harley-Davidson, during the 1950s 
and 1960s, recharged its sales and popularity 
with new models, including the Sportster 
and the Electra Glide, new engines, and 
other technological advances; 

Whereas the Company developed the con-
cept of the ‘‘factory custom’’ motorcycle 
with the 1971 introduction of the Super Glide 
and the 1977 Low Rider, under the design 
leadership of William ‘‘Willie G’’ Davidson, 
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vice president of Styling and grandson of 
company founder William A. Davidson; 

Whereas since 1980, as a national corporate 
sponsor of the Muscular Dystrophy Associa-
tion, Harley-Davidson has raised more than 
$40,000,000 through company, dealer, cus-
tomer, and supplier contributions, to fund 
research and health services; 

Whereas in 1981, a group of 13 Harley-Da-
vidson executives, led by chairman and CEO 
Vaughn Beals purchased Harley-Davidson 
from its then corporate parent AMF Incor-
porated; 

Whereas by 1986, Harley-Davidson, against 
incredible odds, restored the company’s rep-
utation for quality and innovation and re-
turned the company to vitality, thus ensur-
ing a highly successful initial public stock 
offering; 

Whereas throughout the 1980s and 1990s, 
Harley-Davidson became a national role 
model for positive labor-management rela-
tions, product innovation, manufacturing 
quality and efficiency and phenomenal 
growth; 

Whereas President Ronald Reagan, Presi-
dent William J. Clinton, and President 
George W. Bush all have visited Harley-Da-
vidson manufacturing facilities and extolled 
the example set by Harley Davidson through 
its practices; 

Whereas the Harley Owners Group, with 
more than 800,000 members and 1,200 chapters 
worldwide, is celebrating its 20th anniver-
sary year in 2003 as a driving force in the 
company’s heralded ‘‘close to the customer’’ 
operating philosophy; and 

Whereas Harley-Davidson Motor Company 
is today the world’s leading seller of large 
displacement (651 cc plus) motorcycles, with 
annual revenues in excess of $4,000,000,000, 
annual motorcycle shipments in excess of 
290,000 units, strong international sales, and 
17 consecutive years of annual revenue and 
earnings growth since becoming a publicly 
held company: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the achievements of Harley- 

Davidson Motor Company, widely regarded 
as a tremendous American business success 
story and one of the top performing compa-
nies in America, as its employees, retirees, 
suppliers, dealers, customers, motorcycle en-
thusiasts, and friends worldwide commemo-
rate and celebrate its 100th anniversary 
milestone; 

(2) recognizes the great impact that Har-
ley-Davidson has had on the business, social, 
and cultural landscape and lives of Ameri-
cans and citizens of all nations, as a quin-
tessential icon of Americana; and 

(3) congratulates the Harley-Davidson 
Motor Company for this achievement and 
trusts that Harley-Davidson will have an 
even greater impact in the 21st century and 
beyond as a leading force for innovative busi-
ness practices and products that will con-
tinue to provide enjoyment, transportation, 
and delight for generations to come. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, 
today I am submitting a resolution to 
pay tribute to the Harley-Davidson 
Motor Company in honor of this great 
American company’s 100th anniver-
sary. I am pleased to be joined by my 
colleagues, Senator KOHL, ALLARD and 
SANTORUM. 

As a long-time Harley-Davidson 
rider, I have enjoyed many years of 
satisfaction with the company and its 
legendary machines. 

I can tell you that there is no better 
way to enjoy Colorado’s great scenic 
beauty than from the saddle of a Har-
ley-Davidson, the freedom of the open 
road and the often imitated, but never 

duplicated, throaty roar of an Amer-
ican-made machine is something that I 
have thoroughly enjoyed for countless 
thousands of miles. 

Harley-Davidson not only makes 
great motorcycles, it also exemplifies 
the kind of company that I am proud 
to support. From its humble begin-
nings in a small 10 foot by 15 foot shed 
in a Milwaukee backyard in 1903, this 
company had its share of good times 
and bad. The Great Depression was a 
major blow to the American motor-
cycle industry, and when the dust fi-
nally cleared Harley-Davidson was one 
of only two U.S. motorcycle manufac-
turers left standing. 

And it is a good thing that Harley- 
Davidson survived because when World 
War II erupted, our country needed to 
call on Harley-Davidson to build bikes 
for U.S. and Allied troops. Many of the 
military orders and other intelligence 
messages that were vital to achieving 
victory would not have been delivered 
to the front lines if it had not been for 
brave G.I. messengers riding Harley- 
Davidson motorcycles. 

Following the Allied Victory in War 
World II, the Harley-Davidson Com-
pany refocused on developing new 
styles of motorcycles for the individual 
American consumer to enjoy. The com-
pany’s second generation of manage-
ment brought fresh ideas that helped 
usher-in the celebrated ‘‘motorcycle 
culture’’ of the 1950’s and 60’s. 

When Harley-Davidson hit a rough 
patch of road in the 1980’s it was a dar-
ing combination of re-found independ-
ence, innovation and serious re-engi-
neering that brought this legendary 
company back from the brink. Harley- 
Davidson successfully carried out a 
classic textbook comeback that exem-
plifies many of our nation’s best traits: 
independence, daring, grit, tenacity, 
smarts, and a penchant for continuous 
innovation and progress while remain-
ing firmly rooted in our heritage. 

On that note, I conclude my tribute 
to the people of Harley-Davidson with 
my congratulations on 100 amazing 
years. I, and many others, look forward 
to many more. 

I urge my colleagues to join us in 
supporting passage of this important 
resolution. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 168—DESIG-
NATING MAY 2004 AS ‘‘NATIONAL 
MOTORCYCLE SAFETY AND 
AWARENESS MONTH’’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL (for himself and Mr. 
ALLARD) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 168 

Whereas the United States of America is 
the world leader in motorcycle safety, pro-
moting education, training, and motorcycle 
awareness; 

Whereas motorcycles occupy a very impor-
tant position in the history of this Nation 
and of the world; 

Whereas over two-thirds of car-motorcycle 
crashes and nearly one-half of all motorcycle 

crashes are caused by car drivers, not by mo-
torcyclists; 

Whereas of the 1,400 fatal car-motorcycle 
crashes in 2001, 36 percent involved another 
vehicle violating the motorcyclist’s right-of- 
way by turning left while the motorcycle 
was going straight, passing, or overtaking 
the vehicle; 

Whereas although the motorcycling com-
munity has made efforts to mitigate these 
right-of-way crashes through enhancing mo-
torcycle awareness via billboards, posters, 
media, and other campaigns, the message to 
‘‘watch for motorcycles’’ continues to go 
unheeded by the general motoring public; 

Whereas the motorcycling community has 
invested considerable time and effort to im-
prove its safety record through safety initia-
tives such as increased rider training and li-
censing campaigns, but many times demand 
for rider training exceeds enrollment capac-
ity and the programs often lack support 
from the larger traffic safety community; 

Whereas the larger traffic safety commu-
nity, highway designers, law enforcement, 
the medical community, designers of other 
vehicles, government, researchers working 
in related areas, insurers, and all road users 
can accomplish much more toward improv-
ing motorcycle safety; 

Whereas the motorcycle is an efficient ve-
hicle which conserves fuel, has little impact 
on our overworked roads and highway sys-
tem, is an important mode of transportation 
involving such activities as commuting, 
touring, and recreation, and promotes friend-
ship by attracting riders from all over the 
world through various clubs and organiza-
tions; 

Whereas the month of May marks the tra-
ditional start of the motorcycle riding sea-
son; and 

Whereas, due to the increased number of 
motorcycles on the road, it is appropriate to 
set aside the month of May 2004 to promote 
motorcycle awareness and safety and to en-
courage all citizens to safely share the roads 
and highways of this great Nation by paying 
extra attention to those citizens who ride 
motorcycles: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates May 2004 as ‘‘National Mo-

torcycle Safety and Awareness Month’’; and 
(2) requests that the President issue a 

proclamation calling upon the people of the 
United States to observe the month with ap-
propriate ceremonies and activities. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, 
today I submit a resolution to des-
ignate May 2004 as National Motor-
cycle Safety and Awareness Month. As 
many of you know, the month of May 
marks the traditional start of the mo-
torcycle riding season. 

Motorcycles have become a big part 
of the American landscape and occupy 
a very important position in the his-
tory of this Nation. The use of motor-
cycles has served this country well 
through numerous military campaigns 
as well as playing a pivotal role in law 
enforcement. For many Americans, 
motorcycles have become their sole 
source of transportation and for others, 
a form of weekend recreation. Accord-
ing to the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, there are well 
over four million motorcycles reg-
istered in this country. It is no secret 
that the United States is viewed as the 
world’s leader in motorcycle safety and 
motorcycle awareness. 

As a motorcycle enthusiast for more 
than 50 years, I am concerned that 
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more needs to be done to educate the 
general motoring public about motor-
cycle safety and awareness. According 
to the American Motorcycle Associa-
tion, over two-thirds of car-motorcycle 
crashes, and nearly half of all motor-
cycle crashes are caused by auto driv-
ers, not by motorcyclists. Think of it: 
Most drivers, when leaving an intersec-
tion, look right and left for cars and 
trucks, not always for motorcycles. Of 
the 1,400 fatal car-motorcycle crashes 
in 2001, 36 percent involved another ve-
hicle violating the motorcyclist’s 
right-of-way by turning left while the 
motorcycle was going straight, pass-
ing, or overtaking the vehicle. These 
statistics can and must be addressed. 

The motorcycling community has 
made efforts to mitigate these right-of- 
way crashes through enhancing motor-
cycle awareness via bill boards, post-
ers, media and other campaigns, the 
message to ‘‘watch for motorcycles’’ 
continues to go unheeded by the gen-
eral motoring public—not inten-
tionally I am sure. 

In addition, the motorcycling com-
munity has invested considerable time 
and effort to improve its safety record 
through safety initiatives such as in-
creased rider training and licensing 
campaigns, but the programs are over- 
utilized and underfunded and often 
lack support from the larger traffic 
safety community. 

Clearly enough is not being done by 
motorists to take extra care in looking 
for motorcyclists and conversely, mo-
torcyclists need to take an active roll 
in protecting themselves as well. 

As we continue to move through the 
riding season, I will continue to work 
with my colleagues here in the Senate 
and motorcycle rights groups such as 
the National Coalition of Motorcy-
clists, the American Motorcycle Riders 
Foundation to find solutions to edu-
cate the general motoring public about 
motorcycle safety and awareness. This 
resolution is a strong, positive step in 
the right direction to help achieve this 
goal. 

For all the motorcyclists who have 
been injured through no fault of their 
own, and for the many thousands of 
others who will be injured this year 
and for every year to come for quite 
some time, I encourage my colleagues 
to join this effort to help raise the 
awareness Nationwide of all motorized 
vehicle operators of motorcycles and 
those who operate them. To do nothing 
invites more needless and preventable 
injury and death to far too many inno-
cent Americans. 

I urge my colleagues to join us in 
supporting passage of this important 
resolution. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 169—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT THE UNITED 
STATES POSTAL SERVICE 
SHOULD ISSUE A POSTAGE 
STAMP COMMEMORATING ANNE 
FRANK 
Mrs. CLINTON submitted the fol-

lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

S. RES. 169 

Whereas Anne Frank and her family fled 
Nazi persecution of Jews in Germany and 
sought safety by moving to Amsterdam, the 
Netherlands; 

Whereas subsequent Nazi occupation of the 
Netherlands forced the Frank family to go 
into hiding in an annex located above the of-
fice of Anne’s father; 

Whereas Anne Frank and her family spent 
25 months in hiding, during which time Anne 
Frank kept a diary of her life and experi-
ences; 

Whereas Anne Frank and her family were 
eventually betrayed to the Nazis; 

Whereas Anne Frank died in March 1945 in 
the Bergen-Belsen Nazi concentration camp; 

Whereas Anne Frank was 1 of approxi-
mately 1,500,000 Jewish children who died at 
the hands of the Nazis during World War II; 

Whereas Anne Frank’s diary, published by 
her father after the end of the war, has be-
come 1 of the most widely read memoirs of 
the Holocaust; 

Whereas ‘‘The Diary of Anne Frank’’ has 
been translated into more than 67 languages 
and has sold more than 31,000,000 copies 
worldwide; 

Whereas ‘‘The Diary of Anne Frank’’ is the 
first educational encounter with the Holo-
caust for many American students; 

Whereas the story of Anne Frank has been 
repeatedly portrayed in motion pictures and 
theatrical productions; 

Whereas millions of Americans have come 
to identify with Anne Frank and she has be-
come an inspiration to children of all faiths; 

Whereas Anne Frank is thought of as a rep-
resentative of children throughout the world 
who find themselves in situations of war, 
subjugation, and oppression; 

Whereas Anne Frank represents the vic-
tims of the Holocaust and serves as an en-
during symbol of bravery, hope, and toler-
ance in the face of harsh and brutal condi-
tions; 

Whereas ‘‘The Diary of Anne Frank’’ has 
proven beneficial in assisting young people 
in dealing with issues of discrimination, big-
otry, and hate crimes; and 

Whereas Anne Frank would have been 75 
years old in 2004: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) the United States Postal Service should 
issue a postage stamp commemorating Anne 
Frank; and 

(2) the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Postmaster 
General that such a stamp be issued. 

Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, Today 
is Anne Frank’s birthday. If she had 
survived the horror of the Bergen-Bel-
sen concentration camp, then she 
would have been 74 years old. But she 
did not survive and because of her mov-
ing and thoughtful diary, the world got 
to know her and understand what it 
was like living in that apartment dur-
ing the Nazis’ reign of terror. Anne 
Frank’s diary has educated generations 
around the world about tolerance and 
dignity. It has left a mark in a way 

that few books can, and the world is a 
better place because of Anne Frank’s 
story. 

That is why I am proud to submit a 
resolution expressing the sense of the 
Senate that the United States Postal 
Service should issue a postage stamp 
commemorating Anne Frank and the 
Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Committee 
should recommend to the Postmaster 
General that such a stamp be issued. 

Anne Frank was born on June 12, 
1929, in Frankfurt, Germany to a Ger-
man-Jewish family. She and her family 
fled the Nazi persecution of Jews in 
Germany and sought safety by moving 
to Amsterdam, the Netherlands. Fol-
lowing the Nazi occupation of the 
Netherlands, Anne Frank and her fam-
ily were forced into hiding in an annex 
located above her father’s office. The 
family spent 25 months in hiding which 
Anne Frank described in her diary. 

The family was betrayed and turned 
over to the Nazis. Anne Frank was im-
prisoned in the Bergen-Belsen Nazi 
concentration camp, where she died in 
March 1945. She was one of approxi-
mately 1,500,000 Jewish children who 
died at the hands of the Nazis during 
World War II. In the midst of this un-
thinkable horror, her diary survived, 
and was published by her father after 
the end of the war. It has become one 
of the most widely read memoirs of the 
Holocaust experience. It has been 
translated into more than 67 languages 
and has touched people around the 
world. 

The Diary of Anne Frank holds a spe-
cial place of honor in the United 
States. It is the first educational en-
counter with the Holocaust for many 
American students. It has been repeat-
edly dramatized in motion pictures and 
in the theater. Millions of Americans 
have come to identify with Anne 
Frank. She has become an inspiration 
to children of all faiths and assists 
young people deal with important 
issues such as discrimination, bigotry 
and hate crimes. 

Anne Frank serves as an enduring 
symbol of bravery, hope, and tolerance 
in the face of harsh and brutal condi-
tions. A commemorative postage stamp 
would be a meaningful way for Ameri-
cans to honor Anne Frank’s inextin-
guishable courage and dignity. I urge 
my colleagues to co-sponsor this reso-
lution and assist our efforts to con-
vince the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory 
Committee to recommend the issuance 
of a postage stamp commemorating 
Anne Frank. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 170—DESIG-
NATING THE YEARS 2004 AND 2005 
AS ‘‘YEARS OF FOREIGN LAN-
GUAGE STUDY’’ 

Mr. DODD (for himself and Mr. COCH-
RAN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. Res. 170 

Whereas according to the European Com-
mission Directorate General for Education 
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and Culture, 52.7 percent of Europeans speak 
both their native language and another lan-
guage fluently; 

Whereas the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 names foreign lan-
guage study as part of a core curriculum 
that includes English, mathematics, science, 
civics, economics, arts, history, and geog-
raphy; 

Whereas according to the Joint Center for 
International Language, foreign language 
study increases a student’s cognitive and 
critical thinking abilities; 

Whereas according to the American Coun-
cil on the Teaching of Foreign Languages, 
foreign language study increases a student’s 
ability to compare and contrast cultural 
concepts; 

Whereas according to a 1992 report by the 
College Entrance Examination Board, stu-
dents with 4 or more years in foreign lan-
guage study scored higher on the verbal sec-
tion of the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 
than students who did not; 

Whereas the Higher Education Act of 1965 
labels foreign language study as vital to se-
cure the future economic welfare of the 
United States in a growing international 
economy; 

Whereas the Higher Education Act of 1965 
recommends encouraging businesses and for-
eign language study programs to work in a 
mutually productive relationship which ben-
efits the Nation’s future economic interest; 

Whereas according to the Centers for Inter-
national Business Education and Research 
program, foreign language study provides 
the ability to both gain a comprehensive un-
derstanding of and interact with the cultures 
of United States trading partners, and thus 
establishes a solid foundation for successful 
economic relationships; 

Whereas Report 107–592 of the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives concludes that 
American multinational corporations and 
nongovernmental organizations do not have 
the people with the foreign language abili-
ties and cultural exposure that are needed. 

Whereas the 2001 Hart-Rudman Report on 
National Security in the 21st Century names 
foreign language study and requisite knowl-
edge in languages as vital for the Federal 
Government to meet 21st century security 
challenges properly and effectively; 

Whereas the American intelligence com-
munity stresses that individuals with proper 
foreign language expertise are greatly need-
ed to work on important national security 
and foreign policy issues, especially in light 
of the terrorist attacks on September 11, 
2001; 

Whereas a 1998 study conducted by the Na-
tional Foreign Language Center concludes 
that inadequate resources existed for the de-
velopment, publication, distribution, and 
teaching of critical foreign languages (such 
as Arabic, Vietnamese, and Thai) because of 
low student enrollment in the United States; 
and 

Whereas a shortfall of experts in foreign 
languages has seriously hampered informa-
tion gathering and analysis within the 
American intelligence community as dem-
onstrated by the 2000 Cox Commission noting 
shortfalls in Chinese proficiency, and the Na-
tional Intelligence Council citing defi-
ciencies in Central Eurasian, East Asian, and 
Middle Eastern languages: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF YEARS OF LAN-

GUAGE. 
(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 

of the Senate that foreign language study 
makes important contributions to a stu-
dent’s cognitive development, our national 
economy, and our national security. 

