
Page 702TITLE 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS AND INTERCOURSE§ 2291j–1

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 Nar-
cotics Control Strategy Report of 2001. Given that the 
performance 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 oth-
erwise be withheld from obligation or expendi-
ture under section 2291j of this title may be obli-
gated 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.)

Editorial Notes 

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).

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

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.

Executive Documents 

PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION ON MAJOR DRUG TRANSIT 
OR MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG PRODUCING COUNTRIES FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 2021

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2020–11, Sept. 16, 2020, 85 F.R. 60351, provided: 

Memorandum for the Secretary of State 
By the authority vested in me as President by the 

Constitution and the laws of the United States, includ-
ing section 706(1) of the Foreign Relations Authoriza-
tion Act, Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107–228) (FRAA) 
[22 U.S.C. 2291j–1(1)], I hereby identify the following 
countries as major drug transit 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 nec-
essarily a reflection of its government’s counter-
narcotics efforts or level of cooperation with the 
United States. Consistent with the statutory definition 
of a major drug transit or major illicit drug producing 
country set forth in section 481(e)(2) and (5) of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended (Public Law 
87–195) (FAA) [22 U.S.C. 2291(e)(2), (5)], the reason coun-
tries are placed on the list is the combination of geo-
graphic, commercial, and economic factors that allow 
drugs to transit or be produced, even if a government 
has engaged in robust and diligent narcotics control 
measures. 

Illicit drugs inflict enormous harm on the health and 
safety of the American people and threaten the na-
tional security of the United States. While my Admin-
istration has achieved steady progress in stemming the 
tide of our country’s drug epidemic, transnational 
criminal organizations continually challenge our suc-
cess by violating our borders and flooding our home-
land with these deadly substances. 

The United States is taking the fight to these crimi-
nal organizations and their enablers on an unprece-
dented scale. This April, I initiated the most signifi-
cant counternarcotic operations in decades targeting 
the illicit drug trade in the Caribbean and Eastern Pa-
cific by deploying U.S. military assets to U.S. Southern 
Command in cooperation with 22 international allies. 
These operations led to the seizure of more than 80 
metric tons of cocaine and other dangerous drugs, de-
priving transnational criminal organizations of more 
than $1.8 billion in profits and putting drug kingpins on 
notice that they are squarely in the crosshairs of the 
United States. 

The most complicit kingpin in this Hemisphere is the 
Venezuelan dictator, Nicolas Maduro. This March, a 
U.S. court indicted Maduro for narcoterrorism and con-
spiracy to smuggle cocaine into the United States. In 
response, the U.S. Department of State announced a $15 
million reward for information leading to his arrest or 
conviction. He joined a multitude of other regime cro-
nies who are either under U.S. indictment or were sanc-
tioned for drug crimes by the Department of the Treas-
ury. The United States will continue to support the 
Venezuelan people, Interim President Juan Guaido, and 
the democratically elected National Assembly, and will 
work together with the legitimate Interim Government 
of Venezuela to stop drug trafficking and root out the 
criminal elements that have exploited that country. 
Maduro’s illegitimate narco-regime should face justice 
for its crimes. 

While bringing criminals like Maduro to justice re-
mains an urgent priority, the United States also needs 
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other governments in the Western Hemisphere to as-
sume greater responsibility for reducing illegal drug 
supplies. 

In Colombia, President Ivan Duque and his govern-
ment remain strong partners of the United States, and 
Colombian police and military forces have shown great 
bravery and commitment by targeting high-level drug 
traffickers, interdicting drug shipments, and manually 
eradicating coca. Nevertheless, coca cultivation and co-
caine production remain at unacceptably high levels. 
To reach our shared 5-year goal to reduce coca cultiva-
tion and cocaine production by half by the end of 2023, 
Colombia must move forward with resuming aerial 
eradication, which remains an irreplaceable tool in the 
government’s arsenal alongside manual eradication and 
alternative economic development. 

