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Subsec. (a)(2). Pub. L. 103-447, §101(g)(1)(C),
stituted ‘“March 1’ for “‘April 1”.

Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 103-447, §101(g)(1)(D), substituted
‘““that such country maintains licit production and
stockpiles at levels no higher than those consistent
with licit market demand, and has taken adequate
steps to prevent significant diversion of its licit cul-
tivation and production into the illicit markets and to
prevent illicit cultivation and production.” for ‘‘that
such country has taken adequate steps to prevent sig-
nificant diversion of its licit cultivation and produc-
tion into the illicit market, maintains production and
stockpiles at levels no higher than those consistent
with licit market demand, and prevents illicit cultiva-
tion and production.”

Subsec. (d). Pub. L. 103447, §101(g)(1)(E), substituted
¢“30 calendar days’’ for ‘45 calendar days’’.

Subsec. (g). Pub. L. 103-447, §101(g)(1)(F), substituted
‘““‘Senate procedures’ for ‘‘Congressional review proce-
dures’ in heading, struck out designation and heading
of par. (1), and struck out heading and text of par. (2).
Text read as follows: ‘‘For the purpose of expediting the
consideration and enactment of joint resolutions under
this section, a motion to proceed to the consideration
of any such joint resolution after it has been reported
by the appropriate committee shall be treated as high-
ly privileged in the House of Representatives.”

Subsec. (h). Pub. L. 103-447, §101(g)(1)(G), struck out
“for fiscal years 1993 and 1994 after ‘‘drug producing
countries” in heading and substituted ‘‘November 1’
for ‘“January 1”’ in text.

Subsec. (i). Pub. L. 103-447, §101(g)(1)(H), amended
heading and text of subsec. (i) generally. Prior to
amendment, text read as follows: ‘“This section applies
only during fiscal years 1993 and 1994. During those fis-
cal years, section 2291k of this title does not apply and
the definitions provided in section 2291(e)(2) and (5) of
this title do not apply.”’

sub-

DELEGATION OF FUNCTIONS

For delegation of functions of President under this
section, see Ex. Ord. No. 12163, Sept. 29, 1979, 44 F.R.
56673, as amended, set out as a note under section 2381
of this title.

CERTIFICATION FOR MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG PRODUCING AND
DRUG TRANSIT COUNTRIES

Determination of President of the United States, No.
2001-12, Mar. 1, 2001, 66 F.R. 14454, provided:

Memorandum for the Secretary of State

By virtue of the authority vested in me by section
490(b)(1)(A) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as
amended [22 U.S.C. 2291j(b)(1)(A)] (the ‘“Act’’), I hereby
determine and certify that the following major illicit
drug producing and/or major illicit drug transit coun-
tries have cooperated fully with the United States, or
have taken adequate steps on their own, to achieve full
compliance with the goals and objectives of the 1988
United Nations Convention Against Illicit Traffic in
Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances:

The Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, People’s Republic of
China, Colombia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Gua-
temala, India, Jamaica, Laos, Mexico, Nigeria, Paki-
stan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Thailand, Venezuela,
and Vietnam
By virtue of the authority vested in me by section

490(b)(1)(B) of the Act, I hereby determine and certify
that, for the following major illicit drug producing and/
or major illicit drug transit countries that do not qual-
ify for certification under section 490(b)(1)(A), the vital
national interests of the United States require that as-
sistance not be withheld and that the United States not
vote against multilateral development bank assistance:
Cambodia and Haiti
Analysis of the relevant U.S. vital national interests
and risks posed thereto, as required under section
490(b)(3) of the Act, is attached for these countries [not
set out in the Code].

I have determined that the following major illicit
drug producing and/or major illicit drug transit coun-
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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, 656 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
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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),
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,
interdiction of illicit drugs;

(ii) demand reduction;

(iii) the activities of criminal organiza-
tions;

(iv) international 1legal 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;

the

and
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(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! 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 DRUG TRANSIT
OR MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG PRODUCING COUNTRIES FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2016

Determination of President of the United States, No.
2015-12, Sept. 14, 2015, 80 F.R. 57063, provided:

180 in original. The word ‘‘section’ probably should appear

after ‘‘clause (i) or (ii) of”.
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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 foregoing list is not a re-
flection of its government’s counternarcotics 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 (b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amend-
ed (FAA), the reason major drug transit or illicit drug
producing countries are placed on the list is the combi-
nation of geographic, commercial, and economic fac-
tors that allow drugs to transit or be produced, even if
a government has carried out the most assiduous nar-
cotics 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) [489(a)(1)] of the
FAA. Included in this report are justifications for the
determinations on Bolivia, Burma, and Venezuela [not
set out in the Code], as required by section 706(2)(B) of
the FRAA. Explanations for these decisions are pub-
lished with this determination.

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

This determination also highlights the importance of
international cooperation and certain countries of par-
ticular concern to the United States relevant to our
drug-control policies and programs.