(b) DESIGNATION AND PROCLAMATION.—The 
Senate— 

(1) designates the years 2004 and 2005 as 
‘‘Years of Foreign Language Study’’, during 
which foreign language study is promoted 
and expanded in elementary schools, sec-
ondary schools, institutions of higher learn-
ing, businesses, and government programs; 
and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation calling upon the people of the 
United States to— 

(A) encourage and support initiatives to 
promote and expand the study of foreign lan-
guages; and 

(B) observe the ‘‘Years of Foreign Lan-
guage Study’’ with appropriate ceremonies, 
programs, and other activities. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 55—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF THE CONGRESS RE-
GARDING THE POLICY OF THE 
UNITED STATES AT THE 55TH 
ANNUAL MEETING OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL WHALING COM-
MISSION 

Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. KERRY, 
Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. REED, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
DODD, Mr. SMITH, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
AKAKA, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. CORZINE, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, and Mr. COCHRAN) sub-
mitted the following concurrent resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. CON. RES. 55 

Whereas whales have very low reproductive 
rates, making whale populations extremely 
vulnerable to pressure from commercial 
whaling; 

Whereas whales migrate throughout the 
world’s oceans and international cooperation 
is required to successfully conserve and pro-
tect whale stocks; 

Whereas in 1946 a significant number of the 
nations of the world adopted the Inter-
national Convention for the Regulation of 
Whaling, which established the International 
Whaling Commission to provide for the prop-
er conservation of whale stocks; 

Whereas the Commission adopted a mora-
torium on commercial whaling in 1982 in 
order to conserve and promote the recovery 
of whale stocks, many of which had been 
hunted to near extinction by the commercial 
whaling industry; 

Whereas the Commission has designated 
the Indian Ocean and the ocean waters 
around Antarctica as whale sanctuaries to 
further enhance the recovery of whale 
stocks; 

Whereas many nations of the world have 
designated waters under their jurisdiction as 
whale sanctuaries where commercial whal-
ing is prohibited, and additional regional 
whale sanctuaries have been proposed by na-
tions that are members of the Commission; 

Whereas one nation has joined the Com-
mission under questionable authority and 
claims it has a reservation to the morato-
rium that is not recognized by all other 
Commission members; 

Whereas two member nations currently 
have reservations to the Commission’s mora-
torium on commercial whaling, and one 
member nation is currently conducting com-
mercial whaling operations in spite of the 
moratorium and the protests of other na-
tions; 

Whereas the Commission has adopted sev-
eral resolutions at recent meetings asking 

member nations to halt commercial whaling 
activities conducted under reservation to the 
moratorium and to refrain from issuing spe-
cial permits for research involving the kill-
ing of whales; 

Whereas one member nation of the Com-
mission has taken a reservation to the Com-
mission’s Southern Ocean Sanctuary and 
also continues to conduct unnecessary lethal 
scientific whaling in the Southern Ocean and 
in the North Pacific Ocean; 

Whereas whale meat and blubber are being 
sold commercially from whales killed pursu-
ant to such unnecessary lethal scientific 
whaling, further undermining the morato-
rium on commercial whaling; 

Whereas the Commission’s Scientific Com-
mittee has repeatedly expressed serious con-
cerns about the scientific need for such le-
thal research and recognizes the importance 
of demonstrating and expanding the use of 
non-lethal scientific research methods; 

Whereas one member nation in the past 
unsuccessfully sought an exemption allowing 
commercial whaling of up to 50 minke 
whales, now uses a scientific permit for these 
same vessels to take 50 minke whales, and 
continues to seek avenues to allow lethal 
takes of whales by vessels from specific com-
munities in a manner that would undermine 
the moratorium on commercial whaling; 

Whereas more than 7,500 whales have been 
killed in lethal scientific whaling programs 
since the adoption of the commercial whal-
ing moratorium and the lethal take of 
whales under scientific permits has in-
creased both in quantity and species, with 
species now including minke, Bryde’s, sei, 
and sperm whales, and a new proposal has 
been offered to include fin whales for the 
first time; 

Whereas the first international trade of 
whale meat in 15 years occurred last year be-
tween two member countries, and other 
member countries have stated their inten-
tions to engage in international trade of 
whale products, despite a ban on such trade 
under the Convention on International Trade 
in Endangered Species; and 

Whereas engaging in commercial whaling 
under reservation and lethal scientific whal-
ing undermines the conservation program of 
the Commission: Now, therefore, be it 

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

(1) at the 55th Annual Meeting of the Inter-
national Whaling Commission the United 
States should— 

(A) remain firmly opposed to commercial 
whaling; 

(B) initiate and support efforts to ensure 
that all activities conducted under reserva-
tions to the Commission’s moratorium or 
sanctuaries are ceased; 

(C) not recognize the reservation to the 
moratorium against commercial whaling 
claimed by one nation that has joined the 
Commission under questionable authority; 

(D) oppose the lethal taking of whales for 
scientific purposes unless such lethal taking 
is specifically authorized by the Scientific 
Committee of the Commission to be nec-
essary for scientific purposes, seek support 
for expanding the use of non-lethal research 
methods, and seek to end the sale of whale 
meat and blubber from whales killed for un-
necessary lethal scientific research; 

(E) seek the Commission’s support for spe-
cific efforts by member nations to end trade 
in whale meat; 

(F) support the permanent protection of 
whale populations through the establish-
ment of whale sanctuaries in which commer-
cial whaling is prohibited; and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7846 June 12, 2003 
(G) support efforts to expand data collec-

tion on whale populations, monitor and re-
duce whale bycatch and other incidental im-
pacts, create a Conservation Committee, and 
otherwise expand whale conservation efforts; 

(2) at the 13th Conference of the Parties to 
the Convention on International Trade in 
Endangered Species, the United States 
should oppose all efforts to reopen inter-
national trade in whale meat or downlist any 
whale population; 

(3) the United States should make full use 
of all appropriate diplomatic mechanisms, 
relevant international laws and agreements, 
and other appropriate mechanisms to imple-
ment the goals set forth in paragraphs (1) 
and (2); and 

(4) if the Secretary of Commerce certifies 
to the President, under section 8(a)(2) of the 
Fishermen’s Protective Act of 1967 (22 U.S.C. 
1978(a)(2)), that nationals of a foreign coun-
try are engaging in trade or a taking which 
diminishes the effectiveness of the Conven-
tion, then the United States should take ap-
propriate steps at its disposal pursuant to 
Federal law to convince such foreign country 
to cease such trade or taking. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, As Rank-
ing Member of the Oceans, Fisheries 
and Coast Guard Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Commerce, Science and 
Transportation, I am pleased to join 
the Chair of the Subcommittee, Sen-
ator SNOWE, in submitting a resolution 
regarding the policy of the United 
States at the upcoming 55th Annual 
Meeting of the International Whaling 
Commission, IWC. I wish to also thank 
my colleagues Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. 
REED, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. DODD, Mr. 
SMITH, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. CORZINE, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN for cosponsoring as well. 

The IWC will meet in Berlin from 
June 16–19, 2003. The IWC was formed in 
1946 under the International Conven-
tion for the Regulation of Whaling, in 
recognition of the fact that whales are 
highly migratory and that inter-
national cooperation is necessary for 
their preservation. In 1982, due to the 
severe impacts of whaling on the popu-
lations of large whale species, the IWC 
agreed on an indefinite moratorium on 
all commercial whaling beginning in 
1985. 

Whales are already under enormous 
pressure world wide from collisions 
with ships, entanglement in fishing 
gear, coastal pollution, noise ema-
nating from surface vessels and other 
sources. The need to conserve and pro-
test these magnificent mammals is 
clear. 

Despite the IWC moratorium on com-
mercial whaling, significant whaling 
has continued. First, pursuant to its 
reservation to the moratorium. Nor-
way has continued to commercially 
harvest whales. Second, Japan has been 
using a provision in the Convention— 
which allows countries to issue them-
selves permits for whaling under sci-
entific purposes—to kill whales in the 
name of science, and later sell the 
meat commercially. More than 7500 
whales have been killed in lethal sci-
entific whaling programs since the 
adoption of the commercial whaling 

moratorium, and the lethal take of 
whales under scientific permits has in-
creased both in quantity and species, 
with species now including minke, 
Bryde’s sei, and sperm whales. 

The IWC Scientific Committee has 
not requested any of the information 
obtained by killing these whales and 
has stated that the scientific whaling 
data obtained through this so-called re-
search is not required for management. 
Iceland, which joined the IWC last year 
under questionable legal authority— 
subject to the condition that it can 
unilaterally begin commercial whaling 
after 2006—has recently indicated its 
intent to lethally hunt hundreds of 
whales, including endangered species 
such as fin whales, pursuant to this 
same scientific whaling exception. 

Despite a ban under the Convention 
on International Trade in Endangered 
Species, the first international trade of 
whale meat in 15 years occurred last 
year between Norway and Iceland, both 
member countries of the IWC. Reports 
indicate that Norway is seeking to 
broaden such trade. 

One positive development expected to 
be addressed at the meeting is a pro-
posal from Mexico to establish a con-
servation committee under the IWC. 
Such a committee would strengthen 
the focus of the IWC on conservation 
measures that are critically important 
for the survival of cetaceans. 

This resolution calls for the U.S. del-
egation to the IWC to remain firmly 
opposed to commercial whaling. In ad-
dition, this resolution calls for the U.S. 
oppose the lethal taking of whales for 
scientific purposes unless such lethal 
taking is specifically authorized by the 
Scientific Committee of the Commis-
sion. It also calls on the U.S. to seek to 
end the sale of whale meat and blubber 
from whales killed for unnecessary le-
thal scientific research to remove this 
perverse incentive. The resolution calls 
for the U.S. delegation to support an 
end to the illegal trade of whale meat 
and to support the permanent protec-
tion of whale populations through the 
establishment of whale sanctuaries in 
which commercial whaling is prohib-
ited. It further calls on the U.S. to sup-
port the establishment of a Conserva-
tion Committee, and to otherwise ex-
pand whale conservation efforts. Fi-
nally, the resolution directs the U.S. to 
make full use of all appropriate mecha-
nisms to encourage a change in the be-
havior of other nations which are un-
dermining the protection of these great 
creatures. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 886. Mr. CAMPBELL proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 14, to enhance the 
energy security of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

SA 887. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 14, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 888. Mr. BAYH (for himself and Mr. 
LUGAR) submitted an amendment intended 

to be proposed by him to the bill S. 824, to 
reauthorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 889. Mr. MCCAIN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 890. Mr. DORGAN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 891. Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. EN-
SIGN) proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
824, supra. 

SA 892. Mr. MCCAIN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 893. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself and 
Mr. JOHNSON) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 894. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 895. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 896. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. KYL, 
Mr. THOMAS, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. ENZI, and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 897. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 14, to enhance the energy secu-
rity of the United States, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 898. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself and Mr. 
BYRD) proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
824, to reauthorize the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes. 

SA 899. Mr. BURNS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 900. Mr. BURNS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 901. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 902. Mrs. LINCOLN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 48, 
supporting the goals and ideals of ‘‘National 
Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ and urging sup-
port for epilepsy research and service pro-
grams; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

SA 903. Mr. BUNNING (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes. 

SA 904. Mr. SPECTER (for himself, Mr. 
SANTORUM, and Mr. DASCHLE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 824, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 905. Mr. SPECTER (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. DAYTON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 906. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Ms. COL-
LINS, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. HARKIN, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. NELSON, 
of Nebraska, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. HAGEL, and Mr. BROWNBACK) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 907. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 908. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. WYDEN) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 824, 
supra. 

SA 909. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. NELSON, of 
Florida) proposed an amendment to the bill 
S. 824, supra. 

SA 910. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. JEFFORDS 
(for himself and Mr. LEAHY)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 911. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. BAYH (for 
himself and Mr . LUGAR)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:20 Jan 14, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00106 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2003SENATE\S12JN3.REC S12JN3m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7847 June 12, 2003 
SA 912. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. DODD) pro-

posed an amendment to the bill S. 824, supra. 
SA 913. Mr. THOMAS proposed an amend-

ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 
SA 914. Mr. LOTT proposed an amendment 

to amendment SA 905 submitted by Mr. 
SPECTER (for himself, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Mr. DAYTON) to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 915. Mr. SPECTER (for himself and Mr. 
SANTORUM) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 916. Mr. HOLLINGS proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 917. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
824, supra. 

SA 918. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER) proposed an amendment to the bill 
S. 824, supra. 

SA 919. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. INOUYE) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 824, 
supra. 

SA 920. Mr. STEVENS proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824 , supra. 

SA 921. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. GRASSLEY)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 824, 
supra. 

SA 922. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. GRASSLEY (for 
himself and Mr. BAUCUS)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, supra. 

SA 923. Mr. STEVENS proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 824 , supra. 

SA 924. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. LIN-
COLN) proposed an amendment to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 48, supporting 
the goals and ideals of ‘‘National Epilepsy 
Awareness Month’’ and urging support for 
epilepsy research and service programs. 

SA 925. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. LIN-
COLN) proposed an amendment to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 48, supra. 

SA 926. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. LIN-
COLN) proposed an amendment to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 48, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 886. Mr. CAMPBELL proposed an 

amendment to the bill S. 14, to enhance 
the energy security of the United 
States, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

Page 101, strike line 1 and all that follows 
through page 128, line 24, and insert: 

‘‘(4) electrify Indian tribal land and the 
homes of tribal members.’’ 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The table of contents of the Department 

of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. prec. 
7101) is amended— 

(A) in the item relating to section 209, by 
striking ‘‘Section’’ and inserting ‘‘Sec.’’; and 

(B) by striking the items relating to sec-
tions 213 through 216 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Sec. 213. Establishment of policy for Na-

tional Nuclear Security Admin-
istration. 

‘‘Sec. 214. Establishment of security, coun-
terintelligence, and intel-
ligence policies. 

‘‘Sec. 215. Office of Counterintelligence. 
‘‘Sec. 216. Office of Intelligence. 
‘‘Sec. 217. Office of Indian Energy Policy and 

Programs. 
(2) Section 5315 of title 5, United States 

Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘Director, Of-
fice of Indian Energy Policy and Programs, 
Department of Energy.’’ after ‘‘Inspector 
General, Department of Energy.’’. 
SEC. 303. INDIAN ENERGY. 

(a) Title XXVI of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (25 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘TITLE XXVI—INDIAN ENERGY 
‘‘SEC. 2601. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘For purposes of this title: 

‘‘(1) The term ‘Director’ means the Direc-
tor of the Office of Indian Energy Policy and 
Programs, Department of Energy. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘Indian land’ means— 
‘‘(A) any land located within the bound-

aries of an Indian reservation, pueblo, or 
rancheria; 

‘‘(B) any land not located within the 
boundaries of an Indian reservation, pueblo, 
or rancheria, the title to which is held— 

‘‘(i) in trust by the United States for the 
benefit of an Indian tribe; 

‘‘(ii) by an Indian tribe, subject to restric-
tion by the United States against alienation; 
or 

‘‘(iii) by a dependent Indian community; 
and 

‘‘(C) land conveyed to a Native Corporation 
under the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.). 

‘‘(3) The term ‘Indian reservation’ in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) an Indian reservation in existence in 
any State or States as of the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph; 

‘‘(B) a public domain Indian allotment. 
‘‘(C) a former reservation in the State of 

Oklahoma; 
‘‘(D) a parcel of land owned by a Native 

Corporation under the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.); and 

‘‘(E) a dependent Indian community lo-
cated within the borders of the United 
States, regardless of whether the community 
is located— 

‘‘(i) on original or acquired territory of the 
community; or 

‘‘(ii) within or outside the boundaries of 
any particular State. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘Indian tribe’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

‘‘(5) The term ‘Native Corporation’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 3 of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 
U.S.C. 1602). 

‘‘(6) The term ‘organization’ means a part-
nership, joint venture, limited liability com-
pany, or other unincorporated association or 
entity that is established to develop Indian 
energy resources. 

‘‘(7) The term ‘Program’ means the Indian 
energy resource development program estab-
lished under section 2602(a). 

‘‘(8) The term ‘Secretary’ means the Sec-
retary of Interior. 

‘‘(9) The term ‘tribal energy resource de-
velopment organization’ means an organiza-
tion of 2 or more entities, at least 1 of which 
is an Indian tribe, that has the written con-
sent of the governing bodies of all Indian 
tribes participating in the organization to 
apply for a grant, loan, or other guarantee 
authorized by sections 2602 or 2603 of this 
title. 

‘‘(10) The term ‘tribal land’ means any land 
or interests in land owned by any Indian 
tribe, band nation, pueblo, community, 
rancheria, colony or other group, title to 
which is held in trust by the United States 
or which is subject to a restriction against 
alienation imposed by the United States. 

‘‘(11) The term ‘vertical integration of en-
ergy resources’ means any project or activ-
ity that promotes the location and operation 
of a facility (including any pipeline, gath-
ering system, transportation system or facil-
ity, or electric transmission facility) on or 
near Indian land to process, refine, generate 
electricity from, or otherwise develop energy 
resources on, Indian land. 
‘‘SEC. 2602. INDIAN TRIBAL ENERGY RESOURCE 

DEVELOPMENT. 
‘‘(a) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR PRO-

GRAM.— 
‘‘(1) To assist Indian tribes in the develop-

ment of energy resources and further the 

goal of Indian self-determination, the Sec-
retary shall establish and implement an In-
dian energy resource development program 
to assist Indian tribes and tribal energy re-
source development organizations in achiev-
ing the purposes of this title. 

‘‘(2) In carrying out the Program, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) provide development grants to Indian 
tribes and tribal energy resource develop-
ment organizations for use in developing or 
obtaining the managerial and technical ca-
pacity needed to develop energy resources on 
Indian land, and to properly account for re-
sulting energy production and revenues; 

‘‘(B) provide grants to Indian tribes and 
tribal energy resource development organi-
zations for use in carrying out projects to 
promote the vertical integration of energy 
resources, and to process, use, or develop 
those energy resources, on Indian land; and 

‘‘(C) provide low-interest loans to Indian 
tribes and tribal energy resource develop-
ment organizations for use in the promotion 
of energy resource development and vertical 
integration or energy resources on Indian 
land. 

‘‘(3) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this subsection such 
sums as are necessary for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2014. 

‘‘(b) INDIAN ENERGY EDUCATION PLANNING 
AND MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE.— 

‘‘(1) The Director shall establish programs 
to assist Indian tribes in meeting energy 
education, research and development, plan-
ning, and management needs. 

‘‘(2) In carrying out this section, the Direc-
tor may provide grants, on a competitive 
basis, to an Indian tribe or tribal energy re-
source development organization for use in 
carrying out— 

‘‘(A) energy, energy efficiency, and energy 
conservation programs; 

‘‘(B) studies and other activities sup-
porting tribal acquisitions of energy sup-
plies, services, and facilities. 

‘‘(C) planning, construction, development, 
operation maintenance, and improvement of 
tribal electrical generation, transmission, 
and distribution facilities located on Indian 
land; and 

‘‘(D) development, construction, and inter-
connection of electric power transmission fa-
cilities located on Indian land with other 
electric transmission facilities. 

‘‘(3)(A) The Director may develop, in con-
sultation with Indian tribes, a formula for 
providing grants under this section. 

‘‘(B) In providing a grant under this sub-
section, the Director shall give priority to an 
application received from an Indian tribe 
with inadequate electric service (as deter-
mined by the Director). 

‘‘(4) The Secretary of Energy may promul-
gate such regulations as necessary to carry 
out this subsection. 

‘‘(5) There is authorized to be appropriated 
to carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2011. 

‘‘(c) LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) Subject to paragraph (3), the Secretary 

of Energy may provide loan guarantees (as 
defined in section 502 of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a)) for not 
more than 90 percent of the unpaid principal 
and interest due on any loan made to any In-
dian tribe for energy development. 

‘‘(2) A loan guarantee under this sub-
section shall be made by— 

‘‘(A) a financial institution subject to ex-
amination by the Secretary of Energy; or 

‘‘(B) an Indian tribe, from funds of the In-
dian tribe. 

‘‘(3) The aggregate outstanding amount 
guaranteed by the Secretary of Energy at 
any time under this subsection shall not ex-
ceed $2,000,000,000. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:20 Jan 14, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00107 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2003SENATE\S12JN3.REC S12JN3m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7848 June 12, 2003 
‘‘(4) The Secretary may promulgate such 

regulations as the Secretary of Energy deter-
mines are necessary to carry out this sub-
section. 

‘‘(5) There are authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as are necessary to carry 
out this subsection, to remain available 
until expended. 

‘‘(6) Not later than 1 year from the date of 
enactment of this section, the Secretary of 
Energy shall report to the Congress on the 
financing requirements of Indian tribes for 
energy development on Indian land. 

‘‘(d) INDIAN ENERGY PREFERENCE.— 
‘‘(1) In purchasing electricity or any other 

energy product or byproduct, a Federal agen-
cy or department may give preference to an 
energy and resource production enterprise, 
partnership, consortium, corporation, or 
other type of business organization the ma-
jority of the interest in which is owned and 
controlled by 1 or more Indian tribes. 

