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tries do not meet the standards for certification set 
forth in section 490(b): 

Afghanistan and Burma 
In making these determinations, I have considered 

the factors set forth in section 490 of the Act, based on 
the information contained in the International Narcot-
ics Control Strategy Report of 2001. Given that the per-
formance of each of these countries has differed, I have 
attached an explanatory statement for each of the 
countries subject to this determination [not set out in 
the Code]. 

You are hereby authorized and directed to report this 
determination to the Congress immediately and to pub-
lish it in the Federal Register. 

GEORGE W. BUSH. 

Prior certifications for major narcotics producing 
and transit countries were contained in the following: 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2000–16, Feb. 29, 2000, 65 F.R. 15797. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
99–15, Feb. 26, 1999, 64 F.R. 11319. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
98–15, Feb. 26, 1998, 63 F.R. 12937. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
97–18, Feb. 28, 1997, 62 F.R. 11589. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
96–13, Mar. 1, 1996, 61 F.R. 9891. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
95–15, Feb. 28, 1995, 60 F.R. 12859. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
94–22, Apr. 1, 1994, 59 F.R. 17231. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
93–18, Mar. 31, 1993, 58 F.R. 19033. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
92–18, Feb. 28, 1992, 57 F.R. 8571. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
91–22, Mar. 1, 1991, 56 F.R. 10773. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
90–12, Feb. 28, 1990, 55 F.R. 10597. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
89–11, Feb. 28, 1989, 54 F.R. 9413. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
88–10, Feb. 29, 1988, 53 F.R. 11487. 

PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 
490(b)(1)(A) OF THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT RELATING 
TO THE LARGEST EXPORTING AND IMPORTING COUNTRIES 
OF CERTAIN PRECURSOR CHEMICALS 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2007–14, Feb. 28, 2007, 72 F.R. 10881, provided: 

Memorandum for the Secretary of State 
Pursuant to section 490(b)(1)(A) of the Foreign Assist-

ance Act, I hereby determine that the top five export-
ing and importing countries of pseudoephedrine and 
ephedrine in 2005 (Belgium, China, Germany, India, In-
donesia, Mexico, Singapore, South Africa, South Korea, 
Switzerland, Taiwan, and the United Kingdom) have co-
operated fully with the United States or have taken 
adequate steps on their own to achieve full compliance 
with the goals and objectives established by the United 
Nations Convention Against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic 
Drugs and Psychotropic Substances. 

You are directed to publish this determination in the 
Federal Register, and are authorized and directed to 
transmit to the Congress the report under section 722 of 
the Combat Methamphetamine Epidemic Act [of 2005]. 

GEORGE W. BUSH. 

§ 2291j–1. International drug control certification 
procedures 

During any fiscal year, funds that would 
otherwise be withheld from obligation or ex-
penditure under section 2291j of this title may be 
obligated or expended beginning October 1 of 
such fiscal year provided that: 

(1) Report 

Not later than September 15 of the previous 
fiscal year the President has submitted to the 

appropriate congressional committees a report 
identifying each country determined by the 
President to be a major drug transit country 
or major illicit drug producing country as de-
fined in section 2291(e) of this title. 

(2) Designation and justification 

In each report under paragraph (1), the 
President shall also— 

(A) designate each country, if any, identi-
fied in such report that has failed demon-
strably, during the previous 12 months, to 
make substantial efforts— 

(i) to adhere to its obligations under 
international counternarcotics agree-
ments; and 

(ii) to take the counternarcotics meas-
ures set forth in section 2291h(a)(1) of this 
title; and 

(B) include a justification for each country 
so designated. 

(3) Limitation on assistance for designated 
countries 

In the case of a country identified in a re-
port under paragraph (1) that is also des-
ignated under paragraph (2) in the report, 
United States assistance may be provided to 
such country in the subsequent fiscal year 
only if the President determines and reports 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that— 

(A) provision of such assistance to the 
country in such fiscal year is vital to the na-
tional interests of the United States; or 

(B) subsequent to the designation being 
made under paragraph (2)(A), the country 
has made substantial efforts— 

(i) to adhere to its obligations under 
international counternarcotics agree-
ments; and 

(ii) to take the counternarcotics meas-
ures set forth in section 2291h(a)(1) of this 
title. 