THE INTERNATIONAL FRAMEWORK FOR NARCOTICS AND
CRIME CONTROL

The United States remains a leader in galvanizing
international efforts to cooperate in addressing the full
range of negative consequences tied to the drug trade
and its links to criminal enterprise. The global frame-
work for this cooperation is articulated in the three
U.N. drug-control conventions as well as the U.N. con-
ventions against transnational organized crime and
corruption. The United States defines its priorities in
this field in the annual National Drug Control Strat-
egy, the 2011 U.S. Strategy to Combat Transnational
Organized Crime, and other Federal public policy
guidelines.

The United States shares the view of the inter-
national community that the U.N. drug-control con-
ventions are resilient enough to unify countries that
often hold divergent views about the international nar-
cotics problem, while at the same time providing a
framework upon which to build the best solutions to it.
The U.N. drug-control conventions allow sovereign na-
tions the flexibility to develop and adapt the most ap-
propriate policies and programs in keeping with their
own national circumstances, while also achieving the
conventions’ aims. These aims include ensuring the
availability of controlled substances for medical and
scientific purposes, preventing drug abuse and addic-
tion, and suppressing drug trafficking and related
criminal activities.

In April 2016, member states, the scientific commu-
nity, and civil society will assemble in New York City
for the U.N. General Assembly Special Session on drugs
(UNGASS) to assess the successes and shortcomings of
drug policy and to identify ways to meet new chal-
lenges in the future. The UNGASS is an opportunity to
improve and develop international drug-control poli-
cies, in particular with regard to (1) increasing inter-
national efforts to address the world drug problem from
a public health perspective; (2) sharing best practices in
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criminal justice reform; and (3) strengthening inter-
national law enforcement cooperation.

The world drug problem is complex and dynamic.
This determination focuses selectively on those coun-
tries in Asia and the Americas that have been des-
ignated as major drug producing or transit countries
that significantly impact the United States. The global
challenges also include sophisticated crime networks
that traffic narcotics along coastal regions of Africa,
across the steppes of Central Asia, and into developed
markets of Europe, East Asia, and Oceania.

Illegal poppy cultivation in Afghanistan is among the
most difficult international drug-control problems. For
15 of the last 16 years, Afghanistan has been the world’s
largest producer of opium poppy. The United States
Government estimated that in 2014 Afghanistan cul-
tivated 211,000 hectares of opium poppy and produced
6,300 metric tons of opium (up 7 percent and 15 percent
over 2013 levels, respectively).

A number of U.S. programs, in collaboration with
multinational partners, have had positive results in de-
veloping economically viable alternatives for Afghan
farmers. Successful programs include the U.S.-funded
Good Performers Initiative that rewards provinces
demonstrating verifiable counternarcotics achieve-
ments against defined standards with development as-
sistance for alternative livelihood projects. The pro-
gram promotes holistic and integrated action on coun-
ternarcotics and encourages farmers to forgo poppy
cultivation by strengthening and diversifying alter-
natives to illegal poppy cultivation. United States
funds also support the development of the specialized
drug interdiction units of the Afghan Counternarcotics
Police. In 2014, the Afghan police seized 23 metric tons
of opium poppy. At the December 2014 London Con-
ference on Afghanistan, the Kabul government pledged
to intensify its drug-control efforts. United States and
international experts agree that political resolve is in-
tegral in efforts to combat the production and trade of
Afghan-sourced opiates. President Ghani has expressed
a clear commitment to address Afghanistan’s narcotics
crisis comprehensively. Most recently, the Afghan Min-
istry of Counternarcotics shared with United States
Government officials its draft National Drug Action
Plan, which covers the full spectrum of government ef-
forts for interdiction, eradication, treatment, edu-
cation, and alternative development.

The Colombo Plan for Cooperative Economic and So-
cial Development in Asia and the Pacific is an organi-
zation of 21 countries dedicated to providing technical
assistance on drug-control issues to Afghanistan and
the region. The Colombo Plan has taken the lead in
strengthening Afghanistan’s drug treatment services,
especially for vulnerable populations such as women,
children, and the homeless.

The Golden Triangle, which includes Burma and
Laos, is also central to the Colombo Plan’s regional
focus. Burma and Laos are the second and third largest
illegal opium poppy cultivation countries, respectively.
As in Afghanistan, countering illegal drug cultivation
in Burma and Laos will require strengthening of state
institutions and sustainable economic development.

The international community is also taking steps to
focus attention on illegal drug activity in China, espe-
cially precursor chemicals produced in China that are
diverted from legitimate commerce to criminal ele-
ments for the production of illicit plant-based and syn-
thetic drugs.