‘‘(2) In carrying out this subsection, a Fed-
eral agency or department shall not— 

‘‘(A) pay more than the prevailing market 
price for an energy product or byproduct; 
and 

‘‘(B) obtain less than prevailing market 
terms and conditions.’’. 
‘‘SEC. 2603. INDIAN TRIBAL ENERGY RESOURCE 

REGULATION. 
‘‘(a) GRANTS.—The Secretary may provide 

to Indian tribes and tribal energy resource 
development organizations, on an annual 
basis, grants for use in developing, admin-
istering, implementing, and enforcing tribal 
laws (including regulations) governing the 
development and management of energy re-
sources on Indian land. 

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds from a grant 
provided under this section may be used by 
an Indian tribe or tribal energy resource de-
velopment organization for— 

‘‘(1) the development of a tribal energy re-
source inventory or tribal energy resource 
on Indian land; 

‘‘(2) the development of a feasibility study 
or other report necessary to the development 
of energy resources on Indian land; 

‘‘(3) the development and enforcement of 
tribal laws and the development of technical 
infrastructure to protect the environment 
under applicable law; or 

‘‘(4) the training of employees that— 
‘‘(A) are engaged in the development of en-

ergy resources on Indian land; or 
‘‘(B) are responsible for protecting the en-

vironment. 
‘‘(c) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—To the maximum 

extent practicable, the Secretary and the 
Secretary of Energy shall make available to 
Indian tribes and tribal energy resource de-
velopment organizations scientific and tech-
nical data for use in the development and 
management of energy resources on Indian 
land. 
‘‘SEC. 2604. LEASES, BUSINESS AGREEMENTS, 

AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY INVOLVING EN-
ERGY DEVELOPMENT OR TRANS-
MISSION. 

‘‘(a) LEASES AND AGREEMENTS.—Subject to 
the provisions of this section— 

‘‘(1) an Indian tribe may, at its discretion, 
enter into a lease or business agreement for 
the purpose of energy development, includ-
ing a lease or business agreement for— 

‘‘(A) exploration for, extraction of, proc-
essing of, or other development of energy re-
sources on tribal land; and 

‘‘(B) construction or operation of an elec-
tric generation, transmission, or distribution 
facility located on tribal land; or a facility 
to process or refine energy resources devel-
oped on tribal land; and 

‘‘(2) such lease or business agreement de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not require the 
approval of the Secretary under section 2103 
of the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 81) or any 
other provision of law, if— 

‘‘(A) the lease or business agreement is ex-
ecuted in accordance with a tribal energy re-
source agreement approved by the Secretary 
under subsection (e); 

‘‘(B) the term of the lease or business 
agreement does not exceed— 

‘‘(i) 30 years; or 
‘‘(ii) in the case of a lease for the produc-

tion of oil and gas resources, 10 years and as 
long thereafter as oil or gas is produced in 
paying quantities; and 

‘‘(C) the Indian tribe has entered into a 
tribal energy resource agreement with the 
Secretary, as described in subsection (e), re-
lating to the development of energy re-
sources on tribal land (including an annual 
trust asset evaluation of the activities of the 
Indian tribe conducted in accordance with 
the agreement). 

‘‘(b) RIGHTS-OF-WAY FOR PIPELINES OR 
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION OR DISTRIBUTION 
LINES.—An Indian tribe may grant a right- 
of-way over tribal land for a pipeline or an 
electric transmission or distribution line 
without specific approval by the Secretary 
if— 

‘‘(1) the right-of-way is executed in accord-
ance with a tribal energy resource agree-
ment approved by the Secretary under sub-
section (e); 

‘‘(2) the term of the right-of-way does not 
exceed 30 years; 

‘‘(3) the pipeline or electric transmission 
or distribution line serves— 

‘‘(A) an electric generation, transmission, 
or distribution facility located on tribal 
land; or 

‘‘(B) a facility located on tribal land that 
processes or refines energy resources devel-
oped on tribal land; and 

‘‘(4) the Indian tribe has entered into a 
tribal energy resource agreement with the 
Secretary, as described in subsection (e), re-
lating to the development of energy re-
sources on tribal land (including an annual 
trust asset evaluation of the activities of the 
Indian tribe conducted in accordance with 
the agreement). 

‘‘(c) RENEWALS.—A lease or business agree-
ment entered into or a right-of-way granted 
by an Indian tribe under this section may be 
renewed at the discretion of the Indian tribe 
in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(d) VALIDITY.—No lease, business agree-
ment, or right-of-way relating to the devel-
opment of tribal energy resources pursuant 
to the provisions of this section shall be 
valid unless the lease, business agreement, 
or right-of-way is authorized in accordance 
with a tribal energy resource agreement ap-
proved by the Secretary under subsection 
(e)(2). 

‘‘(e) TRIBAL ENERGY RESOURCE AGREE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) On promulgation of regulations under 
paragraph (8), an Indian tribe may submit to 
the Secretary for approval a tribal energy re-
source agreement governing leases, business 
agreements, and rights-of-way under this 
section. 

‘‘(2)(A) Not later than 180 days after the 
date on which the Secretary receives a tribal 
energy resource agreement submitted by an 
Indian tribe under paragraph (1) (or such 
later date as may be agreed to by the Sec-
retary and the Indian tribe), the Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove the tribal energy 
resource agreement. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall approve a tribal 
energy resource agreement submitted under 
paragraph (1) If— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary determines that the In-
dian tribe has demonstrated that the Indian 
tribe has sufficient capacity to regulate the 
development of energy resources of the In-
dian tribe; and 

‘‘(ii) the tribal energy resource agreement 
includes provisions that, with respect to a 

lease, business agreement, or right-of-way 
under this section— 

‘‘(I) ensure the acquisition of necessary in-
formation from the applicant for the lease, 
business agreement, or right-of-way; 

‘‘(II) address the term of the lease or busi-
ness agreement or the term of conveyance of 
the right-of-way; 

‘‘(III) address amendments and renewals; 
‘‘(IV) address consideration for the lease, 

business agreement, or right-of-way; 
‘‘(V) address technical or other relevant re-

quirement; 
‘‘(VI) establish requirements for environ-

mental review in accordance with subpara-
graph (C); 

‘‘(VII) ensure compliance with all applica-
ble environmental laws; 

‘‘(VIII) identify final approval authority; 
‘‘(IX) provide for public notification of 

final approvals; 
‘‘(X) establish a process for consultation 

with any affected States concerning poten-
tial off-reservation impacts associated with 
the lease, business agreement, or right-of- 
way; and 

‘‘(XI) describe the remedies for breach of 
the lease, agreement, or right-of-way. 

‘‘(C) Tribal energy resource agreements 
submitted under paragraph (1) shall estab-
lish, and include provisions to ensure com-
pliance with, an environmental review proc-
ess that, with respect to a lease, business 
agreement, or right-of-way under this sec-
tion, provides for— 

‘‘(i) the identification and evaluation of all 
significant environmental impacts (as com-
pared with a no-action alternative), includ-
ing effects on cultural resources; 

‘‘(ii) the identification of proposed mitiga-
tion; 

‘‘(iii) a process for ensuring that the public 
is informed of and has an opportunity to 
comment on the environmental impacts of 
the proposed action before tribal approval of 
the lease, business agreement, or right-of- 
way; and 

‘‘(iv) sufficient administrative support and 
technical capability to carry out the envi-
ronmental review process. 

‘‘(D) A tribal energy resource agreement 
negotiated between the Secretary and an In-
dian Tribe in accordance with this sub-
section shall include— 

‘‘(i) provisions requiring the Secretary to 
conduct an annual trust asset evaluation to 
monitor the performance of the activities of 
the Indian tribe associated with the develop-
ment of energy resources on tribal land by 
the Indian tribe; and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a finding by the Sec-
retary of imminent jeopardy to a physical 
trust asset, provisions authorizing the Sec-
retary to reassume responsibility for activi-
ties associated with the development of en-
ergy resources on tribal land. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary shall provide notice and 
opportunity for public comment on tribal en-
ergy resource agreements submitted under 
paragraph (1). The Secretary’s review of a 
tribal energy resource agreement under the 
National Environmental Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) shall be limited to the di-
rect effects of that approval. 

‘‘(4) If the Secretary disapproves a tribal 
energy resource agreement submitted by an 
Indian tribe under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) notify the Indian tribe in writing of 
the basis for the disapproval; 

‘‘(B) identify what changes or other ac-
tions are required to address the concerns of 
the Secretary; and 

‘‘(C) provide the Indian tribe with an op-
portunity to revise and resubmit the tribal 
energy resource agreement. 

‘‘(5) If an Indian tribe executes a lease or 
business agreement or grants a right-of-way 
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in accordance with a tribal energy resource 
agreement approved under this subsection, 
the Indian tribe shall, in accordance with the 
process and requirements set forth in the 
Secretary’s regulations adopted pursuant to 
subsection (e)(8), provide to the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) a copy of the lease, business agree-
ment, or right-of-way document (including 
all amendments to and renewals of the docu-
ment); and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a tribal energy resource 
agreement or a lease, business agreement, or 
right-of-way that permits payment to be 
made directly to the Indian tribe, docu-
mentation of those payments sufficient to 
enable the Secretary to discharge the trust 
responsibility of the United States as appro-
priate under applicable law. 

‘‘(6)(A) Nothing in this section shall ab-
solve the United States from any responsi-
bility to Indians or Indian tribes, including 
those which derive from the trust relation-
ship or from any treaties, Executive Orders, 
or agreements between the United States 
and any Indian tribe. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary shall continue to have 
a trust obligation to ensure that the rights 
of an Indian tribe are protected in the event 
of a violation of federal law or the terms of 
any lease, business agreement or right-of- 
way under this section by any other party to 
any such lease, business agreement or right- 
of-way. 

‘‘(C) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A), 
the United States shall not be liable to any 
party (including any Indian tribe) for any of 
the terms of, or any losses resulting from the 
terms of, a lease, business agreement, or 
right-of-way executed pursuant to and in ac-
cordance with a tribal energy resource agree-
ment approved under subsection (e)(2). 

‘‘(7)(A) In this paragraph, the term ‘inter-
ested party’ means any person or entity the 
interests of which have sustained or will sus-
tain a significant adverse environmental im-
pact as a result of the failure of an Indian 
tribe to comply with a tribal energy resource 
agreement of the Indian tribe approved by 
the Secretary under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) After exhaustion of tribal remedies, 
and in accordance with the process and re-
quirements set forth in regulations adopted 
by the Secretary pursuant to subsection 
(e)(8), an interested party may submit to the 
Secretary a petition to review compliance of 
an Indian tribe with a tribal energy resource 
agreement of the Indian tribe approved 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(C) If the Secretary determines that an 
Indian tribe is not in compliance with a trib-
al energy resource agreement approved 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall 
take such action as is necessary to compel 
compliance, including— 

‘‘(i) suspending a lease, business agree-
ment, or right-of-way under this section 
until an Indian tribe is in compliance with 
the approved tribal energy resource agree-
ment; and 

‘‘(ii) rescinding approval of the tribal en-
ergy resource agreement and reassuming the 
responsibility for approval of any future 
leases, business agreements, or rights-of-way 
associated with an energy pipeline or dis-
tribution line described in subsections (a) 
and (b). 

‘‘(D) If the Secretary seeks to compel com-
pliance of an Indian tribe with an approved 
tribal energy resource agreement under sub-
paragraph (C)(ii), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) make a written determination that de-
scribes the manner in which the tribal en-
ergy resource agreement has been violated; 

‘‘(ii) provide the Indian tribe with a writ-
ten notice of the violations together with 
the written determination; and 

‘‘(iii) before taking any action described in 
subparagraph (C)(ii) or seeking any other 

remedy, provide the Indian tribe with a hear-
ing and a reasonable opportunity to attain 
compliance with the tribal energy resource 
agreement. 

‘‘(E)(i)) An Indian tribe described in sub-
paragraph (D) shall retain all rights to ap-
peal as provided in regulations promulgated 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) The decision of the Secretary with re-
spect to an appeal described in clause (i), 
after any agency appeal provided for by regu-
lation, shall constitute a final agency action. 

‘‘(8) Not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the Indian Tribal Energy De-
velopment and Self-Determination Act of 
2003, the Secretary shall promulgate regula-
tions that implement the provisions of this 
subsection, including— 

‘‘(A) criteria to be used in determining the 
capacity of an Indian tribe described in para-
graph (2)(B)(i), including the experience of 
the Indian tribe in managing natural re-
sources and financial and administrative re-
sources available for use by the Indian tribe 
in implementing the approved tribal energy 
resource agreement of the Indian tribe; and 

‘‘(B) a process and requirements in accord-
ance with which an Indian tribe may— 

‘‘(i) voluntarily rescind an approval tribal 
energy resource agreement approved by the 
Secretary under this subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) return to the Secretary the responsi-
bility to approve any future leases, business 
agreements, and rights-of-way described in 
this subsection. 

‘‘(f) NO EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—Nothing in 
this section affects the application of— 

‘‘(1) any Federal environment law; 
‘‘(2) the Surface Mining Control and Rec-

lamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1201 et seq.); 
or 

‘‘(3) except as otherwise provided in this 
title, the Indian Mineral Development Act of 
1982 (25 U.S.C. 2101 et seq.) and the National 
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.). 
‘‘SEC. 2605. FEDERAL POWER MARKETING ADMIN-

ISTRATIONS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Administrator’ means the 

Administrator of the Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration and the Administrator of the 
Western Area Power Administration. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘power marketing adminis-
tration’ means— 

‘‘(A) the Bonneville Power Administration; 
‘‘(B) the Western Area Power Administra-

tion; and 
‘‘(C) any other power administration the 

power allocation of which is used by or for 
the benefit of an Indian tribe located in the 
service area of the administration. 

‘‘(b) ENCOURAGEMENT OF INDIAN TRIBAL EN-
ERGY DEVELOPMENT.—Each Administrator 
shall encourage Indian tribal energy develop-
ment by taking such actions as are appro-
priate, including administration of programs 
of the Bonneville Power Administration and 
the Western Area Power Administration, in 
accordance with this section. 

‘‘(c) ACTION BY THE ADMINISTRATOR.—In 
carrying out this section, and in accordance 
with existing law— 

‘‘(1) each Administrator shall consider the 
unique relationship that exists between the 
United States and Indian tribes. 

‘‘(2) power allocations from the Western 
Area Power Administration to Indian tribes 
may be used to meet firming and reserve 
needs of Indian-owned energy projects on In-
dian land; 

‘‘(3) the Administrator of the Western Area 
Power Administration may purchase power 
from Indian tribes to meet the firming and 
reserve requirements of the Western Area 
Power Administration; and 

‘‘(4) each Administrator shall not pay more 
than the prevailing market price for an en-

ergy product nor obtain less than prevailing 
market terms and conditions. 

‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE FOR TRANSMISSION SYSTEM 
USE.— 

‘‘(1) An Administrator may provide tech-
nical assistance to Indian tribes seeking to 
use the high-voltage transmission system for 
delivery of electric power. 

‘‘(2) The costs of technical assistance pro-
vided under paragraph (1) shall be funded by 
the Secretary of Energy using nonreimburs-
able funds appropriated for that purpose, or 
by the applicable Indian tribes. 

‘‘(e) POWER ALLOCATION STUDY.—Not later 
than 2 years after the date of enactment of 
the Indian Tribal Energy Development and 
Self-Determination Act of 2003, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Con-
gress a report that— 

‘‘(1) describes the use by Indian tribes of 
Federal power allocations of the Western 
Area Power Administration (or power sold 
by the Southwestern Power Administration) 
and the Bonneville Power Administration to 
or for the benefit of Indian tribes in service 
areas of those administrations; and 

‘‘(2) identifies— 
‘‘(A) the quantity of power allocated to In-

dian tribes by the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration; 

‘‘(B) the quantity of power sold to Indian 
tribes by other power marketing administra-
tions; and 

‘‘(C) barriers that impede tribal access to 
and use of Federal power, including an as-
sessment of opportunities to remove those 
barriers and improve the ability of power 
marketing administrations to facilitate the 
use of Federal power by Indian tribes. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
there is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $750,000, which shall 
remain available until expended and shall 
not be reimbursable. 
‘‘SEC. 2606. INDIAN MINERAL DEVELOPMENT RE-

VIEW. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct a review of all activities being con-
ducted under the Indian Mineral Develop-
ment Act of 1982 (25 U.S.C. 2101 et seq.) as of 
that date. 

‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self-Determination 
Act of 2003, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Congress a report that includes— 

‘‘(1) the results of the review; 
‘‘(2) recommendations to ensure that In-

dian tribes have the opportunity to develop 
Indian energy resources; and 

‘‘(3) an analysis of the barriers to the de-
velopment of energy resources on Indian 
land (including legal, fiscal, market, and 
other barriers), along with recommendations 
for the removal of those barriers. 
‘‘SEC. 2607. WIND AND HYDROPOWER FEASI-

BILITY STUDY. 
‘‘STUDY.—The Secretary of Energy, in co-

ordination with the Secretary of the Army 
and the Secretary, shall conduct a study of 
the cost and feasibility of developing a dem-
onstration project that would use wind en-
ergy generated by Indian tribes and hydro-
power generated by the Army Corps of Engi-
neers on the Missouri River to supply firm-
ing power to the Western Area Power Admin-
istration. 

‘‘(b) SCOPE OF STUDY.—The study shall— 
‘’(1) determine the feasibility of the blend-

ing of wind energy and hydropower gen-
erated from the Missouri River dams oper-
ated by the Army Corps of Engineers; 

‘‘(2) review historical purchase require-
ments and projected purchase requirements 
for firming and the patterns of availability 
and use of firming energy; 

‘‘(3) assess the wind energy resource poten-
tial on tribal land and projected cost savings 
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through a blend of wind and hydropower over 
a 30-year period; 

‘‘(4) determine seasonal capacity needs and 
associated transmission upgrades for inte-
gration of tribal wind generation; and 

‘‘(5) include an independent tribal engineer 
as a study team member. 

‘‘(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary and Secretary of the Army shall sub-
mit to Congress a report that describes the 
results of the study, including— 

‘‘(1) an analysis of the potential energy 
cost or benefits to the customers of the 
Western Area Power Administration through 
the blend of wind and hydropower; 

‘‘(2) an evaluation of whether a combined 
wind and hydropower system can reduce res-
ervoir fluctuation, enhance efficient and re-
liable energy production, and provide Mis-
souri River management flexibility; 

‘‘(3) recommendations for a demonstration 
project that could be carried out by the 
Western Area Power Administration in part-
nership with an Indian tribal government or 
tribal energy resource development organi-
zation to demonstrate the feasibility and po-
tential of using wind energy produced on In-
dian land to supply firming energy to the 
Western Area Power Administration or any 
other Federal power marketing agency; and 

‘‘(4) an identification of— 
‘‘(A) the economic and environmental costs 

or benefits to be realized through such a Fed-
eral-tribal partnership; and 

‘‘(B) the manner in which such a partner-
ship could contribute to the energy security 
of the United States. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) There is authorized to be appropriated 

to carry out this section $500,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

‘‘(2) Costs incurred by the Secretary in car-
rying out this section shall be nonreimburs-
able.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table 
of contents for the Energy Policy Act of 1992 
(25 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) is amended by striking 
items relating to Title XXVI, and inserting: 
‘‘Sec. 2601. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 2602. Indian tribal energy resource de-

velopment. 
‘‘Sec. 2603. Indian tribal energy resource 

regulation. 
‘‘Sec. 2604. Leases, business agreements, and 

rights-of-way involving energy 
development or transmission. 

‘‘Sec. 2605. Federal Power Marketing Ad-
ministrations. 

‘‘Sec. 2606. Indian mineral development re-
view. 

‘‘Sec. 2607. Wind and hydropower feasibility 
study. 

SA 887. Mrs. HUTCHINSON sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by her to the bill S. 14, to en-
hance the energy security of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table as 
follows: 

On page 466, after line 22, insert the fol-
lowing: 

Subtitle ll—Transmission Facilities 
SEC. ll. TRANSMISSION FACILITIES. 