It is also of great concern that coca cultivation and 
cocaine production remain near historical highs in 
Peru, another longstanding U.S. ally. Peru is a valued 
law enforcement partner of the United States and has 
demonstrated continuing commitment to fighting all 
aspects of the drug trade. I call on the Peruvian gov-
ernment to resume eradication operations in the coun-
try’s high yield coca producing regions, including the 
Valley of the Apurimac, Ene, and Mantaro Rivers. 

Since the resignation of former President Evo Mo-
rales in November 2019, U.S.-Bolivian cooperation 
against drug trafficking networks has increased under 
Bolivia’s transitional government. The transitional 
government made important strides in drug interdic-
tion and resumed processing extradition requests of 
drug traffickers by the United States. Nevertheless, 
coca cultivation continues to exceed legal limits under 
Bolivia’s own domestic laws for medicinal and tradi-
tional use, and the Bolivian state has taken insuffi-
cient measures to safeguard the country’s licit coca 
markets from criminal exploitation. If the Bolivian 
government, including its Legislative Assembly, takes 
sufficient steps in the year ahead to remedy these 
shortcomings and continues the progress made over the 
past 10 months under the transitional government, I 
will consider removing Bolivia from next year’s list of 
countries that have failed demonstrably to uphold their 
drug control responsibilities. 

Last year, I warned that I would consider deter-
mining Mexico had failed demonstrably to uphold its 
international drug control commitments if it did not 
intensify its efforts to increase poppy eradication, 
interdict illicit drugs before they cross the border into 
the United States, increase its prosecutions of drug 
traffickers and seize their assets, and develop a com-
prehensive drug control strategy. This year, Mexico 
successfully passed asset forfeiture reforms, increased 
extraditions of dangerous drug traffickers to the 
United States, made substantial progress in completing 
its first poppy yield study in 17 years, and produced a 
counterdrug strategy. While these are signs of progress, 
more must be done. 

Mexico remains the source of nearly all heroin and 
methamphetamine seized in the United States, and a 
transit route for most of the cocaine available in our 
country. Moreover, Mexican cartels take advantage of 
uneven precursor chemical controls in Mexico to manu-
facture deadly drugs, such as fentanyl, inside Mexico 
and smuggle them into the United States. Mexican 
drug interdictions remain far too low in the face of 
these critical drug threats. These cartels present a 
clear threat to Mexico and the Mexican government’s 
ability to exert effective control over parts of its coun-
try. 

Mexico must clearly demonstrate its commitment to 
dismantling the cartels and their criminal enterprises 
and do more to protect the lives of Mexican and Amer-
ican citizens threatened by these groups. Mexico needs 
to continue to extradite key criminal actors, step up 
comprehensive investigations and drug and asset sei-
zures, and implement a robust data-based poppy eradi-
cation program tied to sustainable alternative develop-
ment. The Mexican government should acknowledge 
the alarming trend of fentanyl production inside its 

territory. It must prioritize law enforcement action 
targeting cartel production and trafficking of 
fentanyl—the leading substance involved in drug over-
dose deaths in the United States—and strengthen ef-
forts targeting fentanyl precursor chemicals over-
whelmingly trafficked from China, as well as fentanyl 
smuggling and production. More must also be done to 
target the cartels’ increasing production of meth-
amphetamine. 

The United States remains ready to deepen its part-
nership with Mexico to address these shared challenges 
and welcomes the opportunity to develop joint drug 
control goals with Mexico and bilateral investigations 
built on transparent and open sharing of investigative 
information and evidence leading to successful prosecu-
tions. 

Many Mexican military and law enforcement profes-
sionals, in cooperation with their U.S. counterparts, 
are bravely confronting the transnational criminal or-
ganizations that threaten both of our countries. Unless 
the Mexican government demonstrates substantial 
progress in the coming year backed by verifiable data, 
Mexico will be at serious risk of being found to have 
failed demonstrably to uphold its international drug 
control commitments. 

Pursuant to section 706(2)(A) of the FRAA, I hereby 
designate Bolivia and the illegitimate regime of Nico-
las Maduro in Venezuela as having failed demonstrably 
during the previous 12 months to adhere to their obli-
gations under international counternarcotics agree-
ments and to take the measures required by section 
489(a)(1) of the FAA [22 U.S.C. 2291h(a)(1)]. Included 
with this determination are justifications for the des-
ignations of Bolivia and the Maduro regime, as required 
by section 706(2)(B) of the FRAA. 