MEXICO, THE CARIBBEAN, AND CENTRAL AMERICA

Through the Merida Initiative, the United States and
Mexico have engaged in an unprecedented partnership
to break the power and impunity of transnational
criminal organizations; strengthen border, air, and
maritime controls; expand the capabilities and profes-
sionalism of Mexican law enforcement at the federal,
state, and local levels; and improve the capacity of jus-
tice systems to investigate and prosecute cases. The
two countries also collaborate to further respect for
human rights and the rule of law, increase citizen secu-
rity, and reduce the demand for drugs. The Merida Ini-
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tiative is guided by four goals: (1) disrupt the capacity
of organized crime to operate; (2) institutionalize the
capacity to sustain the rule of law; (3) create a 21st cen-
tury border; and (4) build strong and resilient commu-
nities. Each of these goals has a positive impact on our
countries’ ability to combat narcotics trafficking. For
example, the United States has provided scanners, x-
ray machines, other non-intrusive inspection equip-
ment, as well as trained canines, to enhance Mexican
authorities’ ability to detect illicit goods at key check-
points and ports of entry along the border, resulting in
significant seizures of illicit drugs, currency, weapons,
and explosives. The Mexican government has also
undertaken innovative efforts to implement alter-
natives to incarceration for non-violent, low-level,
drug-use offenders by instituting drug treatment courts
in many Mexican states.

The seven Central American and four Caribbean na-
tions are included in this year’s determination as
major drug transit countries that impact illegal drug
activities and consumption in the United States. Ac-
cording to seizure data of cocaine destined for U.S.
markets, an estimated 86 percent transited through the
Central American corridor and the remaining 14 per-
cent traveled via the Caribbean in 2014.

In recent years, Haiti has demonstrated serious polit-
ical will as a regional partner to counter transnational
criminal activity. In 2014, for example, with U.S. tech-
nical assistance and financial support, Haiti took
meaningful steps to enhance the capabilities of its Po-
lice Brigade in the Fight against Narcotics Trafficking
(BLTS). United States assistance continues to help im-
prove Haiti’s ability to address the drug problem, in
particular by strengthening the operational capacity of
its national law enforcement; providing infrastructure
and equipment enhancements; and, facilitating train-
ing opportunities. Institution building is also being
carried out to strengthen Haiti’s maritime interdiction
capabilities, which is a fundamental tool given the
large percentage of drugs smuggled via its surrounding
waterways. Working with the U.S. Coast Guard and the
Drug Enforcement Administration, two operations in
Haiti resulted in the seizure of almost a metric ton of
cocaine and nearly five metric tons of marijuana. In
2014, Haiti also signed a law formally criminalizing
public corruption, establishing standard penalties for
corrupt practices by Haiti’s officials.

SOUTH AMERICA

Within South America, Colombia and Peru dem-
onstrate highly effective leadership in countering ille-
gal drug trafficking and transnational crime. While
Peru remains the top cocaine producer in the world,
the Peruvian government has a comprehensive 5-year
counternarcotics strategy to aggressively eradicate il-
licit coca, implement alternative development pro-
grams, interdict illicit narcotics, and reduce domestic
drug abuse. With support from the United States, Peru
exceeded its historic 2014 goal to eradicate 30,000 hec-
tares of illicit coca, eradicating a total of 31,205 hec-
tares. Peru has achieved success establishing state in-
stitutions and building infrastructure in coca-produc-
ing regions, and developing alternative livelihoods for
farmers previously dependent on illicit cultivation.
Peru has also achieved historic results in seizures of co-
caine, netting nearly 30 metric tons in 2014. In total, 300
metric tons of cocaine was removed from global supply
through Peruvian interdiction and eradication.

Colombia also continues to be a strong partner on
counternarcotics. Annually, Colombian authorities
seize well over 100 metric tons of cocaine. Due to sus-
tained coca eradication efforts and drug enforcement
activity, coca cultivation dropped 52 percent between
2007 and 2013, and cocaine production potential declined
by 58 percent for the same time period. The government
made substantial gains in establishing a state presence
in remote areas, developing alternatives for coca pro-
ducers, and improving the capacity of its law enforce-
ment and judicial institutions. Calendar year 2014, how-
ever, saw a reversal in illegal crop cultivation, due pri-
marily to increased cultivation in areas off limits to
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aerial eradication. Colombia is also exporting its hard-
won security expertise to third countries. From 2009 to
2014, the Colombian National Police reported training
nearly 26,500 international police personnel from over
61 countries from Latin America, Africa, and Europe.

THE WAY FORWARD

The United States will continue to expand and en-
hance collaborative counternarcotics and anti-crime
partnerships to advance common goals and increase
citizen security. The United States will also continue
to support like-minded nations through evidence-based
technical assistance to modernize law enforcement, re-
form justice systems, support training, and develop
drug demand reduction and treatment programs. Such
global undertakings aim to build sustainable national
capacity and permanent international partnerships to
counter the threat to international security posed by
the world drug trade and other illegal activities associ-
ated with transnational organized crime.

You are hereby authorized and directed to submit
this report, with the enclosed memoranda of justifica-
tion regarding Bolivia, Burma, and Venezuela [not set
out in the Code], under section 706 of the FRAA, to the
Congress, and publish it in the Federal 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.
2014-15, Sept. 15, 2014, 79 F.R. 56625.

Determination of President of the United States, No.
2013-14, Sept. 13, 2013, 78 F.R. 58855.

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

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.
200624, 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.
200447, 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,
§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.

title I,

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



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-08-30T17:06:10-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