(a) EXISTING FACILITIES.—The Secretary of 
Energy (acting through the Western Area 
Power Administration, the Southwestern 
Power Administration, or the Southeastern 
Power Administration) may design, develop, 
construct, operate, and maintain, or partici-
pate with other entities in designing, devel-
oping, constructing, operating, and main-
taining, an electric power transmission facil-
ity and related facilities needed to upgrade 
existing transmission facilities owned or op-

erated by the applicable Federal power mar-
keting agency if the Secretary of Energy de-
termines that the proposed project is— 

(1) necessary or advisable to accommodate 
an actual or projected increase in electric 
power transmission demand on, or to in-
crease the reliability of, any part of the Fed-
eral or non-Federal electric power grid; and 

(2) in the public interest. 
(b) NEW FACILITIES.—The Secretary of En-

ergy (acting through the Western Area 
Power Administration, the Southwestern 
Power Administration, or the Southeastern 
Power Administration) may design, develop, 
construct, operate, and maintain, or partici-
pate with other entities in designing, devel-
oping, constructing, operating, and main-
taining, a new electric power transmission 
facility and related facilities located within 
any State in which the applicable Power Ad-
ministration operates if the Secretary deter-
mines that the proposed facility— 

(1)(A) is located in an interstate congestion 
area and will reduce congestion of electric 
transmission in interstate commerce; or 

(B) is necessary or advisable to accommo-
date an actual or projected increase in de-
mand for electric transmission capacity; 

(2) is consistent with— 
(A) a plan approved by the appropriate re-

gional transmission organization, if such an 
organization exists and is conducting such 
planning functions; and 

(B) efficient and reliable operation of the 
transmission grid; 

(3) would not duplicate the functions of 
transmission facilities proposed to be con-
structed, or operated, by any other transmit-
ting utility; and 

(4) would be operated by or in conformance 
with the rules of the appropriate regional 
transmission organization, if such an organi-
zation exists. 

(c) OTHER FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out a project 

under subsection (a) or (b), the Secretary of 
Energy may accept and use funds contrib-
uted by another entity for the purpose of 
carrying out the project. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—The funds shall be avail-
able for expenditure for the purpose of car-
rying out the project— 

(A) without fiscal year limitation; and 
(B) as if the funds had been appropriated 

specifically for that purpose. 
(3) ALLOCATION OF COSTS.—In carrying out 

a project under subsection (a) or (b), any 
costs of the project not paid for by contribu-
tions from another entity shall be allocated 
equitably among the project beneficiaries, 
including any non-Federal project partici-
pants and existing transmission users of the 
applicable Federal power marketing agency. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Noth-
ing in this section affects any requirement 
of— 

(1) any Federal environmental law, includ-
ing the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); or 

(2) any Federal or State law relating to the 
siting of energy facilities. 

SA 888. Mr. BAYH (for himself and 
Mr. LUGAR) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 217. GARY/CHICAGO AIRPORT FUNDING. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall, for purposes of chapter 
471 of title 49, United States Code, give pri-
ority consideration to a letter of intent ap-
plication for funding submitted by the City 

of Gary, Indiana, or the State of Indiana, for 
the extension of the main runway at the 
Gary/Chicago Airport. The letter of intent 
application shall be considered upon comple-
tion of the environmental impact statement 
and benefit cost analysis in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Administration require-
ments. The Administrator shall consider the 
letter of intent application not later than 90 
days after receiving it from the applicant. 

SA 889. Mr. MCCAIN proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

On page 68, after the item relating to sec-
tion 107, insert the following: 
Sec. 108. Whistle-blower protection under Ac-

quisition Management System. 
On page 68, after the item relating to sec-

tion 205 and insert the following: 
Sec. 205. Secretary of Transportation to 

identify airport congestion-re-
lief projects. 

On page 68 strike the item relating to sec-
tion 211 and insert the following: 
Sec. 211. Noise disclosure. 

On page 68, after the item relating to sec-
tion 216, insert the following: 
Sec. 217. Share of airport project costs. 
Sec. 218. Pilot program for purchase of air-

port development rights. 
On page 68, after the item relating to sec-

tion 304, insert the following: 
Sec. 305. Air carriers required to honor tick-

ets for suspended air service. 
On page 68, after the item relating to sec-

tion 354, insert the following: 
Subtitle C—Financial Improvement Effort 

and Executive Compensation Report 
Sec. 371. GAO report on airlines actions to 

improve finances and on execu-
tive compensation. 

On page 68, after the item relating to sec-
tion 513 and redesignate the items relating 
to sections 514 through 520 as relating to sec-
tions 513 and 519. 

On page 68, after the item relating to sec-
tion 520, as redesignated, insert the fol-
lowing: 
Sec. 520. Certain interim and final rules. 

On page 83, beginning in line 23, strike 
‘‘chair and vice chair,’’ and insert ‘‘chair,’’. 

On page 84, line 1, strike ‘‘chairperson’’ and 
insert ‘‘chair’’. 

On page 84, line 6, strike ‘‘chairperson’’ and 
insert ‘‘chair’’. 

On page 84, line 13, strike ‘‘chairperson’’ 
and insert ‘‘chair’’. 

On page 84, line 23, strike ‘‘chairperson’’ 
and insert ‘‘chair’’. 

On page 89, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 108, WHISTLE-BLOWER PROTECTION UNDER 

ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT SYS-
TEM. 

Section 40110(d)(2)(C) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘355).’’ and inserting ‘‘355), except for 
section 315 (41 U.S.C. 265). For the purpose of 
applying section 315 of that Act to the sys-
tem, the term ‘‘exective agency’’ is deemed 
to refer to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion.’’. 

On page 104, beginning with line 4, strike 
through line 7 on page 105 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 205. SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION TO 

IDENTIFY AIRPORT CONGESTION- 
RELIEF PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall provide to the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:20 Jan 14, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00110 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2003SENATE\S12JN3.REC S12JN3m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7851 June 12, 2003 
Transportation, and to the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure— 

(1) a list of planned air traffic and airport- 
capacity projects at congested airport capac-
ity benchmark airports the completion of 
which will substanially relieve congestion at 
these airports; and 

(2) a list of options for expanding capacity 
at the 8 airports on the list at which the 
most severe delays are occurring. 

(b) 2-YEAR UPDATE.—The Secretary shall 
provide updated lists under subsection (a) to 
the Committees 2 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(c) DELISTING OF PROJECTS.—The Secretary 
shall remove a project from the list provided 
to the Committees under this section upon 
the request, in writing, of an airport oper-
ator if the operator states in the request 
that construction of the project will not be 
completed within 10 years from the date of 
the request. 

On page 110, line 17, strike ‘‘non-hub air-
port (as defined in section 47102’’ and insert 
‘‘nonhub airport (as defined in section 
41762(11)’’. 

On page 112, beginning with line 21, strike 
through line 12 on page 116, and insert the 
following: 
SEC. 211. NOISE DISCLOSURE. 

(a) NOISE DISCLOSURE SYSTEM IMPLEMENTA-
TION STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of devel-
oping a program under which prospective 
home buyers of property located in the vicin-
ity of an airport could be notified of informa-
tion derived from noise exposure maps that 
may affect the use and enjoyment of the 
property. The study shall assess the scope, 
administration, usefulness, and burdensome 
of any such program, the costs and benefits 
of such a program, and whether participation 
in such a program should be voluntary or 
mandatory. 

(b) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF NOISE EXPO-
SURE MAPS.—The Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration shall make copies or facsimiles of 
noise exposure maps available to the public 
via the Internet on its website in an appro-
priate format. 

(c) NOISE EXPOSURE MAP.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘noise exposure map’’ means a 
noise exposure map prepared under section 
47503 of title 49, United States Code. 

On page 121, line 23, strike ‘‘47114(d)(2)(A)’’ 
and insert ‘‘47114(d)(3)(A)’’. 

On page 123, between line 3 and 4, insert 
the following: 

(c) TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT COSTS.—Sec-
tion 47119(a)(1)(C) is amended by striking ‘‘3 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘1 year’’. 
SEC. 217. SHARE OF AIRPORT PROJECT COSTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47109 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (c) as subsection (d) and 
inserting after subsection (b) the following: 

‘‘(c) GRANDFATHER RULE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any 

project approved after September 30, 2001, at 
an airport that has less than .25 percent of 
the total number of passenger boardings at 
all commercial service airports, and that is 
located in a State containing unappropriated 
and unreserved public lands and nontaxable 
Indian lands (individual and tribal) of more 
than 5 percent of the total area of all lands 
in the State, the Government’s share of al-
lowable costs of the project shall be in-
creased by the same ratio as the basic share 
of allowable costs of a project divided into 
the increased (Public Lands States) share of 
allowable costs of a project as shown on doc-
uments of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion dated August 3, 1979, at airports for 
which the general share was 80 percent on 

August 3, 1979. This subsection shall apply 
only if— 

‘‘(A) the State contained unappropriated 
and unreserved public lands and nontaxable 
Indian lands of more than 5 percent of the 
total area of all lands in the State on August 
3, 1979; and 

‘‘(B) the application under subsection (b), 
does not increase the Government’s share of 
allowable costs of the project 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The Government’s share 
of allowable project costs determined under 
this subsection shall not exceed the lesser of 
93.75 percent or the highest percentage Gov-
ernment share applicable to any project in 
any State under subsection (b).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(a) of Section 47109, title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in subsection (b)’’, and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘Except as provided in subsection (b) 
or subsection (c)’’. 
SEC. 218. PILOT PROGRAM FOR PURCHASE OR 

AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 471 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 47141. Pilot program for purchase of air-

port development rights 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall establish a pilot program to 
support the purchase, by a State or political 
subdivision of a State, of development rights 
associated with, or directly affecting the use 
of, privately owned public use airports lo-
cated in that State. Under the program, the 
Secretary may make a grant to a State or 
political subdivision of a State from funds 
apportioned under section 47114 for the pur-
chase of such rights. 

‘‘(b) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not 

make a grant under subsection (a) unless the 
grant is made— 

‘‘(A) to enable the State or political sub-
division to purchase development rights in 
order to ensure that the airport property 
will continue to be available for use as a pub-
lic airport; and 

‘‘(B) subject to a requirement that the 
State or political subdivision acquire an 
easement or other appropriate covenant re-
quiring that the airport shall remain a pub-
lic use airport in perpetuity. 

‘‘(2) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The amount 
of a grant under the program may not exceed 
90 percent of the costs of acquiring the devel-
opment rights. 

‘‘(c) GRANT STANDARDS.—The Secretary 
shall prescribe standards for grants under 
subsection (a), including— 

‘‘(1) grant application and approval proce-
dures; and 

‘‘(2) requirements for the content of the in-
strument recording the purchase of the de-
velopment rights. 

‘‘(d) RELEASE OF PURCHASED RIGHTS AND 
COVENANT.—Any development rights pur-
chased under the program shall remain the 
property of the State or political subdivision 
unless the Secretary approves the transfer or 
disposal of the development rights after 
making a determination that the transfer or 
disposal of that right is in the public inter-
est. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may not 
make a grant under the pilot program for 
the purchase of development rights at more 
than 10 airports.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 471 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 
47140 the following: 
‘‘47141. Pilot program for purchase of airport 

development rights.’’. 
On page 127, line 18, strike ‘‘and’’ 
On page 127, line 21, strike ‘‘2006’.’’ and in-

sert ‘‘2006’; and’’. 

On page 127, between lines 21 and 22, insert 
the following: 

(4) by striking ‘‘section.’’ and inserting 
‘‘section, not more than $275,000 per year of 
which may be used for administrative costs 
in fiscal years 2004 through 2006.’’. 

On page 127, beginning with ‘‘No’’ in line 
24, strike through line 2 on page 128 and in-
sert the following: ‘‘No community, con-
sortia of communities, nor combination 
thereof may participate in the program in 
support of the same project more than once, 
but any community, consortia of commu-
nities, or combination thereof may apply, 
subsequent to such participation, to partici-
pate in the program in support of a different 
project.’.’’. 

On page 130, between lines 10 and 11, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 305. AIR CARRIERS REQUIRED TO HONOR 

TICKETS FOR SUSPENDED AIR SERV-
ICE. 

Section 145(c) of the Aviation and Trans-
portation Security Act (49 U.S.C. 40101 note) 
is amended by striking ‘‘more than’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘after’’ and inserting 
‘‘more than 36 months after’’. 

On page 131, beginning in line 21, strike 
‘‘eligible essential air service communities 
receiving assistance under subchapter II’’ 
and insert ‘‘communities that receive sub-
sidized service by an air carrier under sec-
tion 41733’’. 

On page 133, line 23, strike ‘‘essential air 
service community’’ and insert ‘‘point that 
receives subsidized service by an air carrier 
under section 41733’’. 

On page 134, line 8, strike ‘‘41731(a)(1).’’ and 
insert ‘‘41731(a)(1), subject to the provisions 
of section 332 of the Department of Transpor-
tation and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

On page 135, line 6, strike ‘‘2007,’’ and in-
sert ‘‘2006 to carry out this subchapter,’’. 

On page 137, line 14, after ‘‘equipment.’’ in-
sert ‘‘Any community that participates in a 
pilot program under this subparagraph is 
deemed to have waived the minimum service 
requirements under section 41732(b) for pur-
poses of its participation in that pilot pro-
gram.’’. 

On page 138, line 19, after ‘‘airports’’ insert 
‘‘or small hub airports’’. 

On page 143, strike lines 1 through 3 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(d) TRACKING SERVICE.—The Secretary 
shall require carriers providing subsidy for 
service under section 41733 to track changes 
in services, including on-time arrivals and 
departures, on such subsidized routes, and to 
report such information to the Secretary on 
a semi-annual basis in such form as the Sec-
retary may require. 

On page 143, line 24, strike ‘‘monthly cost 
increase of 10 percent or more.’’ and insert 
‘‘annual total unit cost increase (but not in-
creases in individual unit costs) of 10 percent 
or more in relation to the unit rates used to 
construct the subsidy rate, based on the car-
rier’s internal audit of its financial state-
ments.’’. 

On page 144, between lines 11 and 12, insert 
the following: 

SUBTITLE C—FINANCIAL IMPROVEMENT EF-
FORT AND EXECUTIVE COMPENSATION RE-
PORT 

SEC. 371. GAO REPORT ON AIRLINES ACTIONS TO 
IMPROVE FINANCES AND ON EXECU-
TIVE COMPENSATION. 

(a) FINDING.—The Congress finds that the 
United States government has by law pro-
vided substantial financial assistance to 
United States commercial airlines in the 
form of war risk insurance and reinsurance 
and other economic benefits and has imposed 
substantial economic and regulatory burdens 
on those airlines. In order to determine the 
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economic viability of the domestic commer-
cial airline industry and to evaluate the need 
for additional measures or the modification 
of existing laws, the Congress needs more 
frequent information and independently 
verified information about the financial con-
dition of these airlines. 

(b) SEMIANNUAL REPORTS.—The Comp-
troller General shall prepare a semiannual 
report to the Congress— 

(1) analyzing measures being taken by air 
carriers engaged in air transportation and 
intrastate air transportation (as such terms 
are used in subtitle VII of title 49, United 
States Code) to reduce costs and to improve 
their earnings and profits and balance 
sheets; and 

(2) stating— 
(A) the total compensation (as defined in 

section 104(b) of the Air Transportation Safe-
ty and System Stabilization Act (49 U.S.C. 
40101 note)) paid by the air carrier to each of-
ficer or employee of that air carrier to whom 
that section applies for the period to which 
the report relates; and 

(B) the terms and value (determined on the 
basis of the closing price of the stock on the 
last business day of the period to which the 
report relates) of any stock options awarded 
to such officer during that period. 

(c) GAO AUTHORITY.—In order to compile 
the reports required by subsection (b), the 
Comptroller General, or any of the Comp-
troller General’s duly authorized representa-
tives, shall have access for the purpose of 
audit and examination to any books, ac-
counts, documents, papers, and records of 
such air carriers that relate to the informa-
tion required to compile the reports. The 
Comptroller General shall submit with each 
such report a certification as to whether the 
Comptroller General has had access to suffi-
cient information to make informed judg-
ments on the matters covered by the report. 

(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The Comp-
troller General shall transmit the compila-
tion of reports required by subsection (c) to 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the House 
of Representatives Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

On page 144, beginning in line 15, strike 
‘‘Security’’ and insert ‘‘Security, in con-
sultation with representatives of the airport 
community,’’. 

On page 145, line 10, strike ‘‘Transpor-
tation’’ and insert ‘‘Homeland Security’’. 

On page 146, line 6, strike ‘‘Transpor-
tation’’ and insert ‘‘Homeland Security’’. 

On page 146, line 7, strike ‘‘Homeland Secu-
rity’’ and insert ‘‘Transportation’’. 

On page 146, beginning in line 11, strike 
‘‘The program shall be administered in con-
cert with the airport improvement program 
under chapter 417 of title 49, United States 
Code.’’ and insert ‘‘The requirements that 
apply to grants and letters of intent issued 
under chapter 471 of title 49, United States 
Code, shall apply to grants and letters of in-
tent issued under this section.’’. 

On page 147, line 9, strike ‘‘Transpor-
tation’’ and insert ‘‘Homeland Security’’. 

On page 147, line 23, strike ‘‘417’’ and insert 
‘‘471’’. 

On page 148, line 11, strike ‘‘301(a)’’ and in-
sert ‘‘308(a)’’. 

On page 149, strike lines 14 through 21 and 
insert the following: 

Section 44310 is amended by striking 
‘‘2004.’’ and inserting ‘‘2006.’’. 

On page 153, beginning in line 22, strike 
‘‘sections 121, 123, and 126 and chapter 5 of 
chapter 5 of title 40.’’ and insert ‘‘subchapter 
III of chapter 5 of title 40, United States 
Code.’’. 

On page 158, line 23, strike ‘‘(g)’’ and insert 
‘‘(h)’’. 

On page 170, beginning with line 23, strike 
through line 3 on page 171. 

On page 171, line 4, strike ‘‘SEC. 514.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 513.’’. 

On page 172, line 18, strike ‘‘SEC. 515.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 514.’’. 

On page 174, line 1, strike ‘‘SEC. 516.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 515.’’. 

On page 175, strike lines 13 through 16, and 
insert the following: 

(c) CHAIRPERSON.—The Secretary shall des-
ignate, from among the individuals ap-
pointed under subsection (b)(1), an individual 
to serve as Chairperson of the Commission. 

On page 178, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

(l) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Transportation $250,000 to 
be used to fund the Commission. 

On page 178, line 10, strike ‘‘SEC. 517.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 516.’’. 

On page 180, line 7, strike ‘‘SEC. 518.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 517.’’. 

On page 180, beginning in line 13, strike 
‘‘American or foreign-flag aircraft,’’ and in-
sert ‘‘aircraft by an air carrier,’’. 

On page 181, line 1, strike ‘‘44304(a)’’ and in-
sert ‘‘44303(a)’’. 

On page 181, line 5, strike ‘‘American or 
foreign-flag aircraft.’.’’ and insert ‘‘aircraft 
by an air carrier.’.’’. 

On page 181, line 6, strike ‘‘SEC. 519.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 518.’’. 

On page 181, line 21, strike ‘‘SEC. 520.’’ and 
insert ‘‘SEC. 519.’’. 

On page 182, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 520. CERTAIN INTERIM AND FINAL RULES. 

Notwithstanding section 141(d)(1) of the 
Aviation and Transportation Security Act 
(49 U.S.C. 44901 note), section 45301(b)(1)(B) of 
title 49, United States Code, as amended by 
section 119(d) of that Act, is deemed to apply 
to, and to have been in effect with respect to, 
the authority of the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration with re-
spect to the Interim Final Rule and Final 
Rule issued by the Administrator on May 30, 
2000, and August 13, 2001, respectively. 