(4) International counternarcotics agreement 
defined 

In this section, the term ‘‘international 
counternarcotics agreement’’ means— 

(A) the United Nations Convention Against 
Illicit Traffic in Narcotic Drugs and Psycho-
tropic Substances; or 

(B) any bilateral or multilateral agree-
ment in force between the United States and 
another country or countries that addresses 
issues relating to the control of illicit drugs, 
such as— 

(i) the production, distribution, and 
interdiction of illicit drugs; 

(ii) demand reduction; 
(iii) the activities of criminal organiza-

tions; 
(iv) international legal cooperation 

among courts, prosecutors, and law en-
forcement agencies (including the ex-
change of information and evidence); 

(v) the extradition of nationals and indi-
viduals involved in drug-related criminal 
activity; 

(vi) the temporary transfer for prosecu-
tion of nationals and individuals involved 
in drug-related criminal activity; 
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1 So in original. The word ‘‘section’’ probably should appear 

after ‘‘clause (i) or (ii) of’’. 

(vii) border security; 
(viii) money laundering; 
(ix) illicit firearms trafficking; 
(x) corruption; 
(xi) control of precursor chemicals; 
(xii) asset forfeiture; and 
(xiii) related training and technical as-

sistance, 

and includes, where appropriate, timetables 
and objective and measurable standards to as-
sess the progress made by participating coun-
tries with respect to such issues. 

(5) Application 

(A) Section 2291j(a) through (h) of this title 
shall not apply during any fiscal year with re-
spect to any country identified in the report 
required by paragraph (1) of this section. 

(B) Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) through 
(5)(A) of this section, the President may apply 
the procedures set forth in section 2291j(a) 
through (h) of this title during any fiscal year 
with respect to any country determined to be 
a major drug transit country or major illicit 
drug producing country as defined in section 
2291(e) of this title. 

(C) Nothing in this section shall affect the 
requirements of section 2291j of this title with 
respect to countries identified pursuant to sec-
tion 1 clause (i) or (ii) of 2291h(a)(8)(A) of this 
title. 

(6) Statutory construction 

Nothing in this section supersedes or modi-
fies the requirement in section 2291h(a) of this 
title (with respect to the International Nar-
cotics Control Strategy Report) for the trans-
mittal of a report not later than March 1, each 
fiscal year under that section. 

(7) Transition rule 

For funds obligated or expended under this 
section in fiscal year 2003, the date for submis-
sion of the report required by paragraph (1) of 
this section shall be at least 15 days before 
funds are obligated or expended. 

(8) Effective date 

This section shall take effect September 30, 
2002, and shall remain in effect thereafter un-
less Congress enacts subsequent legislation re-
pealing such section. 

(Pub. L. 107–228, div. A, title VI, § 706, Sept. 30, 
2002, 116 Stat. 1424; Pub. L. 109–177, title VII, 
§ 722(c), Mar. 9, 2006, 120 Stat. 269.) 

CODIFICATION 

Section was enacted as part of the Department of 
State Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 2003, and also as 
part of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal 
Year 2003, and not as part of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 which comprises this chapter. 

AMENDMENTS 

2006—Par. (5)(C). Pub. L. 109–177 added subpar. (C). 

PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION ON MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG 
TRANSIT OR MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG PRODUCING COUN-
TRIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2012–15, Sept. 14, 2012, 77 F.R. 58917, provided: 

Memorandum for the Secretary of State 
Pursuant to section 706(1) of the Foreign Relations 

Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 
107–228) (FRAA), I hereby identify the following coun-
tries as major drug transit and/or major illicit drug 
producing countries: Afghanistan, The Bahamas, 
Belize, Bolivia, Burma, Colombia, Costa Rica, Domini-
can Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, 
Honduras, India, Jamaica, Laos, Mexico, Nicaragua, 
Pakistan, Panama, Peru, and Venezuela. 

A country’s presence on the majors list is not nec-
essarily an adverse reflection of its government’s coun-
ternarcotics efforts or level of cooperation with the 
United States. Consistent with the statutory definition 
of a major drug transit or drug producing country set 
forth in section 481(e)(2) and (5) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, as amended (FAA), one of the reasons 
major drug transit or illicit drug producing countries 
are placed on the list is the combination of geographic, 
commercial, and economic factors that allow drugs to 
transit or be produced, even if a government has car-
ried out stringent narcotics control law enforcement 
measures. 