I have also determined, in accordance with provisions 
of section 706(3)(A) of the FRAA, that United States 
programs that support the legitimate interim govern-
ment in Venezuela and the Bolivian government are 
vital to the national interests of the United States. 

You are authorized and directed to submit this des-
ignation, with the Bolivia and Venezuela memoranda of 
justification, under section 706 of the FRAA, to the 
Congress, and to publish it in the Federal Register. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.

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. 
2019–22, Aug. 8, 2019, 84 F.R. 44679. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2018–12, Sept. 11, 2018, 83 F.R. 50239. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2017–12, Sept. 13, 2017, 82 F.R. 45413. 

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2016–10, Sept. 12, 2016, 81 F.R. 64749. 

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

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. 
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. 
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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. 

PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION ON WAIVING A RESTRIC-
TION ON UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE TO BOLIVIA UNDER 
SECTION 706 OF THE FOREIGN RELATIONS AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT, FISCAL YEAR 2003

Determination of President of the United States, No. 
2020–05, Jan. 6, 2020, 85 F.R. 6731, provided: 

Memorandum for the Secretary of State 
By the authority vested in me as President by the 

Constitution and the laws of the United States, includ-
ing section 706(3)(A) of the Foreign Relations Author-
ization Act, Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107–228) 
(FRAA) [22 U.S.C. 2291j–1(3)(A)], I hereby determine 
that the provision of United States assistance to Bo-
livia in Fiscal Year 2020 is vital to the national inter-
ests of the United States. 

You are authorized and directed to submit this deter-
mination, with its memorandum of justification, under 
section 706 of the FRAA, to the Congress, and to pub-
lish it in the Federal Register. 

DONALD J. TRUMP. 

§ 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) Emergency Food Security Program 

(1) In general 

Subject to the limitations in section 2292a of 
this title, and notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this chapter or any other Act, the 
President is authorized to make available 
emergency food assistance, including in the 
form of funds, transfers, vouchers, and agricul-
tural commodities (including products derived 
from agricultural commodities) acquired 
through local or regional procurement, to 

meet emergency food needs arising from man-
made and natural disasters. 

(2) Designation 

Funds made available under this subsection 
shall be known as the ‘‘International Disaster 
Assistance – Emergency Food Security Pro-
gram’’. 

(d) 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; Pub. L. 114–195, 
§ 7(c)(1), July 20, 2016, 130 Stat. 681.)

Editorial Notes 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

This chapter, referred to in subsecs. (b) and (c)(1), was 
in the original ‘‘this Act’’, meaning Pub. L. 87–195, 
Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 424, known as the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961. For complete classification of this Act 
to the Code, see Short Title note set out under section 
2151 of this title and Tables. 

PRIOR PROVISIONS 

A prior section 491 of Pub. L. 87–195, pt. I, as added 
Pub. L. 92–226, pt. I, § 109, Feb. 7, 1972, 86 Stat. 24, pro-
vided for East Pakistan refugee relief assistance, in-
cluding appropriations authorization of $250,000,000 for 
fiscal year 1972, prior to repeal by section 101(2) of Pub. 
L. 94–161. 

AMENDMENTS 

2016—Subsecs. (c), (d). Pub. L. 114–195 added subsec. 
(c) and redesignated former subsec. (c) as (d). 

1980—Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 96–533 substituted ‘‘limita-
tions’’ for ‘‘limitation on appropriations’’. 

1978—Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 95–424 substituted 
‘‘, international organization, or private voluntary or-
ganization’’ for ‘‘or international organization’’.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1978 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 95–424 effective Oct. 1, 1978, 
see section 605 of Pub. L. 95–424, set out as a note under 
section 2151 of this title.

Executive Documents 

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. 

§ 2292a. Authorization of appropriations 

(a) Fiscal year authorization 

There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
President to carry out section 2292 of this title, 
$2,794,184,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2023, of which up to $1,257,382,000 should be made 
available to carry out section 2292(c) of this 
title. Amounts appropriated under this section 
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