SA 890. Mr. DORGAN proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

On page 146, beginning with line 20, strike 
through line 8 on page 147. 

SA 891. Mr. REID (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On Page 146, line 17, insert ‘‘origination 
and destination’’ before ‘‘emplanements;’’. 

On page 146, line 19, insert ‘‘origination and 
destination’’ before ‘‘emplanements’’. 

SA 892. Mr. MCCAIN proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . AIR FARES FOR MEMBERS OF ARMED 

FORCES. 
It is the sense of the Senate that each 

United States air carrier should— 
(1) make every effort to allow active duty 

members of the armed forces to purchase 
tickets, on a space-available basis, for the 
lowest fares offered for the flights desired, 
without regard to advance purchase require-
ments and other restrictions; and 

(2) offer flexible terms that allow members 
of the armed forces on active duty to pur-

chase, modify, or cancel tickets without 
time restrictions, fees, or penalties. 

SA 893. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for him-
self and Mr. JOHNSON) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

On page 193, after line 23, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 624. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN AIR TRAFFIC 

CONTROL FUNCTIONS PROHIBITED. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—he Secretary of Transpor-

tation may not authorize the transfer to a 
private entity or to a public entity other 
than the United States Government of— 

(1) the air traffic separation and control 
functions operated by the Federal Aviation 
Administration on the date of enactment of 
this Act; or 

(2) the maintenance of certifiable systems 
and other functions related to certification 
of national airspace systems and services op-
erated by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion on the date of enactment of this Act or 
flight service station personnel. 

(b) CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.— 
Subsection (a)(1) shall not apply to a Federal 
Aviation Administration air traffic control 
tower operated under the contract tower pro-
gram as of the date of enactment of this Act. 

On page 69, after the item relating to sec-
tion 623, insert the following; 
Sec. 624. Transfer of certain air traffic con-

trol functions prohibited. 

SA 894. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Adminstration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 405. GENERAL AVIATION AND AIR CHAR-

TERS. 
Section 132(a) of the Aviation and Trans-

portation Security Act (49 U.S.C. 44944 note) 
is amended by striking ‘‘12,500 pounds or 
more’’ and inserting ‘‘more than 12,500 
pounds’’. 

SA 895. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 405. AIR DEFENSE IDENTIFICATION ZONE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration estab-
lishes an Air Defense Identification Zone (in 
this section referred as an ‘‘ADIZ’’), the Ad-
ministrator shall, not later than 60 days 
after the date of establishing the ADIZ, 
transmit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, a report containing an explanation 
of the need for the ADIZ. The Administrator 
shall provide the Committees an updated re-
port every 60 days until the establishment of 
the ADIZ is rescinded. The reports and up-
dates shall be transmitted in classified form. 

(b) EXISTING ADIZ.—If an ADIZ is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit an initial report 
under subsection (a) to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate not later than 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—If a report 
required under subsection (a) or (b) indicates 
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that the ADIZ is to be continued, the Admin-
istrator shall outline changes in procedures 
and requirements to improve operational ef-
ficiency and minimize the operational im-
pacts of the ADIZ on pilots and air traffic 
controllers. 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘Air Defense Identification Zone’’ and 
‘‘ADIZ’’ mean a zone established by the Ad-
ministrator with respect to airspace under 
18,000 feet in approximately a 15 to 38 mile 
radius around Washington, District of Co-
lumbia, for which security measures are ex-
tended beyond the existing 15-mile-no-fly 
zone around Washington and in which gen-
eral aviation aircraft are required to adhere 
to certain procedures issued by the Adminis-
trator. 

SA 896. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. 
KYL, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. MCCAIN) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 824, to 
reauthorize the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the end of title V, add the following new 
section: 
SECTION 521. AGE LIMITATIONS. 

(a) GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, beginning on the date that 
is 30 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act— 

(1) section 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, shall not apply; 

(2) no certificate holder may use the serv-
ices of any person as a pilot on an airplane 
engaged in operations under part 121 of title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, if that per-
son is 65 years of age or older; and 

(3) no person may serve as a pilot on an 
airplane engaged in operations under part 121 
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, if 
that person is 65 years of age or older. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the provisions of this section 
shall take effect on the date that is 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) INTERIM LIMITATION.—During the period 
that begins on the date that is 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act and ending 
on the date that is one year after such date— 

(A) subsection (a)(2) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘‘64’’ for ‘‘65’’; and 

(B) subsection (a)(3) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘‘64’’ for ‘‘65’’. 

(c) CERTIFICATE HOLDER.—For purposes of 
this section, the term ‘‘certificate holder’’ 
means a holder of a certificate to operate as 
an air carrier or commercial operator issued 
by the Federal Aviation Administration. 

(d) RESERVATION OF SAFETY AUTHORITY.— 
Nothing in this section is intended to change 
the authority of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration to take steps to ensure the 
safety of air transportation operations in-
volving a pilot who is 60 years of age or 
older. 

SA 897. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 14, to enhance the 
energy security of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Section 133 is amended: 
(1) on page 66, line 2 by inserting between 

‘‘717(f)(e)’’ and the period at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘and paragraph (3) of this subsection.’’ 
(2) at subsection (b) by inserting the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(3) The Commission may issue a certifi-

cate of public convenience and necessity au-

thorizing the construction and operation of 
an Alaska natural gas transportation project 
under this section or otherwise to an appli-
cant only if an Alaska group has a meaning-
ful economic stake in such applicant. 

(3) by inserting at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(j) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) The term ‘‘Alaska group’’ means an en-
tity in which one or more Regional Corpora-
tions (as defined in section 3(g) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 
et. seq.)) has a controlling interest and in 
which such Regional Corporations own, di-
rectly or indirectly, two-thirds of the equity 
interest. The remaining one-third of the eq-
uity interest in the Alaska group shall be 
held by an entity established by the State of 
Alaska that facilitates indirect broad-based 
economic participation by residents of the 
State of Alaska who elect to participate in 
such ownership. If the State of Alaska elects 
not to establish such an entity, or the entity 
established by the State of Alaska elects to 
purchase less than all of its allocated one- 
third equity interest, such remaining inter-
est shall be offered to the Regional Corpora-
tions holding the controlling interest. 

(2) the term ‘‘meaningful economic stake’’ 
means a direct or indirect equity interest of 
ten percent or more (or, at an Alaska group’s 
election, less) with adequate protections for 
a minority interest holder.’’ 

SA 898. Mr. COCHRAN (for himself 
and Mr. BYRD) proposed an amendment 
to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 145, beginning with line 8, strike 
all down through and including line 24 on 
part 147, and insert the following: 
SEC. 402. AVIATION SECURITY CAPITAL FUND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There may be established 
within the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity a fund to be known as the Aviation Se-
curity Capital Fund. There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Fund up to $500,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2004 through 2007, 
such amounts to be derived from fees re-
ceived under section 44940 of title 49, United 
States Code. Amounts in the fund shall be al-
located in such a manner that— 

(1) 40 percent shall be made available for 
hub airports; 

(2) 20 percent shall be made available for 
medium hub airports; 

(3) 15 percent shall be made available for 
small hub airports and non-hub airports; and 

(4) 25 percent may be distributed at the 
Secretary’s discretion. 

(b) PURPOSE.—Amounts in the Fund shall 
be available to the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to provide financial assistance to 
airport sponsors to defray capital invest-
ment in transportation security at airport 
facilities in accordance with the provisions 
of this section. The program shall be admin-
istered in concert with the airport improve-
ment program under chapter 417 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(c) APPORTIONMENT.—Amounts made avail-
able under subsection (a)(1), (a)(2), or (a)(3) 
shall be apportioned among the airports in 
each category in accordance with a formula 
based on the ratio that passenger 
enplanements at each airport in the category 
bears to the total passenger enplanements at 
all airports in that category. 

(d) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not less than the fol-

lowing percentage of the costs of any project 
funded under this section shall be derived 
from non-Federal sources: 

(A) For hub airports and medium hub air-
ports, 25 percent. 

(B) For airports other than hub airports 
and medium hub airports, 10 percent. 

(2) USE OF BOND PROCEEDS.—In determining 
the amount of nonfederal sources of funds, 
the proceeds of State and local bond issues 
shall not be considered to be derived, di-
rectly or indirectly, from Federal sources 
without regard to the Federal income tax 
treatment of interest and principal of such 
bonds. 

(e) LETTERS OF INTENT.—The Secretary of 
Homeland Security, or his delegate, may 
execute letters of intent to commit funding 
to airport sponsors from the Fund. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
44940(a)(1) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(H) The costs of security-related capital 
improvements at airports.’’. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this 
section that is defined or used in chapter 417 
of title 49 United States Code has the mean-
ing given that term in that chapter. 

SA 899. Mr. BURNS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. .—RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING 

TRAVEL AGENTS. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall transmit to 
Congress a report on any actions that should 
be taken with respect to recommendations 
made by the National Commission to Ensure 
Consumer Information and Choice in the Air-
line Industry on— 

(1) the travel agent arbiter program; and 
(2) the special box on tickets for agents to 

include their service fee charges. 
(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing this re-

port, the Secretary shall consult with rep-
resentatives from the airline and travel 
agent industry. 

SA 900. Mr. BURNS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . REIMBURSEMENT FOR LOSSES IN-

CURRED BY GENERAL AVIATION EN-
TITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— The Secretary of Trans-
portation may make grants to reimburse the 
following general aviation entities for the 
security costs incurred and revenue foregone 
as a result of the restrictions imposed by the 
Federal Government following the terrorist 
attacks on the United States that occurred 
on September 11, 2001, or the military action 
to free the people of Iraq that commenced in 
March 2003: 

(1) General aviation entities that operate 
at Ronald Reagan Washington National Air-
port. 

(2) Airports that are located within 15 
miles of Ronald Reagan Washington Na-
tional Airport and were operating under se-
curity restrictions on the date of enactment 
of this Act and general aviation entities op-
erating at those airports. 

(3) General aviation entities that were af-
fected by Federal Aviation Administration 
Notice to Airmen FDC 2/0199 and section 352 
of the Department of Transportation and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2003 (P.L. 
108–7, Division I). 

General aviation entities affected by im-
plementation of section 44939 of title 49, 
United States Code. 
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(5) Any other general aviation entity that 

is prevented from doing business or oper-
ating by an action of the Federal Govern-
ment prohibiting access to airspace by that 
entity. 

(b) DOCUMENTATION.—Reimbursement 
under this section shall be made in accord-
ance with sworn financial statements or 
other appropriate data submitted by each 
general aviation entity demonstrating the 
costs incurred and revenue foregone to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary. 

(c) GENERAL AVIATION ENTITY DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘general aviation enti-
ty’’ means any person (other than a sched-
uled air carrier or foreign air carrier, as such 
terms are defined in section 40102 of title 49, 
United States Code) that— 

(1) operates nonmilitary aircraft under 
part 91 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, for the purpose of conducting its pri-
mary business; 

(2) manufacture nonmilitary aircraft with 
a maximum seating capacity of fewer than 20 
passengers or aircraft parts to be used in 
such aircraft; 

(3) provides services necessary for non-
military operations under such part 91; or 

(4) operates an airport, other than a pri-
mary airport (as such terms are defined in 
such section 40102), that 

(A) is listed in the national plan of inte-
grated airport systems developed by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration under section 
47103 of such title; or 

(B) is normally open to the public, is lo-
cated within the confines of enhanced class B 
airspace (as defined by the Federal Aviation 
Administration in Notice to Airmen FDC 1/ 
0618), and was closed as a result of an order 
issued by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion in the period beginning September 11, 
2001, and ending January 1, 2002, and re-
mained closed as a result of that order on 
January 1, 2002. 
Such terms includes fixed based operators, 
flight schools, manufacturers of general 
aviation aircraft and products, persons en-
gaged in nonscheduled aviation enterprises, 
and general aviation independent contrac-
tors. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $100,000,000. Such sums 
shall remain available until expended. 

SA 901. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . REPORT ON PASSENGER PRESCREENING 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, after consultation 
with the Attorney General, shall submit a 
report in writing to the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
and Infrastructure on the potential impact 
of the Transportation Security Administra-
tion’s proposed Computer Assisted Passenger 
Prescreening system, commonly known as 
CAPPS II, on the privacy and civil liberties 
of United States Citizens. 

(b) SPECIFIC ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED.— 
The report shall address the following: 

(1) Whether and for what period of time 
data gathered on individual travelers will be 
retained, who will have access to such data, 
and who will make decisions concerning ac-
cess to such data. 

(2) How the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration will treat the scores assigned to 

individual travelers to measure the likeli-
hood they may pose a security threat, in-
cluding how long such scores will be retained 
and whether and under what circumstances 
they may be shared with other govern-
mental, non-governmental, or commercial 
entities. 

(3) The role airlines and outside vendors or 
contractors will have in implementing and 
operating the system, and to what extent 
will they have access, or the means to obtain 
access, to data, scores, or other information 
generated by the system. 

(4) The safeguards that will be imple-
mented to ensure that data, scores, or other 
information generated by the system will be 
used only as officially intended. 

(5) The procedures that will be imple-
mented to mitigate the effect of any errors, 
and what procedural recourse will be avail-
able to passengers who believe the system 
has wrongly barred them from taking 
flights. 

(6) The oversight procedures that will be 
implemented to ensure that, on an ongoing 
basis, privacy and civil liberties issues will 
continue to be considered and addressed with 
high priority as the system is installed, oper-
ated and updated. 

SA 902. Mrs. LINCOLN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 48, supporting the goals and 
ideals of ‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness 
Month’’ and urging support for epilepsy 
research and service programs; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; as follows: 

On page 3, line 2, strike ‘‘an annual’’ and 
insert ‘‘a’’. 

On page 3, line 6, after the semicolon insert 
‘‘and’’. 

On page 3, line 7, strike ‘‘an increase in 
funding’’ and insert ‘‘support’’. 

On page 3, line 10, strike ‘‘; and’’ and all 
that follows and insert a period. 

After the eighth clause of the preamble, in-
sert the following: 

Whereas a significant number of people 
with epilepsy may lack access to medical 
care for the treatment of the disease; 

Amend the title by striking ‘‘funding’’ and 
inserting ‘‘support’’. 

SA 903. Mr. BUNNING (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing new section: 
SEC. ll. ARMING CARGO PILOTS AGAINST TER-

RORISM. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Arming Cargo Pilots Against 
Terrorism Act’’. 

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

(1) During the 107th Congress, both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
overwhelmingly passed measures that would 
have armed pilots of cargo aircraft. 

(2) Cargo aircraft do not have Federal air 
marshals, trained cabin crew, or determined 
passengers to subdue terrorists. 

(3) Cockpit doors on cargo aircraft, if 
present at all, largely do not meet the secu-
rity standards required for commercial pas-
senger aircraft. 

(4) Cargo aircraft vary in size and many 
are larger and carry larger amounts of fuel 
than the aircraft hijacked on September 11, 
2001. 

(5) Aircraft cargo frequently contains haz-
ardous material and can contain deadly bio-
logical and chemical agents and quantities 
of agents that cause communicable diseases. 

(6) Approximately 12,000 of the nation’s 
90,000 commercial pilots serve as pilots and 
flight engineers on cargo aircraft. 

(7) There are approximately 2,000 cargo 
flights per day in the United States, many of 
which are loaded with fuel for outbound 
international travel or are inbound from for-
eign airports not secured by the Transpor-
tation Security Administration. 

(8) Aircraft transporting cargo pose a seri-
ous risk as potential terrorist targets that 
could be used as weapons of mass destruc-
tion. 

(9) Pilots of cargo aircraft deserve the 
same ability to protect themselves and the 
aircraft they pilot as other commercial air-
line pilots. 

(10) Permitting pilots of cargo aircraft to 
carry firearms creates an important last line 
of defense against a terrorist effort to com-
mandeer a cargo aircraft. 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that members of a flight deck crew 
of a cargo aircraft should be armed with a 
firearm and taser to defend the cargo air-
craft against an attack by terrorists that 
could result in the use of the aircraft as a 
weapon of mass destruction or for other ter-
rorist purposes. 

(d) ARMING CARGO PILOTS AGAINST TER-
RORISM.—Section 44921 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘pas-
senger’’ each place that it appears; and 

(2) in subsection (k)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or,’’ and all that follows; 

and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘or any other flight deck 

crew member.’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(3) ALL-CARGO AIR TRANSPORTATION.—For 

the purposes of this section, the term air 
transportation includes all-cargo air trans-
portation.’’. 

(e) TIME FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—The train-
ing of pilots as Federal flight deck officers 
required in the amendments made by sub-
section (d) shall begin as soon as practicable 
and no later than 90 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(f) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—The require-
ments of subsection (e) shall have no effect 
on the deadlines for implementation con-
tained in section 44921 of title 49, United 
States Code, as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

SA 904. Mr. SPECTER (for himself, 
Mr. SANTORUM, and Mr. DASCHLE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 824, to 
reauthorize the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table as 
follows: 

On page 174, before line 1, insert the fol-
lowing new section. 
SEC. 515A. MEASUREMENT OF HIGHWAY MILE-

AGE FOR PURPOSES OF DETER-
MINING ELIGIBILITY FOR ESSEN-
TIAL AIR SERVICE SUBSIDIES. 

(a) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Sub-
chapter II of chapter 417, as amended by sec-
tion 515 of this Act, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 41747. Distance requirement applicable to 

eligibility for essential air service subsidies 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 

provide assistance under this subchapter 
with respect to a place in the 48 contiguous 
States that— 
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‘‘(1) is less than 70 highway miles from the 

nearest hub airport; or 
‘‘(2) requires a rate of subsidy per pas-

senger in excess of $200, unless such place is 
greater than 210 highway miles from the 
nearest hub airport. 

‘‘(b) DETERMINATION OF MILEAGE.—For pur-
poses of this section, the highway mileage 
between a place and the nearest hub airport 
is the highway mileage of the most com-
monly used route between the place and the 
hub airport. In identifying such route, the 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) consult with— 
‘‘(A) the metropolitan planning organiza-

tion designated under section 134 of title 23, 
United States Code, for the metropolitan 
planning area within which such place is lo-
cated; or 

‘‘(B) if no such organization exists, the 
Governor of the State in which such place is 
located, or the Governor’s designee; and 

‘‘(2) request, and accept as binding if pro-
vided within 60 days, the certification of 
such organization or person as to the most 
commonly used route and the corresponding 
highway mileage.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 417 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 
41746 the following new item: 

‘‘41747. Distance requirement applicable to 
eligibility for essential air serv-
ice subsidies.’’. 

(c) REPEAL.—The following provisions of 
law are repealed: 

(1) Section 332 of the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(2) Section 205 of the Wendell H. Ford Avia-
tion Investment and Reform Act for the 21st 
Century (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(3) Section 334 of the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1999 (section 101(g) of division A of 
the Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1999) 
(Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–471). 

(d) SECRETARIAL REVIEW.— 
(1) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—Any community 

with respect to which the Secretary of 
Transportation has, between September 30, 
1993, and the date of the enactment of this 
Act, eliminated subsidies or terminated sub-
sidy eligibility under section 332 of the De-
partment of Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2000 (49 U.S.C. 
41731 note), section 205 of the Wendell H. 
Ford Aviation Investment and Reform Act 
for the 21st Century (49 U.S.C. 41731 note), or 
any prior law of similar effect, may request 
the Secretary to review such action. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION.—Not later 
than 60 days after receiving a request under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

(A) determine whether the community 
would have been subject to such elimination 
of subsidies or termination of eligibility 
under the distance requirement enacted by 
this Act; and 

(B) issue a final order with respect to the 
eligibility of such community for essential 
air service subsidies under subchapter II of 
chapter 417 of title 49, United States Code, as 
amended by this Act. 