Pursuant to section 706(2)(A) of the FRAA, I hereby 
designate Bolivia, Burma, and Venezuela as countries 
that have failed demonstrably during the previous 12 
months to adhere to their obligations under inter-
national counternarcotics agreements and take the 
measures set forth in section 489(a)(1) of the FAA. In-
cluded in this report are justifications for the deter-
minations on Bolivia, Burma, and Venezuela, as re-
quired by section 706(2)(B) of the FRAA [not set out in 
the Code]. 

I have also determined, in accordance with provisions 
of section 706(3)(A) of the FRAA, that support for pro-
grams to aid Bolivia, Burma, and Venezuela is vital to 
the national interests of the United States. 

Afghanistan produces approximately 90 percent of the 
world’s illicit opium. Nearly all of this cultivation oc-
curs in four southern and western provinces. Instability 
in the area allows criminal networks, insurgent groups, 
and illicit cultivation and drug production to thrive. 
While Helmand Province continues to be the largest 
poppy-cultivating area, the United States and the 
United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) es-
timate that cultivation in Helmand decreased between 
35 and 39 percent, respectively, since 2008, to roughly 
63,000 hectares. 

The strategic objective of Afghanistan’s Ministry of 
Counter Narcotics, as stated in its National Drug Con-
trol Strategy, is ‘‘to create a secure environment for a 
healthy society with a strong licit economy, through 
evidence-based policy-setting, effective coordination 
and full accountability to the people of Afghanistan 
and our government.’’ The ongoing Good Performer Ini-
tiative, now in its sixth year, rewards provinces for 
successful counternarcotics performance. In 2011, 22 of 
Afghanistan’s 34 provinces qualified for $19.2 million in 
development projects as the result of their poppy re-
duction efforts. 

Afghanistan’s gains remain fragile. Reducing illegal 
cultivation and trafficking are closely linked to broad-
er economic opportunity, security, and the ability of 
the Afghan government to project the rule of law. 
International support for the Afghan National Drug 
Control Strategy, including from the United States, is 
designed to bolster the country’s drug control under-
takings and is directly tied to the success of the coun-
try’s wide-ranging national objectives to improve 
peace, security, and economic development. 

This year, the Caribbean was examined for its rel-
ative importance as a transit zone for illegal sub-
stances destined for U.S. markets. Without factoring in 
illegal maritime and air drug smuggling believed to be 
destined for Europe and beyond, approximately 5 per-
cent of all drugs destined for the United States are esti-
mated to pass through the majors list countries of The 
Bahamas, Dominican Republic, Haiti, and Jamaica. As 
traffickers constantly reorder their routes and meth-
ods, the United States and other donors continue to be-
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lieve that countering the drug trade in the Caribbean is 
in our national interest, as well as that of the countries 
themselves. Without the rule of law, well-run institu-
tions, and effective drug interdiction, the viability of 
the broad range of national and regional goals adopted 
by Caribbean countries is threatened. 

European, Canadian, and U.S. bilateral drug control 
support, as well as the Caribbean Basin Security Initia-
tive, contribute to the region’s ability to prevent and 
address drug trafficking and related violence and crime 
in the Caribbean. Similarly, key undertakings by the 
Organization of American States and UNODC in the re-
gion—especially those aimed at bringing long-term sta-
bility to Haiti—are an important part of the policy and 
assistance mosaic for smaller countries seeking to 
build on the successes of broad regional policies and 
programs. 

United States analysts estimate that approximately 
95 percent of illegal drugs cultivated and produced in 
South America destined for the United States are 
smuggled through Central America, Mexico, and the 
Eastern Pacific, primarily using maritime conveyances 
and illegal air flights. In response, the United States 
launched the Central America Regional Security Ini-
tiative (CARSI) in 2008, which was further expanded 
when I announced the Central America Citizen Secu-
rity Partnership in San Salvador in March 2011. 
Through CARSI and the Partnership, the United States 
has focused its crime prevention, counternarcotics, law 
enforcement and security assistance, and bolstered rule 
of law institutions in Central America. The region also 
has strengthened cooperation through the Central 
American Integration System (SICA) to promote citi-
zen security and other programs. Multilateral coopera-
tion to stem the flow of precursor chemicals from as far 
away as China that are used to produce illegal meth-
amphetamine in Central America is an important com-
ponent of SICA’s unprecedented regional cooperation. 
Similar objectives are achieved through U.S. support 
for Mexico’s drug control policies and programs under 
the Merida Initiative. 