SA 905. Mr. SPECTER (for himself, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. DAY-
TON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the end of title IV, add the following: 
SEC. 405. FOREIGN REPAIR STATION SAFETY AND 

SECURITY. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

(2) DOMESTIC REPAIR STATION.—The term 
‘‘domestic repair station’’ means a repair 
station or shop that— 

(A) is described in section 44707(2) of title 
49, United States Code; and 

(B) is located in the United States. 
(3) FOREIGN REPAIR STATION.—The term 

‘‘foreign repair station’’ means a repair sta-
tion or shop that— 

(A) is described in section 44707(2) of title 
49, United States Code; and 

(B) is located outside of the United States. 
(4) UNDER SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Under 

Secretary’’ means the Under Secretary for 
Border and Transportation Security of the 
Department of Homeland Security. 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF STANDARDS.—Within 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall issue regula-
tions to ensure that foreign repair stations 
meet the same level of safety required of do-
mestic repair stations. 

(c) SPECIFIC STANDARDS.—In carrying out 
subsection (b), the Administrator shall, at a 
minimum, specifically ensure that foreign 
repair stations, as a condition of being cer-
tified to work on United States registered 
aircraft— 

(1) institute a program of drug and alcohol 
testing of its employees working on United 
States registered aircraft and that such a 
program provides an equivalent level of safe-
ty achieved by the drug and alcohol testing 
requirements that workers are subject to at 
domestic repair stations; 

(2) agree to be subject to the same type and 
level of inspection by the Federal Aviation 
Administration as domestic repair stations 
and that such inspections occur without 
prior notice to the country in which the sta-
tion is located; and 

(3) follow the security procedures estab-
lished under subsection (d). 

(d) SECURITY AUDITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To ensure the security of 

maintenance and repair work conducted on 
United States aircraft and components at 
foreign repair stations, the Under Secretary, 
in consultation with the Administrator, 
shall complete a security review and audit of 
foreign repair stations certified by the Ad-
ministrator under part 145 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations. The review shall be 
completed not later than 180 days after the 
date on which the Under Secretary issues 
regulations under paragraph (6). 

(2) ADDRESSING SECURITY CONCERNS.—The 
Under Secretary shall require a foreign re-
pair station to address the security issues 
and vulnerabilities identified in a security 
audit conducted under paragraph (1) within 
90 days of providing notice to the repair sta-
tion of the security issues and 
vulnerabilities identified. 

(3) SUSPENSIONS AND REVOCATIONS OF CER-
TIFICATES.— 

(A) FAILURE TO CARRY OUT EFFECTIVE SECU-
RITY MEASURES.—If the Under Secretary de-
termines as a result of a security audit that 
a foreign repair station does not maintain 
and carry out effective security measures or 
if a foreign repair station does not address 
the security issues and vulnerabilities as re-
quired under subsection (d)(2), the Under 
Secretary shall notify the Administrator of 
the determination. Upon receipt of the deter-
mination, the Administrator shall suspend 
the certification of the repair station until 
such time as the Under Secretary determines 
that the repair station maintains and carries 
out effective security measures and has ad-
dressed the security issues identified in the 
audit, and transmits the determination to 
the Administrator. 

(B) IMMEDIATE SECURITY RISK.—If the Under 
Secretary determines that a foreign repair 
station poses an immediate security risk, 
the Under Secretary shall notify the Admin-
istrator of the determination. Upon receipt 
of the determination, the Administrator 
shall revoke the certification of the repair 
station. 

(4) FAILURE TO MEET AUDIT DEADLINE.—If 
the security audits required by paragraph (1) 
are not completed on or before the date that 
is 180 days after the date on which the Under 
Secretary issues regulations under para-
graph (6), the Administrator may not certify, 
or renew the certification of, any foreign re-
pair station until such audits are completed. 

(5) PRIORITY FOR AUDITS.—In conducting 
the audits described in paragraph (1), the 
Under Secretary and the Administrator shall 
give priority to foreign repair stations lo-
cated in countries identified by the United 
States Government as posing the most sig-
nificant security risks. 

(6) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Under Secretary, in consultation with 
the Administrator, shall issue final regula-
tions to ensure the security of foreign and 
domestic repair stations. If final regulations 
are not issued within 180 days of the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
may not certify, or renew the certification 
of, any foreign repair station until such reg-
ulations have been issued. 

SA 906. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, 
Mr. INHOFE, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. JEFFORDS, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
PRYOR, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mrs. 
LINCOLN, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HAGEL, 
and Mr. BROWNBACK) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

Beginning on page 138, line 15, strike all 
through page 142, line 11. 

SA 907. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 217. ANCHORAGE AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 
30, 2004, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall complete a 
study and transmit a report to the appro-
priate committees regarding the feasibility 
of consolidating the Anchorage Terminal 
Radar Approach Control and the Anchorage 
Air Route Traffic Control Center at the ex-
isting Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control 
Center facility. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘appropriate committees’’ 
means the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

SA 908. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. 
WYDEN) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . REPORT ON PASSENGER PRESCREENING 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
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of Homeland Security, after consultation 
with the Attorney General, shall submit a 
report in writing to the Senate Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
and the House of Representatives Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure on the 
potential impact of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration’s proposed Computer As-
sisted Passenger Prescreening system, com-
monly known as CAPPS II, on the privacy 
and civil liberties of United States Citizens. 

(b) SPECIFIC ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED.— 
The report shall address the following: 

(1) Whether and for what period of time 
data gathered on individual travelers will be 
retained, who will have access to such data, 
and who will make decisions concerning ac-
cess to such data. 

(2) How the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration will treat the scores assigned to 
individual travelers to measure the likeli-
hood they may pose a security threat, in-
cluding how long such scores will be retained 
and whether and under what circumstances 
they may be shared with other govern-
mental, non-governmental, or commercial 
entities. 

(3) The role airlines and outside vendors or 
contractors will have in implementing and 
operating the system, and to what extent 
will they have access, or the means to obtain 
access, to data, scores, or other information 
generated by the system. 

(4) The safeguards that will be imple-
mented to ensure that data, scores, or other 
information generated by the system will be 
used only as officially intended. 

(5) The procedures that will be imple-
mented to mitigate the effect of any errors, 
and what procedural recourse will be avail-
able to passengers who believe the system 
has wrongly barred them from taking 
flights. 

(6) The oversight procedures that will be 
implemented to ensure that, on an ongoing 
basis, privacy and civil liberties issues will 
continue to be considered and addressed with 
high priority as the system is installed, oper-
ated and updated. 

SA 909. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. NEL-
SON of Florida) proposed an amendment 
to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS RE-

GARDING TRAINING TO OPERATE 
AIRCRAFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44939 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 44939. Training to operate certain aircraft 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) WAITING PERIOD.—A person subject to 

regulation under this part may provide 
training in the United States in the oper-
ation of an aircraft to an individual who is 
an alien (as defined in section 101(a)(3) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(3))) or to any other individual speci-
fied by the Under Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity for Border and Transportation Secu-
rity only if— 

‘‘(A) that person has notified the Under 
Secretary that the individual has requested 
such training and furnished the Under Sec-
retary with that individual’s identification 
in such form as the Under Secretary may re-
quire; and 

‘‘(B) the Under Secretary has not directed, 
within 30 days after being notified under sub-
paragraph (A), that person not to provide the 
requested training because the Under Sec-
retary has determined that the individual 
presents a risk to aviation security or na-
tional security. 

‘‘(2) NOTIFICATION-ONLY INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of 

paragraph (1) shall not apply to an alien in-
dividual who holds a visa issued under title 
I of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) and who— 

‘‘(i) has earned a Federal Aviation Admin-
istration type rating in an aircraft or has un-
dergone type-specific training, or 

‘‘(ii) holds a current pilot’s license or for-
eign equivalent commercial pilot’s license 
that permits the person to fly an aircraft 
with a maximum certificated takeoff weight 
of more than 12,500 pounds as defined by the 
International Civil Aviation Organization in 
Annex 1 to the Convention on International 
Civil Aviation, 
if the person providing the training has noti-
fied the Under Secretary that the individual 
has requested such training and furnished 
the Under Secretary with that individual’s 
visa information. 

‘‘(B) Exception.—Subparagraph (A) does 
not apply to an alien individual whose air-
man’s certificate has been suspended or re-
voked under procedures established by the 
Under Secretary. 

‘‘(3) EXPEDITED PROCESSING.—The waiting 
period under paragraph (1) shall be expedited 
for an individual who— 

‘‘(A) has previously undergone a back-
ground records check by the Foreign Ter-
rorist Tracking Task Force; 

‘‘(B) is employed by a foreign air carrier 
certified under part 129 of title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, that has a TSA 1546 ap-
proved security program and who is under-
going recurrent flight training; 

‘‘(C) is a foreign military pilot endorsed by 
the United States Department of Defense for 
flight training; or 

‘‘(D) who has unescorted access to a se-
cured area of an airport designated under 
section 44936(a)(1)(A)(ii). 

‘‘(4) INVESTIGATION AUTHORITY.—In order to 
determine whether an individual requesting 
training described in paragraph (1) presents a 
risk to aviation security or national security 
the Under Secretary is authorized to use the 
employment investigation authority pro-
vided by section 44936(a)(1)(A) for individuals 
applying for a position in which the indi-
vidual has unescorted access to a secured 
area of an airport designated under section 
44936(a)(1)(A)(ii). 

‘‘(5) FEE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary 

may assess a fee for an investigation under 
this section, which may not exceed $100 per 
individual (exclusive of the cost of transmit-
ting fingerprints collected at overseas facili-
ties) during fiscal years 2003 and 2004. For fis-
cal year 2005 and thereafter, the Under Sec-
retary may adjust the maximum amount of 
the fee to reflect the cost of such an inves-
tigation. 

‘‘(B) OFFSET.—Notwithstanding section 
3302 of title 31, United States Code, any fee 
collected under this section— 

‘‘(i) shall be credited to the account in the 
Treasury from which the expenses were in-
curred and shall be available to the Under 
Secretary for those expenses; and 

‘‘(ii) shall remain available until expended. 
‘‘(b) INTERRUPTION OF TRAINING.—If the 

Under Secretary, more than 30 days after re-
ceiving notification under subsection 
(a)(1)(A) from a person providing training de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1) or at any time 
after receiving notice from such a person 
under subsection (a)(2)(A), determines that 
an individual receiving such training pre-
sents a risk to aviation or national security, 
the Under Secretary shall immediately no-
tify the person providing the training of the 
determination and that person shall imme-
diately terminate the training. 

‘‘(c) COVERED TRAINING.—For purposes of 
subsection (a), the term ‘training’— 

‘‘(1) includes in-flight training, training in 
a simulator, and any other form or aspect of 
training; but 

‘‘(2) does not include classroom instruction 
(also known as ground school training), 
which may be provided during the 30-day pe-
riod described in subsection (a)(1)(B). 

‘‘(d) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION.—The At-
torney General, the Director of Central In-
telligence, and the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall cooperate 
with the Under Secretary in implementing 
this section. 

‘‘(e) SECURITY AWARENESS TRAINING FOR 
EMPLOYMENT.—The Under Secretary shall re-
quire flight schools to conduct a security 
awareness program for flight school employ-
ees, and for certified instructors who provide 
instruction for the flight school but who are 
not employees thereof, to increase their 
awareness of suspicious circumstances and 
activities of individuals enrolling in or at-
tending flight school.’’. 

(b) PROCEDURES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Under Secretary of Homeland Security for 
Border and Transportation Security shall 
promulgate an interim final rule to imple-
ment section 44939 of title 49, United States 
Code, as amended by subsection (a). 

(2) USE OF OVERSEAS FACILITIES.—In order 
to implement section 44939 of title 49, United 
States Code, as amended by subsection (a), 
United States Embassies and Consulates 
that posses appropriate fingerprint collec-
tion equipment and personnel certified to 
capture fingerprints shall fingerprint serv-
ices to aliens covered by that section if the 
Under Secretary requires fingerprints in the 
administration of that section, and shall 
transmit the fingerprints to the Under Sec-
retary or other agency designated by the 
Under Secretary. The Attorney General and 
the Secretary of State shall cooperate with 
the Under Secretary in carrying out this 
paragraph. 

(3) USE OF UNITED STATES FACILITIES.—If 
the Under Secretary requires fingerprinting 
in the administration of section 44939 of title 
49, United States Code, the Under Secretary 
may designate locations within the United 
States that will provide fingerprinting serv-
ices to individuals covered by that section. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) takes effect on the ef-
fective date of the interim final rule required 
by subsection (b)(1). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall submit to 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the House 
of Representatives Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure a report on the ef-
fectiveness of the activities carried out 
under section 44939 of title 49, United States 
Code, in reducing risks to aviation security 
and national security. 

SA 910. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. JEF-
FORDS (for himself and Mr. LEAHY)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
824, to reauthorize the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . 1-YEAR EXTENSION OF EAS ELIGIBILITY 

FOR COMMUNITIES TERMINATED IN 
2003 DUE TO DECREASED AIR TRAV-
EL. 

Notwithstanding the rare of subsidy limi-
tation in section 332 of the Department of 
Transportation and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2000, the Secretary of Trans-
portation may not terminate an essential air 
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service subsidy provided under chapter 417 of 
title 49, United States Code, before the end of 
calendar year 2004 for air service to a com-
munity— 

(1) whose calendar year ridership for 2000 
was sufficient to keep the per passenger sub-
sidy below that limitation; and 

(2) that has received notice that its subsidy 
will be terminated during calendar year 2003 
because decreased ridership has caused the 
subsidy to exceed that limitation. 

SA 911. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. BAYH 
(for himself and Mr. LUGAR) proposed 
an amendment to the bill S. 824, to re-
authorize the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 217. GARY/CHICAGO AIRPORT FUNDING. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall, for purposes of chapter 
471 of title 49, United States Code, give pri-
ority consideration to a letter of intent ap-
plication for funding submitted by the City 
of Gary, Indiana, or the State of Indiana, for 
the extension of the main runway at the 
Gary/Chicago Airport. The letter of intent 
application shall be considered upon comple-
tion of the environmental impact statement 
and benefit cost analysis in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Administration require-
ments. The Administrator shall consider the 
letter of intent application not later than 90 
days after receiving it from the applicant. 

SA 912. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. 
DODD) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . LOCATION OF SHUTTLE SERVICE AT RON-

ALD REAGAN WASHINGTON NA-
TIONAL AIRPORT. 

The Airports Authority (as defined in sec-
tion 49103(1) of title 49, United States Code) 
shall in conjunction with the Department of 
Transportation conduct a study on the feasi-
bility of housing the gates used by all air 
carrier providing shuttle service from Ron-
ald Reagan Washington National Airport in 
the same terminal. 

SA 913. Mr. THOMAS proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title V, add the following new 
section: 
SEC. 521. EXEMPTION FOR JACKSON HOLE AIR-

PORT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding chapter 

475 of title 49, United States Code, or any 
other provision of law, if the Board of the 
Jackson Hole Airport in Wyoming and the 
Secretary of the Interior agree that Stage 3 
aircraft technology represents a prudent and 
feasible technological advance which, if im-
plemented at the Jackson Hole Airport, will 
result in a reduction in noise at Grand Teton 
National Park— 

(1) the Jackson Hole Airport may impose 
restrictions on, or prohibit, the operation of 
Stage 2 aircraft weighing less than 75,000 
pounds, with reasonable exemptions for pub-
lic health and safety; 

(2) the notice, study, and comment provi-
sions of subchapter II of chapter 475 of title 
49, United States Code, and part 161 of title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, shall not 
apply to the imposition of the restrictions; 

(3) the imposition of the restrictions shall 
not affect the Airport’s eligibility to receive 

a grant under title 49, United States Code; 
and 

(4) the restrictions shall not be deemed to 
be unreasonable, discriminatory, a violation 
of the assurances required by section 47107(a) 
of title 49, United States Code, or an undue 
burden on interstate commerce. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘Stage 2 aircraft’’ and ‘‘Stage 3 aircraft’’ 
have the same meaning as those terms have 
in chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code. 

SA 914. Mr. LOTT proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 905 sub-
mitted by Mr. SPECTER (for himself, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. DAY-
TON) to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment add the fol-
lowing: 

( ) STUDY.—Notwithstanding the pre-
ceding provisions of this section— 

( ) the Administrator shall conduct a 
study of the need to establish a program to 
ensure that foreign repair stations meet the 
conditions and standards described in sub-
section (c); 

(2) report the results of that study, to-
gether with the Administrator’s rec-
ommendations and conclusions to the Con-
gress within 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and 

(3) the Administrator shall not issue regu-
lations under subsection (h). 

SA 915. Mr. SPECTER (for himself 
and Mr. SANTORUM) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

At the end of Title V, add the following 
new section: 

(g) MEASUREMENT OF HIGHWAY MILEAGE 
FOR PURPOSES OF DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY 
FOR ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE SUBSIDIES.— 

(1) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Sub-
chapter II of Chapter 417 of title 49, United 
States Code, (as amended by subsection (f) of 
this bill) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 41746. Distance requirement applicable to 

eligibility for essential air service subsidies 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 

provide assistance under this subchapter 
with respect to a place in the 48 contiguous 
States that— 

‘‘(1) is less than 70 highway miles from the 
nearest hub airport; or 

‘‘(2) requires a rate of subsidy per pas-
senger in excess of $200, unless such place is 
greater than 210 highway miles from the 
nearest hub airport. 

‘‘(b) DETERMINATION OF MILEAGE.—For pur-
poses of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, the high-
way mileage between a place and the nearest 
hub airport is the highway mileage of the 
most commonly used route between the 
place and the hub airport. In identifying 
such route, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) promulgate by regulation a standard 
for calculating the mileage between Lan-
caster, Pennsylvania and a hub airport; and 

‘‘(2) identify the most commonly used 
route for a community by— 

‘‘(A) consulting with the Governor of a 
State or the Governor’s designee; and 

‘‘(B) considering the certification of the 
Governor of a State or the Governor’s des-
ignee as to the most commonly used route.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter II of chapter 417 of title 49, 
United States Code, (as amended by sub-
section (f) of this bill) is further amended by 

inserting after the item relating to section 
41745 the following new item: 
‘‘41746. Distance requirement applicable to 

eligibility for essential air serv-
ice subsidies.’’. 

(h) REPEAL.—The following provisions of 
law are repealed: 

(1) Section 332 of the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(2) Section 205 of the Wendell H. Ford Avia-
tion Investment and Reform Act for the 21st 
Century (49 U.S.C. 41731 note). 

(3) Section 334 of the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1999 (section 101(g) of division A of 
the Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1999) 
(Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–471). 

(i) SECRETARIAL REVIEW.— 
(1) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—Any community 

with respect to which the Secretary has, be-
tween September 30, 1993, and the date of the 
enactment of this Act, eliminated subsidies 
or terminated subsidy eligibility under sec-
tion 332 of the Department of Transportation 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2000 (49 U.S.C. 41731 note), Section 205 of the 
Wendell H. Ford Aviation Investment and 
Reform Act for the 21st Century (49 U.S.C. 
41731 note), or any prior law of similar effect, 
may request the Secretary to review such ac-
tion. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION.—Not later 
than 60 days after receiving a request under 
subsection (i), the Secretary shall— 

(A) determine whether the community 
would have been subject to such elimination 
of subsidies or termination of eligibility 
under the distance requirement enacted by 
the amendment made by subsection (g) of 
this bill to subchapter II of chapter 417 of 
title 49, United States Code; and 

(B) issue a final order with respect to the 
eligibility of such community for essential 
air service subsidies under subchapter II of 
chapter 417 of title 49, United States Code, as 
amended by this Act. 

SA 916. Mr. HOLLINGS proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . REMOVAL OF CAP ON TSA STAFFING 

LEVEL. 
The matter appearing under the heading 

‘‘AVIATION SECURITY’’ in the appropriations 
for the Transportation Security Administra-
tion in the Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriation Act, 2003 (Public 
Law 108–7; 117 Stat. 386) is amended by strik-
ing the fifth proviso. 

SA 917. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

Strike section 664 and insert the following: 
SEC. 664. AIR QUALITY IN AIRCRAFT CABINS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall un-
dertake the studies and analysis called for in 
the report of the National Research Council 
entitled ‘‘The Airliner Cabin Environment 
and the Health of Passengers and Crew’’. 

(b) REQUIRED ACTIVITIES.—In carrying out 
this section, the Administrator, at a min-
imum, shall— 

(1) conduct surveillance to monitor ozone 
in the cabin on a representative number of 
flights and aircraft to determine compliance 
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with existing Federal Aviation Regulations 
for ozone; 

(2) collect pesticide exposure data to deter-
mine exposures of passengers and crew; 

(3) analyze samples of residue from aircraft 
ventilation ducts and filters after air quality 
incidents to identify the contaminants to 
which passengers and crew were exposed; 

(4) analyze and study cabin air pressure 
and altitude; and 

(5) establish an air quality incident report-
ing system. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 30 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit to Congress a 
report on the findings of the Administrator 
under this section. 

SA 918. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER) proposed an amendment 
to the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. . PASS-THROUGH OF REFUNDED PAS-

SENGER SECURITY FEES TO CODE- 
SHARE PARTNERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, each United 
States flag air carrier that received a pay-
ment made under the second proviso of first 
appropriation in title IV of the Emergency 
Wartime Supplemental Appropriations Act, 
2003 (Pub. L. 108–011; 117 Stat. 604) shall 
transfer to each air carrier with which it had 
a code-share arrangement during the period 
covered by the passenger security fees remit-
ted under that proviso an amount equal to 
that portion of the remittance under the pro-
viso that was attributable to passenger secu-
rity fees paid or collected by that code-share 
air carrier and taken into account in deter-
mining the amount of the payment to the 
United States flag air carrier. 

(b) DOT INSPECTOR GENERAL OVERSIGHT.— 
The Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation shall review the compliance 
of United States flag air carriers with sub-
section (a), including determinations of 
amounts, determinations of eligibility of 
code-share air carriers, and transfers of 
funds to such air carriers under subsection 
(a). 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—The chief executive of-
ficer of each United States flag air carrier to 
which subsection (a) applies shall certify to 
the Under Secretary of Homeland Security 
for Border and Transportation Security, 
under penalty of perjury, the air carrier’s 
compliance with subsection (a). 

SA 919. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. 
INOUYE) proposed an amendment to the 
bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title III, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 305. AIR CARRIERS REQUIRED TO HONOR 

TICKETS FOR SUSPENDED SERVICE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 145(a) of the 

Aviation and Transportation Security Act of 
2001 (49 U.S.C. 40101 note) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: ‘‘The Secretary 
of Transportation shall give favorable con-
sideration to waiving the terms and condi-
tions established by this section, including 
those set forth in the guidance provided by 
the Department in notices, dated August 8, 
2002, November 14, 2002, and January 23, 2003, 
in cases where remaining carriers operate 
additional flights to accommodate pas-
sengers whose service was suspended, inter-
rupted, or discontinued under circumstances 
described in the preceding sentence over 

routes located in isolated areas that are un-
usually dependent on air transportation.’’. 

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 145(c) of such 
Act (49 U.S.C. 40101 note) is amended by 
striking ‘‘more than’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘after’’ and inserting ‘‘more than 36 
months after’’. 

SA 920. Mr. STEVENS proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title V, insert the following: 
SEC. 521. AIR CARRIER CITIZENSHIP. 

Section 40102(a)(15)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘which 
is under the actual control of citizens of the 
United States,’’ before ‘‘and in which’’. 

SA 921. Mr. HOLLINGS (for Mr. HAR-
KIN (for himself, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY)) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 824, to reauthorize the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of title II, insert the following: 
SEC. 217. CIVIL PENALTY FOR CLOSURE OF AN 

AIRPORT WITHOUT PROVIDING SUF-
FICIENT NOTICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 463 is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 46319. CLOSURE OF AN AIRPORT WITHOUT 

PROVIDING SUFFICIENT NOTICE. 
‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.—A public agency (as de-

fined in section 47102) may not close an air-
port listed in the national plan of integrated 
airport systems under section 47103 without 
providing written notice to the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion at least 30 days before the date of the 
closure. 

‘‘(b) PUBLICATION OF NOTICE.—The Admin-
istrator shall publish each notice received 
under subsection (a) in the Federal Register. 

‘‘(c) CIVIL PENALTY.—A public agency vio-
lating subsection (a) shall be liable for a 
civil penalty of $10,000 for each day that the 
airport remains closed without having given 
the notice required by this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 463 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘46319. Closure of an airport without pro-

viding sufficient notice.’’. 

SA 922. Mr. MCCAIN (for Mr. GRASS-
LEY (for himself and Mr. BAUCUS)) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 824, 
to reauthorize the Federal Aviation 
Administration, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 209, after line 13, add the fol-
lowing: 
TITLE VII—EXTENSION OF AIRPORT AND 

AIRWAY TRUST FUND EXPENDITURE AU-
THORITY 

SEC. 701. EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE AUTHOR-
ITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
9502(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to expenditures from Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2003’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘October 1, 2006’’, and 

(2) by inserting before the semicolon at the 
end of subparagraph (A) the following: ‘‘or 
the Aviation Investment and Revitalization 
Vision Act’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(2) of section 9502(f) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘October 
1, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2006’’. 

SA 923. Mr. STEVENS proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 824, to reau-

thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title V, add the following new 
section: 
SEC. 521. UNITED STATES PRESENCE IN GLOBAL 

AIR CARGO INDUSTRY. 
Section 41703 is amended by adding at the 

end the following new subsection: 
‘‘(e) CARGO IN ALASKA.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of sub-

section (c), eligible cargo taken on or off any 
aircraft at a place in Alaska in the course of 
transportation of that cargo by any com-
bination of 2 or more air carriers or foreign 
air carriers in either direction between a 
place in the United States and a place out-
side the United States shall not be deemed to 
have broken its international journey in, be 
taken on in, or be destined for Alaska. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE CARGO.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘eligible cargo’ 
means cargo transported between Alaska and 
any other place in the United States on a 
foreign air carrier (having been transported 
from, or thereafter being transported to, a 
place outside the United States on a dif-
ferent air carrier or foreign air carrier) that 
is carried— 

‘‘(A) under the code of a U.S. air carrier 
providing air transportation to Alaska; 

‘‘(B) on an air carrier way bill of an air 
carrier providing air transportation to Alas-
ka; 

‘‘(C) under a term arrangement or block 
space agreement with an air carrier; or 

‘‘(D) under the code of a U.S. air carrier for 
purposes of transportation within the U.S.’’. 

SA 924. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. 
LINCOLN) proposed an amendment to 
the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 
48, supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ 
and urging support for epilepsy re-
search and service programs; as fol-
lows: 

On page 3, line 2, strike ‘‘an annual’’ and 
insert ‘‘a’’. 

On page 3, line 6, after the semicolon insert 
‘‘and’’. 

On page 3, line 7, strike ‘‘an increase in 
funding’’ and insert ‘‘support’’. 

On page 3, line 10, strike ‘‘; and’’ and all 
that follows and insert a period. 

SA 925. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. 
LINCOLN) proposed an amendment to 
the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 
48, supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ 
and urging support for epilepsy re-
search and service programs; as fol-
lows: 

After the eighth clause of the preamble, in-
sert the following: 

Whereas a significant number of people 
with epilepsy may lack access to medical 
care for the treatment of the disease; 

SA 926. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mrs. 
LINCOLN) proposed an amendment to 
the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 
48, supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ 
and urging support for epilepsy re-
search and service programs; as fol-
lows: 

Amend the title as to read a concurrent 
resolution supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ and 
urging support for epilepsy research and 
service programs. 
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NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I wish to 

announce that the Committee on Rules 
and Administration will meet at 9:30 
a.m., Tuesday, June 17, 2003, in Room 
301 Russell Senate Office Building, to 
conduct a hearing on Senate Resolu-
tion 151, requiring public disclosure of 
notices of objections (‘‘holds’’) to pro-
ceedings to motions or measures in the 
Senate. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting, please contact Susan 
Wells at 202-224-6352. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 
Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to conduct a 
hearing during the session of the Sen-
ate on Thursday, June 12, 2003. The 
purpose of this hearing is to discuss the 
United States Department of Agri-
culture’s implementation of the Agri-
cultural Risk Protection Act of 2000 
and related crop insurance issues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 12, 2003, at 10:00 a.m. to conduct a 
hearing on ‘‘expanding homeownership 
opportunities.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
on Thursday, June 12, 2003, at 9:30 a.m. 
on Global Overfishing. 

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

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet in open Executive Session during 
the session on Thursday, June 12, 2003, 
at 9:00 a.m., to consider an original bill 
entitled, The Prescription Drug and 
Medicare Improvement Act of 2003; to 
consider S. 312, ‘‘Availability of SCHIP 
Allotments for Fiscal Years 1998 
through 2001’’. 

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. MCCAIN. 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 Thursday, June 12, 2003, at 
9:30 a.m., to hold a Hearing on Beyond 
Iraq: Repercussions of Iraq Stabiliza-
tion and Reconstruction Policies. 

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

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH EDUCATION, LABOR, AND 
PENSIONS 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet for 
a hearing on TWA/American Airline 
Workforce Integration during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, June 
12, 2003 at 2:00 p.m. in SD–430. 

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

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet to conduct a markup on Thurs-
day, June 12, 2003, at 9:30 a.m. in Dirk-
sen Room 226. 

AGENDA 

I. Nominations: David G. Campbell to 
be U.S. District Judge for the District 
of Arizona; Thomas M. Hardiman to be 
U.S. District Judge for the Western 
District of Pennsylvania; Eduardo 
Aguirre, Jr., to be Director, Bureau of 
Citizenship and Immigration Services, 
U.S. Department of Homeland Secu-
rity; Richard James O’Connell to be 
U.S. Marshal for the Western District 
of Arkansas. 

II. Bills: S. 724, A bill to amend Title 
18, United States Code, to exempt cer-
tain rocket propellants from prohibi-
tions under that title on explosive ma-
terials. [Enzi, Craig, Durbin, Sessions]; 
S. 1125, Fairness in Asbestos Injury 
Resolution Act of 2003 (‘‘The FAIR 
Act’’) [Hatch, DeWine, Chambliss]; S. 
Res. 141, A resolution recognizing ‘‘In-
venting Flight: The Centennial Cele-
bration,’’ a celebration in Dayton, Ohio 
of the centennial of Wilbur and Orville 
Wright’s first flight [Voinovich, 
DeWine]; H.R. 1954, Armed Forces Nat-
uralization Act of 2003. 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION, CIVIL 
RIGHTS AND PROPERTY RIGHTS 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary Subcommittee 
on the Constitution, Civil Rights and 
Property Rights be authorized to meet 
to conduct a markup on Thursday, 
June 12, 2003, immediately following 
the Full Committee markup scheduled 
to begin at 9:30 a.m. in Dirksen Room 
226. 

AGENDA 

Executive Business Meeting; Senate 
Judiciary Committee Subcommittee on 
the Constitution, Civil Rights & Prop-
erty Rights; Thursday, June 12, 2003 
9:30 a.m. (or, if a Full Committee 
markup is scheduled that morning, im-
mediately following the Full Com-
mittee markup) Dirksen Senate Office 
Room 226. 

I. Bill: S. J. Res. 1, A joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States to pro-
tect the rights of crime victims. Note: 
As agreed by Senators CORNYN and 
FEINGOLD, only amendments circulated 

to all other members of the sub-
committee by 12:00 noon on Wednesday, 
June 11, 2003 shall be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS AND FORESTS 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Public Lands and For-
ests of the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, June 12, at 2:30 p.m. in 
Room SD–366 to receive testimony on 
S. 434—a bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to sell or ex-
change all or part of certain parcels of 
National Forest System land in the 
State of Idaho and use the proceeds de-
rived from the sale or exchange for Na-
tional Forest System resources; S. 
435—a bill to provide for the convey-
ance by the Secretary of Agriculture of 
the Sandpoint Federal Building and ad-
jacent land in Sandpoint, Idaho, and 
for other purposes; S. 490—a bill to di-
rect the Secretary of Agriculture to 
convey certain land in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit Nevada, to the 
Secretary of the Interior, in trust for 
the Washoe Indian Tribe of Nevada and 
California; H.R. 762—to amend the Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act 
of 1976 and the Mineral Leasing Act 
and for other purposes; S. 1111—a bill 
to provide suitable grazing arrange-
ments on National Forest System land 
to persons that hold a grazing permit 
adversely affected by the standards and 
guidelines contained in the record of 
decision of the Sierra Nevada Forest 
Plan Amendment and pertaining to the 
Willow Flycatcher and the Yosemite 
Toad; and H.R. 622—to provide for the 
exchange of certain lands in the 
Coconino and Tonto National Forests 
in Arizona, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, AND 

SPACE 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Science, Technology, 
and Space be authorized to meet on 
Thursday, June 12, 2003, at 2:30 p.m. on 
Cloning. 

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

f 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that Peter Winokur, a 
fellow on my staff, be granted the 
privilege of the floor during the debate 
on the FAA reauthorization legisla-
tion. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LOTT. I ask unanimous consent 
that staff member William Hunt in my 
office be granted the privilege of the 
floor during the consideration of S. 824. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
NOMINATION OF MICHAEL GARCIA 

Mr. MCCONNELL. As in executive 
session, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Governmental Affairs Com-
mittee reports the nomination of Mi-
chael Garcia (PN 451), to be Assistant 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the 
nomination then be sequentially re-
ferred to the Judiciary Committee for 
a period not to exceed 15 days of ses-
sion; provided further that if the nomi-
nation is not reported by that time, 
the nomination be automatically dis-
charged and placed on the calendar. 

Mr. President, I withdraw that re-
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest is vitiated. 

f 

WOMEN’S BUSINESS CENTERS 
PRESERVATION ACT OF 2003 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. 1247. 

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

The clerk will state the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1247) to increase the amount to 

be reserved during FY2003 for sustainability 
grants under section 29(l) of the Small Busi-
ness Act. 

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

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of the ‘‘Women’s Business Cen-
ters Preservation Act of 2003’’ in rec-
ognition of the critical need to pre-
serve the operations of existing Wom-
en’s Business Centers currently serving 
women entrepreneurs in almost every 
state and territory. I am pleased to be 
joined in offering this bill by Senator 
KERRY, Ranking Member, Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship, and Senators BOND, CANTWELL, 
BURNS, LEVIN, ENZI, GRASSLEY, BAU-
CUS, DOMENICI, and BINGAMAN. 

While I am totally supportive of the 
Administration’s efforts to add new 
centers to serve a broader constitu-
ency, I am very concerned that we may 
lose valuable resources established in 
rural and urban areas. The value of the 
Women’s Business Center Program is 
stated best by the text taken from the 
Small Business Administration’s (SBA) 
promotional materials on the Women’s 
Business Center Program: 

Each women’s business center is uniquely 
designed to serve the needs of its individual 
community and to place special emphasis on 
helping those who are economically dis-
advantaged. 

The Women’s Business Center Program has 
become a strong and effective part of the 
SBA’s entrepreneurial-development efforts. 

And— 
In tough economic times, when both em-

ployment and funding resources are harder 
to come by, support for the WBC Program is 
more important than ever. 

As Chair of the Small Business Com-
mittee, I totally agree with the SBA’s 
assessment. In fact, Congress has 

agreed six times since the program was 
introduced through the Small Business 
Ownership Act of 1988, and made per-
manent in 1997, that this program is 
critical for women-business owners. 
The program’s appropriations has 
grown from $2 million in 1989 to $12 
million in 2003, and the results have 
been impressive. In Fiscal Year 2002, 
for every dollar invested in the pro-
gram, centers reported a return of $161 
in gross receipts of clients. 

Even more remarkable is the fact 
that since 1997, the Women’s Business 
Centers have served more than 240,000 
women entrepreneurs. In Fiscal Year 
2002, almost 86,000 customers were 
served through the centers. As reported 
in the SBA Performance and Account-
ability Report of 2002, ‘‘the WBC Pro-
gram has more than doubled its goal of 
a 3 percent annual increase in the num-
ber of clients served in the past two 
years. This is due in large part to the 
success of the sustainability grants, 
which enable established centers to 
continue SBA funding. SBA expects 
this trend to continue as more centers 
become firmly established and as their 
reputations for excellence spread.’’ 

If we look at the centers that are 
achieving the greatest impact, it is the 
established centers. The results of 
their outreach and one-on-one assist-
ance has made it possible for the Small 
Business Administration to achieve its 
goals as it measures the success of the 
products and programs offered by these 
centers. 

It is true that this month only five 
Women’s Business Centers face the pos-
sibility of closing their doors without 
the dollar-to-dollar matching funds 
that are provided through sustain-
ability funding. The sustainability 
grant provisions reserve 30.2 percent of 
the $12 million program funding for 
sustainability grants for existing cen-
ters with the balance of available funds 
designated for the creation and oper-
ation of new centers. Based on informa-
tion provided by the SBA, there are not 
sufficient sustainability reserve funds 
to offer continuation contracts to five 
centers in Iowa, Illinois, North Caro-
lina, Texas and Washington. Therefore, 
SBA has proposed a reduction in grants 
for all centers currently funded by sus-
tainability grants. By increasing the 
reserve amount to 36 percent, only dur-
ing Fiscal Year 2003, adequate funds 
will be available for eligible existing 
centers operating with sustainability 
grants. 

Next year, there will be more than 20 
States and the U.S. Virgin Islands af-
fected by the lack of funding to con-
tinue operations. Last month, I intro-
duced the ‘‘Women’s Small Business 
Programs Improvement Act of 2003’’, S. 
1154, to correct deficiencies in the pro-
gram and provide a fair, competitive 
process to operate and grow the Wom-
en’s Business Center Program. I expect 
that bill will be taken up as part of the 
SBA reauthorization legislation my 
Committee will consider in July. 

While we can fix the funding problem 
in the long-run, we still face a crisis 

today. That is the reason for the bill I 
am introducing. By increasing the for-
mula for sustainability grants from 
30.2 percent to 36 percent, existing cen-
ters would be able to operate without 
disruption in funding and the programs 
and services currently offered in our 
communities. This provision will not 
require an additional appropriation, 
just a reallocation of current funds. 

I believe this approach offers the best 
path available to sustain the centers 
approaching the end of their grant cy-
cles without creating undue hardship 
for all existing centers. At the same 
time, it should not hinder the Adminis-
tration’s efforts to create new centers. 

These centers have been extraor-
dinarily successful in providing assist-
ance to women in all walks of life— 
from those who once received public 
assistance but now operate businesses 
and create jobs, to women 
transitioning from employee to small 
business employer, to established 
women-business owners who create and 
manufacture products for sale at home 
and abroad. The Centers nurture 
women entrepreneurs through business 
and financial planning and help with 
critical issues like securing funding for 
startup and expansion. Yet—despite 
these successes—funding questions 
have long plagued the program. 

I am committed to resolving the 
temporary funding crisis through the 
bill I introduce today and will work 
with my colleagues to ensure the long- 
term viability of the Women’s Business 
Center program for today’s women en-
trepreneurs and those of tomorrow. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I rise 
today as Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship with my esteemed col-
league and Chair of the Committee, 
Senator SNOWE, to offer legislation to 
fix a funding gap that exists for meri-
torious Women’s Business Centers that 
are graduating from the first stage of 
the program and entering the sustain-
ability portion. 

I would first like to thank Senator 
SNOWE for working very closely with 
me on this issue. Her leadership and 
support has been invaluable. I would 
also like to thank our House counter-
parts on the Small Business Com-
mittee, Chairman MANZULLO and Rank-
ing Member VELÁZQUEZ, who have also 
been working diligently on the issue of 
sustainability grants as we take on the 
process of reauthorizing the majority 
of the SBA’s programs. In addition, I 
want to thank all of the cosponsors of 
this legislation, all of which have 
shown resounding support for women 
entrepreneurs and recognize the posi-
tive impact all small businesses have 
on our national economy. 