Several other countries were evaluated for inclusion 
in this year’s list, but are not determined to be major 
drug transit and/or major illicit drug producing coun-
tries. For example, Canada has taken effective steps to 
stem the flow of synthetic MDMA (ecstasy) across its 
shared border with the United States, a problem of 
growing concern during the past several years. The 
country continues its robust efforts to combat the pro-
duction, distribution, and consumption of various ille-
gal drugs. As part of its 5-year National Anti-Drug 
Strategy, Canada has rolled out new initiatives specifi-
cally intended to fight the trafficking of marijuana and 
synthetic drugs. As detailed in the March 2011 report on 
precursors by the International Narcotics Control 
Board, Canada broadened its existing Controlled Drugs 
and Substances Act to prohibit any person from pos-
sessing, producing, selling, or importing material in-
tended to be used in the illegal manufacture or traf-
ficking of methamphetamine or ecstasy. The United 
States has also collaborated with Canada on a National 
Northern Border Counternarcotics Strategy that de-
fines in detail the wide range of initiatives underway to 
combat all phases of drug trafficking. Bilateral initia-
tives focus on programs to stem the two-way drug 
trade between Canada and the United States. 

You are hereby authorized and directed to submit 
this determination, with its Bolivia, Burma, and Ven-
ezuela memoranda of justification, under section 706 of 
the FRAA, to the Congress, and publish it in the Fed-
eral Register. 

BARACK OBAMA. 

Prior identifications of major drug transit or major 
illicit drug producing countries were contained in the 
following: 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2011–16, Sept. 15, 2011, 76 F.R. 59495. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2010–16, Sept. 15, 2010, 75 F.R. 67019, 68413. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2009–30, Sept. 15, 2009, 74 F.R. 48369. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2008–28, Sept. 15, 2008, 73 F.R. 54927. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2007–33, Sept. 14, 2007, 43 Weekly Compilation of Presi-
dential Documents 1216, Sept. 24, 2007. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2006–24, Sept. 15, 2006, 71 F.R. 57865. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2005–36, Sept. 14, 2005, 70 F.R. 56807. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2004–47, Sept. 15, 2004, 69 F.R. 57809. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2003–38, Sept. 15, 2003, 68 F.R. 54973. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2003–14, Jan. 30, 2003, 68 F.R. 5787. 

DEFINITIONS 

For definition of ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’ as used in this section, see section 3 of Pub. L. 
107–228, set out as a note under section 2651 of this title. 

§ 2291k. Repealed. Pub. L. 104–66, title I, 
§ 1112(b), Dec. 21, 1995, 109 Stat. 724 

Section, Pub. L. 87–195, pt. I, § 490A, as added Pub. L. 
102–583, § 5(a), Nov. 2, 1992, 106 Stat. 4927; amended Pub. 
L. 103–447, title I, § 101(g)(2), Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4693, 
related to annual certification procedures after Sept. 
30, 1995. 

PART IX—INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 

§ 2292. General provisions 

(a) Congressional policy 

The Congress, recognizing that prompt United 
States assistance to alleviate human suffering 
caused by natural and manmade disasters is an 
important expression of the humanitarian con-
cern and tradition of the people of the United 
States, affirms the willingness of the United 
States to provide assistance for the relief and 
rehabilitation of people and countries affected 
by such disasters. 

(b) General authority 

Subject to limitations in section 2292a of this 
title, and notwithstanding any other provision 
of this chapter or any other Act, the President 
is authorized to furnish assistance to any for-
eign country, international organization, or pri-
vate voluntary organization, on such terms and 
conditions as he may determine, for inter-
national disaster relief and rehabilitation, in-
cluding assistance relating to disaster prepared-
ness, and to the prediction of, and contingency 
planning for, natural disasters abroad. 

(c) Specific direction 

In carrying out the provisions of this section 
the President shall insure that the assistance 
provided by the United States shall, to the 
greatest extent possible, reach those most in 
need of relief and rehabilitation as a result of 
natural and manmade disasters. 

(Pub. L. 87–195, pt. I, § 491, as added Pub. L. 
94–161, title I, § 101(3), Dec. 20, 1975, 89 Stat. 849; 
amended Pub. L. 95–424, title I, § 118(a), Oct. 6, 
1978, 92 Stat. 953; Pub. L. 96–533, title IV, § 404(b), 
Dec. 16, 1980, 94 Stat. 3150.) 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

This chapter, referred to in subsec. (b), was in the 
original ‘‘this Act’’, meaning Pub. L. 87–195, Sept. 4, 
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