As I have said on more than one oc-
casion, women business owners do not 
get the recognition they deserve for 
their contribution to our economy: 
Eighteen million Americans would be 
without jobs today if it weren’t for 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7861 June 12, 2003 
these entrepreneurs who had the cour-
age and the vision to strike out on 
their own. For 18 years, as a member of 
the Senate Committee on Small Busi-
ness and Entrepreneurship, I have 
worked to increase the opportunities 
for these enterprising women in a vari-
ety of ways, leading to greater earning 
power, financial independence and 
asset accumulation. These are more 
than words. For these women, it means 
having a bank account, buying a home, 
sending their children to college, call-
ing the shots. 

And helping them at every step are 
the Women’s Business Centers. In 2002 
alone, these centers helped 85,000 
women with the business counseling 
and assistance they likely could not 
find anywhere else. Cutting funding for 
any centers would be harmful to the 
centers, to the women they serve, to 
the States, and to the national econ-
omy. 

The funding gap for Women’s Busi-
ness Centers in the sustainability por-
tion of the program exists because the 
Small Business Administration has 
chosen to adopt a funding policy that 
short-changes existing, proven centers 
in order to open new, unproven ones. 
By incorrectly interpreting the funding 
formula set up in statute for the Wom-
en’s Business Center program, the SBA 
intends to make way for new centers at 
the expense of those that are already 
established, operational and successful. 
This is both bad policy and contrary to 
congressional intent. 

As the author of the Women’s Busi-
ness Centers Sustainability Act of 1999, 
I can tell that when the Women’s Busi-
ness Centers Sustainability Act of 1999 
was signed into law, it was Congress’s 
intent to protect the established and 
successful infrastructure of worthy, 
performing centers. The law was de-
signed to allow all graduating Women’s 
Business Centers that meet certain 
SBA standards to receive continued 
funding under sustainability grants, 
while still allowing for new centers— 
but not by penalizing those that have 
already demonstrated their effective-
ness. 

Currently there are 81 Women’s Busi-
ness Centers in 48 states. Forty-six of 
these are in the initial program, 29 are 
already in sustainability, and six more 
are graduating or have graduated from 
the initial program and are now apply-
ing for sustainability grants. Because 
the SBA is incorrectly interpreting the 
funding formula for sustainability 
grants in order to open new centers, 
and in order to accommodate funding 
for potentially six new sustainability 
centers, those from Georgia, Iowa, Illi-
nois, North Carolina, Texas, and Wash-
ington State, the amount of funds re-
served for Women’s Business Centers in 
sustainability must be increased from 
30.2 percent to 36 percent. 

This legislation does just that. It di-
rects the SBA to reserve 36 percent of 
the appropriated funds for the sustain-
ability portion of Women’s Business 
Centers program—even though the 

SBA already has the authority on its 
own to increase the reserve—thereby 
protecting the established Women’s 
Business Centers from almost certain 
grant funding cuts and still providing 
enough funds to open six or more new 
centers across the country. 

I want to again express my sincere 
and steadfast support for the growing 
community of women entrepreneurs 
across the Nation and for the invalu-
able programs through which the SBA 
provides women business owners with 
the tools they need to succeed. As a 
long-time advocate for women entre-
preneurs and SBA’s programs, my 
record in support of the SBA’s women’s 
programs and for women business own-
ers speaks for itself. I have continually 
fought for increased funding for the 
women’s programs at the SBA, for sus-
taining and expanding the women’s 
business centers, and for giving women 
entrepreneurs their deserved represen-
tation within the Federal procurement 
process, to name a few. With respect to 
laws assisting women-owned busi-
nesses, I have been proud to either in-
troduce the underlying legislation or 
strongly advocate to ensure their pas-
sage and adequate funding. 

This bill is necessary to continue the 
good work of SBA’s Women’s Business 
Center network, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
read the third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements regard-
ing this matter be printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

The bill (S. 1247) was read the third 
time and passed, as follows: 

S. 1247 
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 ‘‘Women’s 
Business Centers Preservation Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 2. SUSTAINABILITY GRANTS FOR WOMEN’S 

BUSINESS CENTERS. 
Section 29(k)(4)(A)(iv) of the Small Busi-

ness Act (15 U.S.C. 656(k)(4)(A)(iv)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘30.2 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘36 percent’’. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL EPILEPSY 
AWARENESS MONTH 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Judi-
ciary Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of S. Con. Res. 48 
and that the Senate proceed to its im-
mediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the concurrent resolution 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 48) 

supporting the goals and ideals of ‘‘National 
Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ and urging fund-
ing for epilepsy research and service pro-
grams. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment to the concurrent resolu-
tion be agreed to; that the resolution, 
as amended, be agreed to; that the 
amendment to the preamble be agreed 
to; that the preamble, as amended, be 
agreed to; that the amendment to the 
title be agreed to; that the title, as 
amended, be agreed to; that the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, all 
without intervening action or debate; 
and that any statements relating to 
the concurrent resolution be printed in 
the RECORD. 

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

The amendment (No. 924) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

On page 3, line 2, strike ‘‘an annual’’ and 
insert ‘‘a’’. 

On page 3, line 6, after the semicolon insert 
‘‘and’’. 

On page 3, line 7, strike ‘‘an increase in 
funding’’ and insert ‘‘support’’. 

On page 3, line 10, strike ‘‘; and’’ and all 
that follows and insert a period. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 48), as amended, was agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 925) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

After the eighth clause of the preamble, in-
sert the following: 

Whereas a significant number of people 
with epilepsy may lack access to medical 
care for the treatment of the disease; 

The preamble, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, with its 
preamble, as amended, reads as follows: 

S. CON. RES. 48 

Whereas epilepsy is a neurological condi-
tion that causes seizures and affects 2,300,000 
people in the United States; 

Whereas a seizure is a disturbance in the 
electrical activity of the brain, and 1 in 
every 12 Americans will suffer at least 1 sei-
zure; 

Whereas 180,000 new cases of seizures and 
epilepsy are diagnosed each year, and 3 per-
cent of Americans will develop epilepsy by 
the time they are 75; 

Whereas 41 percent of people who currently 
have epilepsy experience persistent seizures 
despite the treatment they are receiving; 

Whereas a survey conducted by the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention dem-
onstrated that the hardships imposed by epi-
lepsy are comparable to those imposed by 
cancer, diabetes, and arthritis; 

Whereas epilepsy in older children and 
adults remains a formidable barrier to lead-
ing a normal life by affecting education, em-
ployment, marriage, childbearing, and per-
sonal fulfillment; 

Whereas uncontrollable seizures in a child 
can create multiple problems affecting the 
child’s development, education, socializa-
tion, and daily life activities; 

Whereas the social stigma surrounding epi-
lepsy continues to fuel discrimination, and 
isolates people who suffer from seizure dis-
orders from mainstream life; 

Whereas a significant number of people 
with epilepsy may lack access to medical 
care for the treatment of the disease; 

Whereas in spite of these formidable obsta-
cles, people with epilepsy can live healthy 
and productive lives and make significant 
contributions to society; 
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Whereas November is an appropriate 

month to designate as ‘‘National Epilepsy 
Awareness Month’’; and 

Whereas the designation of a ‘‘National 
Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ would help to 
focus attention on, and increase under-
standing of, epilepsy and those people who 
suffer from it: Now, therefore, be it 

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

(1) supports the goals and ideals of a ‘‘Na-
tional Epilepsy Awareness Month’’; 

(2) requests the President to issue a procla-
mation declaring a ‘‘National Epilepsy 
Awareness Month’’; 

(3) calls upon the American people to ob-
serve ‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ 
with appropriate programs and activities; 
and 

(4) urges support for epilepsy research pro-
grams at the National Institutes of Health 
and at the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention. 

The amendment (No. 926) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

Amend the title as to read: A concurrent 
resolution supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Epilepsy Awareness Month’’ and 
urging support for epilepsy research and 
service programs. 

The title, as amended, was agreed to. 
f 

THE CALENDAR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar Nos. 135 and 136 en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Senate will proceed to 
the measures en bloc. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolutions be agreed 
to en bloc; that the preambles be 
agreed to en bloc; that the motions to 
reconsider be laid upon the table en 
bloc; and that any statements relating 
to the resolutions be printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

f 

CENTENNIAL OF WILBUR AND 
ORVILLE WRIGHT’S FIRST FLIGHT 

The resolution (S. Res. 141) recog-
nizing ‘‘Inventing Flight: The Centen-
nial Celebration,’’ a celebration in 
Dayton, Ohio, of the centennial of Wil-
bur and Orville Wright’s first flight, 
was considered and agreed to. 

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

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 141 

Whereas 2003 marks the centennial of Wil-
bur and Orville Wright’s achievement of the 
first controlled, powered flight in history; 

Whereas Wilbur and Orville Wright grew up 
and worked at a bicycle shop in Dayton, 
Ohio, where they developed, built, and re-
fined the first successful, heavier-than-air, 
manned, powered aircraft; 

Whereas the Wright brothers developed the 
world’s first flying field, the world’s first fly-
ing school, and the world’s first airplane 
manufacturing company in the Dayton area; 

Whereas many legacies of the Wrights’ in-
ventiveness and creativity still exists in the 
region, including Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base, the Dayton Aviation Heritage 

National Historical Park, the United States 
Air Force Museum, the National Aviation 
Hall of Fame, the Wright ‘‘B’’ Flyers, and 
the Engineers Club of Dayton; 

Whereas the city of Dayton, area commu-
nities, a number of civic groups, private 
businesses, government agencies, and mili-
tary partners, are joining together to honor 
the Nation’s aerospace achievements; 

Whereas Dayton is considered the ‘‘Birth-
place of Aviation’’ and from July 3 through 
July 20, 2003, the Dayton region will host 
‘‘Inventing Flight: The Centennial Celebra-
tion’’, the largest public centennial event in 
Ohio celebrating the first flight and one of 
only 4 events nationwide endorsed as a full 
partner by the United States Centennial of 
Flight Commission; and 

Whereas the celebration will feature pavil-
ions with aviation displays, blimp and hot- 
air balloon races, dance and cultural per-
formances, river shows, historical reenact-
ments, an international air and space sympo-
sium, National Aviation Hall of Fame cere-
monies, and a military and general aviation 
show at the Dayton International Airport: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes ‘‘In-
venting Flight: The Centennial Celebration’’, 
a celebration in Dayton, Ohio of the centen-
nial of Wilbur and Orville Wright’s first 
flight. 

f 

COMMENDING THE FRANCIS MAR-
ION UNIVERSITY PATRIOTS 
MEN’S GOLF TEAM 

The resolution (S. Res. 163) com-
mending the Francis Marion Univer-
sity Patriots men’s golf team for win-
ning the 2003 National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association Division II Men’s Golf 
Championship was considered and 
agreed to. 

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

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 163 

Whereas on Friday, May 27, 2003, the 
Francis Marion University Patriots men’s 
golf team won the 2003 NCAA Division II 
Men’s Golf Championship, the first National 
Championship for Francis Marion University 
since it left the Peach Belt Conference in 
1992 and moved to Division II; 

Whereas the Patriots finished the Cham-
pionship with a four-round total of 1,149 
strokes, for 3 shots under par, beating the 
second place Rollins College Tars by 14 
strokes; 

Whereas the Patriots won the National 
Championship on the course of Crosswater 
Golf Club in Sunriver, Oregon; 

Whereas the Patriots finished the season 
with a 112–43–2 record against opponents 
ranked in the top 25 teams in the country; 

Whereas the Patriots led at the end of 
every round and became the second straight 
team to win the National Championship as 
an at-large selection; 

Whereas players Fredrik Ohlsson, Matt 
Dura, and Dylan Keylock were honored as 
All-Americans, and Juan Pablo Bossi and 
Per Hallberg earned honorable mention rec-
ognition for the 2002–03 season; 

Whereas Francis Marion University men’s 
golf team has displayed outstanding dedica-
tion, teamwork, and sportsmanship through-
out the season in achieving Division II colle-
giate golf’s highest honor; and 

Whereas the Patriots have brought pride 
and honor to the State of South Carolina: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends the Francis Marion Univer-

sity Patriots for winning the 2003 National 

Collegiate Athletic Association Division II 
Men’s Golf Championship; 

(2) recognizes the achievements of all the 
team’s players, coaches, and staff and invites 
them to the United States Capitol Building 
to be honored in an appropriate manner; and 

(3) directs the Secretary of the Senate to 
make available enrolled copies of this resolu-
tion to Francis Marion University for appro-
priate display and to transmit an enrolled 
copy of this resolution to each coach and 
member of the 2003 NCAA Division II Men’s 
Golf Championship team from Francis Mar-
ion University. 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, JUNE 13, 2003 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
stand in adjournment until 9:30 a.m., 
Friday, June 13. I further ask unani-
mous consent that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and the Senate 
then begin a period for morning busi-
ness until the hour of 10 a.m., with the 
first 15 minutes under the control of 
Senator HUTCHISON and the remaining 
15 minutes under the control of the mi-
nority leader or his designee; provided 
that at 10 a.m., the Senate proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 218, the nomination of R. Hewitt 
Pate, to be an assistant attorney gen-
eral, as provided under the previous 
order. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, for 
the information of all Senators, tomor-
row morning the Senate will be in a pe-
riod for morning business until 10 a.m. 
Under a previous order, at 10 a.m. the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion and immediately vote on the nom-
ination of R. Hewitt Pate to be an as-
sistant attorney general. This will be 
the first and last vote of tomorrow’s 
session. 

As a reminder, there will be no votes 
during Monday’s session. We will be in 
session on Monday for Senators to 
make their opening remarks on the 
Medicare/prescription drug bill. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn-
ment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:59 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
June 13, 2003, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate June 12, 2003: 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 

MARK C. BRICKELL, OF NEW YORK, TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
THE OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE OVER-
SIGHT, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS, VICE ARMANDO FAL-
CON, JR., RESIGNED. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 

THOMAS J. CURRY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FEDERAL DE-
POSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION FOR A TERM OF SIX 
YEARS, VICE JOSEPH H. NEELY, RESIGNED. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BUILDING SCIENCES 

ANN C. ROSENTHAL, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
BUILDING SCIENCES FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 
7, 2003, VICE STEVE M. HAYS, TERM EXPIRED. 

ANN C. ROSENTHAL, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
BUILDING SCIENCES FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 
7, 2006. (REAPPOINTMENT) 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

PAMELA HARBOUR, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A FEDERAL 
TRADE COMMISSIONER FOR THE TERM OF SEVEN YEARS 
FROM SEPTEMBER 26, 2002, VICE SHEILA FOSTER AN-
THONY, TERM EXPIRED. 

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION 

MICHAEL YOUNG, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW 
COMMISSION FOR A TERM OF SIX YEARS EXPIRING AU-
GUST 30, 2008, VICE THEODORE FRANCIS VERHEGGEN, RE-
SIGNED. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. WILLIAM T. HOBBINS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. RANDALL M. SCHMIDT, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. WALTER E. L. BUCHANAN III, 0000 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADES INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To Be Major General 

BRIGADIER GENERAL GEORGE A. ALEXANDER, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL EDMUND T. BECKETTE, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL WESLEY E. CRAIG JR., 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JAMES R. MASON, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL GERALD P. MINETTI, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL RICHARD C. NASH, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL GARY A. PAPPAS, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL CLYDE A. VAUGHN, 0000 
BRIGADIER GENERAL DEAN A. YOUNGMAN, 0000 

To be brigadier general 

COLONEL WILLIAM E. ALDRIDGE, 0000 
COLONEL LOUIS J. ANTONETTI, 0000 
COLONEL MICHAEL W. BEAMAN, 0000 
COLONEL ROBERT T. BRAY, 0000 
COLONEL NELSON J. CANNON, 0000 
COLONEL JAMES G. CHAMPION, 0000 
COLONEL ROBERT P. DANIELS, 0000 
COLONEL DAVID M. DAVISON, 0000 
COLONEL DAVID M. DEARMOND, 0000 
COLONEL MYLES M. DEERING, 0000 
COLONEL JAMES B. GASTON JR., 0000 
COLONEL ALAN C. GAYHART SR., 0000 
COLONEL DAVID K. GERMAIN, 0000 
COLONEL FRANK J. GRASS, 0000 
COLONEL GARY L. JONES, 0000 
COLONEL JAMES E. KELLY, 0000 
COLONEL KEVIN R. MCBRIDE, 0000 
COLONEL JAMES I. PYLANT, 0000 
COLONEL STEVEN R. SEITER, 0000 
COLONEL THOMAS L. SINCLAIR, 0000 
COLONEL FRANK T. SPEED JR., 0000 
COLONEL DEBORAH C. WHEELING, 0000 

COLONEL MATTHEW J. WHITTINGTON, 0000 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR A REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES AIR FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 

To be colonel 

JEAN B. DORVAL, 0000 
RICHARD L. NEEL, 0000 
GARY M. WALKER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE AND FOR REGULAR APPOINTMENT (IDENTIFIED 
BY AN ASTERISK(*)) UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 531: 

To be colonel 

RICHARD J. DELORENZO JR., 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be colonel 

GERALD M. SCHNEIDER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be colonel 

JANE B. TAYLOR, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be colonel 

DARRELL A. JESSE, 0000 
PETER R. MASCIOLA, 0000 
DONALD L. SCHENSE, 0000 
LAURA B. STEVENS, 0000 
NORBERT S. WALKER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be colonel 

THOMAS C. BARNETT, 0000 
ROBERT J. KELLER, 0000 
ALPHONSE J. STEPHENSON, 0000 
JEAN A. VARGO, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR A REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES AIR FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

EDWARD C. CALLAWAY, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

H. MICHAEL TENNERMAN, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE AND FOR REGULAR APPOINTMENT (IDENTIFIED 
BY AN ASTERISK(*)) UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 531: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

STEVEN E. RITTER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR A REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES AIR FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 

To be major 

BRYAN A. KEELING, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

ROBERT L. ZABEL JR., 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

DARRYL G. ELROD JR., 0000 
CRAIG A. HARTMAN, 0000 
KEVIN R. VANVALKENBURG, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

DREW Y. JOHNSTON JR., 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

RACHEL L. BECK, 0000 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

JANE M. ANDERHOLT, 0000 
THOMAS H. KATKUS, 0000 
DUANE M. TUSHOSKI, 0000 
JOE M. WELLS, 0000 
JAY A. WHITAKER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be colonel 

RODNEY A. ARMON, 0000 
BENNETT G. BOWLIN, 0000 
BRETT A. CALL, 0000 
JOHN S. CARTER III, 0000 
PAUL R. LEVEILLEE, 0000 
CHRISTINE A. STARK, 0000 
MARK W. THACKSTON, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 

To be major 

ANTHONY SULLIVAN, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS AND FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE REG-
ULAR ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 
3064: 

To be major 

BRYAN C. SLEIGH, 0000 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 

To be lieutenant 

SHERRY L. BRELAND, 0000 
SHANE D. COOPER, 0000 
FRANKIE D. HUTCHISON, 0000 
JESSICA M. PYBURN, 0000 
KRISTINA B. REEVES, 0000 
RYAN C. TORGRIMSON, 0000 
JULIA D. WORCESTER, 0000 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 12, 2003: 

THE JUDICIARY 

JOHN A. WOODCOCK, JR., OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF MAINE. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING ELISE A. * 
AHLSWEDE AND ENDING PAUL K. * YENTER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON JANUARY 
13, 2003. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING EUGENE L. 
CAPONE AND ENDING ALLEN L. WOMACK, WHICH NOMI-
NATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MARCH 24, 
2003. 

f 

WITHDRAWALS 

Executive message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on June 12, 
2003, withdrawing from further Senate 
consideration the following nomina-
tions: 

PAUL PATE, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BUILD-
ING SCIENCES FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 7, 2003, 
WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON APRIL 7, 2003. 

PAUL PATE, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF BUILD-
ING SCIENCES FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 7, 2006, 
WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON APRIL 7, 2003. 
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